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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6, after of,“ insert“ Company L. 


In line 7 change “ Volunteers” to Volunteer“ and insert thereafter 
Infantry.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NETTIE G. KRUGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20581) granting 
an increase of pension to Nettie G. Kruger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nettie 
G. Kruger, widow of Charles W. Gruger, late of United States Marine 
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, however, That in the event of the 
death of Emilie L. Kruger, helpless and dependent child of said Charles 
N the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter- 
mine. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-four ” and insert “eighteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY E. P. BARR, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20605) granting 
a pension to Mary E. P. Barr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma 
E. P. Barr, widow of William F. Barr, late of Company G, Fifth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

- WILLIAM P. HUFF. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21033) granting 
an increase of pension to William P. Huff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etoc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
P. Huff, late of Company nd Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 


fantry, war with Mexico. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 2 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after“ Company,” insert“ C.” 
In line change Volunteer“ to“ Volunteers“ and strike out In- 


1 Ving 8 strike out thirty“ and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT J. DEWEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21043) granting 
a pension to Robert J. Dewey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 7 60 55 laws, the name of Robert 
J. Dewey, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment United States Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, > 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : 

In line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain,” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty“ and insert “ twelve.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert “in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Robert J. Dewey.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


— 


JESSE HARRAL. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21046) granting 
a pension to Jesse Harral. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaca on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse 
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Harral, late of Captain Cook’s company, Tennessee Infantry, Cherokee 
iene disturbances, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month. ¥ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after “ Captain,” insert“ H. W. Cooke's.” 
In same line, after “ com yy insert “ Third Battalion,” 
In line 8 strike out “sixteen ” and insert “ eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. e 

JESSE J. MELTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21047) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse J. Melton, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Jesse J. Melton, late of Capt. A. L. Pickens’s company, First Regiment 
Alabama Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Te amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows : 

In line 6 strike out “Captain A. L.“ and change “ Pickens's to 
“ Pickens’.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ž 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JEREMIAH BUFFINGTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21274) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Buflington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to praca on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jeremiah Buflington, late of SODANI B, Fourth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “‘ forty” and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTIN HEILER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21279) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Heiler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Heiler, alias Martin Huyler, late of Battery F, First Regiment United 
States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after “ Artillery, 

In line 8 strike out“ twenty-four ” and insert “s 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


insert Florida bt gers war.” 


ELIZABETH WILSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21322) granting- 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Wilson, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the penyon laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Wilson, widow of Washington C. Wilson, late of Company F, First 
Regiment Alabama Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “ twelve.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN BRAGG. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21432) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin Bragg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 
min Bragg, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment United States 


fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
month in lieu of that he is Dow receiving $20 per 


The bill was ordered to be AEA for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ‘ 

MARY REBECCA CARROLL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21470) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary R. Carroll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the e pension laws, name o 
R. Carroll, widow of Zachariah H. Carroll, late of Company 


A, 
Regiment ‘United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
the name of the beneficiary where it appears in Loe nse titl 


Change 
body of the bill from “ Mary R. Carroll to * 
In line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


e and 
11. 


ADALINE H. MALONE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21471) granting 
an increase of pension to Adaline H. Malone. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be 5 enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of Adaline 
H. Malone, widow of William P. Malone, late of tain Cowan’s com- 
y. Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out P.“ and insert Patrick“ in lieu thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILEY H. JACKSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21472) eatis 
an increase of pension to Wiley H. Jackson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

authorized and directed to lacs on tae e pension roll, subjeet to 
the 2 and limitations of pension laws, the name of Wiley 
H. Jackson, late of Captain William a Porter's bee 28 Tennessee 


Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate per month 
in lieu of that he is now ving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “R” and insert N.” 

In line 7, after “ Cavalry,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. - 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LUCY COLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21481) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucy Cole. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
ted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is 
ek a a a TES 
ns an ns o on laws, 
S e of James B. Cole, late 9 D, Mormon Ba 


lunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay ier a PONM ak ihe 
ree $30 per — 2 — in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers” and strike out 

In lig 0 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL B. DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21496) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel B. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 
8 authorlzed and directed to place on 
gs otha rns and Loken of the pensio: 


late of Com 
Seri wae with nor Baha! A e 
—. month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Secretary of the Interior and he is 
the pension T3 sub; to 


f Te amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 


„In line 7 change “Volunteer” to Volunteers and strike out 


In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY E. HOBBS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21497) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Hobbs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma 
E. iona widow of William Hobbs, inte of of Company I, First Regime 


i Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
oy at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, 


7 pæ amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows : 

In Hne 7 strike out “ Volunteer Infantry” and insert “ Rifles.” 

In line 8 strike out twenty and insert twelve. vhs 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE GAME. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21529) granting 
a pension to Charlotte Game. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 5 of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on a =— roll, subject to 
the provisions and 3 er the — ae — Char- 
lotte Game, widow of Edwin Game, late of 8 
North Carolina Volunteer 9 war with 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


8 


SARAH R. HARRINGTON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21579) granting 


‘a pension to Sarah R. Harrington. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ance on 2 pension roll, — to 
sg rovisions and agen yen of t 1 2 name of Sarah 


Gaited States Marine & V 
of $75 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after “late,” insert “first lieutenant” and strike out 


“brigad ier-general.” 
In line 8 strike out 25 seventy-five ” and insert “ twenty-five.” 


In 9, after month,“ insert “in lieu of that she is now re- 


lineal the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah R. Harrington.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROY L. JONES.- 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21598) granting 
a pension to Roy L. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
anges iS authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

provisions and eee ag of the n laws, the name of Roy L. 
[ey late of Company L, ourth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, 
r n ok tue vate $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after “Infantry,” insert war with Spain. 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-five” and insert Fed 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

passed. 


FELIX G. MORRISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21606) granting 
an increase of pension to Felix G. Morrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the m roll, subject to 
the gt ag sa and limitations of — — — —— laws, the name of Felix 

t Tennessee 


te of Com E, Third Regimen Volunteer 
. — ‘nd pay ek a pension at the rate of 830 
recetving. 


with 
per month in lieu of that he is now 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line T change “ Volunteer" to “ Volunteers” and strike out “ In- 


fantry. 
ass Tine 8 strike out thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES S. HART. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21612) granting 
an increase of pension to James S. Hart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 

art, late of Company E, Iowa Battalion Mormon Volunteers, war 


with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-five” and insert twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

8 JOHN TIMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21761) granting 
an increase of pension to John Tims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Tims, late of Company F, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 7 change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers“ and strike out“ In- 


fantry. 

In tins 8 strike out“ thirty“ and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANK BREAZEALE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21882) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank Breazeale. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 
Breazeale, late a soldier in the Mexican war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “late a soldier in the Mexican war” and insert 
after Breazeale“ the words “late of Company F (Captain Roberts's), 
First Regiment Texas Mounted Volunteers.” 

In line 7 insert “ war with Mexico” before “ and.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. SAUNDERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R.-21883) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Saunders. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Saunders, late of Company F, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill 
lie on the table, as I am informed that the intended beneficiary 
is dead. d 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN BRYANT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21886) granting 
an increase of pension to Jobn Bryant. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 75 on the pension roll, aye ey to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 


Bryant, late of Capt. Edward Tucker's company, Colonel Dancey’s regi- 
ment, Florida Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pen- 
ml at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 change “Captain” to Captains” and strike out “ Ed- 
ward ‘Tucker's company and insert Tucker's, McClellan's, and Rob- 
or tne 7 strike out Colonel Dancey's regiment” and insert “com- 
panies,” and strike out “ Seminole” and insert “ Florida.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES H. HAYMAN, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21887) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Hayman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
H. Hayman, late of Captain Johnson's company, Florida Volunteers, 
Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “company,” insert independent.” 

13 line 7 strike out “ Seminole Indian war“ and insert “war with 
exico.” 

In line 8 strike out "sixteen ” and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. $ 

ANDREW CANOVA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21888) granting 
an inerease of pension to Andrew Canoya. 

The bill.was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
Canova, late of Captains Hooker’s and Moseley’s companies, Florida 
Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 change Captains“ to “ Captain," and after “ Hooker's” 
Insert“ independent company and strike out and Moseley's.” 

— pua strike out “companies,” and after “Florida” insert 
Mounted.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. > 
ELDRIDGE UNDERWOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22024) granting 


an increase of pension to Eldrige Underwood. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eldrige 
Underwood, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. = 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change the name of the beneficiary where it appears in the title and 
ee of the bill from Eldrige Underwood” to“ Eldridge Under- 
wood.” 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers.” 


Strike out“ Infantry“ and insert thereafter war with Mexico.” 
In line 8 strike out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZA M. SCOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22073) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza M. Scott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Eliza 
M. Scott, widow of Walter F. Scott, late of seer A, First Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteer Mounted Infantry, war wit exico, and pay her 
a aa at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

ee 6, after “late,” strike out “of” and insert “second lieut- 
enant.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer 75 and “Infantry” and insert, after 


the word “ Mounted,” “ Volunteers. 
In line 8 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


STEPHEN ROBINSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22241) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Stephen Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
Robinson, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
woe line 7 strike out Kentucky Volunteer” and insert United 
ates.” r 
In line 8 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty.” 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, that amount should be 
$30 instead of $20. It was intended that it should be $30, but 
was erroneously reported from the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That result can be accom- 
plished by voting down the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. CAMPBELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22243) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Campbell. 8 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Campbell, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Kenna Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LIBBY BARNHILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22264) granting 
an increase of pension to Sibby Barnhill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to N on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sibby 
Barnhill, widow of William Barnhill, late of Captain Cunningham's 
company, Third Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infan „war with 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Sibby ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Libby.” š 

In line 8 strike out “ Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico,” and in- 
sert “ Militia, Cherokee Indian disturbances.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Libby Barnhill.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH JANE HANCHER. ` 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22265) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Jane Hencher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Elizabeth Jane Hencher, widow of John Hencher, late of Company 
C, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, and, pay her a 
ue om at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of t she now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the name of the beneficiary where it appears in the title 
and the body of the bill from “ Elizabeth Jane Hencher” to “ Eliza- 
beth Jane Hancher.” 

In line 6 change “John Hencher” to “John Hancher.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8, after the word “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


DELPHIE THORNE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22266) granting 
an increase of pension to Delphie Thorne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Delphie Thorne, widow of Dempsey J. Thorne, late of Company A, 
First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 
her S penson at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

LOUISA DUNCAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22306) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa Duncan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized amd directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Louisa 
Duncan, widow of Benjamin Duncan, late of Company D, Third Regi- 
ment Missouri Moun’ Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
8 at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Benjamin,” insert “ F.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARY A. KERR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22310) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Kerr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll; sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Kerr, widow of John Kerr, late of Company F, Second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now recelving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


MARGARET A. M’ADOO. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22409) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret A. McAdoo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 3 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 

ret A. McAdoo, widow of McAd late of Captain Murray's 

mpany B, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 insert, after “ widow of,” the word “Austin.” 

In line 7 strike out “Captain Murray's.” 

In line 8 strike ont “ Volunteers” and insert “ Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. J 

EDWARD WESLEY WARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22420) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Wesley Ward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
Wesley Ward, late of Company E, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer to Volunteers,“ and insert thereafter 
“war with Mexico.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
WILLIAM J. JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22422) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Wil- 
liam J. Johnson, late of Company C, Mormon Battalion, Iowa Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: à 
In line 6, before“ og tees insert “Iowa Battalion” and after 


“Mormon,” strike out “ Battalion, Iowa.’ 
In line 8 strike out thirty and insert twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM OLIVER ANDERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22444) granting 
an increase of pension to W. O. Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


the provisions and limitations of the pe 
Anderson, late of Company B, First Illinois Volunteers, 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Change the name of the beneficiary where it appears in the title and 
2 of the bill from W. O. Anderson” to “ William Oliver An- 
erson.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY KIRK. : 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22827) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Kirk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Kirk, widow of Maj. E. B. Kirk, quartermaster, retired, and pay her a 
8 at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


1 oo amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 
In line 6 strike out Major E.” and insert Ezra.” 
after “ Kirk,” insert “late major and.” 

In line 7, before “ retired,” insert U. S. Army.” 

In same line strike out fifty and insert thirty-five.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 3 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


of the Interior be, and he is 


In same line, 


GEORGE SPALDING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22829) granting 
an increase of pension to George Spalding. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rge 
Spalding, late of Company D, Regiment Maryland and District of Co- 
lumbia Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Regiment.” 


In line 7 strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry” and insert the 
word “ Volunteers.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS L. WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22881) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas L. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
L. Williams, late of Company —, Regiment Georgia Volunteer 
er Indian war, pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “ Company =, 
Volunteer Infantry“ and insert “Captain Mickler’s 
Mounted Volunteers, Seminole.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty” and insert “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Regiment Georgia 
company, Florida 


LUCINDA DAVIDSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22941) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucinda Davidson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and Umitations of the — laws, the name of Lucinda 
Davidson, widow of Adley Davidson, late of Company A, First Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


ante line 7 change Volunteer to Volunteers and strike out In- 


In line 8, before “and,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EMILY HIBERNIA TRABUE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22993) granting 
an increase of pension to Emily Hebernia Trabue. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of on laws, the name of 
Hebernia Trabue, widow of Robert P. Trabue, late of Company 
Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the name of the beneficiary, where it occurs in the title and 
8 the bill, from Emily Hebernia Trabue to Emily Hibernia 

e” ; 


In line 6, after “ late,” insert “ first lieutenant.” 
oe line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers” and strike out “ In- 

In line 9 strike out “twenty” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emily Hibernia Trabue.” 


ANDREW CASEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23307) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Casey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ent Uni States Artillery, war 
and pay him a Pieces at the rate of $24 per month in 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Battery and insert Company.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in Meu 
thereof the word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JANE METTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5138) granting an 
increase of pension to Jane Metts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane 
Metts, widow of Thomas J. Metts, alias Jefferson Metts, late of Capt. 
James A. Pickett's company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole 
Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY KILLIAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6001) granting an 
increase of pension to Emily Killian. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the peers laws, the name of Emily 
Killian, widow of William W. Killian, late lieutenant, Captain Cunning- 
ham's company, North Carolina Volunteers, Cherokee Indian distur 
ances, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 


that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


NELLIE PAXTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6230) granting an 
increase of pension to Nellie Paxton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nellie 
Paxton, widow of William Paxton, late of Company A, Third Regiment 
United States Dragoons, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
PAUL BAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6266) 
increase of pension to Paul Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Paul 
Baker, late of Company B, First Battalion, Louisiana Mounted Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
SHERROD HAMILTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6368) granting an 
increase of pension to Sherrod Hamilton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sherrod 
Hamilton, late of Captain Johnston's, independent company, Florida 
Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY A. HODGES. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6538) granting an 
increase of pension to Betsey A. Hodges. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Betsey 
A. Hodges, widow of Seaborn R. Hodges, late of Captain William C. 
Newbern's company, Georgia Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay 
her a penon at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


BETTIE MAY VOSE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 68331 granting an 
increase of pension to Bettie May Vose. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bettie 
May Vose, widow of William P. Vose, late colonel, Artillery Corps, and 
brigadier-general, United States Army, retired, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, after the word of,“ strike out “ fifty“ and insert in leu 
thereof the word “ thirty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL JACKSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6978) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Jackson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Jackson, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infan- 
try, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL V. HENNESSY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 822) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael V. Hennessy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 


granting an 


V. Hennessy, late of Company G, Two hundred and third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ' 

In line 8, after the word “ of,” strike out the word “ twenty ” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RUFUS C. ALLEN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4510) granting an 
increase of pension to Rufus C. Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rufus C. 
Allen, late of Captain Hunt's company, Mormon Battalion, Iowa Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


AARON DANIELS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4542) granting an 
increase of pension to Aaron Daniels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to puca on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 
Daniels, late of Captain Roberts’ company, Florida Mounted Volun- 
teers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. KIMBALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4908) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Kimball. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Kimball, late Captain Company A, Battalion Life Guards, Nauvoo 
Legion, Utah Vofunteer Militia, Utah Indian war, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8, after the word “of,” strike out the word “twenty 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ sixteen.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS A. BAIRD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5001) granting an 
increase of pension to Louis A. Baird. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis 
A. Baird, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “of,” strike out the word “ thirty-six” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE A. TUCKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5041) granting an 
increase of pension to George A. Tucker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
A. Tucker, late of Battery K, Third Regiment United States Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. CONNELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5084) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Connell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


and 
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: the provisions and limitations of the 3 laws, the name of John W. 
Connell, late of Company 1 neds A th ment Iowa Volunteer In- 
2 , War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH JOHNSTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6367) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Johnston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Johnston, late of Captain Cox's company, Georgia Volunteers, Cherokee 
Indian disturbances, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. . 

On motion of Mr. Suttoway, a motion to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on 
the table. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
COST OF FIVE LIGHT-HOUSE TENDERS, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21689) to increase the 
limit of cost of five light-house tenders heretofore authorized. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the limit of cost of tender for inspector in 
the third light-house district, in the Light-House Establishment, under 
the Light-House Board, in the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
heretofore authorized, is hereby increased by the sum of $65,000, so as 
to make the total limit of cost $200,000 instead of $135,000, as hereto- 
fore authorized. 

Sec. 2. That the limit of cost of tender for inspector in the sixth 
light-house district, heretofore authorized, is hereby increased by the 
sum of $60,000, so as to make the total limit of cost $200,000 instead 
of $140,000, as heretofore authorized. 

Sec. 3. That the limit of cost of tender for inspector in the eleventh 
light-house district, heretofore authorized, is hereby increased by the 
sum of $60,000, so as to make the total limit of cost $200,000 instead 
of $140,000, as heretofore authorized. 

Sec. 4. That the limit of cost of tender for engineer service in the 
twelfth light-house district, heretofore authorized, is hereby increased 
by the sum of $65,000, so as to make the total limit of cost $215,000 
instead of $150,000, as heretofore authorized. 

Sec. 5. That the limit of cost of tender for inspection service in the 
thirteenth light-house district, heretofore authorized, is hereby in- 
creased by the sum of $65,000, so as to make the total limit of cost 
$215,000 instead of $150,000, as heretofore authorized. 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor is hereby au- 
thorized to enter into contracts for any or all of the tenders herein 
referred to within the respective limits of cost, as provided by this act. 

Sec 7. That the President may direct that all or any of the tenders 
in this act referred to shall be constructed in any of the Government 
navyy-yards within the respective limits of cost provided. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if this is a unani- 
mous report of the committee? 

Mr. MANN. It is a unanimous report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And in the opinion of the committee the 
necessity exists for the increase? 

Mr. MANN. In the opinion of the committee, unanimously 
expressed, there is necessity for the increase. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The question 
is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, a motion to reconsider the last yote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House (at 1 
o'clock and 48 minutes) adjourned, under its previous order, 
until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from Hamilton, Colbert & Hamilton, transmitting 
statement of receipts and expenditures of the Georgetown Barge, 
Dock, Elevator and Railway Company for the year ended De- 
cember 31, 1906—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, submitting a record of mail matter sent out from the 
Commission under the penalty provision from July 1 to De- 


cember 31, 1906—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Public Printer submitting an estimate 
of transfer of appropriation for leaves of absence, Government 
Printing Office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for additional land for Government 
Hospital for the Insane—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Director of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing submitting a recommendation for the construction 
of a new building for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a statement of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Charles M. Carter and others against The United States, dis- 
missed on stipulation of parties—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a statement of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of heirs of R. Hannah against The United States, dismissed on 
defendant’s motion—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a statement of the findings filed by the court in the cases 
of James Mattox and others against The United States, dis- 
missed for lack of loyalty—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting papers 
relating to the claim of Dr. G. W. Harkins, of Coalgate, Ind. T.— 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: - 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9976) to pro- 
vide for the appointment of an additional district judge in and 


for the southern district of the State of Ohio, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6204); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7372) to authorize the 
acceptance by the Secretary of the Navy, as a gift, of a sail boat 
for use of the midshipmen at the Naval Academy, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6206) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BIRDSALL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19965) to pro- 
vide for the purchase and distribution of a digest of reports of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, reported the same with- 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6207); which. 


said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20990) to create a new division of the 
southern judicial district of Iowa and to provide for terms of 
court at Ottumwa, Iowa, and for a clerk for said court, and for 
other purposes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6208) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. = 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 23218) to authorize the Kentucky and West 
Virginia Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of Big Sandy River at or near Williamson, in Mingo 
County, W. Va., to a point on the east side of said river in Pike 
County, Ky., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6209) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23219) to authorize Majestic Collieries 
Company, of Eckman, W. Va., to construct a bridge across Tug 
Fork of Big Sandy River about 24 miles west of Devon, W. Va., 
a station on the Norfolk and Western Railway, reported the 
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same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6210) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19568) 
vacating Alexander place and Poplar street in the subdivision of 
a part of a tract called Lincoln, D. C., and vesting title in the 
present owner, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6211) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23201) to amend the act approved March 1, 1905, entitled “An 
act to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘An act relating to the 
Metropolitan police of the District of Columbia,’ approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1901,” reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6212); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 28556) pro- 
hibiting the purchase or procurement, sale, gift, or disposition 
of intoxicating liquors to minors by unlicensed persons, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6213); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate 
(S. R. 76) providing for an extension of time for completing the 
highway bridge and approaches across the Potomac River at 
Washington, D. C., reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6214); which said joint resolution 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 
6578) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and meas- 
ures in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amendatory thereof 
approved June 20, 1906, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6215) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bill of the following title 
was reported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 


was referred the bill òf the Senate (S. 1160) to correct the 


military record of John McKinnon, alias John Mack, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6205) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, 
as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 24043) to authorize the sale of 
timber on certain of the land reserved for the use of the Menom- 
inee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 24044) to em- 
power the Court of Claims to ascertain the amount to be paid 
in certain litigation against intermarried whites in the Chero- 
kee Nation, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 24045) to provide for the es- 
tablishment of an immigration station at New Orleans, in the 
State of Louisiana, and the erection in said city, on a site to be 
selected for said station, of a public building—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Neturalization. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 24046) to incorporate the Hun- 
garian Reformed Federation of America—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 24047) to authorize Chapter 
No. 376 of the Daughters of the American Reyolution to erect a 
fountain on the property of the United States at Paducah, Ky.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 24048) author- 
izing and empowering the Secretary of War to locate a right of 
way for and granting the same and a right to operate and 
maintain a line of railroad through the Fort Wright Military 
Reservation, in the State of Washington, to the Spokane and 
Inland Empire Railroad Company, its successors and assigus 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 24049) to amend the laws of 
the United States relating to the registration of trade-marks— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 24050) prohibiting 
common carriers of passengers from limiting the time for the 
use of interstate tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 24051) to provide for fixing 
a uniform standard of classification and grading of wheat, flax, 
corn, oats, barley, rye, and other grains,,and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 24052) to appropriate 
$50,000, in addition to the sum now being expended, for demon- 
stration farm work in the cotton-growing States afflicted with 
the Mexican boll weevil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 24053) to authorize Western 
Power Company to construct a dam across the Rainy Lake 
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24054) for the relief of the Mille Lac band 
of Chippewa Indians of the State of Minnesota—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 24055) for the erection of a 
Federal building at Carbondale, Pa.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 216) pro- 
yiding for the manner of consideration of the rivers and harbors 
appropriation bill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24056) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Reuben Copher—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 24057) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Abraham Colby—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. > 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 24058) granting an increase 
of pension to Conrad Theuersbacher—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24059) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. MceGruder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24060) granting a pension to S. Effie Park- 
hill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 24061) 
granting an increase of pension to John C. Nelson—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 24062) granting a pension 
to Louisa Lewis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 24063) granting an increase 
of pension to George P. Hanson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 24064) granting a pension 
to Mary Murray—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 24065) granting an increase 
of pension to Sophia Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. i 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 24066) granting, 
an increase of pension to William Powers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24067) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ruf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 24068) granting an increase 
of pension to John Maginnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H, R. 24069) for the relief of James 
Erwin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 24070) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac B. Sandusky—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24071) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel McCormick—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24072) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. McCutchan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

„Also, a bill (H. R. 24073) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 24074) 
granting an increase of pension to William Hale—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 24075) granting an increase 
of pension to Sylvester Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 24076) granting an increase 
of pension to Austin Fosdick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 24077) granting an increase of pension to 
William Martin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 24078) 
granting an increase of pension to Warren J. Sevey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 24079) granting’ 


an increase of pension to David Jones—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24080) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 24081) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24082) granting an increase of pension to 
Luke Shinnerss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24083) for the relief of the heirs at law 
of David W. Dodson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24084) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Frank H. Loud—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 24085) granting an increase of 
pension to Allen F. Kemmerer—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. , 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 24086) granting an increase 
of pension to William B. Biesecker—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 24087) for the relief of the congre- 
gation of the Kingston Methodist Church, of Bartow County, 
Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24088) for the relief of the congregation of 
the Union Methodist Church, near Tilton, Whitfield County, 
Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 24089) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oscar Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24090) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Guyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 24091) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Patrick Brodigan and grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 24092) for the relief of the es- 
8151 of Louisa Harper, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 24093) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry McCall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. s 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 24094) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham W. Potts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 24095) for the relief of the 
heirs of Benjamin Holliday, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 24096) granting an increase 
of pension to Oscar F. Peacock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER : A bill (H. R. 24097) for the relief of Henry 
J. McBroom, and to correct his military record—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24098) granting a pension to Horace Ber- 
lew—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIVES: A bill (H. R. 24099) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin J. Puckett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 24100) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry W. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, è 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24101) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 24102) for the relief of 
T. M. Davidson, administrator of Margaret Davidson, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 21294) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 
D. Allen—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23847) for the relief of William Donnelly and 
Patrick Egan—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 23861) granting a pension to William L. Snider— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


A bill (H. R. 22153) granting a pension to Antonio Archu- 
leta—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23688) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Hawley—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23994) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Q. Anderson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24004) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet Drum—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerks desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Hollingsworth Division, No. 
10, Railway Conductors of America, relative to railway em- 
ployees—sixteen-hour bill; employees of the Indianapolis diyi- 
sion of the Pennsylvania Railway, and Columbus Division of 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, against bill H. R. 
18671—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Honolulu and island and county of 
Oahu, for an appropriation for a dry dock in Honolulu Harbor— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New Jersey State Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, to provide for collecting information as to labor of chil- 
dren—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, for reorganiza- 
tion of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, for revision of 
the public land laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Citizens’ Association of New York City, 
for reform of the currency laws—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William M. Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the International Seamen’s 
Union of America, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the State Camp of New York, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the National Busi- 
ness League, for reform of the public-land laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, for improve- 
ment of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New Jersey State Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, for investigation of the condition of child labor in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. : 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Lee, Iowa; 
Benzie, Mich. ; Rapides, La.; Allen, Ind.; Bardwell, Ky.; the 
Elk County Medical Society; citizens of Lyon, Ky.; Anniston, 
Ala.; Crittenden, Ky.; Biloxi, Miss., and Edgefield, S. C., against 
enactment of S. 5221, regulating the practice of osteopathy in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John Heinricks (previously referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William MecCauley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Wilbur H. Maffit, favoring restriction of im- 
migration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the National Business League, 
for reform of the land laws—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, for improvement 
of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of the National Busi- 
ness League, for revision of the public land laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of the Woman’s Union Label 
League of Davenport, Iowa, for the Beveridge child-labor bill— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William H. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Adolph C. Hottenroth et al., for 
legislation to improve the condition of the currency—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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Also, petition of the National Business League, for improve- 
HEER of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, for the im- 
provement of the land laws—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. Me- 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Association of Army Nurses, 
for the Dalzell bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Fahs & Hubbard, of Hinckley, III., for an 
amendment to the railway rate law to allow contracts for 
exchange of advertising for transportation—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Franco-American Food Company, for 
modification of the meat-inspection law—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Monmouth (III.) Commercial Club, for an 
appropriation to improve the upper Mississippi—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the Commercial Club of Eu- 
gene City, Oreg., for an appropriation of $100,000 for a public 
building in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Austin Fosdick and William Martin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petitions of the Webber Club, 
of Ogden; T. A. Thovesen, of Logan, et al., for passage of bills 
for regulation of the hours of work in first and second class 
post-oflices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Deseret News, against tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Louis Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of Adolph C. Holten- 
roth et al., for improvement of the currency laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Cleveland and Pittsburg division of Penn- 
Sylvania lines, against the sixteen-hour bill (H. R. 18671)—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of conductors on the Pennsylvania lines west of 
Pittsburg, against the sixteen-hour bill (H. R. 18671)—to the 
Committee cn Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the New Immigrants’ Protective League, 
against the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War, for the Dalzell bill to pension ex-prisoners of war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. W. Rolands, Canton, Ohio, against the em- 
ployment of all Asiatic cooly labor on the Panama Canal—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the trainmen of the Pennsylvania system west 
of Pittsburg, against the sixteen-hour bill (H. R. 18671)—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the Association of Army Nurses 
of the Civil War, for the Dalzell bill pensioning ex-prisoners of 
war—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEB: Papers to accompany bills for relief of the 
estate of William B. Quinn, the estate of Nancy Cates, the estate 
of Gunters Peters, and the estate of Alec Baswell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the National Business League, 
for permanent consular improvement and commercial enlarge- 
ment—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, for revision of 
the land laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Oscar Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Alexander Guyon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McLAIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary 
Reed Simons—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of estate of Louisa 
Harper—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Resolutions of the Omaha Grain Exchange, 
asking for improvement of the Missouri River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the National Business League, 
for reform of the land laws—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: Petition of the National Business League, 
for permanent consular improvement and commercial enlarge- 
ment—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


Also, petition of the New Immigrants’ Protective League, 
against the Lodge-Gardner immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, for conserva- 
tion of the public domain by revision of the land laws—to the 


“Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of J. M. Brainard, of Rome, 
N. Y., against certain amendments to proposed copyright law—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. STERLING: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
J. H. Arrowsmith, James O. Neal, James E. Fitzgerald, and 
Samuel Stauffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of citizens of Arkadelphia, Ark., 
eounty of Clark, for an appropriation of $50,000 for extension 
of work of the farmer’s cooperative cotton demonstration—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition of the Times, Martins Ferry, and 
the Steubenville Gazette, against tariff on linotype machines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Enterprise Council, No. 331; Martins Ferry 
Council, No. 39; Ohio Valley Council, No. 21; General Fre- 
mont Council, No. 14; Steubenville Council, No. 144; Barnes- 
ville Council, No. 190, and Toronto Council, No. 10, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration 
(5 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. WHARTON: Petition of the One hundred and thir- 
teenth Illinois Veteran Volunteer Infantry Association, at Wat- 
seka, III., for certain amendments to the pension laws—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, January 12, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


CLAIM OF DR. d. W. HARKINS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting papers with 
respect to a voucher for $2,000, being the claim of Dr. G. W. 
Harkins, of Colgate, Ind. T., for services in the suppression of 
smallpox in that Territory; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its chief clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills with amendments; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 822. An act granting a pension to Michael V. Hennessey ; 

S. 5001. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 
Baird; 

S. 5041. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Tucker ; 

S. 4908. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Kimball; and 

S. 6833. An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie May 
Vose. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 637. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Bone; 

H. R. 676. An act granting an increase of pension to Musgrove 
E. O’Connor ; 

H. R. 725. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Smith; 

H. R. 742. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Wintersteen ; 

H. R. 1150. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 
Turner ; : 

H. R. 1185. An act granting a pension to Josiah C. Hancock; 

H. R. 1252. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Mathes ; 

H. R. 1337. An act granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Evans; 

H. R. 1512. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvin 
T. Edmonds ; 

H. R. 1693. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Q. Oviatt; j 
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H. R. 6894. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


M. Fowler: 


H. R. 1723. An act granting an increase of pension to Rutson 
J. Bullock ; 

H. R. 1937. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Williams; 

H. R. 2055. An act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
L. Cox; 

H. R. 2056. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucas 
Longendycke ; 

II. R. 2175. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Bliss, alias James Warren; 


O. Corbin ; 

H. R. 7378. An 
Brown; 

H. R. 7393. An 
nand David; 

H. R. 7551. An 

H. R. 7555. An 
Roseberry ; 

H. R. 7581. An 


act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 


act granting a pension to Daniel Robb; 
act granting an increase of pension to John S. 


act granting an increase of pension to Emile 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


H. R. 2286. An 
Miller; 

H. R. 2294. An 

H. R. 2399. An 
F. Sancrainte ; 

H. R. 2421. An 
S. Mevis; 

H. R. 2726. An 
Keach; ‘ 

TI. R. 2764. An 
L. Robinson; 

H. R. 2769. An 
Valentine ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


act granting a pension to John J, Berger ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


act granting an increase of pension to John C. 


‘act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to Ethan A. 


H. R. 2793. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 


D. Chapman ; 


s 


C. Mahaffey ; 

II. R. 7804. An 
Frett, jr.; 

II. R. 8247. An 
J. Littleton ; 

H. R. 8553. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Aylesworth ; 

H. R. 8667. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Larick ; 

H. R. 9024. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Lennox; 

H. R. 9278. An act granting an increase of pension to Melville 
A. Nichols; 

H. R. 9673. An act granting a pension to Oliver H. Griffin; 

H. R. 9921. An act granting a pension to Ann Lytle; 

H. R. 10033. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Roe; 
5 II. R. 10219. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

Boyd; : 8 

II. R. 10317. An act granting an increase of pension to Clariss 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


| A. Frederick ; 


H. R. 2826. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Prochel ; 7 

H. R. 3740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn G. 
H. Armistead ; | 

H. R. 3989. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram | 
T. Houghton ; 

H. R. 4149. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son Wall; 

H. R. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Howard ; 

II. R. 4166. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
V. Herndon; 

H. R. 4346. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. B. Schooling; 

H. R. 4670. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
B. Tanner ; f 

H. R. 4673. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Rowe; ‘ 

H. R. 4692. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi | 
Welch; 

II. R. 4719. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. | 
Trumbull ; 

H. R. 4833, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
F. Anderson; 

H. R. 5173. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Henninger ; 

H. R.5174. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Turney ; 

H. R. 5187. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
John; 

H. R. 5505. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
Brown; 

II. R. 5729. An act granting an increase of pension to Norman 
II. Cole; 

II. R. 5778. An act granting an increase of pension to Priscilla 
A. Campbell ; 

H. R. 5801. An act granting an increase of pension to Algernon 
E. Castner ; 

H. R. 5829. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Anderson ; 

II. R. 6057. An act granting an increase of pension to Emery 
Crawford; 

II. R. 6060. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
B. Fish; E 

H. R. 6088. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Chapman; - 

H. R. 6165. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Everson ; 

H. R. 6424. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Price; 

H. R. 6493. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Boynton ; 

H. R. 6519. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Whybark ; 

H. R. 6524. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Snyder; 

II. R. 6537. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


Jackson; 


II. R. 10402. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
H. Campbell; 

II. R. 10440. An act granting an increase of pension to Ama- 
ziah G. Sheppard ; 

H. R. 10721. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriett 
I. Levis; 

H. R. 10738. An act granting an increase of pension to 


| Thomas Prosser ; 


H. R. 11141. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
S. Miller; 

H. R. 11174. An 
Richards ; 

H. R. 11307. An 


act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


| J. Roberts; 


H. R. 11362. An 
olas A. Bovee; 

H. R. 11708. An 
A. Ask; 

H. R. 11869. An 
A. Geduldig; 

H. R. 11959. An 
J. Rice; 

H. R. 12497. An 
M. Haight; 

H. R. 12523. An 
celo Leighton ; 

H. R. 13031. An 
H. Leslie: 

H. R. 13201. An 

H. R. 13253. An 
M. C. Hill; 

H. R. 13740. An 
miah Bard; 

H. R. 13805. An 
Gordon; 

H. R. 13806. An 
Campbell; 

II. R. 13956. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Featheringill ; 

II. R. 13975. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Primrose; 

H. R. 14046. An act granting a pension to Jimison F. Skeens; 

H. R. 14378. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Settle; 

H. R. 14675. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Davis; 

II. R. 14715. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
mon W. McDonald; 

H. R. 14860. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Campbell; 

H. R. 14884. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Stauffer ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Allen 
act granting an increase of pension to Gan- 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


act granting a pension to Sarah A. Jones; 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


act granting an increase of pension to John 
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H. R. 14983. An act granting an increase of pension to R. T. 
Dillard Zimmerman ; 
ea ge 14995. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
l; 
H. R. 15017. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Strope; 

II. R. 15139. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Mullen; 

II. R. 15317. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. F. Callon; 

H. R. 15463. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Robb, first ; 

H. R. 15630. An act granting a pension to Sarah Kizer; 

H. R. 15631. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Worley; 

II. R. 15839. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Burroughs; 

H. R. 15860. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. Morris; 

II. R. 15868. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Scullen ; 

H. R. 15874. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin B. Ream; 

H. R. 15965. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Gangwer ; 

H. R. 16181. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann 
Rafferty ; 

II. R. 16283. An act granting an increase of pension to Archi- 
bald H. R. Calvin; 

H. R. 16340. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Harris; 

H. R. 16458. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Gillam ; 

II. R. 16487. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Lavender ; 

H. R. 16493. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam T. Sallee ; 

II. R. 16506. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 
S. Church; 

II. R. 10098. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
H. Davis; 

II. R. 16813. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


rumm ; 

H. R. 16886. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Murrey ; 

H. R. 17058. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. O’Brien; 

H. R. 17094. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Sperry ; ; 

H. R. 17204. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Robey; 

H. R. 17330. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Tuders ; 

H. R. 17331. An act granting an increase of pension to Doug- 
las V. Donnelly ; 

H. R. 17334. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Power; 

H. R. 17335. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
F. Belden ; 

H. R. 17369. An act granting an increase of pension to Minor 
B. Monaghan; 

II. R. 17483. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Loyd; 

H. R. 17484. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott; 

H. R. 17581. An act granting an increase of pension to Aquilla 
Williams; 

H. R. 17620. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Pendergast, alias Michael Blake; 

H. R. 17634. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Cochran; s 

H. R. 17642. An act granting an increase of pension to Roland 
M. Johnson ; 

H. R. 17712. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
J. Biederman ; 

H. R. 17773. An act granting an increase of pension to Carel 


ne; 
H. R. 17810. An act granting an increase of pension to Saul 


ulson ; 

H. R. 17817. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Grimm; 

H. R. 17988. An act granting a pension to Edward G. Hausen; 

H. R. 18014. An act granting an increase of pension to El- 
bridge P. Boyden; 

H. R. 18042. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Sinclair; 


H. R. 18242. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis Anderson ; k 
wa R. 18248. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 

ans; 

H. R. 18322. An act granting an increase of pension to Heze- 
kiah James ; 

H. R. 18323. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
B. Rankin; 

H. R. 18383. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred - 
erick Shinaman; 
1 An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 

es; . 

H. R. 18681. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Gray; 

H. R. 18723. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Hanigan ; 

H. R. 18881. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander B. Mott; 

H. R. 18969, An act granting an increase of pension to Her- 
man Hagemiller ; 

H. R. 19133. An act granting an increase of pension to Fergus 
P. McMillan; 
1 II. R. 19263. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
ngram ; ? 

H. R. 19271. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
J. Branyan; 

H. R. 19294. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Hatten; 

H. R. 19384. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 


E. Hernandez; 


= a a 19385. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Calvert; 

II. R. 19400. An act granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
ington M. Brown; 

II. R. 19401. An act granting an increase of pension to Camp- 
bell Cowan; x 

H. R. 19448. An act granting an increase of pension to Abiram 
P. McConnell; 

H. R. 19328. An act granting an increase of pension to Judson 
H. Holcomb ; 

H. R. 19546. An act granting a pension to Sarah M. Roach;- 

H. R. 19581. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Bookhammer ; 

H. R. 19628. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Mooney ; 

H. R. 19706. An act granting an increase of pension to Almon 
Wood; 

H. R. 19762. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara 
C. Edsall; 

H. R. 19770. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
G. Van Dewalker; 

H. R. 19772. An act granting a pension to Mary L. Kirlin; 

a 8 An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Smith; 
x A R. 19863. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 

Swain; 

H. R. 19869. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Bowles ; 

H. R. 19943. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward La Coste; 5 

DR 19967. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
L. ; 

H. R. 19969. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
K. Burger ; 

H. R. 19976. An act granting a pension to Nelson Isbill; 

H. R. 19994. An act granting a pension to Ritty M. Lane; 

HR 20000. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
R. Elliott; 

H. R. 20036. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
T. Westmoreland ; 

H. R. 20060. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
E. Hughes; ! 

H. R. 20079. An act granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard F. Barret; 

H. R. 20091. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Smith; 

H. R. 20188. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. McCain, alias John Croft; 

H. R. 20189. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Daniels; 

H. R. 20201. An act granting an increase of pension tọ Charles 


W. Airey ; 
II. R. 20212. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Green; 
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II. R. 20215. An act granting an increase of pension to Riley 
J. Berkley ; 
H. R. 20224. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Hamman ; 
H. R. 20236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Richards; 
H. R. 20244. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Hayward; 
H. R. 20286. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
tholomew Holmes; 
H. R. 20291. An act granting an 3 of pension to Emma 
F. Buchanan; 
H. R. 20356. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
T. Mathis; 
H. R. 20415. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Krom; 
H. R. 20557. An act granting an increase of pension to Webster 
Miller ; 
H. R. 20558. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark 
W. Terrill ; 
II. R. 20568. An act granting an increase of pension to Chester 
R. Pitt; 
H. R. 20571. An act granting an increase of pension to Freder- 
ick J. Dowland ; 
H. R. 20581. An act granting an increase of pension to Nettie 
G. Kruger ; 
H. R. 20586. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
Judson ; 
Hi. R. 20587. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
McMahon ; 
os R. 20589. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
ry; 
II. R. 20605. An act granting a pension to Mary E. P. Barr; 
II. R. 20613. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Steele; 
II. R. 20614. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Howardson ; 
H. R. 20618. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Brinton ; 
H. R. 20647. An act granting an increase of pension to Domi- 
nick Garvey; 
H. R. 20654. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Nichols; 
H. R. 20685. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
R. Benham; 
H. R. 20686. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
S. Jayne; 
H. R. 20689. An act granting an tocrease of pension to Francis 
Doughty ; 
H.R. 20715. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Ballantyne ; 
H. R. 20717. An act granting an increase of pension to Adel- 
bert E. Bleekman; 
H. R. 20719. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Price; 
H. R. 20727. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Conwell; 
H. R. 20728. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira D. 
Hill; 
II. R. 20729. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Lyons; 
H. R. 20730. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Carpenter ; 
H. R. 20731. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Buchmann; 
II. R. 20733. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Andrews; 
H. R. 20734. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Kellner ; 
H. R. 20737. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Whitney ; 
II. R. 20821. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
L. Newman; 
II. R. 20822. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
L. Howard; 
H. R. 20831. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Dunlap; 
II. R. 20834. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Comstock ; 
H. R. 20842. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Joyce; 
H. R. 20851, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hamme; 
H. R. 20852. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore T. Tate; 


H. R. 20854. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Welch; 
HI. R. 20855. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Hierl, alias George Hill; 
H. R. 20856. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine A. Greene; Í 
H. R. 20859. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Hughes; 
. H. R. 20860. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Chapman; 
H. R. 20861. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Weigert; 
5 R. 20862. An act granting an increase of pension to August 
eber; 
II. R. 20881. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
J. Weaverling; 
II. R. 20882. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
W. Harris; 
Se R. 20887. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
alters ; 
= II. se 20929. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
King; 
H. R. 20930. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Rouge; 
H. R. 20931. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Shear; 
H. R. 20960. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
M. Bickford; 
H. R. 20966. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Jones; 
H. R. 20967. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel W. Hines; 
H. R. 20970. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Weaver; 
H. R. 20973. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Lufft ; 
H. R. 21000. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Evans; 
H. R. 21002. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Wiggins; 
z R. 21026. An act granting a pension to Delia S. Humphrey; 
H. R. 21033. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Huff; 
H. R. 21043. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
J. Dewey; 
H. R. 21046. An act granting a pension to Jesse Harral; 
H. R. 21047. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
J. Melton; 
H. R. 21060. An act granting an increase of pension to Gottlieb 
Kirchner; 
H. R. 21061. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Collins; 
H. R. 21077. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew M. Dunn; 
H. R. 21078. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Davis; 
H. R. 21079. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Kinney ; 
H. R. 21086. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry 
Johnson ; 
H. R. 21113. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
M. Chamberlin ; 
H. R. 21122. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
Small; 
H. R. 21123. An act granting an increase of pension to Law- 
rence McHugh; 
H. R. 21139. An act granting an increase of pension to Willa 


Fyffe; 

H. R. 21148. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
A. Graham ; 

H. R. 21157. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Peak; 

H. R. 21161. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
J. Rhodes; 

H. R. 21162. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Humphrey ; 

H. R. 21227. An act granting an increase of pension to Par- 
thena Lasley ; 

H. R. 21246. An act granting a pension to Margaret Guilroy; 

H. R. 21255. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McDowell; 

H. R. 21256. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Foster; 
525 R. 21258. An act granting an inerease of pension to James 

OPP; 
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H. R. 21264. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
J. Wise; { 

H. R. 21270. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Sullivan ; 

H. R. 21274. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Buffington ; 

H. R. 21277. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Martin; 

II. R. 21279. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Heiler ; : 

II. R. 21280. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Cain; 

H. R. 21281. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Ludwig; 

H. R. 21283. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick De Planque; 

H. R. 21303. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Edward Bristol; 

H. R. 21307. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Fauver; 

H. R. 21320. An act granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
linda H. Hitchcock ; 

H. R. 21322. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Wilson ; 

H. R. 21325. 
O. Tibbitts ; 

H. R. 21331. 
O. Bradley ; 

H. R. 21332. 
Smith; 

H. R. 21335. 
S. Nettleton ; 

H. R. 21343. 
©. Murray ; 

H. R. 21344. 
S. Lightbourn ; 

H. R. 21347. An act granting an increase of pension to Jean- 
nette M. Guiney ; 

H. R. 21354. An act granting a pension to Mary Shutler; 

H. R. 21355. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


Cooper ; 

H R. 21375. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Cornwell ; 

H. R. 21376. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Stichter ; 

H. R. 21427. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
L. Moody ; 

H. R. 21428. An act granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius H. Lawrence ; 

H. R. 21432. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Bragg; 

H. R. 21446. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Crum; 

H. R. 21448. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Jackman ; 

H. R. 21470. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Rebecca Carroll; 


II. R. 21471. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
H. Malone; 

H. R. 21472. An act granting an increase of pension to Wiley 
II. Jackson; y 

H. R. 21481. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
Cole; 

H. R. 21483. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. Woods; 

H. R. 21496. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Davis; 

H. R. 21497. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Hobbs; 

H. R. 21499. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Weiand ; 

H. R. 21519. An act granting an increase of pension to Monte- 
zuma St. John; 

H. R. 21524. An act granting an increase of pension to Elison 
Gatewood ; 

H. R. 21529. -An act granting a pension to Charlotte Game; 

H. R. 21532. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Dobson ; 
s H. R. 21534. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

eed; 

H. R. 21535. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Feeley ; 

H. R. 21542. An act granting an increase of pension to Erastus 
A. Thomas; 


H. R. 21543. An act granting an increase of pension to Addison 
Thompson ; 
H. R. 21551. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
E. Lucas ; ž 
H. R. 21564. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
French; 3 
H. R. 21575. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
E. Morley ; 
H. R. 21579. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
R. Harrington ; 
H. R. 21598. An act granting a pension to Roy L. Jones; 
H. R. 21603. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
S. Mullins; 
H. R. 21606. An act granting an increase of pension to Felix 
G. Morrison ; 
ae B 21612. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
art; 
8 R. 21615. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
er; 
H. R. 21617. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Miller; 
H. R. 21624. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Willey ; ‘ 
B aoe 21626. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
arker ; 
H. R. 21630. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Yeargin; 
8 85 21634, An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
er; 
15 R. 21636. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
er; 
H. R. 21643. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Ford; 
H. R. 21644. An act granting an increase of pension to Shel- 
don Hess ; 
H. R. 21648. An act granting an increase of pension to 


Michael Gaus; 


H. R. 21651. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
B. Butts; 


= a R. 21660. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
ehr; 

H. R. 21667. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Towle; 

H. R. 21689. An act to increase the limit of cost of five light- 
house tenders heretofore authorized ; 

H. R. 21702. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Cyrus Rinehart ; 

H. R. 21724. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Martin; 
118 R. 21761. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

ms ; 
= H. R. 21767. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


oung; 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Pratt; 

H. R. 21798. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Spencer; 

II. R. 21808. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Mitchell; 

H. R. 21819. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Peach ; 
3 TE 21828. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 

errin ; 5 

II. R. 21832. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Wilkinson ; 

H. R. 21836. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
C. Hall; 

H. R. 21837. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Kasson ; 

H. R. 21843. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
H. Delaney ; 

H. R. 21848. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Arthur; 

H. R. 21852. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Eaman ; 
5 . An act granting an increase of pension to John 

. Viall; 

H. R. 21859. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Stone; 

H. R. 21881. An act granting an increase of pension to Mahala 
M. Jones; 

H. R. 21882. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Breazeale ; 

H. R. 21886. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bryant; 
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II. R. 21887..An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Hayman; 

H. R. 21888. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Canova; 
5 21896. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

eld; 

H. R. 21906. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Bruder; 

H. R. 21909. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. W. Tanner; - 
3 R. 21913. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


eper ; 
Š H. R. 21915. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
mith ; 
B H. R. 21960. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
etts ; 
= H. R. 21961. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Wood: 
II. R. 21991. An act granting an increase of pension to Red- 
mond Roche; 5 
H. R. 21997. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Joyce; : r 
II. R. 22003. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Matchett ;. : 
H. R. 22015. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Reese; 
H. R. 22024. An act granting an increase of pension to Eld- 
ridge Underwood ; 
H. R. 22039. An act granting a pension to Alethia White; 
H. R. 22047. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Tinkham; 
H. R. 22048. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin 


Freeman; 

H. R. 22052. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Meredith ; 

H. R. 22065. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Utter; . 

H. R. 22067. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
E. Miller; 

H. R. 22069. An act granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line W. Congdon; 

H. R. 22073. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
M. Scott; 

H. R. 22085. An act granting an increase of pension to Ran- 
dolph Wesson ; 3 

H. R. 22088. An act granting an increase of pension to Gottlieb 
Schweizer ; 

H. R. 22090. An act granting an increase of pension to Severt 
Larson ; 

H. R. 22092. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 
McAteer; ESNS 

H. R. 22094. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
J. Hamre; 

H. R. 22102. An act granting an increase of pension to Borre 
Peterson ; 

H. R. 22103. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
P. Hubbs; 

H. R. 22155. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Armstrong ; 

H. R. 22203. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
J. Burns ; 

H. R. 22207. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Harlan ; 

H. R. 22214. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Prouty ; 

H. R. 22217. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Boughner ; 

H. R. 22237. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
Lawson ; 

H. R. 22238. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Stinson ; 

H. R. 22241. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Robinson ; 

H. R. 22243. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Campbell ; 

H. R. 22264. An act granting an increase of pension to Libby 
Barnhill ; 

H. R. 22265. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Jane Hancher; 

H. R. 22266. An act granting an increase of pension to Delphie 
Thorne ; 

H. R. 22270. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Hogan ; 

H. R. 22272. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Rodefer ; 


H. R. 22280. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
V. Ackley ; 
H. R. 22281. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Tyler; 2 
I. R. 22288. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
L. Davis; 

H. R. 22306. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Duncan; 

H. R. 22310. An act granting an increase’ of pension to Mary 
A. Kerr; 

II. R. 22376. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Colby; 

H. R. 22409. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet A. McAdoo; > 

H. R. 22416. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
bara E. Schwab; 

H. R. 22420. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Wesley Ward; 

H. R. 22422. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Johnson; ‘ 

H. R. 22424. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Faulkner; 

H. R. 22431. An act granting an increase of pension to Alden 
Youngman : 
8 22442. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

ark; 

H. R. 22444. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Oliver Anderson; 

H. R. 22445. An act granting a pension to Adaline T. Fisher; 

H. R. 22447. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Schadler ; s 

H. R. 22448. An act granting a pension to F. Medora Johnson; 

H. R. 22451. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McCaslin ; - 

H. R. 22452. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Narrin: 

H. R. 22500. An act granting an increase of pension to Minor 
Cleavenger ; 

H. R. 22501. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin 
B. Truman; 
555 An act granting an increase of pension to Orren 

. Haskell; 
E ert resin An act granting an increase of pension to James 

. Smith; 

1 <5 R. 22528. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
uller ; à 
pare 3 An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson 

ell; 
EA 22566. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
x; 
H. R. 22568. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Christman; 


H. R. 22602. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Passon ; 

H. R. 22605. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Hargrave; 

H. R. 22607. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Hetherlin; 

H. R. 22624. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa. 
M. Carothers ; ? 

H.R. 22651. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Cadmus; : 

H. R. 22684. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Sherk ; 


II. R. 22706. An 

liam Smoker ; 

6 22710. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
nell; 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

liam Dean; 

ok R. 22734. An act granting an Increase of pension to Michael 
aier; 

H. R. 22748. An 
lard P. Fisher; 

H. R. 22749. An 
S. Easton; 

H. R. 22756. An 
E. Curtis; 
iu An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 

. Hyatt; 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increasé of pension to Della 
act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
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H. R. 22766. An act granting an increase of pension to Soren 
V. Kalsem; 
II. R. 22771. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Courter ; 
II. R. 22776. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
E. Converse; 


II. R. 22827. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Kirk; 

H. R. 22829. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Spalding; 

H. R. 22853. An act granting an increase of pension to Burden 
H. Barrett; 

H. R. 22858. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
‘A. Henry; 

H. R. 22881. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
L. Williams; 

H. R. 22926. An act granting a pension to Louisa Bartlett; 

H. R. 22932. An act granting an increase of pension to Bryn- 
gel Severson ; 

H. R. 22937. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Murphy ; 

H. R. 22941. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucinda 
Davidson; 

H. R. 22976. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Stevens; 

II. R. 22993. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 


Hibernia Trabue; 

H. R. 22994. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucinda 
C. Musgrove ; 

H. R. 22995: An act granting an increase of pension to Na- 
thaniel Y. Buck; 

H. R. 22997. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmond 
D. Doud; 

H. R. 23036. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Mitchell; 

H. R. 23051. An act granting an increase of pension to Volna 
S. Topping; 

H. R. 23122. An act granting an increase of pension to Melissa 
D. Whitman; 

H. R. 23133. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Cowan; 

H. R. 23166. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Voris; 

H. R. 23171. An act granting an increase of pension to Harmon 
Veatch ; 

H. R. 23263. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Downs; and 

H. R. 23307. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Casey. 

The. foregoing House pension bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of John C. 
Lane and sundry other citizens of Honolulu and the county and 
island of Oahu, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a dry dock in the harbor of Honolulu; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of the Indianapolis Hebrew 
Congregation, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 
` Mr, FRYE presented a petition of the New England Water- 

works Association, praying that increased appropriations be 
made for the gauging of the streams of the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Everett 
Choral Society, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called “nonrental of music bill;” which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to amend and consolidate the acts with respect to copy- 
right; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Alexandria, Va., and a petition of sundry citizens of Washing- 
ton, D. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Council No. 65, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Newport News, Va., 

. remonstrating against the enactment of legislation establishing 


a port of entry for immigrants at that city; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Tidewater Council, No. 30. of 
Norfolk; of Hallwood Council, No. 150, of Hallwood; of Val- 
ley Forge Council, No. 145, of Newport News, and of George 
Washington Council, No. 88, of Oak Grove, all of the Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, in the State of Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the Omaha Grain Ex- 
ehange and of the Omaha Commercial Club of Nebraska, pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Mississippi River; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Grand 
Island, Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
eating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the librarian of the city 
library of Lincoln, Nebr., and the memorial of Stephen L. 
Geisthardt, of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to amend and consolidate the acts respect- 
ing copyrights; which were referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church of Beulah, Nebr., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of An- 
gelica, Sloansyille, and Carmel, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate ‘the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. Prarr) presented a petition of the Dark 
Tobacco Planters’ Protective Association of Tennessee, Ken- 
tucky, and Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
repeal the internal-revenue tax on-leaf tobacco; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLAPP (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented a memorial of sun- 
dry citizens of Bowdle, S. Dak., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 7576) for the relief of F. W. Beardslee; which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the National Business 
League of Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to reorganize the consular service of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League 
of Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
vise the public-land laws of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Minnie Mae Blackburn, 
widow of John R. Blackburn, of the State of Illinois, and the 
petition of Harry J. O’Brien, of the State of Illinois, praying 
for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Joseph V. Cun- 
ningham and other officers of the Philippine volunteers ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of George E. Tingley, 
of Mystic, Conn., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men's Associa- 
tion of Danbury, Conn., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for a reclassification and increase in the salaries 
of postal clerks in all first and second class post-offices; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Browns Valley, Minn., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Litchfield, Minn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. KEAN (for Mr. DRYDEN) presented a petition of sundry 
colored citizens of Trenton, N. J., praying for an investigation 
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into the dismissals of three companies of the Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. DrypEN) presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Newark, East Orange, Plainfield, Summit, and Chester, 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation 
into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also (for Mr. DRYDEN) presented petitions of sundry 
manufacturers of Avondale, Orange, Newark, and Jersey City, 
all in the State of New Jersey, and of New York City, N. Y., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a 
waterway from the Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. DrypENn) presented a petition of the Wo- 
man’s Club of Glen Ridge, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the employment of children in factories 
and mines; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the Business Men’s 
Association of Danbury, Conn., praying that an appropriation be 
made providing for an increase in the salaries of postal clerks; 
yaa was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

ads. 

He also presented the memorial of George E. Tingley, of 
Mystic, Conn., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 15769) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William W. Bennett, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 1026) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Wilcox ; 

11 (H. R. 18677) granting a pension to Martin Alphons 
uther; 

A bill (H. R. 21578) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Gaskey ; 

A bill (H. R. 13887) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
T. Eagler; 

A bill (H. R. 10804) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Worley; 

A pE (H. R. 10958) granting an increase of pension to Levi 

A bill (H. R. 8563) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Hays; 

A bill (H. R. 10751) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Harris; 

A bill (II. R. 20617) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. S. Will; 

A bill (H. R. 10531) „granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Binkley 

A bill (H. R. 19070) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Demers; 

bill (H. R. 10755) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Flynn; 

A bill (H. R. 20714) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Turley ; 

A bill (H. R. 20559) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradley ; 

A bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
L. Hatton ; 

A bill (H. R. 15004) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. McAtee; 

A bill (H. R. 7476) granting an increase of pension to George 


C. Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 8789) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Turner: 

A bill (H. R. 3355) granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Allen; 

A bill (Il. R. 19390) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Sears; and 

A bill (H. R. 19725) granting an increase of pension to How- 
ard Bennett. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15763) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Gainford N. Upton, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
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referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 20623) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. O. Horbach ; 

A bill (H. R. 2422) granting an increase of pension to Earl K. 
Childs ; 

A bill (H. R. 3297) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Lonergan ; 

A bill (H. R. 3195) granting an 5 of pension to Milton 
S. Collins; -> 

A bill (H. R. 3228) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Doyle; 

A bill (H. R. 10364) granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Patterson ; 

A bill (H. R. 2290) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Reedy 

A bill (H. R. 2761) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Mahoney ; 

A bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Gates ; 

A bill (H. R. 2909) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
T. Wise; 

A bill’ (H. R. 3194) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Harvey ; 

A bill (H. R. 3234) granting an increase of pension to Rush 
Deskines ; 

A bill (H. R. 3733) granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
D. Chelf ; 

A bill (H. R. 3980) granting a pension to Frank G. Hammond; 

-A bill (H. R. 3494) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
A. Talham ; 

A bill (H. R. 3496) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Walton; 

A bill (H. R. 15471) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 13455) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
P. Higgins; 

A bill (H. R. 20968) granting an increase of pension to Wait- 
man T. Mathers; 

A bill (H. R. 20891) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Blair; and 

A bill (H. R. 14543) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Barnell, alias Richard North. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 522) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Roschdiantzky ; 

A bill (H. R. 562) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Mohn; 

A bill (H. R. 600) granting an increase of pension to Oliver N. 
McLain ; 

A bill (H. R. 747) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1060) granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret E. Lounsbury ; 

A bill (H. R. 1067) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bender ; 

A bill (H. R. 1068) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Quigley ; 

A bill (H. R. 1673) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
E. Edson; 

8 Da (H. R. 1687) granting an merease of pension to James 
aly; 

A bill (H. R. 1706) granting an increase of pension to George 
H.W abam 
A bill (H. R 

P. Munns; 

A bill (H. R. 1800) granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle; 

z sieh (H. R. 1891) granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
or’ 

A bill (H. R. 1904) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
R. Satterlee ; 

A bill (H. R. 1938) granting an increase of pension to Thomas, 
B. Foutty 

A bill M. R. 1169) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 1249) granting a pension to William R. Fulk; 

a (H. R. 1372) granting a pension to Josephine I. Rich- 
mond; 

A bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to Emily J. Sherman; 

55 bill (H. R. 10789) granting a pension to David Wilborn; 


. 1709) granting an increase of pension to Brice 


wa bil (H. R. 18454) granting an increase of pension to Barlow 
avis 
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Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1569) for the relief of the estate of W. W. 
Jackson, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16944) to amend 
section 878 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7028) for the relief of 
the Allis-Chalmers Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 19482) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Cannell; 

A bill (H. R. 14298) granting an increase of pension to John 
Remick ; 

A bill (H. R. 4886) granting an increase of pension to Zelinda 
E. Odenbaugh ; 

A bill (H. R. 4648) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Dedrick ; 

A A bill (H. R. 4656) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
nell ; 

A bill (H. R. 4663) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
B. Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 4705) granting a pension to Harriet E. Palmer; 
3 1 (H. R. 4834) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
. White; ° 

A bill (H. R. 19296) granting an increase of pension to Assov 
Harelson ; : 

A bill (H. R. 18742) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. Barney; 

A bill (H. R. 13241) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
eis Haner; and 

A bill (H. R. 12911) granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose S. Delaware. ; 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, from the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 15335) for the protection of game animals, birds, and 
fishes in the Olympic Forest Reserve of the United States, in the 
State of Washington, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN MAINE. 

Mr. HOPKINS. By direction of the Committee on Fisheries, 
I report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 7675) 
to establish a fish-cultural station on the Kennebec River, in the 
State of Maine. I desire to call the attention of the senior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] to the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senate will personally oblige 
me if they will permit present consideration of this little bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 


formation of the Senate, 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It proposes to appropriate $25,000 for the establish- 
ment of a fish-cultural station in the State of Maine, including 
purchase of site, construction of buildings and ponds, and equip- 
ment, at some suitable point at or near Gardiner, on the Kenne- 
bec River, to be selected by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. - 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7758) granting an increase 
of pension to Osman Warren; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 7759) to provide for the 
appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
northern judicial district of the State of California; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 7760) to authorize the 
Albany Railroad Bridge Company or the Chicago and North- 
western Railway Company to reconstruct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River; which was read twice by its title, and, with 

the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 7762) authorizing and em- 
powering the Secretary of War to locate a right of way for and 
granting the same and a right to operate and maintain a line of 


railroad through the Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the 
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State of Washington, to the Spokane and Inland Empire Rail- 
road Company, its successors and assigns; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7763) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S&S. 
Hawkins; and ; ‘ 

A bill (S. 7764) granting an increase. of pension to Davis 
Gilborne. 

Mr. MoCREARY introduced a bill (S. 7765) for the relief of 
Louisa Jackman and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha 
Vaughn, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7766) granting a pension to William H. Denham; 
and . 
A bill (S. 7767) granting a pension to William G. Mandeville 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 7768) granting an increase 
of pension to Alonzo P. Mann; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 7769) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Lagrange, Ga. ; 

A bill (S. 7770) to provide for a public building in the city 
of Cedartown, Ga.; and 5 

A bill (S. 7771) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Cartersville, Ga. 

Mr. DU PONT introduced a bill (S. 7772) granting a pension 
to Ellen Dougherty: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 7773) for the relief of 
George M. Stackhouse; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7774) for the relief of the heirs 
of Denis O'Callaghan, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 7775) for the relief 
of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 7776) to provide for pro- 
tecting the interests of the United States on the lower Colo- 
rado River, for the establishment of the Imperial Valley and 
the Colorado River irrigation projects, and for other purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation. 

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment, proposing to appro- 
priate $1,500,000 in payment of the Indians residing on the 
Colville Reservation for the cession by these Indians to the 
United States of certain land open to settlement by act of 
Congress, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an. amendment granting certain land 
to the town of Pawnee, in Pawnee County, Okla., for park, 
educational, and other public purposes, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


NATIONAL, STATE, AND LOCAL COMMERCIAL ORGANIZATIONS, 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the original manuscript copy of Senate Document No. 
74, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, “ National, State, and Local 
Commercial Organizations, ete.,” be taken from the files of the Sen- 
ate und returned to the Interstate Commerce Commission. ; 


SHORTAGE OF CARS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, several weeks ago I pre- 
sented a memorial from the Cattle Raisers’ Association of 
Texas in reference to the shortage of cars, and had it printed 
in the Recorp, and I called the especial attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate Commerce to the matter. 
So far as I know, that committee has taken no action in ref- 
erence to the subject. I therefore introduce a bill, which I send 
to the desk, and I ask that it be printed in the Recorp and re- 
ferred to that committee. 

The bill (S. 7761) to require railroad companies engaged in 


1907. 


interstate commerce to promptly furnish transportation for 
the shipment of live stock, and for other purposes, was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, the Secretary will read the bill. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it is hereby declared to be the duty of every 
railroad company subject to the provisions of the act to regulate com- 
merce, approved February 4, 1887, the acts amendatory thereof and 
supplemental thereto, and the act approved June 29, 1906, entitled An 
act to amend an act entitled An act to regulate commerce,’ approved 
February 4, 1887, and to increase the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission,” upon reasonable request made therefor by any 
Shipper, to furnish transportation as that term is defined in said act 
of June 29, 1906, for live stock offered to it for shipment as interstate 
or foreign commerce, within reasonable time after demand therefor, 
made by any person desiring such transportation, and to supply within 
reasonable time, at its station or stations from which such sh per gives 
notice that he desires to so ship such live stock, at the date designated 
by the shipper where that is within a reasonable time, suitable cars in 
which to load the same for shipment to such destination and to deliver 
such loaded car or cars to its connecting line for the purpose of being 
transported to its destination or for the delivery to a connecting car- 
rier over whose lines the same is to be shipped to the point of destina- 
tion; and it shall likewise be the duty of each connecting line of rail- 
road to receive such loaded car or cars, to transport and deliver the 
same to its connecting line or to the destination of such live stock, In 
the car or cars in which the same may be received : Provided, That 
where live stock is unloaded at the sh 14 request, or for feeding 
or watering, or in order to comply with the requirements of any law or 
regulation provided for by law applicable to such shipment, or on ac- 
count of accidental or unayoidable cause, other suitable cars may be 
see) se if done without unreasonable delay on that account. 

henever the consignor, consignee, shipper, or representative of 
either shall make application in writing to the station agent at the 
pisce of shipment, or in his absence, to any other station agent on the 

{vision of railroad from which such shipment is made or to any gen- 
eral freight agent or his assistant of such railroad, for such car or 
ears to be furnished for such shipment, stating the time and place from 
which it is intended to make stich shipment, the kind of live stock, the 
number of cars required, and the destination or destinations thereof, a 
reasonable length of time before the date on which such cars are re- 
quested to be furnished; and if such railroad company shall fail or 
refuse to furnish such car or cars at the time and place named in such 
application or within a reasonable time thereafter if prevented b 
unavoidable cause from furnishing the same on the day named in suc 
application and the shipper shall demand such cars to be furnished at 
a later date, such railroad company shall be liable to such shipper or 
to the owner of such live stock, and such owner or shipper shall be en- 
titled to double the damages which he shall have sustained by such 
failure of duty on the part of such railroad company, and an amount 

ivalent to reasonable attorney’s fees, to be recovered in any court 
of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia having jurisdic- 
tion of the parties, subject-matter, and the amount in controversy, or 
in any circuit court of the United States, regardless of the amount in 
controversy, or if such injured party shall elect to do so he shall have 
the right to procesa before the Interstate Commerce Commission in the 
manner provided by thé act to regulate commerce for an order for 
damages arising for violation of said act. And if such delay, failure, 
or refusal to furnish such car or cars is willful or the result of gross 
négligence on the rt of such railroad company or the agent thereof 
having charge of the matter of furnishing or directing the furnishing 
of cars in such cases, such railroad company shall also forfeit to the 
United States not less than $25 nor more than $100 for each car that 
it willfully or by gross namene fails or refuses to so furnish for such 
shipment, to be recover in any of tbe circuit courts of the United 
States for the district in which such failure occurs; and suit to re- 
cover the same shall be brought 90 the district attorney of any such 
district under the direction of the Attorney-General of the United 
States or at the request of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Wherever ten full days or more is named in such written application 
of the shipper after which such cars are to be furnished it shall be 
deemed a reasonable time, but this shall not be construed as excusing 
such railroad from the duty of furnishing such cars in a less time than 
ten days when a less time is reasonable and the shipper makes applica- 
tion for such cars to be furnished in a less time: Provided, That when- 
ever any railroad company is prevented from complying with such de- 
mand to furnish cars, as aforesaid, by any accidental or unavoidable 
cause which could not, by the use of reasonable foresight and diligence, 
have been avoided, and supplies the same in a reasonable time there- 
after or offers to do so, then the liability for the penalty herein pro- 
vided for and to double the damages shall not acerue; but nothing in 
this act shall in any Wise affect the right or remedy of any shipper or 
other person as the same may exist at common law or under an 
statute to recover on account of failure, delay, or refusal to furnish 
cars for transportation of such live stock, nor to exempt in any wise 
any such railroad company from any of the provisions of the said act 
to regulate commerce and acts amendatory thereof or supplemental 
thereto. If by any rule, regulation, or custom of such railroad com- 
pany the advance payment of the freight shall be required, notice there- 
of shall be given to such shipper at the time of ordering such cars, 
otherwise it shall be no excuse for not furnishing cars for such ship- 
ment that the freight was not paid or tendered. Where such rule or 
regulation or requirement exists, it shall be sufficient to make the pay- 
ment at the time of delivery of such live stock to the railroad company 
for shipment. Every shipper or owner of live stock or any other per- 
son ordering cars under the provisions of this act who shall fail, when 
the same are furnished at the time and place ordered, to use them shall 
be liable t0. pey to such railroad company $25 per day for each day 
such railroa 3 may have been thereby deprived of the use of 
each car: Provided, That if so prevented from using such car or cars 
by any unavoidable accident or cause beyond the shipper's control such 
liability shall not ener 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of nee | railroad company to ex- 
change loaded and empty stock cars used in 15 5 traffic with every 
other railroad forming a part of any route or with which it has joint 
rates for such -live-stock shipments, and for each of such railroad com- 
panies to furnish to its said connecting lines as many enn. cars suit- 
able for carrying live stock as may be delivered to it loaded by such 
connecting currier for the purpose of transportation over its line or to 
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any point on its line, and to make such delivery of empty cars upon the 
demand ‘of such connecting carrier within a reasonable time, to be 
fixed by rules and regulations of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby authorized and em- 
powered to make and establish all needful rules and regulations, gen- 
eral and special, applicable to the peculiar circumstances and condi- 
tions and to different railroads and localities and for different kinds 
and classes of live stock, for furnishing cars to shippers, the furnish- 
ing and the exchange and interchange of live-stock cars, loaded and 
empty, by such railroad companies as between each other, in order to 
facilitate the movement, careful, prompt, and safe handling of, and to 
prevent injury to, live stock in shipment, prescribing in such rules and 
regulations the time and manner of the furnishing and interchange of 
such cars, loaded and empty, and the time, place, terms, and condi- 
tions upon which such interchange shall be made and the reasonable 
compensation to be paid for the use of such cars or for 2 or loss 
or destruction thereof and the length of time which it may deem rea- 
sonable in which to comply with a notice on the part of any one of 
said carriers to furnish in exchange such empty for loaded cars or for 
return of stock cars. The failure or refusal on the part of any rail- 
road company, after reasonable demand therefor, to furnish to its con- 
necting line Within the time so specified by and in accordance with the 
rules and regulations of the Interstate Commerce Commission empty 
ears in lieu of loaded stock cars delivered to it by the railroad com- 
pany making such demand, or the failure of any railroad company to 
return to any other railroad company the stock cars cop era to the 
company making such demand or to which it is lawfully entitled, by 
lease or otherwise, shall render such defaulting railroad company liable 
to pay to the railroad making such demand $25 per day for each 
day's delay in furnishing or returning each car, to be recovered by 
suit in the circuit court of the United States in any district’ in 
which such delay or refusal shall have occurred: Provided, That no 
railroad company shall be required 3 its cars to go off its own 
line and onto the line of any railroad company with which it has no 
joint or through rate or with which it forms no part of a through 
route, except where it may be required to do so by the order, rule, or 
regulation of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to call the attention of the 
members of the Committee on Interstate Commerce to the very 
great necessity, if they propose to consider this bill, of extend- 
ing it to shipments of grain. As I heard the bill read, I think 
it pertains only to the shipment of live stock. I think the neces- 
sity of a law of this kind relative to the shipment of grain is 
much greater than it is with respect to live stock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In the same connection, I ask to have 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the committee a publi- 
cation in the Dallas (Tex.) Times-Herald, December 9, on 
“The real cause of car famines,” and another on “ Reciprocal 
demurrage,” to which I especially invite not only the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, but 
of the entire committee. 

There being no objection, the paper was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
Rconb, as follows: 

SHIPPERS WANT DEMURRAGE TOO—NATIONAL ORGANIZATION NOW PROPOSES 

A NEW PLAN FOR RAILROADS—-WOULD STOP DELAYS—J. FARLEY, MAN- 


AGER OF THE DALLAS FREIGHT BUREAU, QUOTES FROM AMERICAN SHIP- 
PERS’ BULLETIN. 


To the Times-Herald: 


I hand you an article from the monthly bulletin for October of the 
American Shippers’ Association, with headquarters in Chicago (of the 
executive committee of which I have the honor to be a member), on 
“The real cause of car famine,” and another on “ Reciprocal demur- 
rage,” which please print. This is the greatest association of freight on 


DALLAS, TEX., December 8, 1906. 


earth, and the whole country is taking much interest in these two sub- 


jects. It is clear there is the worst kind of bad management in the 
movement of freight cars. If freight cars were required by law to be 
furnished in two days when asked for by shippers, and then to be moved 
in two days, and roads were required after to move them 50 miles per 
day, and proper demurrage given to shippers for each day uver this 
time, and they were allowed to deduct it from expense bills, car famines 
and delays in getting freight to shippers would cease. Take an in- 
stance: It is 681 miles from St. Louis to Dallas. 2 a concern 
in St. Louis asked for a car for Dallas and the roads allowed two days 
to place it, two more to start it, and it must not be more than fourteen 
days in getting to Dallas, the shipper to have demurrage after eighteen 
days. The only trouble is the amount of demurrage the shipper should 
have. It should be much greater than allowed railroads, as delay on 
his goods may ruin him or cause him great loss of trade-or price. The 
commercial bodies of the whole country seem coming to a concrete con- 
clusion that reciprocal demurrage is the only remedy for delays in 
freight and car. famines. 
J. FARLEY, 

Manager Dallas Freight Bureau. 


The article from the American Shippers’ Association bulletin, referred 
to by Mr. Farley, is as follows: $ 


THE REAL CAUSE OF CAR FAMINES. 


“There is something wrong in the operating systems of the railroads 
on freight business. Car famines occur because the roads are so in- 
credibly slow in handling their cars. 

“The average freight car oe ‘works’ during the year the equivalent 
of one hour in twenty-four. t spends the equivalent of hate! pte 
hours out of twenty-four in loafing or sleeping somewhere on siding or 
in yards. If the average car could only be made to ‘ work’ two hours 
a day, or even an hour and a half, there would be no car famine the 
coming winter. 

“ The average car only ‘ works’ carrying freight 15.95 miles per age 
and the 11 en istance traveled, with freight or empty, only figures 23.24 
miles per dax. 

= athe statistical report of the Interstate Commerce Commission for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, shows that the railroads had in 
service 1,692,194 freight cars, not including cars used by the roads for 
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construction, ete. The total distance covered by 

9,849,576,535 car miles; by empty cars, chiefly coal cars, 4,501,804,975 
; total, 14,353,650,056 car miles. ividing the car mileage 

by the number of cars and by the number of days in the year, gives the 

daily averages aboye mentioned.) 


NO SHORTAGE OF MOTIVE POWER. 


“When the country ‘suffers from a combination of car shortage and 

terminal . which always come together, the railroads make 

t they do not have enough motive wer to move the 

business and that the locomotive shops can not fill their orders fast 

enough. Official records of the Interstate Commerce Commission do 
not r out this claim. 

The last full statistical report of the Commission (for 1904) shows 
that the roads had in service 27,029 freight locomotives, not including 
7.610 switch engines. There were 1,692,194 freight cars in service, so 
that the roads had an average of i freight locomotive to 
cars, not including switch engines: The roads evidently have almost 
enough motive power to keep constant motion all the freight cars in 
jog Pegg? yet it appears that the freight cars averaged only 23.24 

per Suny 

Freight 8 actually work only 54 miles per day hauling 
trains, equal to about three hours of good schedule runs. The locomo- 
tive is almost as inefficient as the car, working three hours out of the 
twenty-four and loafing or sleeping twenty-one hours. The average man 
engaged in or working in a factory must put in ten hours a 
day, and there is no reason why freight cars and locomotives should 
spend so much time loafing. 

SHIPPERS NOT AT FAULT. 

“Of course, the railroad man will blame it all on the shipper by 
claiming that the time is lost while cars are in the hands of the shipper 
for loadi or unloading. But demurrage charges are universally en- 
forced against shippers, so that the excuse wiil not hold. The average 
car only makes one or two trips a month, and it is in the hands of the 
shipper only a small portion of the total time. 

Figures have been compiled by shippers which apparently show that 
after a car is turned over to the it only makes an average of 60 
miles per day to destination, although nominal schedules of the rail- 
roads call for 15 to 20 miles per hour. There is something wrong. 

The freight car only earns for the road an average of $2.23 per day, 
but it only works one hour a day. The railroad loses money by car 
shortages and famines. Delays in shipment obstruct trade and make 
the volume of business less for both carrier and shipper. The roads 
can promote a pan volume of business if they will give better serv- 
ice. Business don't always wait for a railroad to get around. Millions 
of dollars of orders for merchandise are canceled in every car famine, 
or the lie unsold on the merchant's shelf until another season 
because they were received too late. 


RAILROADS HAVE A “ SOFT SNAP.” 


“A manufacturer who only operates his equipment for one hour or 
three hours a day would soon go into ruptcy. In the case of a 
railroad it simply charges higher rates to make up for its own lack of 
ag Pa yp management. . 

“If the shippers of the United States would say something on this 
question every time they talk or write to a railroad man, they would 
get results. our customers are not backward in saying things to you 
when you get shiftless. When there is something wrong in your busi- 
ness, you generally straighten it out if you hear about it often enough. 

Cooperation on the part of the shippers of the United States will 
as ic. every abuse of transportation. ere is a good opportunity to 


RECIPROCAL DEMURRAGE. 


“Many of the shippers of the country are coming to the conclusion 
that the railroad should be held responsible for failure to furnish cars 
when they are wanted. In Illinois a large number of the leading ship- 
pers have become interested in a movement to ask the legislature for 
s similar to the reciprocal demurrage law of some of the other 

ates, 

“Reciprocal demurrage would seldom compensate the shipper for 
loss incurred by failure to obtain cars, because a firm may lose a great 
deal by one day’s delay on one car. Many shippers believe, however, 
that a reasonable law to fix responsibility on the carrier would act as a 
decided check upon any carelessness of the read in allowing empty cars 
— Mok up in one place when they are needed elsewhere to move 

jusiness, 

“The railroad is a common carrier, holding a charter of great value 
from the State, and favored by a multitude of 3 laws which have 
been enacted to make the business of railroads profitable. Railroad 
“companies control the commercial highways of the country, and they 
shouid be required to perform the service which they monopolize. 

“A railway can always obtain new capital for the asking from the 
investors of the country, and if it does not provide itself with sufficient 
equipment to take care of the business offered by shippers, it should 
suffer a penalty a great deal more severe than pay a little demur- 
rage to Re suffering shipper. No railroad 8 likely to lose 
materially in its earnings from paying demurrage. It would not be in 
any sense a penalty, but would act merely as a check on inefficient 


local cars 


management. 
“Tt is ially important to the small shippers of the imc! ó 
The large pper has a leyerage to use on the roads which is lly 


genera! 
effective in protecting his interests, especially since the laws forbid 

ing rebates or making money concessions of aay kind to the big 
Balz per. The small firm has usually suffered first in a car shortage, 
and there is likely to be a great deal more of this in the future. If a 
shipper could prove that a railroad had willfully discriminated against 
that he could collect 


compensation. 

“Fhe record of demurrage claims would show conclusively whether 
one shipper has been iminated against in fayor of other shippers in 
the allotment of cars. Figures that have been quoted in this bulletin 
show that there is no lack of equipment to handle all the business that 
may be offered to the r: ds, and every measure that will promote 
greater efficiency is in the right direction.” 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. LATTA, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 


cnt had on the 9th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

On January 9: 

S. 55. An act for the widening of Bladensburg road, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 64. An act for the extension of Seventh street and Frank- 
lin street NE., and for other purposes; 

S. 68. An act for the widening of a section of Columbia road 
east of Sixteenth street; 

S. 133. An act authorizing the extension of Twenty-third 
street NW. to Kalorama road; 

S. 2098. An act authorizing the extension of Second street 
NW. from Elm street north to Bryant street, of W street from 
its present terminus west of Flagler place to Second street, and 
of W street west of Second street eastwardly to Second street; 
5 An act authorizing the extension of Meridian place 

S. 5246. An act to provide for the extension of Geneseo place 
and Summit place, District of Columbia; and 

S. 5565. An act to close certain alleys in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 21689. An act to increase the limit of cost of five light- 
house tenders heretofore authorized was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


IMPERIAL VALLEY OR SALTON SINK REGION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
8 from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


The governor of the State of California and individuals and communi- 
ties in southern California have made expert appeals to me to tnke 
steps to saye the lands and settlements in the sink or depression known 
as the “Im Valley"’ or Salton Sink” regi 
destruction y the overflow of Colorado River. 
so serious an the matte 


on from threatened 


the valley and considerably above its level is the 
Colorado River, which flows on a broad, slightly elevated plane apon 
which the river pursues a tortuous course, finally entering the Gulf of 
California. The lands in Imperial Valley are 200 feet or more below 
the level of Colorado River. Down as far as the international border 
they are protected from inundation by low-lying hills. South of the 
boundary, in the Republie of Mexico, the hills cease abruptly and only 
the broad low mud banks the river protect the valley from being con- 
verted into an inland sea or lake. In order to get any. water to this 
vast tract of fertile but desert land, or, on the other hand, to protect it 
from too much water, works of supply or of protection must be built 

ee the river in Bo United 2 


This condition has been long known, and through many years schemes 
have been discussed either to convert the Salton Sink area into a lake 
or to irrigate the desert lands below sea level by making a cut in 
Mexico through the west bank of the Colorado River. It was also well 
understood that if the cut in the bank was not carefully guarded the 
river would quickly get beyond control. Finally, after many plans had 
been tentatively tried, the California Development Company, a New 
Jersey corporation, 5 undertook the work. To insure the safety 
of 8 Valley the head of the canal on the river was first p on 
Uni States territory near where the river was bounded by hills. 
The canal then swung southwest and west away from the river ugh 
Mexican territory to connect with natural depressions leading to the 
valley and back into the United States. The organizers of com- 
pany, in order to carry on the work in Mexico, caused to be created a 
subsidiary company in Mexico acting under Mexican laws. Concessions 
were granted to this company by the Mexican Government and proyi- 
sion was made by the bay ge dae of a Mexican engineer to 8 
nated by that Government in o to see that the work was properly 
carried out. The dangerous character of the attempt was 
nized in this concession. 

The California Development Company began its work by makin 
representations to possible settlers of the great benefits to be deriv 
by them by taking up this land. A large amount of money which 
might haye been used in needed works was expended in advertising and 
in promoting the enterprise. The claims were not only extravagant, 
but in many cases it appears that willful misrepresentation was made. - 
tions of this company and of its subsidiary organiza- 
ae tended ae 3 ae — ste re Pen a 

e company was of water r settlers a 
prices sufficiently Gree to obtain a fair revenue, either in cash or in 
securities of value. 

The money thus obtained from settlers was not used in permanent de- 
velopment, but ap y disap; „ either in profits to the principal 
promoters or in numerous subsidiary companies, which to a certain 
extent fed upon the parent company, or served to obscure its opera- 
tions—such as a construction com: „In company to promote settle- 
ment, and a company to handle the securities of the various other 
corporations, The history of these deals is so complicated that it would 

re careful extending through many months, to unravel 

the devious ways by which money and valuable securities have disap- 
prassa: In brief, it is sufficient to state that the valuable considera- 
ms which were received for water rights were obviously not used in 
providing necessary and permanent works for furnishing water to the 


settlers. 
The whole enterprise and the spirit of those promoting it, as well as 


thus recog- 


Many of the o 


of the numerous smaller speculators attracted to the subsidiary organ- 
izations, were of the most visionary character. Actual investments 
made have been small in proportion to estimates of wealth which ap- 
peared to be possible of realization. 
The company entered upon its construction work with large plans 
but with inadequate capital. All of its structures for the control and 
distribution of water were tem meee in character, being built of 
W. and of the smallest e dimensions. Through the efforts 
thus made a large amount of land was Drought under cultivation, and 
3 — = was reported that over 100, acres were being more or 
riga i: 
The first heading of the canal of the California Development Com- 
ny was in the Uni 
er. 


farther south, in Mexican territory. This gaye the water a shorter 
and steeper course toward the valley. The making of this cut in a 
bank composed of light alluvial soil above a depression such as this, 
withont controlling devices, was criminal negligence. This short cut 
on Mexican soil was made in the fall of 1904. It was gradually 
eroded by the ge of the water, and in the spring of 1905 the floods 
of the Colorado River, entering the artificial cut, rapidiy widened and 
deepened it until the entire flow of the river was turned westerly down 
the relatively steep slope in the — easy Valley and thence into what is 
known as Salton Sink” or Salton Sea.” 

After the mischief became apparent strenuous efforts were made by 
the California Development Company to close the break, but these 
were without success. Finally the Southern Pacific Company, findin 
its tracks imperiled and traffic seriously interfered with, advan 
mon 
2 9 of the shares of the company, and thus took charge of the 

ation. ; 

By means of the facilities available to the Southern Pacific Com- 

any the break in the west bank of the Colorado River was closed on 

ovember 4, 1906. A month later, however, a sudden rise in the 

river undermined the poorly constructed levees immediately south of 

— 3 tarmer break, and the water again resumed its course into the 
on z 

The results have been highly alarming, as it a rs that if the water is 
not checked it will cut a — deep channel W. ch, progeenn upstream 
in a series of cataracts, will result in conditions such that the water 
can not be diverted by gravity into the canals already built in the 
Imperial ae If the break is not closed before the coming spring 
flood of 1907, it 2 highly probable that all of the property values 
created in this valley will be wiped out, including farms and towns, 
as well as the revenues derived by the Southern Pacific Com y. 
Ultimately the channel will be deepened in the main stream itself up 
to and beyond the town of Yuma, destroying the homes and farms 
there, the great railroad bridge, and the Government works at Laguna 
dam above Yuma. : 

It is difficult to estimate how many people have settled in the valley, 
the figures varying from 6,000 persons up to as high as 10,000. It is 
also difficult to ascertain how much monet has been actually spent in 
real improvements. ‘Town lots have been laid off, sold at auction, and 
several hundred buildings erected in the various small settlements 
scattered throughout the tract. The 2 part of the public land 
has been taken up under the homestead or desert entry laws, and sufi- 
cient work has been done to secure title. Some crops have been raised 
and under favorable conditions the output in the near future will be 


large. 

The actual amount of tangible wealth or securities possessed by the 
settlers to-day upon which money can be raised is believed to be very 
small. Nearly all individual property has been expended in securing 
water rights from the California Development Company, or from the 
other organizations handling the water supply and controlled by this 
com any, .It is evident that the ave slender resources to 
fall ba u a in view of the 


helpless. he ‘ornia Development Company is also unable to 
meet the exigency. obligations assum by the sale of water 
rights are so t the property of the company is not adequate 


t 
to meet these obligations. 


pan rep 
e complications which have arisen from the transfer of the prop: 
erty and the involved relations of the California Development Com- 
ny with its numerous subsidiary companies are such that the 
United States would not be justified in haying any dealings with this 
company until the complications are removed and the Government 
has a full understanding of every phase of the situation. 

It has been stated above that the California mega grees Company 
has not the financial strength to repair the break to restore the 
bank of the Colorado River to such permanent condition that a similar 
It is further understood that the Southern 


elopment Compan to saye the Imperial Valley, beyond controlling the 
Dien n the river bank. Fhe owners of the 8 Ei - 
the South- 


extend upstream to Yuma, as before stated, and finally to the Laguna 
dam, now being Lagi the Government, th 
0 


canals. 
— eat Yuma bridge will p out and eisi P PRA, 700,000 acres 
of land as fertile as the Nile Valley will be left in a desert condition. 
means may be understood when we remember that the en- 

area of southern California is about 250,000 acres. A 

tive ent must place the gross 
per acre per year, every 
rt a family when under Ra tiva- 


cres of which will 
‘bee t the colorado is not permanently controlled th 


tion. If the break in 
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financial loss to the United States will be 


great. The entire irrigable 
area which will be either submerged or deprived of water in the Im- 


perial Valley and along the Colorado River is capable of soning p the 
permanent ulation of Arizona and California at least 350, 
le and probably 500,000. Much of the land will be worth from $500 
$1, By acre to individual owners, or a total of from $350, — 
000 to $700,000,000 


The point to be especially emphasized is that prompt action must 
be taken, if any; otherwise the conditions may become so extreme as 
to be impracticable of remedy. The history o pat attempts to close 
the break the river bank has shown that each time, through delay, 
the work has cost double or treble what it would have cost had prompt 
action been taken. It is ble now that with an expenditure of 
$2,000,000 the river can be restored to its former channel and held 
there indefinitely, but if this action is not taken immediately, several 
times this sum may be required to restore it, and possibly it can not 
be restored unless enormous sums are expended. 

At the present moment there appears to be onr i agency equal to 
the task of controlling the 3 the ithern Pacific Com- 
pany, with its transportation facilities, its equi nt, and control of 
the California 8 Company and subsidiary companies. The 
need of railroad facilities and equipment and the international com- 
8 are such that the officers of the United States, even with un- 

mited funds, could not 


it is only the fact that the officers of the Southern Pacific Company, 
acting a as officers of the California Development Company, have 
f rtation, motive power, 


been able to apply all its resources for 


be rep 

this additional work $2,000,000 should be available. The question as 
to what sum, if any, should be paid to the Southern Pacific Company 
for work done since the break of November 4, 1906, is one for future 
oc ie pees for work done prior to that date no claim can be ad- 
m 

for consideration. 

continue its work to close the 


But one practicable course is now o 


can then take charge, making the tective works permanent and pro- 
viding for their maintenance X a si ‘2 

It not believed that a free gift of this money should be made, 
as by its investment the stability of property of great value will be 
secured and the increase in land values throughout the Imperial Valley 
will be sufficient to justify the provision that this money should be 
returned to the Government. 

The Reclamation Service should be authorized to take steps at once 
for the construction of an irrigation project, under the terms of the 
reclamation act, for lands in the Imperial Valley and in the lower 
Colorado River Valley. The Service should be in position to proceed 
actively with the organization of the project and the construction of 
the works as soon as the conditions in regard to the protection of the 
valley against overflow will j expenditures for this purpose. 

To accomplish this, the Un States should acquire the rights of 
the California Development Company and its subs “eye corporations 
in the United States and Mexico upon such reasonable terms as shall 

rotect the interests of the Government and of the water users. The 
Jnited States should obtain, by convention with Mexico, the right to 
carry water Ge or that country upon reasonable conditions. 

Most of the ia in the Imperial Valley has been entered under the 
terms of the desert-land act or the homestead laws, and title has not 
passed out of the United States. 

The construction work required would be: The main canal some 6 
miles in length from Laguna Dam into the Imperial Valley; the repair 
and partial reconstruction of the present distribution system in the 
valley and its extension to other lands, mainly public; diversion dams 
and distribution systems in the Colorado River Valley, and provision 
for supplementing the natural flow of the river by means of such stor. 
age reservoirs as may be necessary. This would provide for the com- 
plete irrigation of 300,000 acres in the Im Valley and for 400,000 
acres additional in the United States in the valley of the Colorado in 
Arizona and California. 

The reclamation fund now available has been allotted for projects 
under construction and the anticipated additions to the fund for the 
next few years will be needed to complete these projects. It will there- 
fore be 5 to construct a 6 for the Imperial 
Valley with the funds now in „ and it l be necessary for Con- 

z 22 make specific appropriation for this work if it decides to under - 
fa e 

Such appropriation would be expended for a project carried out un- 
der all the provisions of the reclamation act, requiring 
the reclamation fund of the cost of construction and maintenance of 
the irrigation works, and there should be the further requirement that 
the cost of permanent p works and their maintenance be repaid. 

The interests of the Government in this matter are so great in the 

rotection of its own property, particularly of the public lands, that 
ongress prompt and effective measures toward 
the relief of the present situation. o steps. 


of dev 


of water until the main 

each end this dam is connected with rock biuffs and provides a perma- 
nent heading founded on rock for the diversion of the water. Any 
works built below this point would not be safe from destruction by 
flocds, and can not be depended upon for a permanent and reliable sup- 
ply of water to the valley. 

If Congress does not give authority and make adequate provision to 
take up this work in way suggested it must be inferred that it 
acquiesces in the abandonment of the work at Laguna and of all future 
a to utilize the valuable public domain in this part of the 
coun > 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT: 


THe WIfrrn House, January 12, 1907. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, as the carrying into effect of 
the recommendations made in the message of the President is 
likely to affect our relations with the Republic of Mexico, it 
seems to me proper to ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and that, with the accompanying maps, 
it be printed. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask that Senate resolution 
No. 208 may now be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Foraker on December 20, 1906, as modified; 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby is, 
authorized to take such further testimony as may be necessary to es- 
tablish the facts connected with the discharge of members of Com- 
ponios B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, and that it 

and hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and ad- 
minister oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 

The committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is further authorized, 
if deemed necessary, to visit Brownsville, Tex., inspect the locality of 
the recent disturbance, and examine witnesses there. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, this resolution has already 
occupied the attention of the Senate during several legislative 
days, and it undoubtedly has excited a great deal of interest 
throughout the country. The discussion in this body has been 
so far engaged in by distinguished lawyers. In some of its 
aspects it has the appearance of a case in court in which cer- 
tain members of the Twenty-fifth Regiment, or rather certain 
enlisted men belonging to that regiment, are under indictment. 
The President of the United States is the prosecutor as well as 
the executioner. Following the simile of a trial in court, the 
array of counsel for the defense and for the prosecution is not 
yet complete; but so far as their names have appeared on the 
record there is an element of incongruity and of the ridiculous 
almost in the queerness of the alignment. For instance, as 
attorneys aiding the prosecution, or pressing it, we had the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLserson], a Democrat; 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Look], a 
Republican, coupled with the distinguished Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL], a Democrat, and for the defense—if it 
shall be so considered when I get through—I shall be put in the 
recerd as aiding the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Foraker]. 

Of course, being nothing more than a cornfield lawyer, my 
contribution to the legal discussion of this question will be very 
limited and comparatively worthless. My colleague and brother 
attorney must realize that, so far as legal assistance is to go, he 
will get little or no aid from me; and I must confess that thus 
far I do not think he needs any. : 

But the ridiculousness of the situation is made apparent when 
one considers that a Senator from the North, who, by reason 
of his radical and aggressive utterances and, probably, actions 
in the past once gave him the name of “Fire Alarm ”—I say 
that Senator finds himself aligned with that Senator from the 
South who is supposed to have a broiled negro for breakfast 
[laughter], who is known to justify lynching for rape, and 
whose attitude is one of nòt hatred toward the negroes, but of 
a feeling kin to it, in the belief that white men are made of 
better clay than negroes and that white men alone are entitled 
to participate in government—I say this alliance is an odd one. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that I appear here in this con- 
nection, and I shall present the views which I shall give to the 
Senate upon the broad and general proposition, although coming 
from South Carolina and known as probably the most ultra of 
my brethren in this Chamber on the subject of the race ques- 
tion—that even I, while I may be alone, and, as I am informed, 
am already alone in my attitude—even I want to see the negroes 
treated fairly and justly. 

The President of the United States has, in my opinion, dealt 
with certain men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry very unjustly. 
He has gone entirely too far in dealing with some of them, 
while he’ has stopped very, very far short of meting out proper 
punishment and justice to others of them. My proposition in 
discussing this question will be to try to prove that even he has 
no right nor any authority to punish an innocent man because 
some men have been guilty. 

What are the charges against these 167 men whose skins are 
black who have been summarily discharged from the United 
States Army by Executive order? They are very grave. I shall 


now read from the President's special message, found in Senate 
Document 155. Speaking of the troops, he says: 


They have stolidly and as one man broken their oaths of enlistment 
and refused to help seo the criminals. 


* 


I propose to read the oath of enlistment, so that Senators may 
understand just how much there is of truth in the President's 
accusation : 

I, A_B, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will bear true faith 
and allegiance to the United States of America; that I will serve 
them honestly and faithfully against all their enemies whomsoever, and 
that I will obey the orders of the President of the United States and 
the orders of the officers appointed over me, according to the rules and 
Articles of War. 

I see nothing in this oath which makes it obligatory upon a 
man belonging to these three companies of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry to tell something that he does not know or to tell some- 
thing that might incriminate himself. The Constitution, I be- 
lieve, protects a man from being compelled to answer questions 
like that. 

I have read all the testimony, or, I should say, the exhibits, 
for there is very little real testimony submitted in this Docu- 
ment No. 155, and I have not been able to discover wherein a 
single man has broken his oath of enlistment. 

Further down in his message the President says: 

People have spoken as if this discharge from the service was a pun- 
ishment. I deny emphatically that such is the case, because as pun- 
ishment it is utterly inadequate. The punishment meet for muti- 
neers and murderers such as those guilty of the Brownsville assault 
is death; and a punishment only less severe ought to be meted out to 
those who have aided and abetted mutiny and murder and treason by 
refusing to help in their detection. 

So we have the charge of the breaking of the oath of enlist- 
ment, supplemented by charges of mutiny, treason, and con- 
spiracy of silence. I have here somewhere—and I will put the 
exact definition in the Recorp—what the law and the diction- 
aries define as treason and mutiny. Senators are all familiar 
with the words; they know what they mean; and I deny 
emphatically that a solitary man of the Twenty-fifth Infantry 
has been guilty of either mutiny or treason. Murder has un- 
doubtedly been committed, and conspiracy to murder has been 
committed, and, as I believe, by some of these very men; but 
in no case and in no report of any inspector are more than 
twenty charged with participation in that crime. Nowhere do 
we find more than twenty involved; yet 167 men have been 
discharged. Here are the definitions I spoke of: 

DEFINITIONS. 

Mutiny.—1. Insurrection against constituted authority, particularly 
military or naval authority; concerted revolt against the rules of dis- 
cipline or the lawful commands of a superior officer; hence, generally 
forcible resistance to rightful authority; insubordination. 

2. Violent commotion; tumult; strife. 

Treason.—1. The offense of trying to overthrow the government of 
the state to which the offender owes allegiance, or of betraying the 
state into the hands of a foreign power; disloyalty; treachery. 
naß. Loosely, the betrayal of any trust or confidence; treu thery; per- 

The President says that their discharge without honor is not 
a punishment. Then, why did he do it? Why did he not seek 
to obtain the necessary evidence to convict the guilty and leave 
the innocent alone? Who is responsible for the failure of 
justice? 

In the first place, these troops were sent to Texas against 
the protest of one of the Senators from Texas and of the Mem- 
ber of Congress representing that district, who warned the 
War Department of the dangers and the almost inevitable re- 
sult of their going there. Their warnings were brushed aside 
as of no concern or moment to the authorities, and the troops 
were sent. They were sent there, too, in the face of their 
known record, as officially set forth in this document, as a law- 
less, brutal, murderous set of cutthroats. Trouble broke out 
almost immediately, as could have been known from the char- 
acter of the men and the character of the town. A soldier jos- 
tles some ladies or pushes them off the sidewalk. He is clubbed 
by a Federal officer—I have not traced it to see whether or not he 
is a northern man, but he holds an important position in the 
custom-house. Another soldier is either pushed or jostled 
off the sidewalk leading from the boat and gets in the mud. 
The negroes attempt to exercise their privileges, as they think 
they were entitled to, of drinking with white men at the same 
bar. This is denied, and they grow very angry. A day or two 
later as respectable a woman as lives in the city of Brownsville 
is seized by the hair by a soldier in broad daylight, violently 
thrown to the ground; the man runs off and makes his escape, 
having given this exhibition of unsoldierly conduct. 

When the commanding officer is informed of it he pooh-poohs 
the accusation. It is hardly worth his consideration, because 
forsooth there is a “tenderloin district” near by. He did not 
even take the trouble to inquire whether this was a respectable 
woman or not. He makes no move to detect the brute who had 
been guilty of it. He acts altogether as though there was noth- 
ing dangerous around there, nothing worthy of his consideration, 
nothing that would cause him to think it worth while to tighten 
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the discipline, to take precautions, to try to bring about an under- 
standing with the authorities of the city, and so on, and stop 
these clashes. 

So within two weeks—I believe they got there on the 28th of 
July—on the 13th of August, about midnight, somebody runs 
amuck; a white man is killed in one of the barrooms where the 
negroes had been denied the privilege of drinking. The chief 
of police has his horse killed under him, his arm shattered so 
it has to be amputated; houses are perforated with bullets— 
houses in which women and children are lying in bed and where 
the lights are still burning. The men being in the dark, of 
course it is difficult to prove positively that these were colored 
soldiers, but I do not imagine that any evidence will ever be 
produced or can be produced to show that this crime was not 
committed by some of the Twenty-fifth Infantry stationed at 
Fort Brown. I am thoroughly satisfied of it myself. I am 
conyinced by the negative rather than the positive testimony, 
and from my knowledge of negro character after fifty-nine years’ 
contact with them. I claim to know as much about the charac- 
teristics of the American negro as any man living, and I have 
no more doubt the negro soldiers did these infamous things than 
that I am alive and standing here. 

The Senate committee, if it shall be authorized, may go to 
Brownsville and investigate to the limit, and I hope, since there 
is the desire for the fullest possible light, with which I agree, 
that it will be able to get evidence which will shield the inno- 
cent negroes and at the same time enable the guilty ones to be 
punished. 

I ask to incorporate in the Record a brief résumé or synopsis 
of the different acts of violence, murder, riot, shooting up 
towns, etc., of the Twenty-fifth Infantry which has been com- 
piled and sent to us, supplemented by one case coming from 
Key West, Fla., which appeared in yesterday’s Rxconb in the 
speech of Mr. SLAYDEN, of Texas, in the shape of an affidavit of 
Mr. Knight, sheriff of Monroe County, Fla., as to one of their 
escapades or criminal acts as they were going to Cuba. In the 
affidavit the sheriff testifies to the fact that a member of that 
regiment was arrested by the police and imprisoned in jail, and 
about midnight forty or fifty members of the company visited 
the jail and threatened to kill the sheriff, and do dire and sun- 
dry unlawful acts unless this man was released, and, in fear 
of his life, the sheriff turned him loose. I will ask that these 
various- matters may be incorporated in the Recorp without 
reading. I will just. give the headlines: Sturgis City, Dak.; 
Winnemucca, Ney.; San Carlos Agency, Ariz.; El Paso, Tex.; 
Niobrara, Nebr.; Key West, Fla. 

In all these instances this very same regiment had perpe- 
trated outrages almost as great as the one at Fort Brown. It 
was known that this was the character of the regiment, and 
yet the War Department, ignoring the protest and the warning 
of the representatives from Texas in this body and in the 
other, sends them there anyhow, and it is to locate the indirect 
responsibility, if I can not locate the direct responsibility for 
this crime and for this tragedy, that I shall present some rea- 
sons after a while. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted as requested. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


ROWS THE TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY HAS BEEN IN. 


Sturgis City, Dak., September 79-20, 1885.—Twenty-fifth Infantry 
was stationed at Fort Meade, 13 miles away, and on account of some 
imaginary grievance came into the town and killed Dr. H. P. Lynch. 
About fifteen or twenty soldiers were in the re, and were armed 
with Government rifles. A mob then lynch Corporal Hollis. In 
retaliation a body of negro troops went to town and shot up a dance 
house, killing a cowboy. Four men were arrested and turned over for 
trial. Troops were not removed. 

Winnemucca, Nev., June £9, 1899.—Twenty-fifth Infantry stopped at 

Winnemucca to get supper, and negro troops went into a saloon and a 
free-for-all fight ensued, in which the bartender was killed. About 
thirty soldiers went into the saloon and ran the barkeeper out and 
robbed the saloon. Same troops went on to Carlin and robbed another 
saloon, and the train pulled out before the proprietor could make 
complaint to the officers. After the sheoting at Winnemucca, and 
even while it was going on, the negro soldiers all made a break for the 
ears of the train and became so thoroughly mixed that nobody could 
identify the men who had been in the saloon. The authorities held 
the train from 6 o’clock until 1.30 at night and then had to let them 
proceed without finding the guilty parties. 
s San Carlos Agency, Ariz., October 13, 1899.—Indians complained that 
soldiers came into their camp and mistreated their women, and upon 
the authority of the officers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry arrested two 
of the negro, soldiers at their camp. In retaliation thirteen negroes 
went to the Indian camp and severely beat four of the Indians. Two 
soldiers turned State’s evidence, and all were arrested and given to 
the.civil authorities for trial. 

Bl Paso, Tev., 1 40 16—17, 1000. — Nine men of Company A made 
an attack on the city jail, where two of their companions were con- 
fined on charge of drunk and disorderly, and they killed a policeman 
on duty at the jail and had one of their number killed. One of the 
soldiers turned state's evidence, and all were turned over to the au- 
thorities for trial. 

Niobrara, Nebr., October 29-30, 190}.—A dance hall about 13 miles 


and a woman was killed and two 
khaki uniforms and guns were seen 
toward the fort and sixteen empty Krag-Jorgenson shells 


from Fort Niobrara was shot u 
men wounded. Two soldiers wi 
were found. Although every effort was made to find the guilty parties 
they were never found. 

KEY WEST INCIDENT. 


ay 
What they did there to maintain their record o 
langua, 
tement 
sworn to. I have a letter from an attorney of Key West, who was 
then police judge, which confirms the statement of the sheriff and 
which also says that a drunken soldier, whom he was arresting, fired 
his pistol at the officer. 
STATE OF FLORIDA, Monroe County: 

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared Frank W. 
Knight, who, 8 duly sworn, says: That I was sherif of Monroe 
County, Fla., in May, 1898, and that the Twenty-fifth United States 
Infantry (colored) was at that time in the city of Key West awaitin, 
orders for Cuba. That on the 20th day of April, anno Domini 1898, 
at about 10 p. m. of the same day, one Henry A. Williams (colored) 
and one of the men belonging to the hka Meat United States Infan 
was brought to bar by the city police, charged with an assault wi 
intent to kill; that at about 1 a. m. next morning at least thirty or 
forty of the soldiers belonging to said Twenty-fifth United States In- 
fantry, armed with their guns, came to the jail and surrounded the 
jail, and came to the door of said jail and demanded the said Williams, 
saying that if he was not delivered to them they would break the jail 
down. I, being overpowered and no arms to defend myself and the rest 
of the prisoners in jail and fearing trouble might come to all in 
jall, thought it best to deliver said prisoner to them, intending to re- 
port the matter to the commanding officer at the barracks the next 
morning. Deponent further says that another reason why he delivered 
the prisoner over to them was because he had other pr rs in jail 
charged with murder, and he feared that if he did not turn over this 
man they would carry their threats into execution, and he would then 
lose those who he had confined for murder, That the conduct of these 
men was boisterous, and they were crying out all the time that if I 
did not turn this man over they would riddle me with bullets and that 
there would not be a brick left the building. 

F. W. KNIGHT, 


Sheriff Monroe County, Fla. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 27th day of December, 
A. D, 1906. 


L. W. BETHEL, 
Notary Public, Btate of Florida at Large. 


Mr. TILLMAN. In speaking about the type of men who com- 
posed this regiment, I will quote this from the record in regard 
to the Sturgis incident: 

A few minutes afterwards another lieutenant came to the house and 
said he had heard firing from the direction of Sturgis, but thought it 
was at the“ Half-Way House.“ The eral then red him to take 
another detachment and arrest the soldiers. In about a half hour after- 
wards a horseman came riding = In t haste and informed the gen- 
eral that the soldiers had fired into“ Abe Hill's“ house and killed an 
inoffensive cowboy who was standing there, and that they had also 
fired volleys into one or two other houses. General Sturgis then ordered 
that Captain Ord should make a check roll call, examine the arms, and 
bring In such as had the appearance of being recently fired. This was 
done, But the fellows had scampered back short cuts over the hills 
and gotten into thelr bunks before the roll call, which disclosed the ab- 
sence of only three, who, I think, were satisfactorily accounted for. 
(Page 320.) 

As to Winnemucca, it says: 

Daylight had now so faded that onl 
to eight in number) were seen, It 
8 occurred until the men left the saloon. After the shooting 
the enlisted men say eae: quickly, running for their coaches. In the 
meantime some one had gone to the eia os Hotel and apprised the 
officers there at supper of the shooting, but before they could reach 
the scene of the disturbance the men were in their coaches. 

So these fellows were trained how to shoot up a town and 
murder men and then mingle with the innocent and get back to 
quarters or wherever they might at that time belong, and there- 
fore hide the trail of the actual criminal and prevent detection. 

Mr. President, before I go any further I wish to define,” 
broadly and briefiy, the principles on which I rely for demon- 
stration that the President of the United States has exceeded 
his authority and has done an unconstitutional act.. I have 
challenged and I now challenge any man to produce in any arti- 
ele of war a scintilla of language to show that these men have 
been guilty of the acts which the President charges; I mean 
the conspiracy of silence, I said any of these men; I mean 
that all of them have done it. The conspiracy of silence is not 
in the Articles of War. The mutiny is there, but no man can 
produce a solitary fact in relation to this transaction which 
even squints at mutiny, and the charge of treason is too absurd 
even to be considered. 

But the foundation upon which I rest my case is the well- 
settled principle of English jurisprudence, from which we de- 
rive our own, that the innocent shall not be punished for the 
sins of the guilty, and Blackstone tells us “it is better that ten 
guilty men shall escape than that one innocent man should suf- 
fer,” and all men are to be considered innocent until proven 
guilty. S 

Speaking of this conspiracy of silence, I call attention to 
the President’s annual message, sent to us in December, where, 


flashes of the discharges (five 
is admitted by Klucny that no 
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on page 9, he quotes with approval, and therefore indorses and 
adopts, this language from Governor Jelks, of Alabama: 


The white. people of the South indict the whole colored race on the 
8 that even the better elements lend no assistance whatever in 
er 


reting out criminals of their own color. The respectable colored 
people must learn not to harbor their criminals, but to assist the ofti- 
cers in bringing them to justice. 


Does the President of the United States believe that when he 
says the colored people “ must learn so and so” that is going to 
change the nature of the African, or that his ipse dixit, his com- 
mand, will make “the Ethiopian change his skin or the leopard 
his spots?” Every man familiar with the negro character 
knows that they will bear torture with stoicism in defense of 
one another rather than act as traitors. Whether it be a virtue 
or a vice, it is inherent in the nature and can not be eradicated 
by discipline or anything else. Then why upbraid the poor 
negro and punish him because he is true to his nature and his 
race and his color? 

I quote some more from the message of our Executive: 


Moreover, where any crime committed by a member of one race 
against a member of another race is avenged in such fashion that it 
seems as if not the individual criminal, but the whole race, is attacked, 
the result is to exasperate to the highest degree race feeling. There 
is but one safe rule in dealing with black men as with white men; It 
is the same rule that must be applied in dealing with rich men and 

r men; that is, to treat each man, whatever his color, his creed, or 

is social position, with even-handed justice on his real worth as a man. 


Mr. President, why did the negroes in Brownsville attack the 
whole town without singling out a solitary white man, except 
because of race hatred? Who can escape from the fact that if 

. that had been a negro town the probabilities are there never 
would have been any Brownsville murder? It was due to the 
hatred of the white race collectively that the soldiers invaded 
the city in that way and shot it up, doing murder, and then 
rushing back, as they had been trained, to get into quarters, to 
get somewhere around when the roll call was going on and 
escape detection, for the time being at least, if not forever, and 
thus have gratified their reyenge upon the white race generally. 
And who is more responsible than any other man alive for this 
feeling among the negro soldiers? 


I have here somewhere—I will find it in a minute—something 
relating directly to this phase of the subject and pointing to 
the inspiration and source of this feeling. I have it now. I 
will read, first, as indicating where this virus emanates, what 
its source is, General Orders, No. 29: 


[General Orders, No. 29.] 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 8, 1906. 
. The following is published to the Army for the information and 
guidance of all concerned : 


THE WHITE House, Washington, February 8, 1906. 
My Dear Mr, Secretary: ‘ 


I have received your letter and the court-martial proceedings in the 
case of Lieut. Roy I. Taylor. 

In my judgment Lieutenant Taylor committed one of the most serious 
faults which any officer can commit. I am glaa that he was reduced 
twelve files. It is a pleasure to record the fact that his offense was 
altogether exceptional in the body to which he belongs; I know of no 
other officer who has ever heen guilty of similar misconduct. 

There is no body of men in this country of similar size which merits 
so well of the country as the of officers and enlisted men in the 
Army and Navy of the United States. Not only should the country 
as a whole jealously guard the interests of these men and regard their 
honor as being identified to a peculiar degree and in a peculiar sense 
with its own, but the members of the body should themselves feel the 
same jealous eagerness to uphold the honor and standing of all con- 
nected with it. Above all this should be the object of the officers as 
regards the enlisted men. 

he more civilized a nation is, the more honestly desirous it is of 
securing peace, the greater should be the care with which it fosters 
and encourages the preservation of the military virtues among its citi- 
zens, and in no way can this be better achieved than by a resolute effort 
to secure, proper recognition for the enlisted men of the Army and Navy. 
The uniform of the enlisted man is a badge of honor. It entitles him 
to peculiar consideration. It shows that in the great majority of cases 
he has learned those habits of self-command, of self-restraint, of obedi- 
ence, and of fearlessness in the face of danger, which put him above 
most of his fellows who have not possessed similar privileges. To 
strive to discriminate epee him in any way is literally an infamy; for 
it is in reality onc of the most serious offenses which can be committed 
against the stability and greatness of our nation. If a hotel keeper 
or the owner of a theater or any other pants resort attempts such 
discrimination, everything possible should done by all good citizens 
to make the man attempting it feel the full weight of a just popular 
resentment, and if possible, legal pr should be taken against 
him. As for the commissioned officers, it both is and must be their 
ride alike to train the enlisted man how to do his duty and to see that 

e enlisted man who does his duty is held in honor and respect. 

Very truiy, yours, 


Hon. W. H. Tarr, Secretary of War. 
By order of the Secretary of War: 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


J. C. Bates, 
Major-General, Chief of Staff. 


Official : 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 


This general order was published in every encampment and 
read before every regiment and company of the United States 
Army. Of course the negroes of the Twenty-fifth Infantry had 
seen and heard it—heard it read. 

But that is not all. Here is another exhibit: 

Oyster Bay, N. Y., September 21, 1906. 

DEAR ADMIRAL THOMAS: I inclose $100 to be used in that suit, 
which, thanks to you, has been so wisely undertaken, to test the 
legality of excluding any man from any public place of entertainment 
because he wears the United States uniform. I feel that it is the 
duty of every good citizen to endeavor in eyery shape and way to make 
it plain that he regards the uniform of the United States Army and 
Navy just as much when worn by an enlisted man as when worn by 
an officer, as a badge of honor, and therefore entitling the weartr to 
honor so long as he behaves decently. 

There is no finer body of men in all our country than the enlisted 
men of the Army and Navy of the United States, and I can not suf- 
ficiently express my indignation and contempt for any man who treats 
his uniform save with the respect to which it is entitled. If a man 
misbehaves himself, then no matter what uniform he wears he should. 
be dealt with accordingly; but the fact of wearing a United States 
uniform should be accepted as presumptive evidence that the man who 
wears it is all right, and any discrimination against the uniform as 
such is more than presumptive evidence that the man thus discrimi- 
nating is all wrong. 

Sincerely, yours, THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

The President expatiates in a personal way along the same 
line, of the right of an enlisted man regardless of color or race, 
to enjoy every privilege of entering hotels, theaters, cars, and 
everything else the same as whites, ignoring the fact that we 
have in Washington separate bars 
MN. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Minnesota? ; 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON. Would you deny that privilege to a white sol- 
dier which the President has asserted ought to be accorded to 
him? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course not. I will go as far as any man 
in giving the white man in the Army and the white man out of 
the Army equal privileges. 

Mr. NELSON. Why should not the colored soldier, if he con- 
ducts himself properly, have the same privileges that the white 
soldier has? 

Mr. TILLMAN. For the simple reason that God Almighty 
made him colored and did not make him white. [Laughter.] 
Now, I am not going to give you any logical answer to a good 
many things that will pass through your mind. I am going 
to tell you, however, or, rather, I shall tell the Senate and not 
address the Senator particularly, because I suppose the same 
thought is passing through the minds of others, that it is not 
worth our while to try to make men over. We can not do it 
by .law or by constitutional amendment. I will discuss that 
phase a little later. 

I was proceeding to illustrate by saying that in this District 
we have thought it necessary to have separate schools for the 
races, and we have found it necessary to prevent the negroes 
from voting, and in order to do that we have prevented the 
white people from voting. It is well understood that no negro 
would any more dare to go to the Willard Hotel or the Raleigh 
and expect to be served at the bar or in the restaurant than if 
he were to go to the White House—no; not as easily. [Laugh- 
ter.] But why ignore a great fact, which is that caste feeling 
is universal; that it pulsates in the bosom of the Senator from 
Minnesota, though he may not be aware of it, and that you can 
not ignore caste feeling. But I do not want to get off on that 
line yet. 

In illustration of this programme or this cultivation of the 
idea of absolute equality, the President has been represented, 
not by himself directly, but by his Secretary of the Navy, in 
an effort to secure the passage of a bill, which was introduced 
last winter, coming from the Navy Department, accompanied 
by a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Bonaparte, urging 
its passage, looking to the punishment of any person, public 
carrier or other, who seeks to discriminate on account of the 
uniform, not on account of race or color, but on account of the 
uniform. I will ask that these exhibits be printed without 
reading them. They are all along the same line and they bear 
the impress of the President’s own feeling, his own ideas, his 
own purposes, for none of his Cabinet ever differs in esseutials 
with their chief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 15, 1906. 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for your consideration 

and that of the committee, the draft of a bill To promote the ef- 
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ciency of the Navy, and, to such end, to secure due respect to the uni- 
‘orm thereof.” A 

This proposed measure makes a refusal on the 
carrier, innkeeper, or proprietor of a place of public entertainment or 


art of any common 
amusement to accommodate, serve, or entertain any enlisted man of 
the Navy wearing the uniform thereof punishable by fine or imprison- 
ment, or both, provided that such enlisted man is sober and orderly 
ana abie and willing to pay for such accommodation, provision, or 
service. 

It is believed that some action should be taken bu Congress to en- 
force respect for the uniform of enlisted men of the Navy. n this con- 
nection the attention of the committee is invited to the following 
paragraphs taken from my annual report for 1905, page 11: 

The attention of the Department was called some months since to 
the action of one of its employees at a navy-yard in refusing to carry 
out a contract. he had made with an enlisted man of the Navy to let 
a rtion of his house to the latter, on the ground that the intended 
lodger expected to wear his uniform. In reply to a letter of inquiry 
the employee in question admitted this statement to be substantial! 
correct, but gave as an excuse that his wife feared her “social posi- 
tion” would be affected if a man in sailor's clothes were seen going 
into or coming out of her house. On the admissions contained in this 
answer I dismissed him from the public service. 

“The uniform of an American sailor is universally recognized as not 
only decorous but picturesque, and is frequently imitated in the cos- 
tumes of children and young women. The objection on the part of 
the dismissed employee or his wife to its use by a person who should 
live in their house evidently arose not from any prejudice against the 
dress, but from the unfounded and calumnious notion, unfortunately not 
confined to them, that a sailor on shore is presumptively a disorderly 
and drunken individual and a fit associate for rowdies and prostitutes. 
I need not discuss whether there ever was any truth in this idea with 

respect to the sailors of our Navy; certainly it is wholly false and 
slanderous at present. 

“The Department has tried long and earnestly to secure for the 
service men of good moral character and reputable antecedents; and it 
therefore demands and, so far as it can, compels respect for these men and 
for their uniform from all classes of the community, It might appear 
at first sight that an incident such as the one above noted was hardly 
of sufficient importance to justify mention in this report or action by 
the Department, but in certain respects this discrimination against the 
uniform has very serious consequences. Not only does it retard en- 
listments and promote desertions, but when a ship of war comes into 
port from a cruise, lasting perhaps many months, its enlisted com- 
plement, consisting in great majority of young married men, have 
a natural and legitimate desire for relaxation and amusement after this 
long period of isolation and monotony. If they are not admitted to 
reputable places of entertainment, they will go to such as are dis- 
repeat if the “social position’ of virtuous women is affected by 
being seen in their company, they will associate with vicious women, 
and the results of this almost enforced debauchery will be deplorable to 
themselves and to the service. 

“T recommend that the Congress make any refusal on the part of the 
proprietor of a theater or other place of amusement, an innkeeper, or a 
common carrier, to furnish accommodation to an orderly and well- 
behaved person in the naval service able and willing to pay for such 
accommodation an offense against the United States, punishable by fine 
and imprisonment.” 

very respectfully, CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, 
Secretary. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
United States Senate. 


A bill (S. 3406) to promote the efficiency of the Navy and, to such end, 
to secure due respect to the uniform thereof. 


Be it enacted, etc., That any common carrier, innkeeper, or pro- 
8 of a place of public entertainment or amusement of any kind or 
escription, or any agent, servant, or representative of any such com- 
mon carrier, innkeeper, or proprietor as aforesaid, who shall willfully 
neglect or refuse to furnish any enlisted man of the Navy of the 
United States, wearing the uniform thereof as provided in his case by 
law or regulation duly made, any form of accommodation, provision, 
or service which the said common carrier, innkeeper, or proprietor as 
aforesaid is, at the time of application therefor by such enlisted man, 
80 in uniform as aforesaid, prepared to furnish for compensation as 
such common carrier, Innkeeper, or 5 to an adult male person 
in good health, shall be deemed gu ity of a misdemeanor, and, upon 
» conviction thereof in any court of the United States of competent 
jurisdiction, shall be fined not less than $50 nor more than $1,000 or 
shall be imprisoned for not less than thirty days nor more than eight- 
een months, or shall sufer both such fine and such imprisonment, in 
the discretion of the sald court: Provided, That the enlisted man 
, aforesaid at the time of so applying for such accommodation, provision, 
or service as aforesaid shall be sober and orderly and able and willing 
to pay for the same in accordance with the rates fixed therefor by the 
said common carrier, innkeeper, or proprietor of a place of public 
entertainment. or amusement when the like accommodation, provision, 
or service is applied for by civilians. 
Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from the date of its ap- 
proval, and that all acts or 11 — of acts inconsistent therewith or re- 
ugnant thereto shall be, and the same are hereby, repealed to the ex- 
Pont of such inconsistency or repugnancy. 


Mr. TILLMAN. It will be noted that in the above bill, which 
was never reported back from the Naval Committee, that any 
enlisted man, black or yellow, would be entitled to its protec- 

- tion and benefits. 

But these troops, having been taught that their uniform was 
a badge of nobility, entitling them to every consideration that 
every other man should get, are sent to this southern city, 
where class prejudice, if you want to designate it as such, 
exists. I will say, by the way, that I am informed that the 
city of Brownsville is not a Texas city, except that it is in 
Texas. It is inhabited very largely by people of northern 
birth, a great many of whom are Republicans, and the feeling 
of revulsion to social equality with the negro there, the blow 
ox the head by Mr. Tate because a soldier jostled his wife, 
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is no more than I would expect from any member of this 
Chamber, whatever his political affiliations, wherever he might 
be, who saw a white lady insulted by a negro soldier. 

But do not let us forget that this feeling is not peculiarly 
southern. It is well-nigh universal. When these men went 
there and soon discovered that the people of the town did not 
recognize the President’s idea and were not ready to sub- 
scribe to it, that they were unwilling to grant them the privi- 
leges that they thought they had the right to expect, they im- 
mediately set about to bring on an excuse or to provoke 
one which would make them feel justified in doing what 
they $ 

So it appears to me that primarily the responsibility for the 
Brownsville murder rests with the War Department in haying 
sent these men there after their records; secondarily, that the 
President, having inculcated in the minds of these men and en- 
couraged them in the feeling and belief that he, the great Execu- 
tive of this nation, stood sponsor for the doctrine of absolute 
equality anywhere, instead of being dismissed without honor 
they would rather make His Excellency feel happy and proud 
to see how well they had learned the lesson and how they were 
taking it out on the bitter, vindictive, nigger-hating Texans, or 
southerners. 

I want to be just to the negro if I know how. Probably I do 
now know how. But I would be sufficiently just not to lynch 
167 of them because twenty-odd had been guilty of something. 
No southern mob has ever gone that far in the way of taking 
life without due process of law. Doubtless innocent men have 
been lynched and innocent men will be lynched again, as they 
were at Atlanta, and the more this kind of doctrine of equality 
is preached the more lynchings and the more murders and the 
more trouble. $ 

There is another phase of their being sent there, and that is 
that they had five officers for three companies. They were 
practically without control, and that, too, in view of the well- 
known fact that discipline and preservation of order under such - 
trying circumstances and conditions as arose there and as were - 
likely to arise there would be impossible with so few officers. 
For instance, during the El Paso trouble, into which this same 
regiment got, Colonel McKibben, of the Twelfth Infantry, who 
was sent to investigate, writing March 1, 1900, from San An- 
tonio, says: 

The incident, however, shows that at all posts in this department 
garrisoned be single companies of colored soldiers similar disturb- 
ances are liable to occur without warning, due to fancied wrongs and 
the effort to take matters into their own hands. In the present 
instance there can be no possible excuse offered, and it can not even 
be suggested that the arrest of Corporal Dyson was not warranted. 

The incident also emphasizes the need for a full complement of 
officers at all one-company posts. One officer can not alone pro 
erly and efficiently administer the affairs at these ts and at the 
same time pay the attention to the instruction and discipline of their 
companies, consisting so largely of recruits, with noncommissioned 
officers of comparatively sbort service and insufficient experience, 
which is absolutely necessary. 

So, with the improper complement of officers, three companies 
of cutthroats, who had shown time and again the murderous 
character of the men, are sent to a town, imbued with the doc- 
trine of the President that they must demand recognition of 
their social rights, to drink with white men, to go where they 
pleased, and be treated the same as white men. 

Who, then, is responsible for the Brownsville outrage? 

Let Senators themselves answer the question! 

Now I come down to some of the particulars. When this 
tragedy first occurred a strange thing happened. It was not so 
strange, either, considering the first impression made on the 
Executive mind, as shown by the dispatch from Mr. Loeb to the 
War Department, page 39. He says that the people of Browns- 
ville must be made to understand that if these troops were re- 
moved from there in response to the pleas of the citizens, to the 
pleas and protests of both Senators, reiterated two or three 
times, that post would be abandoned, temporarily at least. “If 
you do not take your medicine and allow my negro pets, whom 
I send among you indoctrinated with the belief that they are as 
good as you are, to do as they please, you shall not have any 
Army post in the city of Brownsville at all.” That is the first 
idea, 

The next thing that occurs to me in reading this exhibit is to 
point out that while it was known, and the dispatches clearly 
show, to the War Department and the President, who kept in 
touch with it, that Major Penrose was incompetent, that he 
lacked tact, that he had in the beginning distrusted the white 
people so far that he would not believe them when they made 
accusations against his soldiers, and made no effort to bring to 
trial the soldier who had dragged Mrs. Evans to the ground by 
the hair, and discredited it. 

It was shown that Macklin, the officer of the day, had disap- 
peared from duty and could not be found when the shooting 
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took place. All the negro soldiers who had been in the row, 
who had been in friction with the white people, belonged to 
Macklin’s company. He was officer of the day, and when this 
thing happened he was cut of the quarters somewhere in a back 
room and could not be discovered, and did not know of it until 
an hour after roll call. 

Yet it took four months, and nothing but the prodding of the 
Senator from Ohio and the prodding of the press ever brought 
about a consideration in the Executive Office that somebody had 
been seriously derelict, and that a court-martial ought to be 
ordered to find out whether these officers were not themselves 
to blame for this murder in Brownsville. Why did it take the 
President so long to set about a proper military investigation? 
I will leave that to others to answer. I do not know. 

There is another fact: When the President changed front and 
made up his mind that he would convict the men of this con- 
spiracy of silence and charge them with treason and mutiny in 
his impulsive way—and I am impulsive myself and must make 
allowances, I suppose—he goes to the other extreme and ignores 
the suggestion of Major Penrose after he had gotten out of this 
hornet’s nest which had been raised. The dispatches show that 
there was dread in the mind of the War Department and of the 
President that if these troops were not removed, the white men 
of that community and around in that neighborhood there would, 
in their wrath and despair or in their rage, simply massacre the 
whole battalion. They were sneaked out in a manner, carried 
away, sent to Fort Reno, and then active efforts are begun to dis- 
cover the real criminals. 


Major Penrose, aroused at last to the necessity of trying 


to restore himself in a manner, suggested the only practical 
and sensible thing that was ever done or ever suggested—but it 
was not done. He recommended that three detectives be en- 
listed and assigned, one to each company; that all restrictions 
as to duty and patrol and everything else be taken off the 
men; that they be allowed to get a loose rein and get a loose 
tongue and go to drinking and one thing and another; and let 
three detectives who had been put in among them as officers of 
the law find out the real culprits. That practical suggestion 
was turned down by the general of the department, ignored by 
the War Department, ignored by the President, and he followed 
his own idea of having these men interrogated by Inspector- 
General Garlington, with the threat that if the good ones 
among you do not tell on the bad ones, we will have to punish 
all of you, innocent and guilty alike. But he has said it is 
not punishment. Of course I must not dispute his word, but 
it looks very nearly like punishment to take an innocent man 
and kick him out of the Army because there are some guilty 
ones in the same command with him. While, as I said, to 
sever the connection of these men with the Army is entirely too 
much punishment for those who have done nothing, it is en- 
tirely too little punishment for these who shot up Browns- 
ville. So one would wish that Major Penrose’s recommenda- 
tion had been followed, and that the detectives had been given 
an opportunity to try to ferret out the culprits. 

But it was not done; and then in great haste, without wait- 
ing to see if something might not turn up which would disclose 
the culprits, the connection with the Army of the whole lot is 
severed, and they are roaming up and down the world now dis- 
credited. Discredited,” did I say? Why, Senators, they are 
the heroes of the hour among the 10,000,000 negroes in the 
United States. They are martyrs in the cause of social 
equality. They have been driven out of the Army by the act 
of their good friend Theodore Roosevelt—I mean the man they 
thought once was their apostle of equal rights. The negroes of 
the North haye been passing resolutions of censure and con- 
demnation and protest in conventions and in churches for the 
last several months. But if anyone can imagine that these 167 
men are not to-day looked upon by the negroes in this country 

` with admiration, then Senators here know nothing of the negro 
character. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Larner in the chair). 
The Senator from South Carolina will suspend. The Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 21574) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other 


urposes. 
£ Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
aside until the Senator from South Carolina concludes his 


remarks. ; 
Mr. TILLMAN. I am very much obliged to the Senator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in 


the absence of objection. The Senator from South Carolina will 
proceed. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The President having refused, or the War 


Department having refused or neglected, whichever way you 
choose to put it, to take any cognizance of the suggestion of Pen- 
rose to enlist detectives, the men having been turned out of the 
Army without honor, we find ourselves discussing here how to 
get at the real facts. The President, I understand, will send us 
a special message in a day or two, probably on Monday, with 
the evidence collected by the agent of the Department of Jus- 
tice, Mr. Purdy, which I expect will contain nothing more nor 
less than a legalized repetition, with some little elaboration of 
the known. facts in the case. Mr. Purdy was sent down there 
of course for the purpose of getting at the facts, regardless of 
whom they might hurt, but with the undoubted expectation and 
belief that he would return with legal evidence to convict these 
troops of the crime, and to that extent justify the President’s 
action. I presume that if the Senatorial committee shall go 
there, little or nothing else will be added to this, except the op- 
portunity for cross-examination of the soldiers themselves, who 
will tell their tales as to where they were and how dead asleep 
they were, and how innocent of all complicity and possibility 
of knowledge, and all that kind of thing. So we will at the 
end of a month, or two months, be just as much in the dark, 
probably, as we are to-day as to who the real culprits are. 

I want to call attention to a remarkable change of heart and 
of attitude at the War Department on this question. The Sec- 
retary of War, who is a man whom we all admire, and whose 
geniality and joviality and big-heartedness make a friend of 
every man who comes in contact with him, seems to be the 
author of the phrase “a conspiracy of silence.” It seems to me 
that if we are to adopt that word, or that crime, in the Senate, 
and the country shall agree that there is such a crime, and that 
these soldiers haye committed it, we ought to revise the Army 
Regulations and make provision in them for the punishment of 
this crime. The Secretary of War, who would primarily draft 
any additional article or regulation, can do no better, I take it, 
than to define what a “conspiracy of silence” is, and then pro- 
vide for its punishment in the future, taking cognizance, of 
course, if he sees fit, that it need not apply to white troops, but 
shall be used only in case of negro troops. 

The Secretary indulges, in his annual report, in some argu- 
mentation—special pleading I would call it if he had not been 
such an ornament to the bench once. I may, I think, with pro- 
priety call a fellow-Senator a special pleader, as I have done 
on occasions, but I would not like to charge a judge or an ex- 
judge with indulging in that kind of thing. But here is some- 
thing that the Secretary of War says: 

Might not ang community into which the War Department should 
send this battalion, in w it is known that there are from nine to 
twenty murderers, justly complain that the battalion is not a proper 
instrument for maintaining the supremacy of the law? Could we prop- 
erly send such a battalion to the Philippines or Cuba to maintain peace 
or furnish an example of orderly conduct? If a similar outbreak were 
there to occur, could we relieve ourselves from responsibility for it 
on the theory that we could not detect the particular ten or twenty 
who were guilty of the first murder? 

Yet I have shown that the records of the War Department 
showed (because I did not know anything about it until they 
sent them here) that these very men had been guilty of mur- 
der, murder, murder; that three separate and distinct times 
they had done this very thing in this very way. Yet he did not 
think it worth his while to heed the protests of the Senators 
from Texas to keep these men from Brownsville. So it looks 
to me like the Secretary had convicted himself if his argument 
in his annual report, a part of which is in the document, is to 
have any weight. 

Now, here is something I want Senators to listen to: n 

It may be that in the battalion are a number of men wholly innocent, 
who know neither who the guilty men are, nor any circumstances 
which will aid in their detection, though this can not be true of many. 
Because there may be innocent men in the battalion, must the Govern- 
ment continue to use it to ard communities of men, women, and 
children when it contains so gerous an element impossible of detec- 


tion? Certainly not. When a man enlists in the Army he knows 
that, for the very purpose of protecting itself, the Government re- 
serves to itself the absolute right of discharge, not as a punishment, 
but for the public safety or interest. In such a case as this, the incon- 
venience and hardship to those innocent of participation or knowl- 
edge, arising from arbitrarily terminating the contract of enlistment 
in accordance with the right which the Government by statute re- 
serves, must be borne by them in the public interest. It goes with- 
out saying that if the guilty could be ascertained Mord should and 
would be punished, but the ty can not be ascertained, and the 
very impossibility of determi g who are not guilty makes the whole 
battalion useless to Government as an instrument for maintaining 
law and order. The only means of ridding the military service of a 
band of would-be murderers of women and children, and actual mur- 
derers of one man, is the discharge of the entire battalion. 


Mr. President, in this connection it will be recalled that the 
other morning I asked the Senate to order from the Secretary 
of War the correspondence in the Athens, Ohio, case. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] happened to have the matter in, 
his desk, and it was published as Senate Document 185. In 


1907. ‘ 
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that document the facts in the Athens case are something like 
this: 

A man belonging to the Fourteenth Battery of Artillery had 
been arrested by thè provost guard or the police, I do not know 
which. Anyhow, he was imprisoned. There was an encamp- 
ment of the militia and regulars—a joint encampment—for the 
training of our military forces; and the behavior of the troops, 
both militia and regulars, was so bad that the citizens of Athens 
appealed for protection, and a provost guard was instituted. It 
happened that on this day, when the man belonging to the bat- 
tery was in jail for some misconduct, the provost guard con- 
sisted of some seven or eight militiamen. About 7 o’clock—it 
was in August and therefore it was not sundown; it was in 
broad daylight—some forty or fifty of this body of regulars, 
with their pistols or arms of some kind, made a concerted move- 
ment toward the jail for the purpose of releasing their comrade. 
Just as they reached the jail, or about the time they reached the 
jail, the provost guard came up and their officer commanded 
“Halt” to this body of men. The officer was the legal officer, 
having the legal right to give the order, the other men being no 
more than any other citizen or passer-by. The answer was a 
fusillade of shots by these white artillerymen, the officer being 
killed—shot down in cold blood—and four men wounded, and 
then everybody stampeded and broke. Two of the men of the 
artillery turned State’s evidence, but before they would agree 
to testify they asked immunity, or rather they asked that they 
be transferred out of the battery, because their lives would not 
be worth having if they dared to disclose who were the actual 
criminals. The War Department very properly sent the Judge- 
Adyocate-General or somebody from his office to look after the 
interests of the soldiers, and the Department of Justice was re- 
quested to deal with it or to give instructions to the district at- 
torney at Cincinnati to take cognizance of the case and be pres- 
ent while the legal steps were being taken. 

The oficer representing the Judge-Advocate-General's office 
went to the city of Athens and made himself known to the 
attorney of the State, the solicitor or prosecutor, got all his 
facts, got copies, I believe, of some things with the understand- 
ing that he would not use them for the defense of the men 
charged with this crime.. To sum up, this is the utterance of 
the distinguished Representative in Congress from that district, 
who had been employed to aid the State’s attorney, who is a 
resident of that city, and whose own offices had been shot up or 
perforated with bullets. This is the summing up of the action 
of the War Department itself in dealing with these white cul- 
prits who murdered an officer of the National Guard of Ohio 
in the discharge of his duty. General Grosvenor, in writing to 
the Secretary of War, said: 

And, in short, the district 3 of the United States and the 
representative of the War Department left nothing undone to prevent 
even the holding of these men, each and every one of them, to the 

and jury, where a fuller and better yaon might be made. 

d I do not hesitate to state now that from the minute those shots 
were fired and from the minute that Corporal Clark lay dying on the 
streets there has not been left undone any thing or act by the Govern- 
ment of the United States that could be done to prevent an ascertain- 
ment of who the murderers were. 

That is pretty bitter, or, rather, hot. 

Here is another letter on the same subject. The Secretary of 
War himself was not primarily responsible for any of these 
transactions, because he was absent somewhere on one of his 
many expeditions of public necessity to Panama or Cuba—I do 
not know if to either of those places on that occasion—but we 
know the Secretary of War is always “ holding down the lid” 
somehow or somewhere for the President. [Laughter.] So 
General Grosvenor writes this: 

* ATHENS, Onto, December 19, 1904. 


Hon. WILLIAM H. Tart, 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dran Sin: I have your letter of December 17. It is ssible 
that I may have exhibited “ considerable heat” in my letter of the 30th 
of September. The murder of Clark was atrocious and infamous, in 
my {pasmat and naturally our people felt terribly outraged. Com- 
ing home here, not having been present at the time of the murder, 
and finding my own office building sprinkled with bullet holes and the 
public sentiment at the very height of intense, I may have communi- 
cated some of it to my letter. 

But it is all over; the conspiracy to shield the murderers has been 
successful. All parties of the outrage were obliterated, and now let 
me summarize. 1 50 to seventy men marched into the most public 
street of a village like this in the early hours of a pleasant summer 
evening and without the slightest provocation, meeting the provost 
guard, fire from fifty to seventy-five shots from loaded weapons, killing 
one, wounding two, and hitting a citizen, and firing into the windows 
and walls of the buildings. And yet all this has n obliterated as 


though the waves of the ocean had swept through sand. And not only 
that, but the Government officials—a representative of the War De- 
partment bearing a commission and a deputy United States district 
attorney—appeared in the town and manipulated the preliminary ex- 
amination of witnesses and boldly denounced the prosecution. And we 
are powerless, and the blood of Clark, a fine young man of Warren 


8 Ohio, will go unavenged because of the interference of the 
United States Government through its officials. 

If you wonder that there is some little“ heat” out in this neighbor- 
hood, I think you would more fully appreciate it if you had a full state- 
ment of the situation as it actually occurred. . 

And so on; signed, C. H. Grosvenor. Here is the Secretary's 
Answer: 

I should think it doubtful policy on the part of the Government to di- 
rect its officers to defend enlisted men against acts which as charged 
are certainly offenses against the State, unless there is some ground to 
presume that the acts are in the discharge of the lawful duties of the 
enlisted men. The action of the Acting Secretary of War, however, 
was based on the helplessness of the men, and the necessity that, no 
matter how guilty a man is, he is entitled to be defended by counsel. 
It probably would have been wiser had application been made to court 
for the assignment of counsel. 

Still, an enlisted man is more or less a ward of the Government, and 
if the Government steps in merely to see that he is tried according to 
law, it seems to me that it is an exercise of a discretion which the 
Government has. 


Well, Mr. President, with that attitude of the Secretary of 
War, then I have no cause of complaint. I feel that it was 
the duty of the War Department to see that those men should 
have a fair trial, supposing, of course, that the civil authorities 
in Ohio would not give them a fair trial, which I think must 
have been impossible. I can not conceive why it was neces- 
sary that the War Department should take the step which the 
Secretary had taken and act as it did in the destruction of 
the evidence. Finally, the upshot of it was that nobody was 
ever tried for the murder of Clark at all. One man was tried 
for riot, I believe, and conyicted and sent to the penitentiary 
for a year and the other was fined something; some trivial 
punishment was meted out; but it was due entirely, as the 
distinguished Member of Congress from that district says, to 
the interference and meddling of the War Department. But 
the two men who did turn State's evidence—what little evi- 
dence was given—were transferred by order of the War De- 
partment to another company, so that they might escape any 
unpleasant or dangerous consequences from their willingness 
to help see these offenders punished. 

My purpose in bringing these matters up is merely to call 
attention to the remarkable change of front of the Secretary 
of War in regard to the enlisted man being a “ward of the 
Government.” Is the white enlisted man a ward of the Gov- 
ernment and the black enlisted man not? Undoubtedly the 
War Department made preparations to see that these troops 
at Brownsville were going to be properly tried. They de- 
manded guaranties of the civil authorities of Brownsville and 
of Texas that if the men were surrendered there should be 
no mob violence. They finally, however, became sufficiently 
alarmed to have charges of a military character lodged against 
them as an excuse not to surrender them to the civil authorities, 
ordering that if a warrant was tried to be served on them the 
answer would be, “These men are under military jurisdiction, 
to be tried by court-martial for this offense, and you can not 
get them.” That went on until the grand jury, failing to have 
any direct or positive evidence, unable to indict the men—the 
guilty parties—although they had selected twelve men against 
whom suspicion was very strong, the grand jury finally being 
unable to find a true bill on the evidence then before it, immedi- 
ately the charge of a military character was dropped. As soon 
as the civil authorities quit the military authorities quit, except 
to make effort by personal interrogation to get the men to 
betray their fellows or to convict themselves. 

So it seems to me that there must be a considerable amount 
of bungling here at headquarters. There was certainly a 
military crime committed. For instance, the racks were locked 
in which the rifles ought to have been, That is, the rule re- 
quired that they should be locked, and yet all the guns were 
out that were in Brownsville that night. How did they get out? 
One rack was broken open; but it was said that the soldiers 
broke that open in their fright when the firing began, because 
they expected to be attacked by the citizens. The preposter- 
ous story is told here that these officers supposed that the gar- 
rison was being attacked; that they did not know any better, 
and did not take any steps to find out any better, until they 
sent Captain Lyons’s company through the town to look up the 
absentees who had not appeared at the roll call. Of course 
Major Blocksom tells us that the roll call was a farce; that he 
had no confidence in it, and does not believe that the record is 
accurate or reliable. But we are told that within a half hour 
after the sound to arms, when these valiant troops had gotten 
their rifles and were lined up against the walls to defend them- 
selyes from the assault of the murderous citizens of Browns- 
yille, who were shivering in terror or rage elsewhere, with no 
arms, their houses perforated with bullets, their women and 
children just having escaped murder by a miracle, their chief 
of police shot down, a barkeeper murdered, and so on—I have 
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gone over that—that within three-quarters of an hour, accord- 
ing to the statement of Major Penrose, when he dismissed two 
companies and kept one on duty. The next morning he looked 
to see if there were any foul guns, indicating that they had been 
fired off, and of course he found none, And yet with this 
knowledge the War Department took no steps to court-martial 
Major Penrose or to have an investigation of the conduct of the 
sergeant who held the keys. They merely relied on the cork- 
screw furnished Garlington, with a threat, “if you do not tell 
by such a day the President tells me to inform you that your 
connection with the Army will be severed.” What a drastic 
method of getting facts! 

We are informed in this correspondence somewhere—Major 
Blocksom, I think, is the source of the statement—that in the 
old days in dealing with colored troops it had been found neces- 
sary, in order to ferret out transgressors, to resort to sweating— 
another ordinary punishment, I suppose, in the old Army—but 
in the modern method in dealing with these troops everything 
is relaxed. They are not given officers enough to keep control 
and direction over them; they are sent into territory where it 
is known caste feeling obtains, and when trouble comes prepara- 
tions are made to defend them. Then they turn around and 
go to the other extreme, and, instead of defense, they are turned 
out, discharged without honor—an entirely new punishment in 
the Army. I have not heard of it until within the last thirteen 
years, I believe. It originated in 1893, or somewhere in that 
neighborhood. There used to be an honorable discharge or a 
dishonorable discharge, and yet Senators, in their hairsplitting 
and with their effort at legal quibbling, contend that because 
the Articles of War provide this— 

No 2 ie man, duly sworn, shall be dischar; from the service 
without a discharge in manos signed by a field oficer of the regiment 
to lch he belongs, or by the commanding officer when no ficld officer 
is present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man ore 
his of 3 has expired except by order of the President, the 
Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, or by sen- 
tence of a general court-martial— 
the President is justified. 

That article of war relates to the hold which the Government 
has on that man, not on the method by which the Government 
shall release that hold. It was designed to specify the knot 
around his neck. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
says that that knot is a hard knot so far as the soldier is con- 
cerned; a bow knot so far as the President is concerned. But 
in contradiction of that, I go for the foundation of my belief to 
the best-informed and most thoroughly effective man I have 
ever met in the War Department or any other Department of 
this Government, and that is F. C. Ainsworth. When called on 
by the President to give “some instances, of which he knows 
there must be many, where the commanding general of a depart- 
ment or the colonel of a regiment had discharged soldiers with- 
out honor or in any other way without court-martial,” General 
Ainsworth says: 


A protracted examination of the official records has thus far re- 
sult in failure to discover a Fgh ess ag in the Regular Army for the 
discharge of those members of three companies of the ae -fifth 
Infantry who were present on the night of August 13, 1906, when an 
affray in the city of Brownsville took place. = 

And further on he says: 


No record of the summary discharge from tbe Regular Army, 
prior to the recent discharge of a battalion of the Twenty-fifth In- 

sanity ol a considerable number of enlisted men at one time has 

foun 

9 well; because it has never been done and there is no 
precedent is no reason why it can not be done. Senators 
have taken the fact that 352 enlisted men have been discharged 
without honor during the last fiscal year for one cause and an- 
other as a basis for the assertion that the President had the 
authority to discharge the men of these three companies. 
Well, as I said, I am going to leave the legal quibbling and 
hairsplitting and special pleading to the various Senators who 
shall choose to engage in it. They may be right and I may be 
wreng; but I lay down the fundamental proposition that if 
General Ainsworth has been unable to find anything like this in 
the records of the Army for a hundred years, a very queer con- 
dition of affairs exists, and it is sufficient for me to declare the 
President exceeded his authority. 

Mr. CULBERSON. From which letter does the Senator from 
South Carolina—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, with pleasure, always. 

Mr. CULBERSON. From which letter of General Ainsworth 
does the Senator read? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I read from the memorandum—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. On what page of this book? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will have to get the book now and find it. 


Mr. CULBERSON. 
tor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But it is in there. 

Mr. CULBEnSON. I call the Senator's “attention to appen- 
dix 3, page 537. and if the Senator will permit me to read a 
paragraph, I will do so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Surely. 

Mr. CULBERSON (reading) 

In the volunteer service, during the civil war, there occurred numer- 
ous instances of the summary discharge of large numbers of men be- 
cause of misconduct on their part. 

Then follow a number of instances given by Gen. F. C. Ains- 
worth, to whom the Senator paid such a justly high compliment 
a moment ago. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will examine pages 311, 312, 
and 313 he will find the whole memorandum from which he has 
just now read and the two opinions I just now read. They 
ane oe together. Both of them are memoranda to the Secretary 
0 ar. 

I call the Senator's attention that the facts of which he has 
just spoken, quoting from General Ainsworth, apply to volun- 
teers during war times, not to the regulars in peace times. A 
commanding general in the field, charged with the destruction 
of the enemy and the preservation of his own forces, has always 
been given unlimited power to do whatever, in his judgment, 
ag best; but the Commander in Chief, under the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina yield further to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I turn to the page to which the Senator 
referred me—page 310. I call his attention to the case known 
as the “ Lee case,” in which a company of the Eiglith Infantry 
was discharged by Lieutenant-Colonel Lee, of the Second Cav- 
alry, in time of peace 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wait a minute, now. And I call the Sena- 
tor’s attention to the very same Lee case, in the next paragraph 
to the bottom, on page 311, where General Ainsworth says: 

In view of the foregoing statement it will be seen that the action 
taken in 1860 in the case of Son any G, Eighth Infantry, is not a 

recedent for the action taken in in the case of members of the 
wenty-fifth Infantry. 

So General Ainsworth expressly declares that the Lee case 
does not apply. 

As I said a moment ago, Mr. President, a commanding gen- 
eral in the field, confronting an enemy, environed with danger, 
charged with the destruction of that enemy and with the pres- 
ervation of his own forces, always has been given carte blanche 
as to his authority to do whatever he saw fit; but the Presi- 
dent of the United States is supposed to be governed by the 
Constitution of the land, by the laws of Congress, and by the 
Articles of War which he himself has promulgated. I ask the 
Senator—I ask any Senator —to eite me to an article of war 
which refers to a crime known as the “ conspiracy of silence.” 
And yet this conspiracy of silence is the only thing with a 
shadow of foundation in it for the President's action, because 
the question of mutiny and of treason are not to be thought of, 
and as for murder, the President himself and his subordinates 
have taken the steps, or have permitted the steps to be taken, 
which have practically destroyed the only chance to convict or 
to find out the men who did commit the crime. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yaz to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, always. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
me for just a sentence or two in explanation of the question to 
which I invited his attention, I do not agree that it is necessary 
for the President’s order of discharge to be based upon the com- 
mission of any crime that is stated in the Articles of War. 
There is a distinction between a discharge for the good of the 
service and a prosecution and conviction of soldiers guilty of 
criminal offenses named in the Articles of War. But taking 
the Senator’s position, Mr. President, on the subject, he will ob- 
serve, I think, that he is in direct opposition to the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Fona kn] on this point, as he is on some others 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have not had any conference, The at- 
torneys have not been together on it at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULBERSON. It would have been very well if they had. 
I call the Senator’s attention to the sixty-second article of war. 


Very well; I will not disturb the Sena- 


son, or field officers’ cou 5 to the nature and dezree ot 
the offense, and punished at the d tion of such court. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Surely; but a court-martial is involved every 


time. j 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. That is not the Senator's con- 
tention, however, and I expressly stated that I did not agree 
with him in the idea that there could not be a discharge unless 
a criminal offense had been committed; but the Senator’s posi- 
tion was that no man could point to the Articles of War to 
show that these soldiers had committed an offense. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I said the “conspiracy of silence.” 
not say anything about their not having committed an offense. 
2 they committed murder, some of them, but not the 167 
of them. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well, Mr. President. I ask the Sen- 
ator if he believes that the soldiers entered into a conspiracy to 
suppress the facts, as the President states, if they are not, there- 
fore, guilty of such disorder and neglect to the prejudice of good 
order and military discipline under which they could be dis- 
missed from the service? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If tried by court-martial, yes; always tried 
by court-martial. I do not deny it. I say they ought to have 
been tried by court-martial. I say they ought to have been tried 


by court-martial order immediately after the occurrence, as | 
soon as Major Blocksom’s first report reached the War Depart- | 


ment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Chair will eall the attention 
of Senators to the rule of the Senate requiring Senators to ad- 
dress the Chair. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not think there is a particle of 

er — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I want, if I can, not- 
withstanding the Senator's reflection upon the fine-spun theo- 
ries of lawyers, to have him go back to the fundamental fact 
that the President, the Secretary of War, and the commander 
of a department may dismiss and discharge enlisted men from 
the Army without reference to the criminal offenses enumerated 
in the Articles of War. In addition to that, wherever the Arti- 
cles of War provide for it, they may be tried as criminals by a 
court-martial and convicted, if the evidence necessitates it. 

The proposition of the Senator was different. As I under- 
stood him, he said no man conld point out in the Articles of 
War a provision indicating that these men, if guilty of a con- 
spiracy to suppress the facts, were guilty of an offense against 
the law. It happens in this case, in my judgment, that there 
were sufficient reasons for the President to discharge these 
men in the interest of military discipline and the good of the 
service. If the individuals could be reached and a court-mar- 
tial had the facts, so far as individuals were concerned, they 
could, in addition to the discharge, be punished under the sixty- 
second article of war. That is the proposition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have, as I think, or have 
tried to—I may have slipped a word which did not say what I 
meant—I tried to show that the article which the Senator has 
just read, and which I myself read, in regard to the method of 
enlisted men being discharged applied and is intended to de- 
scribe the hold of the War Department on the man. It does not 
apply and was not intended to apply to the methods of punish- 
ment of a man. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It uses the word “ punished.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Where? 

Mr. CULBERSON. In the last line of article 62. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not talking about article 62. I will 
speak about this provision in article 62 after having read this 
other: 

No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the service 
without a discharge in writing, signed by a field officer of the i- 
ment to which he belongs, or by the commanding officer when no field 
officer is present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man 
before his term of service has expired except order of the President, 
the Secretary of War, the ä officer of a department, or by 
sentence of a general "court-martial. 

The Senator alluded to that, did he not? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is a 

Mr. TILLMAN. And I say that that language does not imply 
the power of the President to discharge a whole battalion at 
once. It applies to individual men only, and it has reference 
to the limitation of the man’s right, rather than any declaration 
of the Government’s power. 

As to that sixty-second article of war, the provision there is 
always for a court-martial. These men never had any court- 
martial; there has never been even a court of inquiry; there has 


I did 


never been any honest effort of the War Department, through 
its usual military channels er methods, to arrive at the facts, 
except by the Inspector-General’s Office. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina’ yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I take the liberty to ask the Senator one 
other question. a 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will answer it, if I can. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I know the Senator will try. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I said I would try. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator has said, Mr. President, 
that the fourth article of war authorizes the President to dis- 
charge individuals, not whole companies. Now, suppose a case. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Upon conditions; under special surroundings 
only. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is an addition to the Senator's 
previous statement. f 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, well, I am so used to saying things 
directly that sometimes I do not elaborate enough. The Sen- 
ator is used to elaboration, and he is, therefore, always clear. 
I am sometimes obscure. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The question I will ask the Senator 
needs no elaboration. I will suppose a case. As & matter of 
fact, the President discharged individuals in this battalion by 
name. Now, I will ask the Senator 

Mr. TILLMAN. He did that merely to get around the other 
provision. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not know about that. However, let 
me ask the Senator the question which I have in mind. ‘That 
is this: Suppose it were true that every member of this bat- 
talion joined in firing a volley at the time this man was mur- 
dered. Does the Senator take the position that the President 
could discharge only one man and could not discharge the 
whole battalion, notwithstanding each man was individually 
and identically guilty of the same act at the same time? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator knows me too well to believe 
that I am that big a fool, even though he is given as a great 
lawyer to badgering lawyers on the other side and getting them 
in a hole, to use a slang phrase. He knows perfectly well that 
if all those men could be convicted legally, by court-martial or 
in a civil court, of having together, jointly, by platoon, or what- 
ever other method, and of having fired and of haying killed one 
man, the whole gang would be in.the same boat, charged with 
murder. 3 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is all I wanted to get the Senator 
to admit. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator did not expect me not to admit it, 
did he? But instead of the whole 167 being guilty of haying 
fired and shot up the town of Brownsville and killed a mau 
and wounded another and frightened women and children, 
nobody, any time or anywhere, citizens’ committee or other- 
wise, has said the whole battalion was engaged, and yet a 
hundred and sixty-seven are punished, or, as I said, made mar- 
tyrs of, to roam up and down the land. Of course none of 
these negroes are going back to Texas, One of them, it is said, 
comes from South Carolina. That is the famous Sergeant 
Mingo Sanders, who had been in the Army twenty-seven years. 
I do not know anything about Mingo. I should like to meet 
him and shake his hand. But Mingo is not going back to South 
Carolina and let it be known he is Mingo. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Simply because the suspicion that will obtain 
in that country that he may be the fellow who did the killing 
will make it unhealthy for him down there. That is why not. I 
wish it was not so. We can not help it. If Mingo had been dis- 
eharged honorably, after a court-martial had shown that he was 
innocent, he could go back there and be the biggest man at the 
camp meetings of the negroes of the whole country around, and 
the white people would treat him kindly and cordially, and all 
that sort of thing. But the suspicion of him that he may be the 
one who fired the shot that killed that young fellow at Browns- 
ville renders it unhealthy for him to go back. I say that as a 
matter of information. 

Mr. FORAKER. What would probably happen to him? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, I am not going to get off on that point. 
I am going to discuss the race question directly. Do not fret. 
I am going to get right down to the milk in the cocoanut. I do 
not want the fire alarm to go off until the bell rings. {Laugh- 
ter.] 

I was calling attention, I believe, when I was interrupted and 
sidetracked, to the difference of treatment accorded these negro 
troops and the members of the company of artillery at Athens, 
Ohio. There murder was committed, and murder against the 
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lawful authority. 


The murder at Brownsville was an accident 
rather than anything else. That is, they did not intend to shoot 
at that particular man because they knew him specifically, 


I imagine. They shot at the chief of police because he was ap- 
proaching, and probably he might discover somebody. They 
killed his horse and tried to kill him. The barkeeper was shot 
down, I presume, because at that bar the negroes had been de- 
nied the privilege of drinking with white men at the same time 
and place. That is also denied them in Washington. Negroes 
are not allowed to drink at all the bars in Washington, and you 
all know it. z 

I tried to show what would have been the proper action of 
the War Department in defending their man or their men in 
Athens. If they had gone about it openly, if they had not 
first got the State’s case and then gone to the witnesses in the 
jail who had turned State's evidence and tried to persuade 
them not to testify, if they had not acted in a rather underhand 
and unprofessional, dishonorable way, it would have been per- 
fectly legitimate for the War Department to furnish legal help 
to see that their soldiers were properly cared for in court. But 
I do not understand the kind of reasoning which makes it right 
for the Secretary of War to help white troops who are in trou- 
ble and then convict negro troops who are in trouble of a crime 
which is not in the war regulations—this conspiracy of silence. 

Of course I think it would have been better all around, for 
the negroes especially, if the men who are really guilty at 
Brownsville could have been discovered and punished by the 
civil authorities or the military authorities; it would not mat- 
ter which, just so they were punished adequately. I believe 
it will be a great misfortune to the negro race that that has 
been rendered impossible by the action of the War Department 
and the President himself, because this Brownsville incident 
is not going to drop out of sight. It is too important a phase 
of the race question in general to be allowed to disappear from 
public view. 

Here is another illustration of the trend of thought and feel- 
ing on the subject, copied from the Army and Navy Journal. I 
will have this printed. I will not undertake to read it. One 
article is the “Color line in the Army,” in which an officer 
whose name is not signed discusses the wisdom of retaining 
in the Army the two regiments of colored infantry and the two 
regiments of colored cavalry provided for by law. I have been 
informed—and somebody will probably enlighten me specific- 
ally—that five years ago the then civil governor of the Philip- 
pines, who I believe is the present Secretary of War—certainly 
if not he, his predecessor—urged the War Department to remove 
the negro troops from the Philippines for reasons, I suppose, 
satisfactory to himself. I should like to get the letter. Per- 
haps some Senator may be able to look it up before the debate is 
over and get all the sides of this proposition, certainly in view 
, of the fact that the War Department has now ordered all these 
negro men back to the Philippines. 1 

But what I was bringing out more particularly is the account 
of the murder of Lieutenant Calvert in the Philippines a short 
. while ago by Sergeant Taylor of his company. They belonged 
to the Ninth Cavalry, a negro regiment, and Calvert was mur- 
dered in cold blood in his tent by this negro sergeant under 
circumstances of brutality and. savagery that must make men 
pause and think. 

Also, the newspapers have been full in the last two weeks 
of statements to the effect that a conspiracy entered into by 
their negro troops had been discovered to murder the officers 
of te other companies of the Twenty-fifth Regiment. I do not 
know whether this is a part of the press-agency arrangement 
by which the President's drastic action in regard to the Twenty- 
fifth Infantry will be bolstered up by exciting public opinion 
against the negro race generally. I have no such desire or pur- 
pose. I am charged with it. I am charged with being a fire- 
brand, of going up and down the country delivering lectures 
which are productive of race hatred and all that sort of thing. 
I say I want this letter published in the Army and Navy 
Journal put into the Recorp and let the people see just how 
Lieutenant Calvert was butchered by this faithful negro ser- 
geant of his. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


COLOR LINE IN THE ARMY. 


In an article in the North American Review entitled“ The Color Line 
in the Army,” Capt. Mstthew F. Steele, United States Army, presents 
a very interesting and forcible argument in favor of the repeal of sec- 
tions 1104 and 1108, Revised Statutes, providing for the enlistment of 
two cavalry and two infantry regiments composed of colored men. He 
considers this law the equivalent of the Jim Crow laws of the South, 
and says that “no more exclusive law can be found in the codes of 
Alabama and Mississippi. It is out of date, contrary to the spirit of 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution and to 
the good sense of the twentieth century.” Recruiting officers should, 
he holds, 


enlist the best men to be had, without distinction of color, 


and each man should be assigned to a regiment according to his choice 
and the best interests of the military servic 

The law is a recognition by act of Con of the national prejudice 
oo the pogro soldier. ithin the Army itself there is no prej- 
udice against the colored regiments, and the fine work they have done is 
appreciated. If officers do not desire assignments to a colored regi- 
ment, it is because of the civilian prejuđice, which is national and not 
local. There is to-day a og ae proportion of officers in the colored regi- 
ments from the South than from any other equal section of the country. 
Shipp and Smith, who laid down their lives heroically leading their 
colored troops at San Juan, were both southerners. ‘Captain Steele 


says: 

There is a cavalry post in Vermont, but no colored troop has ever 
been, or is likely ever to be, stationed there. The people of Vermont do 
not want them. New Englanders have always culiarly loved the 
negro, but p Aen not love him in their midst; they prefer him away 
in Georgia or Louisiana, whither they can send him their sympathy a 
mail. few years ago a fine troop of the Ninth Cavalry was station 
at Fort Myer, across the way from the national capital, as a reward 
for specially good service in an Indian campais Never a word of 
complaint was made against the behavior of this troop, yet it is well 
known that never again will a colored troop be ordered to that post for 
station. The people of Washington do not want them. It is a notori- 
ous fact in the Army that the political clique which holds the Yellow- 
stone Park, the great national pleasure ground, in the hollow of its 
fist wil! never allow colored troops to be stationed in the park. They 
are afraid that their patrons, the American travelers, will resent being 
held to the regulations of the park by negro troopers. 

“Since the disturbance at Brownsville the broad State of Texas is 
no doubt closed forever against the negro regiments. When orders were 
issued a couple of years ago, sending a squadron of colored cavalry to 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., letters of protest are reported to have been sent 
to the War Department by prominent persons of the adjacent town of 
Leavenworth. It has been proclaimed by the public press that negro 
troops must not be placed at the garrisons in the Southern States, and 
the partment has never yet ventured to station them in any of the 
Eastern or Middle-Western States. The national prejudice has followed 
the flag across the Pacific Ocean. Five years ago the colored regiments 
on duty in the Philippines were returned to the States at the demand of 
the civil governor of the islands.” 


MURDER OF LIEUTENANT CALVERT: 


We are indebted to an officer of the Army for a copy of a private let- 
ter giving an account of the shooting of Lieut. Edward Calvert, Ninth 
Cavalry, by Sergeant Taylor. It is as follows: 

“Sergeant Taylor, who was the company quartermaster-sergeant of 
Company M, Twenty-fourth Infantry, seems to have been giving Mr. 
Calvert a great deal of trouble ever since we have been over here, as he 
has been drinking bino, and seems to have gone all to pieces. Ordi- 
narily he was a quiet, well-behaved soldier, with almost twenty-three 
years’ service to his credit, has several excellent discharges, and was one 
of Captain Cabaniss's trusted noncommissioned officers. But the con- 
ditions over here seem to turn things upside down, and the one you ` 
least expect to do so goes eos 

“Mr. Calvert, in command of Company M, was stationed at Albuera, 
a little barrio about 9 miles from Ormoc. He was the only officer with 
the company, as Mr. Fulton had dislocated his shoulder and had been 
at Camp Downes, Ormoc, for some time. It seems that Sergeant Taylor 
had been giving a grent deal of trouble, and Mr. Calvert had thought 
he would have to ‘break’ (reduce) him. On this (rset morning Mr, 
Calvert was heard to tell Sergeant 3 to go up to his (Mr. Cs) 
shack and wait for him there, as he wished to speak to him, and Taylor 
replied, ‘ You go first.’ Of course Mr. Calvert ordered him to obey, and 
he did so. A little later on Mr, Calvert went Into his shack, and what 
occurred inside no one will probably ever know, as there were no wit- 
nesses present except a Filipino boy, who could understand no English, 
and who jumped out of the window at the first shot. 

“But there was evidently quite an argument or altercation of some 
kind, and a trumpeter who was at the back of the house working heard 
Mr. Calvert say: ‘Sergeant, I am fast losing all patience with you,’ 
and Taylor replied: ‘I am losing patience with you, too,’ and then 
the firing commenced. He (Taylor) shot him twice while they were in 
the room, one shot entering his right shoulder and the other his groin. 
Neither of these wounds would have been mortal, the doctors say, but 
after being hit twice, Mr. Calvert started for the door, calling for a 
hospital corps man who was outside. Taylor shot him twice in the 
back as he was making for the door and, as he fell down the steps at 
the front of the shack fired a fifth shot, which entered his mouth and 
blew off the top of his head, remarking : 

“*Neither Cameron (the hospital corps man) nor anybody else will 
do you any good now.’ 

The other noncommissioned officers at once put him under arrest and 
placed a guard over Mr. Calvert's rony and sent word at once to Camp 

ownes, and when Mr. Fulton got there he said the entire company 
seemed to feel terribly grieved and that Lope of the men were in tears. 
They (Company M) wrote a letter of condolence to Mrs. Jackson (Mr, 
Calvert’s mother). doing this of their own accord. 

“It is said 8 does not seem to feel any remorse for his deed, and 
made the remark: ‘The lieutenant was game until after I fired the 
second shot.’ 

“His plea is going to be that of self-defense, as he claims that Mr. 
Calvert grew his revolver on him first; but this is not believed, and 
even if true would not justify the last three shots, which were fired as 
Mr. Calvert was trying to get away. 

“It certainly is one of the most terrible things I have ever known; 
but it is just another one, though, of the many prices the United States 
is paying for these miserable islands. 

* Later.—We heard 8 that the court-martial at Iloilo had sen- 
tenced Taylor, Mr. Calvert's murderer, to be hanged, but that the civil 
authorities had issued a writ of habeas corpus, claimiug thet it was in 
time of peace and that a court-martial had no jurisdiction. > 

“They may call it ‘peace’ if they want to, but when there are parts 
of three regiments—Eighth, Thirteenth, and Twenty-fourth Infantry 
in the field, besides all the scouts and constabulary they could get on 
the island, gunboats patroling the coasts. and men being killed like 
Lieutenant James, Doctor Snyder, Mr. Williams, and the four enlisted 
men of the Eighth, to say nothing of the engagements that were fought, 
I have another name for it.” 


Mr. TILLMAN. Now I come to the question of mob violence 
in Texas. The War Department in its dispatches showed great 
interest and earnestness and dread lest if the men under accusa- 
tion were surrendered they could not be defended, and, as 1 
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say, they were sneaked out of Brownsville because of the dread 
that if it were known that they were being carried away some- 
body somewhere might meet the train and have a lynching. I 
want to ask anybody here whether, if these had been white sol- 
diers, there would have been a word said about mob violence? 
Everybody knows there would not haye been. The men under 
suspicion would haye been surrendered to the civil authorities, 
as the law requires. The War Department might have sent the 
Judge-Advocate-General to defend them, as it had a right to do. 
The matter would have been tested in the courts, the guilt or 
the innocence ‘of the men under accusation would have been 
established, and the thing would have been settled in a proper 
way. 

But, Mr. President, while it has been said by the President 
himself that this action of his was not influenced by race at all, 
that the race question is not involved, that there is no relation- 
ship between the color of the men and the official action taken 
by the War Department and the Executive, it appears to me 
to be idle to deny it. Senators have deprecated the entry into 
this discussion of the race question in general. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] says he does not want to discuss that 
question. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is equally 
earnest in the desire that it shall not be injected here or else- 
where. But what is the use for us to ignore a plain and pal- 
pable fact? If the race question looms up here as prominently 
as the Washington Monument looms across the western horizon, 
what is the use for us to shun and to dread its discussion? 
While I was not in the Chamber, accidentally being out, it 
warmed the cockles of my heart to read in the Record the story 
of how this Chamber, by unanimous vote, put its opinion in the 
law that the great war of 1861-1865 was not a war of rebellion, 
but a war between the States—a civil war. 

I claim the right to say that I know as much about north- 
ern public opinion at this time on the race question as any 
man in this Chamber. In the last four months I have ad- 
dressed not less than 100,000 people in picked audiences 
throughout the North, mainly on this question. I find there, 
wherever I haye gone, the same sentiment of lack of sectional- 
ism and of animosity to each other that was shown here yes- 
terday. The people of the North no longer hate the South, 
and the people of the South have forgiven the North for the 
wrongs and injuries. [Laughter.} Oh, well, Senators laugh. 
I will illustrate it. I was speaking about the terrible sacri- 
fice that the race problem had cost this country—500,000 lives, 
billions of treasure—no one knows how many—six or eight; the 
tears and blood that we offered up on the altar of patriotism in 
1861-1865 to settle the race question. Some man spoke up and 
said, “ There was not any bloodshed north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line.” I said: “No; and if the people north of Mason and 
Dixon’s line had stayed at home, there would not have been 
any bloodshed at all.” I am not going into the merits of that 
proposition. I am not going to harass the souls of people here 
by saying that the people of the North had no right to go 
South. I ask you to agree that the southern soldiers fought 
for what they believed to be right, and showed it by dying for 
it. That is all I ask. 

But that sacrifice to settle the race question, so far from 
having been effective, is acknowledged to have been absolutely 
wasted and worthless. We settled slavery and we settled the 
question of nationality. We destroyed one, and we settled for- 
ever the proposition as to whether we were a confederation or 
a nation. We are a nation with a big N. But the southern 
half of this country has no conception of the word “nation” 
except that it is connected with the word “ nigger.” More’s the 
pity! 

When I want to be entirely respectful and conservative, I 
sometimes write a few words to read, and in all seriousness, 
with all the solemnity of which I am capable, I wish to ad- 
dress myself very briefly to the race problem in general. 

I do not understand the tactics of those who do not wish the 
race question discussed and I have no patience with such short- 
sighted and cowardly action. There is really nothing else in- 
volved except the race question, and the difficulties and dangers 
which environ it should make us the more anxious to begin to 
eonsider it calmly and dispassionately before other and more 
dire calamities come to us from it. Broadly stated, the white 
people of the United States are face to face with the vital issue 
as to whether the Caucasian race shall share its inheritance 
-with the other races of the earth. In Cuba the question presses 
for solution and immediate action. Shall that island be gov- 
erned by negroes or white men? Shall it be doomed to the 
fate of Santo Domingo or shall it-be saved for the white man? 
The question of a protectorate or annexation and of the future 
ers tue of the people there must be determined in the near 
future. 


Now, I can elaborate this a little by pointing you to the fact 
that but for the existence in Cuba of the large negro popula- 
tion—which demands absolute equality in government, with the 
right to elect a majority of that Government, if it is able to 
do so, and have that Government run by negroes—there would 


have been no insurrection. I do not hesitate to declare my be- 
lief that that insurrection was manufactured in New York and 
the arms furnished and the money to finance it, the negroes 
encouraged to rebel or to rise against Palma’s Government and 
produce a condition which made him plead to the United States, 
“Come and saye us.” So the Secretary of War was sent there, 
our ships were hurried to Habana, the Secretary giving place 
to Mr. Magoon, who is now there in control. 

I saw in the newspapers in the last week, in the Star and the 
New York Herald, statements which indicate that the sugar 
planters intend to blow up the railroads of the English company 
before they will allow the negroes to govern there, in order to 
compel the United States Government to assume a protectorate 
or annex the island, one or the other. When you search for the 
motive you are compelled to agree that the whole schéme is one 
to bring the sugar plantations owned by New York and English 
capitalists within the tariff wall of the United States Govern- 
ment, so that they can sell their sugar in our markets without 
paying the tariff duty. That is only one phase and a very small 
phase of the race question. 

On the Pacific coast the relationship between the Mongolians 
and the Caucasians is involved. The President announces him- 
self as favoring the policy of absolute obliteration of the race 
line, the granting of full citizenship to the Japanese. The 
Americans of the Pacific coast, as I understand it, are bitterly 
opposed to this policy, and without regard to party lines. 
These Americans ought to know what is for their best interest, 
and they ought to and undoubtedly will have the sympathy and 
aid of their fellow-citizens North and South in protecting their 
interests. But these two phases of the race problem sink into 
insignificance alongside of the greater and more vital question 
of the relationship of the races in the Southern States of this 
Union. 

Now, here is a startling fact, and on facts like this I plant 
my feet and ask any and everybody to argue from the fact. 

In six Southern States—South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana—in the aggregate the 
negroes outnumber the whites and in two of them—South Caro- 
lina and Mississippi—the negro preponderance is very Li i 
Here are the figures from the census of 1900: 


In two of those States—South Carolina and Mississippi—that 
compact group, with an area larger than France and capable of 
supporting a population as large as that of France, the negroes 
outnumber the whites. In our State there are 225,000 more ne- 
groes than whites, and in Mississippi two hundred and sixty- 
odd thousand more negroes than whites. 

Under the law—the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments— 
these people possess every right that white men have, as far as 
the Federal Constitution confers rights, and the fifteenth amend- 
ment expressly forbids the enactment of any law which shall 
discriminate in voting on account of race or color. Large num- 
bers of these negroes are disfranchised at this time, but these 
laws are only temporary and work no cure; they are only pal- 
liatives and offer us only a breathing spell, and in the near fu- | 
ture enough negroes will be able to vote, under laws which we 
ourselyes have passed, and we have exhausted all expedients, 
to outyote us. Can anybody undertake to say that there will 
not then come a struggle for mastery between the two races. 

In Cuba the color line has been obliterated and miscegenation 
is in full blast. At the North the same conditions exist, and the 
large number of mulattoes and quadroons with white blood in 
their veins who have migrated there are the leaders of the 
doctrine of absolute social equality, encouraged as they haye 
been and are now by the President of the United States. Take 
this from his message on the Brownsville affair: 

It is of the utmost importance to all of our oP peso gh oor that we shall 
deal with each man on his merit as a man, with him 


merely as a member of a given race; that we shall Stine “tat — man 
his . 4 ae 
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And again: 


ln farsighted friend of the colored race in its efforts to strive 
onward and upward, should teach first, as the most important lesson, 
alike to the white man and the black, the duty of treating the individual 
man strictly on his worth as he shows it. 


Consider the full import and meaning of these words and then 
consider whether or not they are sincere and honest or whether 
in the fervor of a fight to justify an unwarranted usurpation of 
power and exercise of executive authority the President forgot 
himself and said more than he intended or means. To illus- 
trate, is it possible or desirable that all consideration of race 
and color shall be dismissed from our minds and not govern our 
action; that radical instincts implanted in us by nature are to 
be ignored and all men of all races to be judged and treated on 
the basis of “ individual merit?” Are men to be made over and 
the caste feeling and race antagonisms of centuries to disappear 
in the universal brotherhood of man? Are there any Senators 
in this Chamber who subscribe to this doctrine who would have 
the Caucasian, highest and noblest of the five races as is at- 
tested by history, descend to the level of the others and share his 
birthright with them with the inevitable result that pure white 
blood will disappear from the face of the earth, and after the 
mixing of centuries shall have completed the amalgamation, 
have all men of one skin and one type? Is President Roosevelt 
ready to act up to his own theory and have his children marry 
men and women of the other races? Would he accept as a 
daughter-in-law a Chinese, a Malay, an Indian, or a negro in 
accord with the doctrine laid down in his message which I have 
quoted? We all know he would not, and while “ fine words but- 
ter no parsnips” words like these are a source of inealcula- 

ble evil. 

I have pointed out to you that his utterances in the official 
order No. 26 and in his letter to Admiral Rogers had induced 
the negroes to believe that they had a right to demand and to 
assert the right of absolute equality. 

The southern white men and women who have for forty 
years resisted in every possible way this doctrine of the equality 
of the races are just as resolyed now as they have always been 
not to submit to it or its results. They are resolved to maintain 
control of their State governments and to prevent in every way 
possible social and political equality, with the inevitable de- 
struction of their civilization which would follow if they yielded. 
The conditions are growing more and more aggravated every 
day. Race antagonism increases in intensity. Are things to 
drift until direful tragedies multiply on every hand and blood 
shall flow like water? Is the statesmanship of our time in- 
adequate to cope with this question, just as the statesmanship 
of 1860 failed to prevent the dire catastrophe of civil war? 
That war was fought to settle the race question, but forty years 
after its termination we find conditions more threatening in some 
of their aspects than they were in 1861. 

It is not possible for me to believe that the theorists and sen- 
timentalists at the North, who are responsible for the conditions 
existing, will be allowed to pursue their policy of absolute rec- 
ognition of race equality much further. They settled the war 
entirely contrary to common sense, I may say—I mean the re- 
sult of the war. They went to war to destroy slavery and to 
restore the Union. If they had stopped there, we would have 
none of this trouble on our hands now. ‘This question would have 
been allowed to evolute naturally, and we would have been 
permitted to give to those negroes who may have shown them- 
selves qualified and proper to hold the ballot the right to vote. 
But we have made this mistake of enfranchising a race, slaves 
last week, barbarians three generations ago. If it was a mis- 
take, why not say so? And why not retrace our steps? i 

I do not believe that the northern people want to settle this 
question in any other way than will be best for the interests 
of the white people of the Pacific coast and of the Southern 
States, if they only knew how to go about it. I give the people 
of the North credit for being just as good and noble-hearted 
and generous in their wishes to do justice as I claim for our- 

- selves. It is not a local question, nor is it a sectional ques- 
tion, except in so far as there are more negroes in the South 
than there are in the-North. We are face to face with the ne- 
gro. You have got a few thousand. My county has got more 
than all New England. 

I plead with Senators here not to ignore the gravity of the 
situation, not to allow things to go on as they are going on now, 
involving a struggle for mastery between the races in the South, 
coupled with the direful tragedies that will come, because the 
white people are resolved to maintain their civilization and pro- 
tect their women. It is a serious obligation of duty, and if I do 


nothing else in this debate than to have the subject presented 
- broadly from the standpoint of patriotism and of statesmanship 


by somebody else, I will welcome the opportunity to give some 
more facts when the time comes. This Brownsville incident 
would never have attracted a thousandth part of the interest it 
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has but for the fact that this great underlying question is in- 
volved in it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was about through, but I will yield to the 
Senator for a question, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was merely going to ask a question 
which is pertinent, I think. The Senator has spoken with a 
great deal of vigor on the race question. Could the Senator 
suggest to the Senate what the solution of the race question is? 
What is he going to do about it? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Well, that would involve another couple of 
hours, and I have already trespassed long enough on the atten- 
tion of the Senate to-day. I hope the Senator from Indiana, 
who is himself a brilliant statesman, will be able to give us some 
suggestion as to what we ought to do about it. I merely point 
out a great and a tragic situation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield further to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘The Senator has taken two hours in stat- 
ing the existence of a condition to which he says he has given 
very great study, and I know that is true, and he has referred 
to the question of statesmanship. I am satisfied that I voice the 
opinion of my colleagues here when I say that the Senate would 
be delighted to give him two hours more if he will now state the 
remedy which in all his study has suggested itself to him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will do that later in the debate, perhaps. 
Just at this time, fatigued as I am and having just gotten up 
out of a sick bed, I shall not undertake to go into any further 
discussion of this question. I merely have tried, in my feeble 
and humble way, to point out that we in the South are on the 
crest of a volcano. We are environed with dangers of which 
the people of the North have no conception, and we realize the 
fearful tragedies that are near in front of us unless something 
can be done to ameliorate conditions. That is all. We are not 
responsible for the situation. We can not change the condition. 
The discussion, or rather the action, must come from those who 
precipitated this condition, who are responsible for it now, and 
who will be responsible for its continuous existence. I am 
ready to contribute in my humble way, both with facts and ar- 
guments, when the time comes. ` 

It is high time something was being done to have this great 
and vital question brought before the country in some practical 
and sensible way. The deep interest shown in the Brownsville 
tragedy is ample evidence that the people of the country are 
beginning to feel a deep concern in the various phases of this 
question, and it is absolutely useless for doctrinaires and poli- 
ticians to undertake to pooh pooh the question and dismiss it 
with a wave of the hand, and for one I am ready to go to battle 
under the slogan, “America for the Americans, and this is a 
white man’s country and white men must govern it.” 

I beg the Senate’s pardon for having trespassed this long. I 
have no idea that I have converted anybody to my belief in re- 
gard to the Brownsville business. I still stand by the funda- 
mental doctrine that the innocent ought not to be punished be- 
cause there were some guilty, and I think the President has 
made some very grave blunders in dealing with this subject. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I understand it is the de- 
sire of those who are in charge of the resolution that is under 
discussion to have it brought to a vote on Monday. As the re- 
sult of the speech of the Senator from South Carolina I feel that 
I should not allow the discussion to close without saying some- 
thing upon the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply wish to state that the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Matrory] told mea while ago that he would like to 
have an opportunity of speaking this afternoon for some thirty 
or forty minutes. I told him that so far as the appropriation 
bill was concerned I would consent that that might be done, if 
the will of the Senate was such. He is present and ready to 
take the floor, I understand, for the purpose of making the 
speech he desires to make and of which he had given me notice 
that he would like to make this afternoon. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am much obliged to the Senator from Illi- 
nois, but if the Senator from Colorado desires to proceed I do 
not wish to interfere with him. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now that I am up, I would prefer to pro- 

rather than to allow the matter to go over until Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado is en- 
titled to the floor. 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, so far as the legal ques- 
tions involved in this controversy are concerned, I will not un- 
dertake to discuss them. I am convinced that, as a legal propo- 
sition, measured by the rules and Articles of War, the Presi- 
dent had the right to order the discharge of the battalion of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry as he did. Whether it was wise for 
him to take that action is another question; and when the argu- 
ment made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] is placed 
side by. side with the arguments made by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL] and others on that side of the question, the 
wisdom of his action must be determined by each one for him- 
self. 

I have no doubt that the President in making the order of 
discharge was moved by the highest and most patriotic mo- 
tives. Whatever may be said on the subject of race prejudice 
and about race prejudice being at the bottom of the Brownsville 
incident, surely the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] will not maintain that the action of the President in dis- 
charging the battalion was the result of race prejudice. It is 
not so very long ago that the President was subjected to con- 
siderable censure, I think, from the same Senator and from 
those who think with him because a colored man—perhaps the 
highest and best type of colored man in the United States— 
lunched with the President at the White House. If race preju- 
dice did not direct the action of the President, then I think we 
should all conclude that his purpose was a perfectly proper one; 
that it was to enforce discipline in the Army, and, as far as it 
was possible for him, to prevent a recurrence of like tragedies 
with that of Brownsville in the future. 

That is all, Mr. President, I desire to say about the Browns- 
ville tragedy. I do, however, wish to take issue with the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina as to many of his utterances that re- 
lated to the negro and involved the race question. I will do 
so because I am a Democrat, and as a Democrat by my silence 
I do not want to be held responsible for what he has said upon 
this subject, or that it may be supposed at home that I am in 
sympathy with his views. 

Mr. President, when the next Congress convenes there will be 
just two Democratic Senators from the North in this great 
body. In the present Congress there are but four Democratic 
Senators from the North, and unless there is a change between_ 
now and two years hence, when new Senators will be elected, 
I fear that this Chamber will be divided solidly Republican 
from the North and solidly Democratic from the South. 
Whether it may be the fault of parties or platforms or issues, 
this country, politically speaking and judging from elections 
and the political complexion of this body, is intensely sectional ; 
and I am willing to submit to the country whether speeches 
such as the one just closed by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TIILMuAN ] are calculated to soften the asperities that lead 
to sectionalism or to give a more patriotic division of political 
power between the States of the Union. 

The North can lay no particular claim to a desire for justice 
for the negro—no more than the South. I recall very well when 
in many of the northern legislatures there were negro members. 
I recall very well when a Republican President did not hesi- 
tate to appoint worthy and capable negroes to high offices. I 
recall very well when it was the fond hope of the people of this 
country, with apparently ample grounds upon which to expect 
the realization of the hope, that the race issue would in time 
disappear, and that the time would come when manhood and 
worth, education and intelligence would settle every dispute and 
when color would prove no substantial bar to equality in all 
things before the law. 

But, Mr. President, as time has gone on race prejudices, so 
graphically described by the Senator from South Carolina, haye 
developed in the North about as rapidly as they have in the 
South, the only difference being in the intensity of the preju- 
dices. Where is there a Northern State now that contains a 
colored member of the legislature? Where is there a Northern 
State in which a negro is elected to an office of responsibility? 
In which Northern State does the appointing power select 
negroes of education and moral worth and ability to fill posi- 
tions of importance? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator probably has overlooked the 
fact that not long ago a negro of education and worth was ap- 
pointed to a judicial position in Massachusetts, and is filling it 
now. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am glad to hear from the Senator from 
New Hampshire of an exception. But even that exception is 
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not in his own State. What has the Senator got to say about 
his own State? . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. PATTERSON. It may have been done in Massachusetts, 
and here and thére may be isolated exceptions. I am stating 
the all but universal rule, and if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire can state an exception, it will but enforce the rule I have 
suggested. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, he called 
for a case and I gave him a case. I thought the Senator would 
be glad to know that fact, because he wanted to be accurate. 
As far as New Hampshire is concerned, we have very few col- 
ored men in our State, and I do not recall an instance where 
one has even ever asked to be elected or appointed to an office. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It may be, Mr. President, that the ne- 
groes of New Hampshire are more modest and less ambitious 
than the negroes of other States, but I have no doubt but that 
in his State there are educated negroes and able negroes and hon- 
est negroes, who, so far as the work of high executive offices is 
concerned, would be able to do it with satisfaction to the Com- 
monwealth; and many of these negroes would be glad to fill 
these offices, but the race feeling that I have no doubt exists in 
New Hampshire, as elsewhere, prevents them from doing so. 

We find in the North, Mr. President, that in nearly every 
detail of business matters the negro is deprived of every posi- 
tion of responsibility. They are not even permitted to drive 
street cars or to collect the fares. In many of the Northern 
States the negro is not even permitted to be a member of a 
labor union. The services that he performs are now menial in 
character or almost wholly personal. Under these conditions it 
may not seem in good form for men of the North to decry to 
any very great extent the attitude of such as the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

But, Mr. President, that does not meet the proposition. There 
are 10,000,000, or thereabouts, of negroes in the United States 
to-day. By a constitutional amendment, adopted at the close 
of the war, those negroes had conferred upon them—it might be 
said, had forced upon them—the rights of citizenship. The 
States were prohibited from depriving them of the right to vote 
by reason of their color or former condition. Under the four- 
teenth amendment the blacks had conferred upon them the 
right to vote, with only such exceptions or limitations as ap- 
plied to white men. This legislation has led to an intensity 
of feeling against the black man in a number of the Southern 
States and accounts in a measure for the attitude of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina upon the race question, The Senator 
insists that there is but one remedy for the evils he claims the 
fourteenth amendment has inflicted upon the South, which is 
the repeal of that amendment and the deprivation of the black 
man of the right to vote. The appeals the Senator has made 
is against not only social equality, but also against political 
equality between the whites and the blacks. 

If the Senator from South Carolina was the only distinguished ~ 
southern man who has entered upon a crusade to secure this re- 
sult, perhaps I might not notice it, for the Senator is in many 
respects sui generis, and is quite willing to admit that such is 
the case; but Governor Vardaman, of Mississippi, and Hoke 
Smith, of Georgia, soon to be governor of Georgia, if not already 
the chief executive of that State, have made the same declara- 
tions, and there is rapidly being organized in the South a moye- 
ment to demand that the North unite with the South in the re- 
peal of the fourteenth amendment and the practical return of 
the negroes of the country to a condition of peonage. Whatever 
the attitude of the men and women of the North—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colo- 
rado allow me to ask him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. ‘TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Colorado ever visited 
the black belt of Alabama or South Carolina or Mississippi? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I never have. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, then, would not the Senator be apt to 
learn something if he would go down there and study this ques- 
tion at close quarters, rather than theorizing about it up in Col- 
orado, where they have only about 2,000 negroes all told? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have no question but it would be better 
to have visited that section. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not undertake to advise the Senator; 
but before he commits himself too far to the doctrine of absolute 
equality of man, the inevitable result, he had better study the 
question a little. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, forty-odd years have 
elapsed since the close of the civil war. The question of the negro 
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has been one that has entered into the social, political, and pub- 
lic life of the American people, and the man who has not inves- 
tigated, so that he may think and talk intelligently about it 
without visiting the black belt, has lived to little purpose and 
has poorly observed the duties that devolve upon him as a citi- 
zen. I am well aware that in the belt of States commencing at 
Texas and ending with North Carolina the white and the negro 
populations are almost equal, the population in that tier of 
States amounting to somewhere in the neighborhood of 6,000,000 
whites and 6,000, 000 blacks. 

Nr. TILLMAN. About four million. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; considerably larger than that. I 
am also aware that in some of the States—one or two of them— 
the black population will double the white population, and I am 
not entirely lost to a proper conception of the terrible problem 
that has been devolved upon the people of the South growing 
out of the war and the granting of the ballot to the negroes of 
the country. 

But, Mr. President, the blacks and the whites must live to- 
gether. It is idle to talk of the separation of the races. They 
can not be winnowed out and set apart in different sections of 
the country, nor can the negro be deported to any other country. 
The Senator from South Carolina would be the first and most 
vehement against any proposition to take the negroes from the 
South or from the State of South Carolina, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would be a very strong opponent of that 
doctrine, because it would be the most cruel of all the remedies 
that haye ever been suggested or proposed by anybody at any 
time or anywhere. That is all. I would to God none of them 
had ever come; I would to God they were away from there; but 
I would not undertake to send them away by expatriation or 
colonization, because it would simply mean their destruction; 
and I do not want to destroy them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will not impugn the morality of the 
motives that would induce the Senator from South Carolina to 
oppose the deportation of negroes from his State; but I am in- 
clined to believe that there is an additional reason, and a 
stronger one, à reason that is more controlling than a mere sen- 
timent of humanity—that reason is self- preservation; for the 
labor of the negro is absolutely necessary to the prosperity of 
the Senator’s State and to that of every other Southern State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly, I do not object, Mr. President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am sorry the Senator can not give me the 
credit for a disinterested and honest statement, but would im- 
pugn the integrity of my utterance and charge directly or in- 
directly that selfishness would govera me in objecting to that. 
Has the Senator ever read the record as set forth in Buckle’s 
History of Civilization in England of the deportation of the mil- 
lion and a half of Moors after their conquest of Granada by 
Ferdinand and Isabella? If he has not, I advise him to get that 
book and read the horrors which would result from the deporta- 

tion element alone, to say nothing of the indirect trouble and the 
loss to the country from which deportation occurs, to convince 
him that the cruelty of the thing is alone, so far as I am con- 
cerned, the reason why I should object. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have read Buckle, not 
once, but three times, and I am quite familiar with the recital 
to which the Senator refers. 

But in this connection let me say, Mr. President, that I did not 
intend to in any wise reflect upon the Senator’s own statement 
of the motives that would infiuence him to place obstacles in the 
way of the migration of southern negroes from South Carolina, 
but I do say that, in addition to the reason he states, the 
motive of self-preservation would be equally controlling— 
South Carolina could not afford to lose the negro, for the negro 
must be there to do the labor of that State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from South Carolina is fully 
aware of the great loss in a financial way, the destruction of 
values, the derangement of labor, and the financial panic that 
would come, not only to South Carolina, but to the United 
States and to Christendom, if the negroes were colonized away 
from the South; but I want the Senator to understand that the 
question of colonization would, of course, excite opposition in 


South Carolina, because we have some selfish and greedy men 
down there who want to hold on to the negroes as laborers, as 
worthless as they are becoming, and we have got lots of them; 
but I hope the Senator will not put me in that lot. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will not follow that phase of the sub- 


ject, Mr. President, any further. I will allow my statement and 
the statement of the Senator from South Carolina to stand, con- 
fident that there is no substantial conflict or dispute beween us. 
I have no doubt but that the heart of the Senator from South 
Carolina would go out to the negroes in the suffering they would 
necessarily be compelled to endure if they were forcibly taken 
from the country that is their home; nor have I any doubt 
either, Mr. President, that the Senator from South Carolina, 
even if the matter of the suffering of the negro was not involved, 
would stand like a wall of adamant against any movement to 
take from the State of South Carolina the labor upon which 
its prosperity depends. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We are simply discussing an academic propo- 
sition with no possibility of it ever being tested; therefore my 
statement of my opinion and my wishes and the Senator's in- 
terpretation of them, as he puts an interpretation upon them, is 
of no practical use. But I do not hesitate to tell the Senator. 
that under the conditions which exist in South Carolina to-day, 
with a negro majority of 225,000 in the State, those conditions 
in the near future will be appalling, and that unless something 
is done to undo the mistakes of the past, unless there is some 
method of easement, some scheme by which those people can 
be distributed somewhere, the struggle between the races is in- 
evitable; and when the two races get at each other's throats 
those who stand up and theorize about it in Colorado will not 
be the ones to participate in the throat cutting or in having 
their throats cut, as we will. : 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if it were a certainty 
that this conflict will come, and must come soon, granting that 
if it should come I would not be there to be a party to it, it 
does not make it any less the duty of those of us who live in the 
North and are of the same political affiliations as the Senator 
from South Carolina to meet the question, and discuss it in ad- 
vance, and even to take issue with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina upon the methods that should be adopted to avert the dire 
calamities that he predicts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, Mr. President, I submit that when 
the remarks of the Senator from South Carolina and mine ap- 
pear in the Rxconb, unless some stop is put to the interruptions 
by the Senator, more space will be taken up with his remarks 
than with mine. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon and will not in- 
terrupt him again. He mentioned the Senator from South Caro- 
lina in nearly every other sentence and in some respects has 
misunderstood him and in others appears to go on to misrep- 
sent him. Therefore, the Senator from South Carolina was 
compelled ——— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, if the Senator from South Carolina 
is of the opinion either that I have misunderstood him or mis- 
represented him I will cheerfully give him opportunity for 
interruption for the purpose of correction. $ 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is all I have been trying to do—to 
make myself understood. The Senator appears to think or to 
fear that he alone is responsible for the Democratic party, and 
that there are only two Senators, or will only be two Senators 
who are Democrats in this Chamber after the 4th of March, and 
that two years from now, if the Senator from South Carolina 
should make a few more speeches, there would be none. If 
there should never be another Democrat elected to the Senate 
from South Carolina the people of the South will stand by white 
supremacy, and be Democrats in consequence. [Manifestations 
of applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will call attention to 
the rules of the Senate, which forbid applause in the galleries. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, no one doubts the truth of 
what the Senator says as to his own attitude, but I think I may, 
with propriety, suggest that nothing that I have said or suggested 
leaves me open to the imputation of claiming that I am the only 
Democrat and that when this or the next term expires they will 
all be out of the Senate. But I have a right, Mr. President, to 
speak in behalf of the several million of men who do not live in 
the South and who belong to the same political party with both 
of us, to express their views, if I can, upon this great issue, and 
not allow it to go abroad by the silence of Democratic Senators 


that every Democratic Senator stands with the Senator from 
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South Carolina for the disfranchisement of the negro; and, as 
I suggested a little while ago, for practically returning him to a 
state of peonage. 

Mr. President, in the early days after the rebellion there were 
terrible times in the Southern States, and the Senator from 
South Carolina has enlightened the country, through his office 
of Senator, as to the part he was willing te play in the acts 
that he approved. There were White Caps and Ku Klux, and 
there were tissue ballots ; there were other methods for suppress- 
ing the vote of the negro in the South. I need not say, Mr. 
President, that, in my opinion, millions of the best people in the 
South reprobated that method of securing the supremacy of the 
whites and procured its abandonment and undertook to accom- 
plish the same thing through the agency of the law. 

Southern States, one after the other, called constitutional con- 
ventions, and for the purpose of eliminating a great proportion 
of the negro yote have incorporated voting qualifications in their 
constitutions that, in my opinion, were at the time, and will 
continue to be for many years, quite ample to leaye the whites 
of the South in unqualified political control. And I want to say, 
Mr. President, that so long as the southern people contented 
themselves with maintaining political supremacy through the 
agency of constitutional and statutory provisions—enactments 
that bore equally upon the blacks and the whites—the people of 
the North were content to allow the South to work out this 
problem for itself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 
say a word? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Les, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has alluded to some of my own 
utterances in this Chamber. I have nothing to say by way of 
apology for anything that I have ever said here, but I want to 
remind the Senator of one fact, that we had in South Carolina 
in 1870 35,000 more negro voters than we had white men; and 
we could no more have beaten them lawfully and legally under 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution, 
which have been thrust down our throats at the point of the 
bayonet, than we could have flown. We would never have had 
the opportunity to make amendments to our constitution, which 
would give control to the whites legally, if we had not taken it 
away from the negroes. The Senator would have us to lift 
ourselves over the fence by our boot straps. We were not able 
to do it; and so we got over in any way we could. 

Mr. SPOONER. But you got over? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; we got over it for the time being. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I contented myself with referring to the 
fact that the Senator upon several occasions, here and elsewhere, 
had in a boastful spirit told of lawless intimidation to overcome 
the blacks. I said I did not believe they were approved by the 
best people of the South. I merely referred to a historical fact 
that I might, in logical order, reach the point where the people 
of the South undertook by lawful methods, by constitutional 
provisions supplemented by statutory enactments, to give the 
whites supremacy in the South. Those enactments limit the 
voting franchise by educational and property qualifications and 
also by what the Senator, in a recent speech in Maryland, re- 
ferred to as the “understanding” clause of the constitutions. 
When we recall the degree of ignorance that prevails among the 
blacks in the South, their lack of education, the intense poverty 
of most of them, we can well understand that with these new 
enactments providing educational, property-holding, and“ under- 
standing” qualifications, it must be for many and many and 
many a year that the whites of South Carolina will be in un- 
questioned and unchallenged control of their State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The- suffrage clause of South Carolina 
adopted in 1895 provides that no man shall yote unless he can 
read and write a clause of the constitution, or its alternative, 
or pays taxes on $300—that and nothing more. We did have 
the understanding clause for the purpose of enabling us to reg- 
ister our illiterate whites, believing that it was our duty to take 
care of our own race and color and kin. Under that registra- 
tion we registered the whites and then quit; and we have noth- 
ing now but a simple educational and property qualification. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am simply showing the Senator the situa- 
tion. I will say to him, in addition, though, that this same 
constitution provided for an increase of the free school tax 
from 2 mills to 3, and we have had any time in these thirty 
years more negro children going to school and learning to read 


and write, and therefore qualifying themselves to vote, than 
we have had whites, because there are more of them. How long 
will it be before enough of them are able to read and write and 
vote to stand up and say to us, “ We will have none of you; we will 
take the State.” That is what I am trying to get the country 
and the Senate to understand. I will be a dead man when the 
struggle for the mastery comes; but I am giving you warning here, 
as it is my duty to do, that blood will flow like water in South 
Carolina before the negroes will ever be allowed to take pos- 
session of the State again. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I attempted to show that 
the people of South Carolina—and I did so without heat or 
prejudice, for I assure the Senator my feelings are largely in 
sympathy with his upon the subject of negro supremacy in his 
or in any other State—but, Mr. President, when the best thought 
of the South, for the purpose of removing the odium associated 
with flagrant violations of the law, with personal violence of a 
desperate and degrading character upon the colored part 
of the population, caused their people to meet in consti- 
tutional conyentions, and to adopt constitutional amendments 
that put every southern State under the complete control of 
the whites for many generations to come, it occurred to me 
that such great and distinguished leaders as the Senator from 
South Carolina, and the governors of Georgia and Mississippi, 
should engage their talents and influence in assuaging the ani- 
mosities that grow out of race feeling and endeayor by other 
methods than such as arouse prejudice, to not only bring, but 
to maintain, peace between the two races in this country. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr, PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I do not wish to interrupt the 
Senator from Colorado, except he has signified a willingness to 
be corrected when he made a mistake, and I give him credit 
for feeling what he says. I desire to state that when he says 
the governor of Mississippi is prepared and desires to do by 
violence anything to effect any purpose whatever, he has made 
a misstatement of the fact. 

Mr. PATTERSON, If anything that I have said is open to 
that imputation—— 

Mr. MONEY. I am only using the Senator’s language, as the 
notes of the stenographer will, I think, show. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think, Mr. President, that when the 
stenographer extends his notes it will not be found that I sug- 
gested that either the Senator from South Carolina or the 
governor of the State from which the Senator comes would 
undertake to accomplish or would advise at this time the use 
of violence for the purpose of maintaining the supremacy of the 
whites in his State. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, if I misunderstood the Senator, 
of course I will be glad to withdraw the language I have used; 
but, if he will pardon me, I should like to have the stenographer 
oe the Senator's language to see if I so grossly misunderstood 
him. 4 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, surely I did not intend 
to cast any imputation of that kind upon the governor of the 
State of Mississippi. If I did, it was by the inadvertent coupling 
of his name with that of the Senator from South Carolina. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi made 
a request that the Reporter read the remarks of the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not want to embarrass the Senator now in 
his speech, and I will withdraw that request, upon the assur- 
ance the Senator has just given. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Because nothing that the governor of 
Mississippi has said justifies me or anybody else, so far as I 
know, in stating that he would advocate the use of violence for 
any purpose whatsoever. 

Mr. President, what I want to make clear is this: That while 
the people of the country approve, at least by their silence, the 
efforts of the people of the South to secure and maintain white 
supremacy in the different States through the agency of the 
law, they deprecate open boastful statements by distinguished 
men of the South that the law is a farce; that the law is only 
intended for one class of people, and does not operate upon the 
other; that the law is simply a fraud upon the people of the 
nation and is used in the spirit that marked the treatment 
of the negroes before the constitutional amendments were 
adopted, according to the avowals of the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do. 
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Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Colorado name the dis- 
tinguished men from the South who have insisted that the law 
is a farce; that the law is a fraud; that the law ought not to 
be enforced, and that lynch law is proper? I would be glad to 
have the Senator name the distinguished gentlemen from the 
South who have insisted that any such course ought to be pur- 

sued. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I did not say that any dis- 
tinguished man from the South had stated that lynch law was 
proper; but I will name the Senator, I will name the distin- 
guished man from the South who travels all over the North 
lecturing at Chautauquas and in great cities, who, coming from 
the South, received as a representative of the South, does openly 
proclaim in nearly every speech he makes that the constitutional 
provisions as put into the constitutions of several Southern 
States were intended to operate only upon the negroes, and did 
not operate upon the whites, while in terms they were to operate 
upon both. 

I clipped from the Baltimore American of a few days ago, from 
the issne of January 5, the report of a lecture delivered by the 
distinguished Senator from South Carolina in the State of 
Maryland; and whatever the distinguished Senator would say 
in Maryland he would say in New York, or in Illinois, or in 
Colorado. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Or here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. And if the Senator from South Carolina 
has been misquoted, certainly he will not hesitate to make note 
of the fact as I read. I quote from the Baltimore American, 
which has at the head of the address a magnificent picture of 
the Senator, of which he ought to be proud. I quote the follow- 
ing from that speech: 

The amended Constitution pe declared that the negro shall have the 
same 1 coe! as enjoyed by a white man. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has declared the State has the right to regulate its saf- 
frage privilege. The fourteenth amendment 1 the N the right 
to vote. The fifteenth amendment declared t no State shall pass a 
law discriminating against the negro. We can 2 laws depriving 
foreigners of the right to vote, but we can not aws applying to the 
negroes. We are, therefore, bound and shackl by this law. We locked 
for relief. We decided that no man should vote unless he can read or 
write or pay taxes on property valued at $300. 

Mr. TILLMAN. “ Read and write.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. The article says “read or write,” but the 
Senator states that it should be “read and write.” 

We decided that no man should vote unless he can read— 

And taking the correction of the Senator— ° 


and write or y taxes on property valued at $300. We had the 
problem of saving votes of some of our white citizens who could not 
read nor write or who did not own property worth $300. I would have 
my hand burned off before I would agree to the disfranchisement of a 
A le white man unless he committed some crime.: I urged our people 

old a Cooney ey ae aoa convention. I was called a demagogue. Well, 
r tell the truth as I see it. 

We introduced the understanding clause, which we found we borrowed 
from Missisippi. It is the most charming piece of mechanism ever 
invented. Well, the officers of registration were white men. We do not 
want any more negro officers in South Carolina. We had enough of 
them once to last us ten thousand years. 

I never served as a . PREi “put I suspect I know how the 
judges acted. I know if I had been a r tration officer I would have 
acted as I shrewdly suspect that the judges did act. 
“Can you read?“ the judge would ask. 

* Sushil “No.” “Do you own property worth 
3002" £ No. 20 he judge would then read a single clause of the 
5 The white man could understand it. When 5 negro 


The white man 
would ey As for registration. 
“No. 


lied and could not read or write or did not own proper 5 oboe 
ax ed to explain a clause with constitutionalities on Shia 

differ. He could not 8 the Nr ened 75 Very sorry,” said the Ju boar 
“we can not register Good.. boss. 

The negro qu uit vot he 1 South Caroni in 1882. He found that it 
was not healthy to go to the polis. 

Does that meet the request of the Senator from Georgia? 
What room is there to misunderstand the meaning of the Sena- 
tor who delivered that address? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I fail to see any advocacy of murder or 
force. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. I did not say that you advocated 
murder or force. What I undertook to show was that a dis- 
tinguished Senator was boasting that the franchise constitutional 
amendments were used as frauds, to operate only against black 
men, when they were intended to operate upon white and black 
alike, and that thereby fraud was committed upon the country 
and the-colored voter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator think fraud was committed 
upon the country when every man who could read understood 
arated what was meant and why that elastic provision was 
put in? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, I don’t know about that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘Then why say a fraud was committed when 
the Republican Supreme Court has sustained that clause of the 
Mississippi constitution as being in accord with the Constitution 
of the United States? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I take issue with the 
Senator from South Carolina. I am glad to say that but few 
of the representative men from the South assert that those 
amendments were adopted merely to pretend that which they 
stated. I do not believe there is another Senator upon the 
floor who will rise in his place and admit or assert that the 
constitutional amendments of his State are openly administered 
for the purpose of allowing white men, who come within their 
. to vote and to prevent every colored man from 
voting. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will allow me now—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The grandfather clause which has been 
adopted by three or four States, if I recall the words, provides 
that no man shall vote in a certain: State unless he can read and 
write or is the descendant lineally cf a man who could vote in 
1860. Everybody knows that nobody could vote in 1860 except 
white people. If-that is not a plain evasion of the proposition 
that there shall be no discrimination on account of race or color, 
what is it? 

So far as concerns my being a representative man of the 
South, I do not care a straw whether anybody anywhere ac- 
knowledges it. So long as I represent the cighty-odd thousand 
men in South Carolina who at the last primary voted for me 
and I had no opposition and the legislature next Tuesday will 
elect me to represent the people of that State—I do not care 
whether the people of Colorado like it or not. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Les. 

Mr. MONEY. I take advantage too often, I am afraid, of 
the courtesy of the Senator from Colorado. I wish to say that 
the statement which he read from the lecture of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] does not correctly state the posi- 
tion of things in Mississippi. For instance, in that State there 
is no writing clause nor any property clause. It is only required 
that the man who desires to register can read a clause of the 
Constitution, and not explain it, but can understand it when it is 
read to him. That is all. If the man reads at all, whether he is 
black or white (and I want to say that nearly every black man 
in the State can read) then he can yote. But if he can not read, 
it is intended as a softening of the hardness of that provision by 
saying if he can understand. 

I wish to say, if the Senator will permit me, in order that this 
matter may be put straight before the country, that I have 
inquired all over the State and I have never found one instance 
where any man, black or white, was refused registration because 
he could not understand a clause of the Constitution. The rea- 
son why that clause was put in is this: Senator George, who is 
now dead, lately a distinguished member of this body, was the 
constructive statesman of that constitution. He was opposed to 
educational, property, and other clauses of that sort. It was 
passed over his head, and he introduced the understanding 
clause as a mitigating fact. 

If the Senator will permit me further, I will say that in 
Mississippi there is no grandfather clause, and the only thing 
of any value is the poll tax for two years, which is required, 
and that is what keeps the great body of the negro voters from 
the polls. Now, it is not my fault or anybody’s else fault that 
the negro does not pay the tax. I want to say if a white man 
does not pay his tax he doés not vote, either. 

I am indebted to the Senator for this opportunity to put my 
State right on the record, as it has been a little misrepresented. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I trust the Senator from Mississippi does 
not for a moment suppose that I am criticising any man in his 
State, nor was I in any manner impugning the provisions of 
the constitution of the State of Mississippi, nor do I in any 
manner impugn the righteousness or the justice of the provisions 
in the constitution of the State of South Carolina. What I 
do object to, Mr. President, is any leading man of the South 
on this floor and throughout the States of the North proclaiming 
for the South that for the purpose of disfranchising the negro 
they and their election judges are lawless, and that the law is 
administered for the purpose of unjustly and illegally depriv- 
ing men of one color of the vote to which they are entitled 
while it does not operate the same way upon men of the white 
race, although they admit it was intended to operate alike upon 
both. 


I have attempted to say—and if I have not said it I wish 
to say it now—I do not believe that even a small proportion 
of the people of the South are in sympathy with proceedings ` 
of this character. I believe, as was stated by the Senator from 
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Mississippi, that having provided these safeguards in the con- 
stitution, the men of the South seek, as a rule, to administer 
the constitution and the law in their true spirit and not for the 
purpose of defrauding one element in the community and 
favoring other elements in the community that have, under the 
letter cf the constitutions of the States, the same identical 
yoting privileges. s 

What I mainly object to is this, and I speak in behalf of mil- 
lions of Democrats in the North: I do not wish their views to be 
misinterpreted. They have no more respect for the lawbreaker 
in dealing with elections than they have for the lawbreaker in 
dealing with the property of his neighbor. They were perfectly 
content, realizing the problem that had devolved upon the people 
of the South, that they should protect themselves by constitu- 
tions and laws which on their face were fair and just and ap- 
plied to all alike. They want to feel and believe that those laws 
are administered in the spirit in which they understood they 
were enacted. When men from the South visit Chicago and 
other northern cities and announce the things that I have ob- 
jected to, the impression is created that the men of the South 
are a law-violating and a law-defying population, and that the 
negroes of the South have no rights that the white men regard 
themselves under any obligations to respect. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that 
instead of offending my colleagues here and using the words 
“men of the South,” whenever he refers to something I have 
said or done anywhere, he just simply say, “ Whenever the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina goes to Chicago and other northern 
cities and says so and so.” The Senator from South Carolina is 
responsible to himself and his constituents, and not to anybody 
else; and what if the people of the North listen to me and ap- 
plaud me and show by their actions that they agree with me? 
I wish to say to the Senator from Colorado that I will debate 
with him in Colorado at any time, if he wants to, the question of 
the equality of man and the equality of the negro with the white 
man. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from South Carolina can get 
up no discussion with me upon the equality of man, and I have 
only referred to men of the South. and distinguished men of the 
South, to enforce the proposition that when certain distinguished 
men from the South visit the North and make statements of this 
kind the entire South must bear the odium and the burden, and 
we of the North who are fighting Democratic bettles are met 
with the statements that such are the sentiments of the people 
of the South, and we do not and can not agree with them. 

I have no question that the Senator can gather and does gather 
thousands to hear him and thousands who will applaud him, 
but I state it as my profound conyiction that when they applaud 
expressions approving of lawlessness, rejoicing in the use of 
force for whatever unlawful purpose, they are not the best ele- 
ments of the North and they do not represent the mass of the 
party in the North to which he and I belong. [Applause in the 
galleries. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can not, of course, undertake to pass upon 
the character of the northern audiences, except to say that, so 
far as I have been able to judge, they are people of intelligence, 
people of refinement and education, and in every way as good as 
the country up there has got. I may be mistaken, but I will 
call attention to the fact that Chautauquas and lyceum lectures 
are not supported by either ignorant people’or poor people. And 
so far as my own party in the North is concerned, it has such 
shining examples of demoralization, of ward politicians, of dirty, 
low creatures who have not enough character or anything else 
to get any votes unless they buy them, that I do not care if we 
never have any of that type to back us up in the South. We 
have no use for them. [Applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair again admonishes the 
occupants of the galleries that under the rules of the Senate 
manifestations of approval or disapproval are prohibited. The 
Chair trusts that it will not be necessary to repeat this.ad- 
monition. ; 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will not reply in any wise to the last 
utterance of the Senator from South Carolina. 

I want to refer now that I am on my feet to the matter of 
criminal assaults in the South, upon the horror of which is 
based the violent attitude of those who are in sympathy with 
the Senator from South Carolina. Nobody can utter more 


heartfelt and more violent execrations than I would if I had 
the power of language which others possess. But the most de- 
cisive condemnation of the crime, the most overwhelming ab- 
horrence of it that can be spoken, I indorse with all my heart. 

But I call attention to the fact that this awful crime is not 
as all-peryading and as universal with the blacks as the con- 
stant repetition and denunciation of the crime and the mob 
punishment that follows would seem to imply. 

I have in my hand a tabulation of all the lynchings of the 
country during the year 1906. The tabulation was made in 
New Orleans, I suppose, as it bears the date line of that city, 
and it was sent to the country as the mathematical truth. 

There were in the entire country in 1906 seventy-three lynch- 
ings. Of these but thirty-four were for criminal assaults and 
attempted criminal assaults. Of the seventy-three there were 
but thirteen actual assaults. 

Mr. President, when you recall that there are about 10,000,000 
negroes in the country and that about 90 per cent of those are 
in the States of the South, justice demands that so small a 
number, relatively, shall not be sufficient upon which to indict 
the entire black race for the crime and to use it as a logical 
argument in support of the proposition that the 10,000,000 biack 
population shall be deprived of all political rights and be prac- 
tically returned te the condition in which they were before the 
war, all on account of the misdeeds of but thirty-four of their 
people. 

I commend what was said by the President in his last regu- 
lar message upon the subject of lynching. It is justly and fear- 
lessly spoken and bears no more harshly upon the one section 
than upon the other in connection with the crime. It is a 
homily upon the duties of citizenship in dealing with rape and 
righ other character of crime that should be read and heeded 

y all. 

The question is asked, How are these offenses to be pre- 
vented? I believe that if the real conservative and intelligent 
spirit of the South should prevail, if that which is taught by 
the great majority of its statesmen, by the presidents and 
professors in its institutions of learning, by the ministers from 
their pulpits, was observed, this crime would gradually and 
certainly die out. At least it would be committed by the blacks 
as rarely in the South as it is in the North, and it is hardly 
eyer heard of in the Northern States. 

Mr. President, if when the offense is perpetrated and the 
criminal arrested he were subjected to trial under the law in 
the community in which the offense was committed, and the law 
against the offense was enforced, as it would be, certainly and 
inexorably, I believe that such a regard by the whites for the 
majesty of the law would haye a most salutary and gratifying 
effect upon the colored population. It would lead and encour- 
age them to respect the law and to strive the harder to put a 
bridle upon their passions: I have no doubt, Mr. President, 
but that violence and lawlessness on the part of the dominant 
population of-a community beget lawlessness and violence and 
the commission of just such crimes by those against whom law- 
less violence was instituted to suppress them. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. There have been instances of criminal assaults 
by negroes in the State of Colorado, and the guilty men were 
burned at the stake by the mob. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The same in Kansas and Delaware. 

Mr. MONEY. I am speaking now of only one State, the one 
represented by my distinguished friend the Senator from Colo- 
rado. 

If he will permit me—and I interrupt him with great reluc- 
tance—I will state that the author of that message which the 
Senator has just read has unfortunately written a book, and 
in that book he states—it was written a long time ago, some 
ten or fifteen years, I believe it was—that horse thieving was 
so prevalent in Idaho—horses being the only property citizens 
had, the land all belonging to the United States—that it had to 
be stopped; that the law was insufficient, and the mob hanged 
fifty-nine men. The author said of course they sometimes got 
the wrong man, which seemed to be inevitable under the circum- 
stances. He applauded the proceeding, and said the result was 
good; that it drove the horse thieves from the State. 

I do not care to use that except in answer to the message 
itself. They are both in print and both on record. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think the Senator from Mississippi inad- 
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vertently used the name of the State of Idaho when he intended 
to refer to some other State. 

Mr. MONEY. As the Senator from Idaho is alive, I, perhaps, 
was mistaken. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suppose the Senator did not intend to re- 
fer to the State of Idaho 

Mr. MONEY. Of course that is all pleasantry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will 
suspend until the Senate is in order. 

Mr. MONEY. I beg pardon. The Senator from Idaho is 
always courteous. Of course that was jocular between the Sen- 
ator and me. 

I may be mistaken about Idaho. It may be Wyoming, as the 

Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] is not present. 

Mr. WARREN rose. 

Mr. MONEY. It was one or the other State. You will find 
it in the book called “ Ranching in the West” or “ Roughing it 
in the West.” 
` Mr. HEYBURN and Mr. WARREN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield? 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
rience meeting. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I merely want the record corrected, unless 
it was an inadvertence on the part of the Senator, because I 
think the facts that he was stating did not relate to the State 
of Idaho. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, Wyoming does not deserve 
the stigma my friend put upon it. 

Mr. MONEY. I was not putting any stigma at all. 
only quoting the language of the book. 

Mr. WARREN. In the thirty-nine years I have lived in what 
is now Wyoming—for when I took my residence there it was 
not Wyoming, but a part of Dakota and of other States and Ter- 
ritories—I have never known of an instance of that kind. I 
know we are slightly out of fashion in that regard. If it will 
add anything to the gayety of the occasion, I will apologize 
for it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield further to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I deem it my duty to say in this connection 
that never during the quarter of a century that I have lived 
in Idaho has there been a lynching within the State for any 
cause. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now that Idaho is purged, I propose to 

on. I would name the Territory, now a State, to which the 
President referred in his book were it not that I know we would 
have two more Senators rising either to protest or explain the 
occurrence. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will give us 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN.. For the benefit of those of us who haye not 
such good memories 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. 
not yielded. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from South Carolina, I think, 
is through now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I only wish to ask a question of the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. For a question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What State is it that the President all-ded 
to in that book? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It was not Colorado. The State was 
not a State at the time of the occurrences. It was in that 
great intermountain section of the country where society was 
not organized, where the population was exceedingly sparse, 
and where, as in every new country before the machinery of 
the law has been put in full operation, the people themselves 
have had to act for self-protection. 

But I am inclined to think, Mr. President, that occurrences 
of that kind in a new country, in an almost virgin country, 
could not be used to parallel like occurrences in the very oldest 
States of the Union, in the original colonies that rebelled against 
Great Britain and, with other colonies, fought and won the war 
of the Revolution; States in which as colonies and States law 
and order haye been firmly enthroned for more than two cen- 


I do not want this to turn into an expe- 


I was 


The Senator from Colorado has 


turies and in which society has reached the highest state of 

perfection that is attainable in our country; States in which I 

believe the best thought is against violence of every character 

and that would be quite willing, aye, States that would rejoice, 

Mr. President, in having every quality of criminality punished 

a the terms of the law and by those appointed to admin- 
ter it. 

It is true, Mr. President, as was stated by the Senator from 
Mississippi, that seven or eight years ago a negro committed 
an offense of this character in Colorado. It was away in the 
eastern portion of the State, upon the broad unpopulated plains, 
between the settled parts of Kansas and the settled parts of 
Colorado; in a section of the State where homes are few and 
distances between them are great; where many miles measure 
these distances and the population, whatever it is, live an 
isolated and lonely existence. 

But I want to say, Mr. President, that the press of the State 
and the churches of the State and the public men of the State 
almost without exception denounced the deed. I am compelled 
to say with regret that within the past sixty days another lynch- 
ing occurred, but it was in nearly the same section. It was a 
white man that was lynched for the killing of a white official, 
and in all human probability there would have been another 
lynching for a like offense shortly thereafter had it not been 
that the gravest doubt existed as to the identity of the man ar- 
rested for the crime. 

But, however many cases may be cited it does not justify the 
substitution of the lawlessness of a mob for the due and orderly 
administration of the law in conducting government. Espe- 
cially is this true when, as I am convinced it is, if instead of 
mob law the due and orderly administration of the law was 
substituted the number of offenses that provoked the mobs would 
be greatly lessened and only those who committed the offenses 
would be punished for them. 

It is also true, Mr. President, that mob violence exercised for 
one crime weakens the bonds of the law when other crimes are 
committed. It leads to the infliction of death for offenses that 
are trivial and that would be punished by no more than a fine 
if the law itself was allowed to have its course. Let me read 
from the article giving the statistics of mobs for 1906, to which 
I have heretofore referred. It sets forth the different crimes 
for which the 73 lynchings were inflicted: 

Following were the crimes charged against the 73 victims of mob 
wrath: Triple criminal assault, 1; criminal assault, 13; attempted 
criminal assault, 19; assault and murder, 1; murder, 15; attempted 
murder, 11; murder and robbery, 1; dual murder, 1; quadruple murder, 


8; quintuple murder, 1; miscegenation, improper proposals, robbery, 
carrying pistol— 


Lynched to his death for carrying a pistol— 


theft of calf, theft of $1, disorderly conduct, one each. The disor- 
derly-conduct case was an outgrowth of the Atlanta riots. The pistol- 
carrying incident and that of the theft of $1 and the theft of a calf 
provoked wide indignation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator give the name of the au- 
thority he is quoting? What is it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is, I think, an Associated Press dis- 
patch. Its date line is New Orleans, and it purports to give all 
the lynchings in the United States and the causes that led up 
to them in the year 1906. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who compiled it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know. If it comes from the As- 
sociated Press agent at New Orleans, in all probability he is a 
member of the staff of one of the New Orleans papers. 

But, lest there might be some error, let me state that they 
give in this compilation the number of lynchings charged to 
each State. Let me see whether or not they have stated that 
correctly. We have two Senators here from each State and 
they must know whether the number against their State is cor- 
rect. Alabama has five. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In what time? 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the year 1906, Arkansas, four. Col- 
orado, one, the one to which I just referred. Florida, six; Geor- 
gia, nine; Indian Territory, one; Kentucky, three; Louisiana, 
nine; Mississippi, five; Maryland, one; Missouri, three; North 
Carolina, five; South Carolina, five; Tennessee, two; Texas, six. 
Of these lynchings the following were the numbers in each 
State for criminal assaults and attempts to commit such as- 
saults: Alabama, four; Arkansas, three; Florida, one; Georgia, 
four; Indian Territory, one; Kentucky, two; Louisiana, four; 
Mississippi, five; Maryland, one; Missouri, three; South Caro- 
lina, two; Tennessee, one; Texas, three. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am not prepared 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 


1907. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I am not prepared to verify the accuracy of 
that statement, but I will say to the Senator that as long as the 
negroes continue to ravish white women we will continue to 
lynch them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If I had supposed that I would have pro- 
voked another such ntterance as that from the Senator, I would 
have omitted the State of South Carolina from my summary. 

Mr. President, what I appeal for is this (and I do it in be- 
half of the people of the South as well as in behalf of the people 
of the North), that it shall not stand unchallenged that the aim 
of the people and the statesmen of the South is to disfranchise 
the negro; that the aim is to repeal the fourteenth amendment ; 
that their purpose is to return 10,000,000 negroes to practical 
bondage, to range them side by side with the horse and the cow 
upon the plantation, to treat them with kindness if they merit 
it, to pat them as you pat a swift and kindly horse, to give 
them food as yeu would feed your animals, and deprive them of 
all political rights under the Constitution of our country, in this 
the greatest and most righteous republic of which the world has 
record. 

I give it as my opinion that unless this sort of talk by lead- 
ing southern statesmen is stopped, although it is not in har- 
mony with the best thought of the South, the restoration of 
Democratic supremacy in any State of the North is unlikely, 

Mr. MONHY. Will the Senator permit me again to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Les, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Colo- 
rado has allowed his imagination to be somewhat inflamed by 
these newspaper figures. I want to ask him what he thinks 
about the law-abiding people of the South as compared with 
the law-abiding people of Colorado, and if he believes that there 
has ever been in the South a state of such revolutionary riot, 
disorder, violence, and disregard of law as existed in his own 
State under a dictatorship and a military there when hundreds 
of people were exported, without any trial, beyond the limits 
of the State, and nobody was safe and assassination was riot? 
Has there ever been in the South an exhibition of inefficiency 
of government and the triumph of a nonlaw-abiding spirit such 
as there was in Colorado? I am speaking about the year 1904, 
I think, or 1905 probably, and I want to say that I got it all 
from the Senator's paper. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have not hesitated to 
speak my sentiments about the things the Senator refers to and 
my abhorrence of them upon every proper occasion. But I will 
not digress from the topic in hand for the purpose of taking up 
that subject now. If I did, it might create the impression that 
I was arraigning the people of the Southern States along the 
lines that the Senator from Mississippi has suggested. 

I have spoken, Mr. President, to little effect if the Senator 

. from Mississippi believes that I have assailed the people of the 
South. On the contrary, I have attempted to maintain, in my 
own weak and imperfect way, that the men who indict the people 
of the South are few in number, and though distinguished they 
come from the South itself, and they are not Senators or men 
or newspapers from the North; for in the North they believe 
with me that the great mass of southern people, the best 
thought of the South, the intelligence and the Christianity of the 
South, revolt at the deeds I have been discussing, and if they 
could dominate the lawless spirit that breaks loose under provo- 
cation of such assaults in their States these violations of the 
law would cease. 

Mr. MONEY. Now, I will ask the Senator to allow me a 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield further to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. . 

Mr. MONEY. I am trespassing upon the Senator’s courtesy 
because I know he does not want the actual condition of things 
to be misrepresented. He has shown what he calls the “ law- 
lessness of the South,” not one or two men, but all the South, 
and my State is one-of those that has been arraigned not only 
as a State, but in the person of its governor. I want to say 
now, and it will not be contradicted by anybody, that there 
is not a governor in the United States who has made a more 
manly, determined, and resolute effort and met with more 
success to put down the lynching and mob spirit than has the 
governor of Mississippi. It is true that in his speeches he has 
spoken without fear, arising from the personal and intellec- 
tual intrepidity that belongs to him naturally, what he thought 


about great public questions, but in the execution of the law |’ 


there has been no more faithful administrator within all the 
sisterhood of States than the governor of the State of Missis- 
sippi. The records bear me out in the statement that he has 
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risked his own person time and again; that he has prevented 
many lynchings and brought criminals to justice. Only the 
other day he offered a reward for a white man who killed two 
negroes in a difficulty down there, which was begun by the 
assassination of one conductor and the cutting to pieces of an- 
other with a knife by a negro, and the killing of an officer who 
attempted to arrest the negro. Yet, as two negroes were mur- 
dered, the governor has offered a reward for the murderers of 
those negroes, as well as for the murderers of the white man. I 
want the Senator to absolve him at least as one of the men of 
the South who has done everything as governor that could be 
done by person and doctrine, too, in keeping down the mob 
spirit and in maintaining and supporting the courts of the 
country. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, what the Senator from 
Mississippi says as to Governor Vardaman is true. He has put 
up 2 manly front against the things I am decrying. The only 
thing that I said, or intended to say, about Governor Vardaman 
was that he is one of the few public men who have expressed 
themselves as demanding the repeal of the fourteenth and fif- 
teenth amendments. To that extent I think the Senator from 
Mississippi will admit that I do not do him an injustice. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
I was only replying to the charge of general violence through- 
out the South and the record of lynching in my~State, as well 
as others, going into his own State. The effect is as to all 
States, but the sermon is as to the South. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I had attempted to show, Mr. President, 
not that lawlessness was extant over the South. I thought 
that I had succeeded in making the Senate feel that my views 
were different. What I attempted to express is that certain 
violent utterances in the North by some representative men of 
the South convey the impression to the North that they repre- 
sent a public sentiment in the South that upholds mob lynch- 
ings to vindicate the law. This I know every Senator from the 
South, with few exceptions, does not approve of. 

I repeat, Mr. President, what I have before suggested, that 
the best thought of the South is not in line with utterances 
that glory in the lynching of any man, whatever his crime, 
in an old-established and civilized society. It is not in line with 
the thought that would restore the negro practically to a state 
of bondage, but it is looking forward to the solving of these 
great problems along lines of reason and justice and common 
sense, recognizing that the white and the black must live 
together and that it is utterly impossible that the nation will 
consent to the disfranchisement of 10,000,000 of its people whom 
it enfranchised at the close of the civil war; and that it be- 
Heyes that the men of the South should set themselves about 
solving this tremendous problem along lines totally different 
from those adopted by the men to whom I refer. 

Mr. President, the man who presides over the University of 
Virginia, the great institution of learning that was founded by 
Thomas Jefferson, in touching upon this subject said: 


The best southern ple are too wise not to know that posterity 
will judge them according to the wisdom they use in this great concern. 
They are too just not to know that there is but one thing to do with a 
human being, and that is to give him a chance. 


Professor Woodward, of Trinity College, of the State of 
South Carolina 

Mr. TILLMAN. North Carolina, I think. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Of North Carolina, made this statement: 

What is to be done with ane negro race? It must somehow 2 5 bullt 


into this national fabric, and organically incorporated with the na- 
tional life and character.’ z s 


Mr. OVERMAN. Who is that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Professor Woodward, of Trinity College. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me—— . 

Mr. PATTERSON. I find these quotations in a late article 
allay by Washington Gladden, and I do not believe he 
Would 

Mr. TILLMAN. He is simply mistaken. I do not suppose he 
intended to say something not true, but there is no Trinity Col- 
lege in South Carolina. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is there a President Woodward in South 
Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is a Trinity College in North Caro- 
lina, but I do not think there is any such professor there. I 
have never heard of any such man in North Carolina. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There seems to be 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am a trustee of the college and I know of 
no such man there now, and I do not think there has been. 

9 e Is there a President Kilgo in Trinity 
ege 
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Mr. OVERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well, we have the man located in 
North Carolina, as president, I believe, of Trinity College. I 
suppose Kilgo would fairly represent the best thought of the 
South. 

Mr. OVERMAN. He is a South Carolinian. 

Mr. PATTERSON. He is a South Carolinian and the presi- 
dent of Trinity College, in North Carolina. Now, to demonstrate 
how North Carolina stands, let me read what President Kilgo 
said: 

For a superior race to hold down an inferior one simply that the su 
rior race may have the services of the inferior was the social doctrine 
of medimvalism. To deny the negro the strongest and the highest in- 
fluences is to enslave him to a life of moral weakness and moral degra- 


dation. And the God who made him, in the final settlement of human 
history, will not likely overlook such unrighteous conduct. 


Rey. Edgar Gardner Murphy, of Alabama, had something to 
say upon this question, and it was this: 

While the development of the higher life (of the negro) may come 
slowly, even blunderingly, it is distinctly to be welcomed. 

Mr. President, I heartily echo these sentiments of the distin- 
guished scholars and educators of the South. I can not give a 
certain panacea for these troubles, but I think there is one pana- 
cea that is well worth trying. It is the enactment of just and 
righteous laws under the Constitution, the execution of those 
laws, and the discountenancing upon every provocation of mob 
law and lynchings because merely accused of crime. Continue 
as the South has begun, to educate the negro, make him safe in 
his property holdings, surround him with influences that will 
improve his moral character, and above all impress him with 
the justice and humanity of the dominant race. The negro has 
become a part of this national fabric; his place in it must be a 
logical one; it must be one in which he can maintain his self- 
respect and enjoy the benefits and bear the burdens of a Govern- 
ment he helps to maintain. This does not embrace the idea of 
social equality at all. No one is so ignorant in this day and gen- 
eration as to regard it as within the pale of possibility. The 
problem must be worked out along lines of law and righteous- 
ness. If that shall be done, the difficulties will vanish with the 
advance of time, and peace and hearty cooperation will take 
the place of strife and industrial chaos. 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. FORAKER addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois. 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not for a speech. I wish to move an execu- 
tive session after giving a notice. 

Mr. FORAKER. I rose, Mr. President, to ask that the reso- 
lution which has been under consideration may go over with 
the understanding and agreement that it shall be taken up at 
the close of the routine morning business on Monday. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I rose for the purpose, first, of 
giving notice that on Monday morning, immediately after the 
morning business is over, I would ask the Senate to take up the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, and com- 
plete it before there is further discussion upon any other ques- 
tion. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope Senators will bear in mind that the 
appropriation bills must be considered as they come along. 
Otherwise we will reach the 4th of March without the neces- 
sary appropriations having been made and an extra session will 
be forced upon us. 

Mr. FORAKER. I make the request subject to the right of 
the appropriation bill, if the Senate is ready to proceed with 
it at that time. I understand it will not take a great while to 
dispose of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending resolution shall go over, to be 
taken up immediately after the routine morning business on 
Monday next, but not to interfere with the pending appropria- 
tion bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


Does 


LOUIS A. BAIRD. - 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5001) 
granting an increase of pension to Louis A. Baird; which was, 
in line 8, to strike out “ thirty-six ” and insert “ thirty.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. s 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of executive business. After fiye minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
January 14, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 12, 1907. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Charles H. Marchant, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Edgartown, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. (Reappointment.) F 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

Third Lieut. William Clayton Ward to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from December 25, 1906, in place of Second Lieut. Henry 
Ulke, jr., promoted. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Arthur F. Statter, of the State of Washington, to be Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, in place of Charles H. Keep, resigned. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John J. Lambert, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Pueblo, Colo., to take effect March 3, 1907, at the expiration 
of his present term. (Reappointment. ) 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Samuel A. Abbey, of Colorado, to be register of the land office 
at Pueblo, Colo., to take effect March 3, 1907, at the expiration 
of his present term. (Reappointment.) 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Dewey C. Bailey, of Colorado, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Colorado. A reappointment, his term expir- 
ing February 25, 1907 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 12, 
1907. 


INDIAN INSPECTORS. 


Arthur M. Tinker, of Massachusetts, to be an Indlan in- 
Spector, his term having expired December 19, 1906. 

James McLaughlin, of North Dakota, to be an Indian in- 
spector, to take effect January 19, 1907, at the expiration of his 
term. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


General officers. 


Brig. Gen. J. Franklin Bell to be major-general from Jan- 
uary 3, 1907. 
Col. Edward S. Godfrey, Ninth Cavalry, to be brigadier- 
general, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


CAVALRY ARM. 
To be captain. 


one Lieut. Guy S. Norvell, Eighth Cavalry, from October 2. 
1906. 


+ 


To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Guy Kent, First Cavalry, from August 2, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Copley Enos, First Cavalry, from August 10, 
1906. 

Second Lieut. Emory J. Pike, Second Cavalry, from August 20, 
1906. 

Second Lieut. Williams S. Martin, Fourth Cavalry, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1906. - 

Second Lieut. Frank E. Sidman, Eighth Cavalry, from Septem- 
ber 13, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Frederick Mears, Fifth Cavalry, from Septem- 
ber 20, 1906. : 

Second Lieut. Alden M. Graham, First Cavalry, from October 
1, 1906. 

ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be first lieutenant. f 

Second Lieut. Norris Stayton, Artillery Corps, from December 

21, 1906. 
INFANTRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Charles L. Hodges, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
colonel from January 1, 1907. 

Maj. Edwin F. Glenn, Fifth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from January 1, 1907. 

Capt. Zebulon B. Vance, Eleventh Infantry, to be major from 
January 1, 1907. S 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1049 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. Josiah C. Minus, Tenth Infantry, from October 
6, 1906. 

First Lieut. Charles M. Bundel, Twenty-fifth Infantry, from 
October 20, 1906. 

First Lieut. Laurence Halstead, Thirteenth Infantry, from 
October 20, 1906. 

First Lieut. Frederick W. Van Duyne, Fourth Infantry, from 
October 31, 1906. 

First Lieut. Charles D. Herron, Eighteenth Infantry, from 
November 2, 1906. 

First Lieut. James Hanson, Fourteenth Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 2, 1906. 
4 Lieut. Fred R. Brown, Ninth Infantry, from December 

1906. 

First Lieut. William T. Merry, Twenty-third Infantry, from 
December 15, 1906. 

Promorions IN Porto Rico PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 

INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. Teofilo Marxuach, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry, to be first lieutenant from November 20, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Eugenio C. de Hostos, Porto Rico Provisional 
Hee mens of Infantry, to be first lieutenant from Noyember 20, 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 
Eva V. Harrington to be postmaster at Earl, in the county of 
Crittenden and State of Arkansas. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Arthur B. Jelliffe to be postmaster at Saugatuck, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
ILLINOIS. 
John B. Stout to be postmaster at Lawrenceyille, in the 
county of Lawrence and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA. 
Edward L. Troop to be postmaster at Paoli, in the county of 
Orange and State of Indiana. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
A. E. Martin to be postmaster at Marietta, District 26, Ind. T. 
IOWA. 
William J. Scott to be postmaster at Ida Grove, in the county 
of Ida and State of Iowa. 
MARYLAND, 
Charles W. Farrow to be postmaster at Snow Hill, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Maryland. 
OREGON. 
Edward D. Starr to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the 
county of Linn and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
John C. F. Miller to be postmaster at Rockwood, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania. 
NEW MEXICO, 
Tennessee C. Hill to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Colfax and Territory of New Mexico. 
NEW YORK. 
George Anderson to be postmaster at Castleton, in tbe county 
of Rensselaer and State of New York. 
Paul R. Clark to be postmaster at Auburn, in the ane of 
Cayuga and State of New York. 
David Doremus to be postmaster at Piermont, in the county of 
Rockland and State of New York. 
Amelia L. Tyler to be postmaster at Hurleyville, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of New York. 
Sarah H. Young to be postmaster at Cornwall Landing, in the 
sanin of Orange and State of New York. 
OKLAHOMA, 
Jeannette L. Baker to be postmaster at Ponca, in the county of 
Kay and Territory of Oklahoma. 
John D. Warford to be postmaster at Erick, in the county of 
Greer and Territory of Oklahoma. 
VIRGINIA. 
Charles A. McKinney to be postmaster at Cape Charles, in the 
county of Northampton and State of Virginia. 
Annie E. Martin to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county 
of Sussex and State of Virginia. 
Robert L. Poage to be postmaster at Wytheville, in the county 
of Wythe and State of Virginia. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Isaac M. Adams to be postmaster at Ravenswood, in the 
county of Jackson and State of West Virginia. . 


Charles Edwards to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Fayette and State of West Virginia. 

James N. Knox to be postmaster at Shinnston, in the county 
of Harrison and State of West Virginia. 

Benjamin R. Twyman to be postmaster at Cairo, in the county 
of Ritchie and State of West Virginia. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, January 14, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


TIMBER ON THE MENOMINEE RESERVATION, WISCONSIN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, submitting certain cor- 
respondence in relation to legislation authorizing the cutting 
and disposal of dead and down timber on the Menominee Reser- 
vation in the State of Wisconsin; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF TANANA RIVER, ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
Maj. W. P. Richardson, Ninth Infantry, president of the Alaska 
Route Commission, submitting the engineer’s report of the re- 
connoissance and preliminary survey of a land route from the 
navigable waters of the Tanana River, at or near Fairbanks, to 
the vicinity of Council City, in the Seward Peninsula, Alaska, 
for a mail and packet trail along such route, ete.; which, with 
the accompanying papers and maps, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE BAYS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of the Commission appointed by the President of the 
United States to examine and report upon a route for the con- 
struction of a free and open waterway to connect with the 
Chesapeake and Delaware bays; which, with the accompanying 
papers and maps, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, submitting the draft 
of an item of proposed legislation for the purpose of permitting 
a patent in fee simple to be issued to Fred Endsworth, Peoria 
allottee, for land allotted to him in the Indian Territory; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MAIL MATTER OF DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a record of mail matter entered at the Wash- 
ington city post-office under the penalty privilege by the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor during the past six months; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 
upon its amendment to the bill (S. 5119) authorizing the ex- 
tension of W and Adams streets NW.; agrees to the confer- 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Bascoox, Mr. S. W. 
Sire, and Mr. Sims managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution: 

S. 6855. An act to amend the act approved August 19, 1890, 
entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
at sea;” and 

S. R. 76. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge and approaches across the 
Potomac River at Washington, D. C. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 189) to establish a life-saving 
station at the Isle of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H., and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented memorials of sundry citi- 
zens of the United States, remonstrating against any interven- 
tion on the part of the United States in the administration of 
the government of the Kongo Free State; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Frederick Lawrence, of the 
State of New York, praying that proper action be taken to 
prevent the election of Simon Guggenheim to the United States 
Senate; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maine, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of William A. Paul, of Maine, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Joseph 
V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. >? 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the National Business 
League of Chicago, Ill., praying for the reorganization of the 
consular seryice; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the establishment of postal 
savings banks; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Plections. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Illinois, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation providing for the free distribution of seeds and 
plants by the Government; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called “ship-subsidy bill;“ which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League, 
of Chicago, Ill, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the preseryation of the public domain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. j 

He also presented a petition of the Illinois State Teachers’ 
Association, praying for the continuance of the simplified system 
of spelling as recommended by the President; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, and a petition of the Retail Merchants’ 
Association of Assumption, III., praying that an appropriation 
be made for the construction of a deep waterway from the 
Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee-on Commerce, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the New England 
Waterworks Association, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating 
against any further reduction being made in the appropriation 
for the gauging of streams and other investigations of the 
water resources of the country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Geological Survey. 

He also presented a petition of the Parker Boiler Company, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of the National Association 
of Manufacturers, of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the preservation of the models in the 
United States Patent Office; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Civie Center Organization, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to extend the provisions of the present smoke law in the District 
of Columbia to railway locomotives; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the North Washington Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the reduction in the price of gas in 
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that city to 75 cents per 1,000 feet; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the North Washington Citi- 
zens’ Association, of Washington, D. O., remonstrating against 
an appropriation of $5,000 being made to Prospect Hill Ceme- 
tery, and praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the opening of W and Adams streets NW., in that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Van Buren, Ark., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of W. W. Hastings, national 
attorney for the Cherokee Nation, of Muscogee, Ind. T., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to empower the 
Court of Claims to ascertain the amount to be paid in certain 
litigation against intermarried whites in the Cherokee Nation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DEPEW presented the memorial of John A. Randall and 
50 other citizens, of Oxford, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STONE. I present resolutions adopted by the house of 
representatives of the State of Missouri, relative to the deepen- 
ing of the channel of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 
I ask that the resolutions be read and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 

STATE or MISSOURI; 
HoUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
City of Jefferson. 

Whereas the rapid increase in the manufacturing and agricultural 
output of the 1 valley of the Mississippi having during the last 
het years taxed our transportation facilities to their utmost capacity; 

Whereas our great and rapidly growing commerce will in the no dis- 
tant future render our present transportation facilities absolutely in- 
adequate to the necessities of that commerce: 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be re- 
quested to use all honorable means to secure the deepening of the chan- 
nels of the Mississippi and its tributaries to the end that in the no 
distant future this great and productive valley may ssess a navi- 
gable waterway from St. Anthony and the Great Lakes to the Gulf and 

rom the Alleghenies to the Rocky Mountains open to all who wish to 
navigate it and free from private or corporate control. 

Resolved further, That the chief clerk of the house is hereby in- 
structed to supply each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress with a copy of this resolution. 

Mr. STONE presented petitions of the Commercial Club of 
Cape Girardeau; of the Retail Merchants’ Association of Jop- 
lin; of Zener & Reed, of Taberville; of the directors of the 
Bank of New Hamburg; of Schoen & Co., of New Hamburg, 
and of W. L. McRae, of College Mound, all in the State of Mis- 
souri, praying that an appropriation be made for the construc- 
tion of a deep waterway from the Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a memorial of the State legislative 
committee of the Order of Railway Conductors, of Lincoln, 
Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of the so-called 
“ sixteen-hour bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lincoln, 
Nebr., praying for an investigation into the existing conditions 
in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Lin- 
coln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the reclassification and increase in the salaries of postal 
clerks in all first and second class post-offices; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Orville R. Perry, of the 
State of Nebraska, and the petition of Benjamin J. McConnell, 
of the State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of 
the Philippine Volunteers; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Tekamah, 
Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requir- 
ing certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. LONG presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Rice 
County, Kans., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Tampa, 
Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia to 
be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


1907. 


He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
‘Presbyterian Church of Sterling, Kans., and a petition of the 
congregation of the Baptist Church of Sterling, Kans., praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy ; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. - 

He also presented a petition of the Dark Tobacco Planters’ 
Protective Association of Tennessee, Kentucky, and Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the internal- 
revenue tax on leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
7475) granting an increase of pension to William D. Hudson; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented a memorial of the Hebrew Con- 
gregation of Indianapolis, Ind., and a memorial of the B'nai 
B’rith Society of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the issuance of bills of lading; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of the Trades Assembly of 
Denver, of the Tile and Marble Setters’ Union of Denver, of the 
Woman's Auxillary to Organized Labor of Colorado, of the 
Journeymen Plumbers and Gasfitters’ Union of Denver, of the 
Retail Clerks’ Union of Denver, and of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
306, of Pueblo, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the extension of the 
Chinese-exclusion law so as to include Japanese and Koreans; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 7627) granting an increase of pension to Waldo W. Gifford; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7625) 
granting an increase of pension to Perry H. Johnson; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
7628) granting an increase of pension to John P. Wildman; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7624) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Ogle; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7626) 
granting an increase of pension tọ Enoch Childers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a paper to accompany -the bill (S. 6536) 
granting an increase of pension tò Benjamin Woosley; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
3500) for the relief of C. A. Grose; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7631) 
for the relief of Jasper Workman; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Con- 
ley, Berlin, and Franklin, all in the State of Virginia, praying 
for an investigation into the existing conditions in the Kongo 
Free State; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 6501) for 
the relief of William F. McKimmy, administrator of John Me- 
Kimmy, deceased; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of Schiller Lodge, No. 3, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of Richmond, Va., and a me- 
morial of the Germania Benevolent Association, No. 1, of Rich- 
mond, Va., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to further restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Eliza- 
beth City, Raleigh, Newbern, and Taylorsville, all in the State 
of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE prerented the memorial of W. H. Whitta- 
ker, of Jeffersonville, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation providing for the protection of labor and indus- 
tries from the competition of convict labor and manufactures; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of the B’nai B'rith Society and 
of the Hebrew congregation of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to further restrict immi- 
gration; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
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He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the issuance of bills of lading; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Real Estate Exchange 
of Duluth, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the construction of a breakwater at the entrance of 
the harbor at that city; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


SIZE OF BATTLE SHIPS. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I present two very strong and 
well-written papers upon the question of the size of battle ships. 
As Congress will be confronted with that question during the 
session, I ask that the two papers presenting the opposite sides, 
one by Capt. A. T. Mahan, of the United States Navy, and the 
other by Lieut. Commander William S. Sims, United States 
Navy, may be printed as a document and referred to. the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, ‘ 

I wish to say to Senators who take an interest in this most 
important question that the reading of both these papers will 
be found to be valuable. : 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine if these two documents are too long to be properly in- 
serted in the Recorp. The reason why I make the inquiry is 
because it is a matter of extreme importance and very great 
interest; and public documents are not only not accessible gen- 
erally to the public, but they are not seen generally by Members 
of Congress. While I will not make the suggestion if they are 
voluminous, I really think if they are short the subject-matter 
is of sufficient importance to depart from the usual rule and 
insert them in the RECORD. 

Mr. HALE. They are not of great length, One great merit 
about each of the papers is its clearness and conciseness of 
statement. I haye no objection that, in addition to being printed 
as a document and referred to the committee, they be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. BACON. I hope that may be done, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine requests 
that the two papers presented by him be printed in the RECORD 
and also be printed as a document and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


REFLECTIONS, HISTORIC AND OTHER, SUGGESTED BY THE BATTLE OF THE 
JAPAN SEA, 
3 [By Capt. A. T. Mahan, U. 8. Navy.] 

The principal and determining features of the battle of the Japan 
Sea have been made known to us by the official reports; but many 
details are wanting, and, as was justly remarked in a very able article 
in Blackwood's Magazine for last February, probably can never be sup- 
plied, the drama having passed too rapidly and the actors haying been 
too busily occupied to take precise notes. The writer of the papar 
therefore devoted vere of his space to an investigation of the problem 
and to an attempt to reconstitute the earlier features of the engage- 
ment, as well as its su uent phases. It Is to this discussion that I 
owed the study embodied in the following plan, in which I have also 
availed myself of some of his data, more particularly with reference to 
the train of the guns of either party but the particular line of 5 
which I have followed differs, I think, somewhat from his. It is in 
any event mote tentative, and its principal use, except as an attempt 
to solve a question of reasonable professional interest, lies in familiar- 
izing the mind with some of the conditions of the encounter and sọ 
making more easy the reflections which appear to follow naturally 
from considering the relatiye position of the combatants. 

Admiral Togo in his 8 Says that at 1.45 p. m. the Russians were 
first seen from his 3 a few miles to the south.“ As they were 
known to be heading northeast, he then steered southwest, to deceive 
them into the impression that he meant to pass by in an opposite 
parallel direction. He does not report whether his fleet during. this 
demonstration was in line abreast or line ahead. The latter ae i 
readily be presumed, but I have seen no positive statement to that 
effect; whereas one Russian account explicitly says: “A little after 
12 (the other times of this account are a half hour fast) seventeen 
powerful ships of the enemy were sighted in line abreast, holdi: a 
course from northeast to southwest and at an angle of approximately 
45° to us.” From such a disposition the line of battle, east, could be 
instantaneously formed. However, whatever the first formation, the 
southwest course continued till 2.05 p. m., when it was suddenly 
changed to east, three minutes after which, or at 2.08, the Russians 
opened fire, haying, however, before that “ slightly changed their course 
to the right "—kept off. Up to that time they had been steering north- 
east at a speed of about 12 knots. 

Noting definite, either in distance or bearing, is herein given about 
the positions or speeds of the Japanese. Assuming R? as the Russian 
position when first seen, we have from it the course, northeast, and 
the time, twenty minutes, one-third of an hour, to the moment when 
Togo headed east. As the Russian s was about 12 knots, laying 
off 4 miles on the northeast course gives us R? as the ition of the 
head of the Russian column at the same moment. 4 and R° are 
assured itions. Now, as the full force of the Russian broadside 
could only train 40° to 45° forward of the beam, it seems reason- 
able to conclude that the Japanese admiral would execute his change 
of course either by the time the guns could bear upon him, or at a 
distance when their so bearing would not be very material; while he 
would keep coincidently in view the train of bis own guns, which was 
slightly less than that of his r 

being the position of the leaders of the Russian left column at 


‘ 
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2.08, I draw the line R? J? making with the northeast course an angle 
of 50°, giving a iors ts bearing of N. 5° W., or 40° forward of 
the R n beam. is is conjecturally the bearing of the head of 
the Japanese column when round to an east course, and as part of the 
Russian battery would then bear but scantily, the movement of keepin; 
off, which ensued at once, and before opening fire, would be natural. 
U; the line K? J? lay of by scale the distances 4, 5, 6, and 7 miles, 
which in yards would be 3 eight, ten, twelve, and fourteen 
thousand. Like the „ these distances are conjectural, but the 
truth very probably lies somewhere between the two extremes. Ac- 
cepting them successively, and laying off from each a compass north- 
east, we have for each the southwest line down which the Japanese 
ran while the Russians were moving northeast 4 miles, from Ri to R?. 
Admiral Togo has not favored us with his rate of steaming on this 
t as there was no cause for haste, rather reverse, I 
did not go over 2 or 3 miles to the Russian 4. 


pears that for a distance (R? J? 
2 W., distant something over 12 miles; 
W., distant 10g miles. The latter is 


By takin, 
1 are 5 


8 a 
nterior lines of movement—shorter distances to cover—whatever course 
the Russians might take, unless they retreated. That is, he secured 


for 8 the 8 1 
spective of any superior 
Re and J? D 


of bringing the enemy to battle, quite —.— 


of speed on his part. The course stee: 

by each from R° a their Intersection complete a triangle, of 
which much the longer side belonged to the Russians. Not unless 
Togo, steering SW., had continued to the line R? T, brin the enemy 


at R£ to bear SSE., would the distance to be run have become equal; 
and the consequences of such continuance, entailing not only more dis- 
tance to run, but more extreme train for his guns and less for those of 


the Russians, were too obvious to be temp . Whatever use he made 
of this primary advantage, however, the miral had secured it by 
the position taken on full information, Į considered, the most 
e 13 8 on Which to have the enemy due south, and 
it is probable that he di 
before going about. Again, should th fleets continue on their re- 
ve courses, east and northeast, maintaining ‘ge speeds—as to 
and R®—not only would they draw together, but the Japanese, hav- 
ing the interior line, would draw ahead at their discretion, throwing 
the Russian broadsides more and more out of action, Further, in 
order to overcome this disadvantage, the Russians would need a speed 
of 14 knots to a Japanese 10, or 17 to a Japanese 12—a difference of 
— beyond that contemplated as possible in clean-bottomed ships by 
either the advocates or opponents of very high speed in battle ships. 
This difference in favor of the Ja ese resulted from choice of posi- 
tion relative to the enemy’s probable objects, and not the supe- 


was 


riority of speed they undoubtedly K 
Prior to the late war the importance of speed to battle aaee was 
necessarily discussed and determined upon a priori reasoning. It will 


be well to see what further light may seem to be thrown upon the 


| I saw no reason why we 


d not greatly eget from that to either hand 
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question the events of the war itself. 2 this there is 
necessary the 3 that such Illustration is inevitably partial; for 
the instances are limited, and generalization from them must not be 
too dogmatic. As far as it goes, however, it will possess the advantage 


the abstract, and will itself give occasion to some 
theoretical reason based upon simple geometrical considerations, 
which to my own mind possesses weight. 

Essentially, the Russian fleet in the late war was placed upon, and 
2 es the defensive. The battle of the Japan Sea is 
itself but an tance of this, for the Russian aim there was not to 
destroy the enemy, but to escape to Viadivostok. It was the cardinal 
and, in view of the aggregate size of their navy, most discreditable 
feature of the campaign as a whole on their that no decided at- 
tempt was eyer made to destroy the Japanese fleet by sheer hard fight- 
ing. This applies more particularly to the Port Arthur division in 
its general management, and especially in the two sorties of June 23 
and August 10, 1904, in neither of which can be traced the slightest 
influence of the Nelsonic “By the time the enemy has beaten 
us soundly, they would do no more harm this year.” Age 3 thus 
i ag ‘ail opportunity of clearing the way for the Baltic division, 
and the Japanese having ee on fall of Port Arthur obtained oppor- 
tunity thoroughly to refit their fleet, Rodjestvensky was pretty well 
com to adopt first a defensive strategic object—that, aig 2 
of reaching Viadivostok with as little fighting as possible, in order to 
ut his own vessels as near as might be on a material equality of con- 
ition with their opponents, and also to associate to himself such 
other Russian ships as the place contained. His fleet was the last 
naval hope of Russia, as Togo’s had all along been the sole naval 
reliance upon which Japan could rest. He was justified 98 
in wishing to put himself on the best. n 


possible footing before daring 
the issue that must in the end be. if the tide of war was to be 
reversed in Russia’s favor. What bearing would the eet speed 
of his battle ships have had upon. his movements? That unarmored 
cruisers is not here in account, one way or the other. 


1905, the speeds of the ief battle ships, whose 
names became familiar to us through the battle of 
Tsu-shima, were from 18 to 184 knots. Without 
taking too literally this result over the measured 
mile, we may assume that the original speed of 
E the chief battle force on either side was substan- 

tially equal, with a slight advantage in favor of 
Japan. It is true that this assumption somewhat 
traverses the exultation deriving from each quarter- 
knot extra s on a trial trip, but it is not unsound in practice. Ac- 
tually, the Russian fleet had a very long voyage before reaching the 
scene of operations, where its enemy already was; but if the two had 
had voyages of equal length to make the time of arrival—a strategic 
consideration—would have depended less upon the small difference of 
speed above given than upon accompanying circumstances of weather, 
coal endurance, the quality of coals available, facilities and rapidity 
for coaling on the way, not to mention unforeseeable accidents. How- 
ever, assuming that, atever the relative experiences in these ways, the 
faster fleet arrives first, of what advantage would it be if the gain of 
time has been due to speed obtained at the sacrifice of fighting power? 
The enemy on coming Up keeps the field, or, if encountered and equally 
skillful, conquers in battle by superior force. 

In the event the Russian fleet arrived pen a ground long before 
held by its enemy, and the speed of its line of battle was gravely dimin- 
ished by the fouling of the bottom inevitable in such an experience 
as it had undergone. rther, and of more general importance to 
the consideration before us, because of universal application, the speed 
of the faster ships had to be reduced to that of the heterogeneous 
slower vessels which had been added to raise the fighting power of 
the whole body. It is not likely that another modern fleet will soon 
again ee such diversity of types as the last agony of Russia 
compelled her to assemble; but the fast battle mip built this year will 
always find her speed conditioned and lowered in the same way by 
that built three years ago, so long as the standards of size and conse- 
quent s depend upon the ship your neighbor is laying down. We 
are at the-beginning of a series to which there is no logical end, except 
the power of naval architects to increase size. 

In 1898, just after the war with Spain, I made this remark to the 
then Secretary of the Navy; ant age that, on the path we were treading, 

should not reach 20, tons, nor why stop 
there. He replied that he saw no reason to apprehend such an issue. 
In a yery recent number of the Proceedings of the Naval Institute, an 
officer whose professional 3 and thoughtfulness I have 
ample acquaintance, writes that he had asked a naval architect what 
Sized ship would be requisite. to embody all the high qualities now de- 
manded. The reply was 50,000 tons. To this the officer would not 
accede, but he believed 20,000 would be needed. Why he thought the 
eee must stop there I did not understand. The point to be 
enaciously remembered is that the 20-knot ship must, as a rule, come 
down to the speed of the 18 knot; for battle ships are built to work 
together. The only case in which inequality of speed may be utilized 
is in the close pursuit of a flying enemy—what our forebears called “a 
general chase.” There the faster ee may overtake the enemy's 
slower, and compel the whole body to ht or abandon them; but in 
such case, if speed has been gained at the sacrifice of gun power, the 
advange fe contestable, unless the main force of the pursuer is very 

jose R 


An instance partly in point was afforded in Kamimura’s pursuit of the 
Port Arthur division of armored cruisers in August, 1904. The Rurik 
having been disabled in the yp we rrie Kamimura pressed on after 
her two consorts, leaving the uction of the R to two of his 
unarmored cruisers. The Rurick’s speed being reduced and her steering 
gear dam: . the Ja vessels, though inferior in force and only 
of equal original s „ were enabled to maintain their positions under 
her stern, where her power of injuring them was redu to a minimum, 
and they kept her engaged until their armored vessels returned, when 
the Russians opened her valves and she sank. This presented the es- 
sentials of a general chase in the holding of an enemy's vessel till the 
main force comes up—in this case, back; and the incident of inability 
to steer is precisely one of the determining features in a eral chase, 
for the rear vessel in such case can not deflect. She must keep on after 
her consorts; for, if she turns to fight, she facilitates the approach of 
the enemy's slower main body. To this secon was due the prepondcr- 
ance of in received by the American frigate 


from a weaker opponen 


werfully 
prevented 
petty foe. . 

At the meeting off Tsu-shima, in May, 1905, the Japanese battle 
fleet proper had over the Russian an advantage of 2 or 3 knots s 
at the time when . came abreast the north point of For- 
mosa, the moment when the strategic campaign may be said to have 
opened. Of what determining advantage was this excess of s 
to Admiral Togo? ‘The latter had to consider that, granting the Rus- 
sians had coal enough, it was open to them either to proceed by the 
Straits of Korea, as they did, or to the east of Japan, coming out by 
the Tsugaru Straits, abreast Vladivostok. By the latter route the; 
must cover 2,100 miles, against 1,200 by the former. We are tol 
that Togo remained convinced throughout that the shorter road would 
be taken, but, by the position in which he placed his fleet at Masam- 
pho, he insured intercepting the enemy irrespective of relative speeds, 
ough certainly not irrespective of the damaging accidents to which 
all military plans are liable. Masampho is but 50 miles from the 
north end of Tsu-shima, which may be regarded as the geographical 
center around which revolved all operations, actual or possible. For 
the larger view of campaign issues," the two positions are identical. 
From ‘Tsu-shima to Vladivostok is 500 miles; from the west end of 
the Tsugaru Strates to Viadivostok is 400. opposing Rodjestvensky 
to take the Tsugaru route and the two fleets to have equal s s of 
12 knots—that maintained by the Russians—Togo, in order to inter- 
cept the enemy off Vladivostok, would need to know that they were 
not coming by way of Tsu-shima only nine hours before they cleared 
the straits, for he would have only 100 miles more than they to 
steam. If, instead of off Vladivostok, he should prene to meet the 
enemy as they came out of the Tsugaru Straits, he wouid need the 
same knowledge of their intentions little over two days—which at 12 
knots is 576 miles—before they cleared the straits, for the western 
exit Is but 600 miles from Tsu-shima. As the way round the east 
side of Japan is so much the longer, there would be ample time to re- 
ceive the needed information and to decide where to await the enemy. 
In short, Togo was quite able to grapple with the strategy of the con- 
ditions upon terms of equal speed, and, it may be added, eyen with 
speed inferior by 2 or 3 knots. By the choice of central position, in- 
suring inferior lines, and by adequate measures for receiving intel- 
ligence, he made himself master of the strategical situation inde- 
l aar ra of probable speeds. ‘The tactical question is another matter, 

be considered later. 

Let us now examine the alternative course actually adopted by Rod- 
jJestvensky. At 5 n. m. Togo, at Masampho, received by wireless teleg- 
raphy definite intelligence that the enemy were sighted at a point des- 
ignated 203 in the Japanese intelligence system, apparently steering for 
the eastern Tsu-shima Channel. We do not know cer y where 203 
is but, since two hours later the Russians were again reported, defi- 
nitely, as 25 miles northwest of Ukushima, and as their speed was 12 
knots, we can calculate that at 5 a. m. they were 114 miles from the 
scene of action, 10 miles north of Okinoshima, chosen by Togo upon 
the basis of the information transmitted continuously by his scouts. 
Masampho is from 80 to 85 miles from the same selected point. By 
good scouting and intelligent choice of positon; coupled doubtless, 
though not explicitly affirmed, with heavy boiler fires and all prepara- 
tions for instant departure, the Japanese could move on an interior 
line, shorter by 30 miles than that of the enemy. At nearly equal 
speeds of 12 knots, this gave the former two hours and a half to 
spare, while, for the Russians to overcome this disadvantage, they 
would require a superiority: in speed of more than 4 knots throughout 
the seven hours in which their Fp ap were covering their distance. 
Had the two equal is been 15 knots the advantage in time for the 
Japanese would have been two hours; they requiring five and three- 
fifths bours, their opponents seven and three-fifths. With this higher 
speed the Russians, during the time taken by their opponents, would 
have needed to maintain a speed of 5 knots greater than theirs, er 20 
knots, to arrive coincidently with them. Now, when speeds between 15 
and 20 knots are reached, nautical readers do not need to be told that 
to make in ses of 4 or 5 knots per hour with the same displacement, 

ns must be thrown overboard; not in the race on the water, but in 

he plans of the constructor. Fighting power must be sacrificed. In the 

light of such conditions what are we to think of trivial increases of 
speed, a quarter or 1 knot, or even 2 knots of top speed, which is a very 
different thing from the working speed which naval operations will 
compel for the best aggregate results. 

Togo thus, by good scouting and choice of position, secured: beyond 
reasonable axard his strategic object of bringing the Russian fleet to 
battle ir ive of speeds. Certainly his problem was much sim- 
plified by the Russians’ difficulty in having but a single port of refit 
open to them. But the fair reply is that the two admirals, like all 
general officers, had to deal with the problem before them; and a glance 
at the map will show that had Port Arthur remained Russian to the 
day of battle, the fleet within being destroyed, the existence of the two 

rts need have made little change in Togo's plan, a consideration 
which deepens the condemnation of those who could find for that fleet 
no better use than to sink it. : 

If superior speed can be shown to have had so little necessary effect 
npon the strategy of the campaign, how was it in the tactics of the 
battle. Owing to his sagacious choice of position, the Japanese ad- 
miral was able to appear directly across his antagonist's desired line of 
advance. He had headed him, not only in the usual sense of the word, 
but in acquiring intelligent knowledge and appreciation of the condi- 
tions before him. Any remarks on the tactics on the occasion would 
be incomplete if mention were omitted of the advantage obtained by a 
thoroughly up-to-date system of scouting. I infer, from casual men- 
tion, that the field of sea over which the enemy would probably ap- 

roach was divided Into squares, to each of which a number was given. 

f these, 203 was one. Wireless telegraphy speaks for itself. The 
system was better than that of a century ago, simply in so far as means 
have been developed ; now, as then, antagonists may be on equal terms. 
It depends on themselves. There is no indication that Rojdestvensky 
knew anything certainly of his adversary’s — or dispositions. be- 
fore the battle ships came actually in sight. Togo, on the contrary. 
notwithstanding a haze contracting the horizon, “ was able, before I 


¢Togo’s report reads: “The different sections of the fleet at once 
(5 a. m.) commenced their hostile operations along the lines respec- 
tively laid down for them in the prearranged plan,” 


enemy's ships were 


could see the enemy with my own eyes, to know 
ing sections comprised the whole of the second and third 
that they were accompanied by seven ryice 


disposed in 

strength was placed at the head of the th the special 
service ships at their rear; that the enemy's rate of speed was about 12 
knots; that the enemy were continuing to 
erly direction, and so forth.” Any change that might occur from 
moment to moment would be equally transmitted. He was thus able 
to decide, not only the pont at which he would fight, but his disposi- 
tions for action, The Russian may be said almost to have been taken 
by surprise. If he had available scouts with him they should have 
been far enough in advance of the main body to preclude observation 
d ariying off the enemy's lookouts so as at least to insure 7 of 
time for intelligent preparations. Togo's outer scouts, the ones which 
sighted the Russians at 5 a. m., were over a hundred miles from Masam- 
pho. It is interesting to remember and illustrate results as compared 
with a century ago, that the leaving Cadiz by the allied fleets before 
Trafalgar was known to Nelson, 50 miles at sea, two and a half hours 
after the operation began; a period perhaps shorter in relation to 
power of movement than the results of to-day. 

To return to the question of sped as affecting the battle. Togo re- 
ported that, his fleet haying assembled at noon 10 miles north of 
Okino-shima, he first sighted the enemy at 1.45 p. m., a few miles to 
the south. Let us rS south literally; due south. The as- 

rmissible, for reference to the simple geometric construc 


at first scarcely. -bore properly, and, should -they continue, would not 
in view the 


two alternatives: A charge direct, in line 7 ꝗ . —. upon the Japanese 


vessels escaping, or else to accept a formal eet battle by keeping off 
to insure the full play of their batteries. This was what was done actu- 
ally, though clumsily, for the double column, with which the Russians 
ill advisedly went into action, could not quickly develop the full power 
of the broadsides. It is ill performing under fire maneuyers which 
should be accomplished before. This process of keeping off had of 
course to be continuous to preserve the ring of the guns. 

I have said there was no escape from the Russian dilemma. To get 
to Viadivostok without fighting was impossible under any probable con- 
ditions of speed in the battle ships. If instead of heading off gradually, 
to keep the broadsides in play, the Russians had at once steered east, 
parallel to Togo, they would, with equal speeds, have achieved no ad- 
vantage. To keep off farther, bringing him abaft the beam, would im- 
pose upon him the greater distances; but such a course would be but 
the beginning of running away, of a stern chase, and to realize its com- 
plete benefit their backs must be fairly turned on Viadivostok, In full 
retreat. Such a course would have been less acceptable to Togo; but 
the issue would have been to bring out a condition too often dis: ded 
by even professional men, though all know it. Squadron speed is not 
att average; it is the speed of the slowest. Consequently, when one 
party runs away, there will be among the vessels of his 8 
some which possess more than the equal speeds we are assuming. ‘hese 
take up the chase, and by their greater swiftness bring to action the 
rear vessels of those in flight. The others must either turn back to 
support them, which brings on a general action, or, using their own 
superior speed, escape, leaving a partial victory to the enemy. But if 
unable to fight before, much less will they be able after such losses. 

To anticipate Togo, under the courses the two combatants were 
steering immediately before the action—east and northeast—the Rus- 
sians required a speed greater by one-half. If he went 10 knots, 
they needed 15; 12, 18. No professional opinion on either side 
of the controversy, I presume, will say that such differences are 
anywhere, or by anyone, considered. The gains in speed, achieved by 
successive increases of tonnage or of engine space at the cost of 
greater expenditure to obtain size, or of fighting power to increase 
speed, are much smaller. Let us suppose that the Russians had a 
fleet-speed superiority of 2 knots. By steering a parallel course, should 
Togo permit that condition to continue, they would draw ahead at the 
rate of 2 miles an hour. In five hours this would be 10 miles, durin 
which, assuming 12 knots for the slower fleet speed, the faster wil 
have run 70, the distance of the nearest shore. It then has to turn 
north toward Vladivostok, with its slower opponent 8 to 
traverse its course by means of its faster vessels. It may be ob- 
ected that the 3 of land, being aaah peso to the instance 

fore us, is foreign to the general discussion. The reply is that all 
safe generalization is based upon numerous instances, and this is one; 
but, Farber as a matter of general experience, it is quite as likely 
that the slower fleet will have some ships equaling or excelling the 
fleet speed of the faster as that the fleet speed of the ‘faster body 
will be 2 knots greater than its adversary’s. In the particular in- 
stance the Japanese did have the 2 or more knots su ority, due to 
the rticular cause that, being in home waters, they had been re- 
cently docked. Had conditions of s been against them, instead of 
favoring them, doubtless Togo would have modified both his strat 
and his tactics. Now, if Togo’s actual superiority of 2 knots x 
due to the nearness of his home bases, prs him no determining su- 
periority which he was not equally able obtain, and did obtain, by 

ood strategy, it may fairly be ed, would it haye been worth while 

for the Russians, at the time of meeting, to haye had 2 knots greater 
fleet speed, purchased by the sacrifice of gun wer; to achieve the 
nee Bi of running away, with such doubtful chance in their 
avor 


steam in a northeast- | 


1054 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JANUARY 14, 


Before summarizing a conclusion, let us note one prominent feature | and with it speed. If the battle ships keep together, which, as a rule, 
of the battle of the Japan Sea, commonly to the partial engagement | they should, the fleet speed is reduced at once to that of the injured 
of the previous August 10, the bearing of which upon the question | ship. This factor does not come into play in the movements which 
of s „seems to me to have engag little attention. One of the | precede the action, but it may 9 affect conditions of flight and 
frequent incidents of both actions is the damage to funnels, either com- ursuit, as also the power conferred by superior engine development 
plete destruction or large perforation, destroying or diminishing draft, | in subsequent operations by fleets distant from their means of repair, 


The loss of a modern funnel will be like the loss of a former-day lower | 6 to 8 inch, which there is now a tendency to discard. It has long been 
mast. Certainly no discussion of the utility of speed obtained at | my own opinion that the so-called “secondary battery is really en- 
the sacrifice of gun power can be adequate if it does not take full ac- | titled to the name primary, because its effect is exerted mainly on the 
count of this specific result, which has also a further bearing. The | personnel rather than the material of a vessel; and I am glad to find this 
funnels are open to serious injury by guns of that secondary battery, | view supported by the author of the article in Blackwood, though he 


1907. 
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does not use the 
ness of handlin 


same words. 
12-inch qans 
of broads: , they can rival in volume of fire the much 


f useful perforat 
licity of projectiles, is better than individual weight of projectile, 
3 it es a greater number of hits. But under any useful con- 
struction of battle ships there can not fail to be important parts vul- 
nerable to the smaller calibers. 


marize 
consecutively dealing. First ef all it must be remembered and re- 


ey 
is not of vaule, strategicaily and tact 3 What is 


ips. Ina 
slower sisters; more 3 must be built to keep up with her; 
and upon them in turn, according to the prevalent law of progress, she 
ale Sn = grag, for ae 3 will excel her. 

ul premature antiquating of good vessels is a growing and 
wanton evil. It is trne, indeed, that this e more in 
idea, in crude impression, than in fact. The vessels thus outstri ped 
and outclassed remain 8 serviceable for places in the Reet, 
as well as for detached minor dutles; but the inferiority to which 
they are successively dropped is different in kind from that of the 
old 74-gun ships, as contrasted with the three-decker. These were 
@ permenent recognition of the fact, elicited by constant war expe- 
rience, that a medium elass of vessel was the best constituent unit 
for the composition of a fleet, which nevertheless could beneficially 
be strengthened at certain points by heavier batteries. Our present 
condition is that of abandoning all attempt at a guiding conception 
of types, or standards, except the crude one that each ship must 
be bigger than the last. The ultimate tendency of this, of course, 
will be to make jet after too short a time unequal to a place in 
the line. The moral effect is still worse, for it is inducing? in the 
Navy as in the public, a simple trust in bigness, and, what worse, 
an absence of trust in anything but bigness. Undoubtedly, if all 
other things—skill, courage, numbers, combinations, fortitude—are the 
same on both sides, bigness. 
es —— nip all Siper things been 

foremost place of consideration that which mili 

to be the least of several factors. 55 


Ples 


p rd, one 
bat also could be adequately armored, as the vessel was in 
for and made its whole war record in still waters, there ee 
rolling to expose the underwater, unarmored hull. Further, the pre- 
scri roportion between tonna and battery weight bein at 
compatible with all-round fire of the latter, size was restricted in the 
individual ship, and numbers increased. This facilitated dispersion 
of vessels around a single object, such as a shore battery, givin 
dispersion of guns with concentration of their fire; a tion whic 
is easily seen to combine the least exposure of one’s own force with the 
greatest effect upon the opponent. 
The advance the -two-turreted monitor was not logical; the in- 
did not give all-round fire to the increased batte: 
arc of train each turret stood in 


Saw no service. As tur- 
rets were added and size clous tendency became ob- 
vious. 1 ype was concentrated and dispersion of pieces was sac- 
rificed. e concentration in each turret of so large a of the 
whole battery gave a maximum of bin grok which n tated elab- 
orate pro on for the turrets, and from this necessity defensive 
armor assumed a preponderance of consideration in the minds of offi- 
cers and 8 entailing a predominance of the defensive over the 
offensive, which is also the note of long-distance action. This is the 

ise o te of Farragut’s aphorism, that the best defense is our 
own rapid fire—that is, offense. Such a mental attitude is so con- 
trary to the teachings of history that it should at once arouse inquiry. 
Nevertheless the usefulness of the first monitors diverted attention 


8 
or years ago 
upon ship construction and upon su tions. Ingen- 
tons devices for increasing fire ah A ship's side 
was broken into and raised into stories for this ob w. 
for battle purposes the line abreast almost superseded the line ahead. 
Both these dominant prepossessions have now disappeared. No at- 
tempt at was made in the late war, while in practice the 
broadside has reasserted the superiority rable from the fact 
that a vessel, being five to six times as long as she is broad, can always 
deploy a given weight of battery more e ie ie 3 along her side than 
across her beam. The one exception to this is the smail monitor, 
not the big. 

Small, slow, clumsy to handle, but with the utmost battery it could 
carry concentrated in two pieces which were substantially one, and 
with all-round fire, the single-tnrreted monitor was the boat of its 
day; the double-turreted monitor was a degenerate m it. The 
Injflezible of the British navy, launched, I ink, in th 
marked the extreme and final development of this fype. 
references at hand, but as I remember she carried two 
with two 16-inch guns, and many will remember the controversy as to 
the effect which injuries by gun fire to her hull, forward and abaft the 
armor belt, would exert upon her flotation. While admitting that a 


tion might cause her to u was y 
certain degree of perforatio * was pastis 
valent to saying 


ted fleet forma 
were multiplied. 


poor. 
board had to be abandoned and the excessive metacentric height to 
re was thus in- 


If generally a — 


sa 
yet protected, perhaps not orons of . 

e 
guns of primary battery, 16 of 12-inch and 1 of 10-inch, mostly, if —.— 


All, turret guns. It had 
in broadside. Of these totals all the 3 pleces and 40 at least 
of the 6-inch guns were in Togo's own division, which the action, 
recelyed the first fire, and apparently endured the brun and ct 
the atest damage. In this division alone the lighter pieces were to 
the heavy in the pro 8 A to 1, and 8 e in 75 
ere were a Hits 
suming t caliber for — of 


d to one of the heavier, with the co: 
pee rtionate number of hits. This estimate is the more to be 
prs Bs because Kamimura’s division, the armored 


th a 
secondary gun: bya was sunk 
fire; the Sowvaroff lost by gun fire a mast and two 
ment which rmitted her to be torpedoed so far suc 
incline her 10 degrees; the Alerander III and Borodino were also sunk 
by gun fire or in consequence of it, for both went down before the t 
torpedo attacks were made. The Orel when brought into port bad the 
r part of her forward funnel shot away, as also the muzzle of a 
ch gun. till need more definite and specific 5 


fh 


in 
by Sir William White in a recent lecture, the Russians declared they 
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were blinded by the volume of shells from the Japanese guns. This 
result being upon the personnel gore far to establish the actual supe- 
riority of the secondary battery, in which the Russians had little more 
than half the number ssed by the enemy, while in the heavier 
calibers they had more than double. 3 

The disposition to reyert to the monitor type by discarding manga yeep 
batteries is the composite result of two prepossessions—in favor of hi 
speed and of distant action. ‘The latter is to be enforced by the combi- 
nation of superior speed with guns, the effective range of which is in- 
sured by great size—by heavy caliber. By my greater speed, be it but 
a fourth of a knot, I shall maintain a position where my adversary's 
secondary battery can do no harm, while my own primary, outnumbering 
his in the degree obtained by sacrificing secondary ns; will destroy 
him. Superficially plausible, the argument is logically unimpeachable. 
The difficulty is that it disregards experience, not of its own proposi- 
tion, indeed, for it has not been experimentally tried, but the experience 
of history. It is the old gunboat theory in one of its several incarna- 
tions, for if the essential principle of design remain, a gunboat is no 
less a gunboat because a hundred times as big. Given a small number 
of long-range guns, take a position suitable by favorable range and 
within the dead angle of the enemy’s broadside, utilizing a calm or 
shoal waters, and behold the hostile frigate disabled and captured. 

I do not think the parallelism of principle is here overstrained. 
The dominating considerations in the two arguments are identical, 
though it must be admitted that the qualifying factors are somewhat 
different and may affect the practical issue now. In the case of gun- 
boats, always presumed to be provided with guns of the heaviest caliber, 
history has recorded its verdict. 3 the decision seems to turn 
upon the question whether the primary batteries, under all conditions 
which admit of fleets engaging, can make efficient practice at ranges 
which will prevent the secondary guns of the enemy from perforating 
the funnels or exposed bottoms. This analysis concedes superior s 
to the fleet which has discarded secondaries; but it is needless to say 
that, unless the distance taken does insure the immunity of funnels, the 
fleet with the least volume of fire—without secondary batteries—is by 
all theory of probability the one most likely to lose s by the fallen 
funnel of a single ship. It is to be observed, also, that the great dis- 
tances proponos do away with the advantage of the flat trajectory—the 
point-blank of to-day—in which the heavier guns excel the lighter. Re- 
course must be had to elevation of guns, with which, against a target 
of horizontal extension, such as a ship’s hull, errors of aim increase in 
accelerating ratio. All naval men know full well the “good line shot, 
but over,“ or “short;" a shot, in brief, that has missed its mark 
through vertical deviation. The grouped funnels, three or four in num- 
ber, of the modern fast battleship, offer on the contrary a vertical 
target, one the least often missed by the average gunner, who usually 
shoots straight, but errs by too high or too low. In South Africa I 
have heard that the Boer fire lost immensely in effectiveness when, in- 
stead of level, they had to fire downhill. Of course the funnel develo 
ment of two fleets may be assumed equal; but the question sed- is 
the effect of volume of fire. Both, too. may be assumed equal in ex- 
posure of the underwater bodies; but inferior volume of fire carries with 
t increased probability of being oftenest hit. 

But if this estimate of probabilities be deceived, as chance may ve 
well occasion, and the first ship to be disabled belong to the fleet wit 
secondary batteries, what will the other fleet do? Close, for decisive 
action? It then sacrifices the very advantage supposed inherent in the 
longer range, heavier gun; for the ship thus disabled is by no means 
necessarily a ship lost to fighting, and the battery power of her fleet 
may have undergone no diminution. Her fleet, too, has every reason 
to wish to close; and, therefore, in the contrary event of the first ship 
reduced as to speed being in the fleet that wishes long range, the op- 
ee will close at once, and can close, because the hostile is re- 

uced to that of the slowest ship. All this, which is irrefutable, goes to 
show that the fleet which has thus 3 its dependence on Jong range 
fire has with it assumed the moral tone and temperament associated 
with the indisposition to close. An advant: gained can not be im- 

roved unless in itself quite decisive; a disadvantage which merely re- 

uces its speed is, on the contrary, 1 a check, a moral as well as 
material defeat, which subjects it to the disaster of close action, less fa- 
vorable to itself than to the ren the power of whose guns increases 
with approach. I do not wish to lay undue stress on moral forces, 
undeniable as is the effect of habitual action, or prepossession, upon 
moral strength; but I think appeal can be made confidently to history 
that the navy which, for any reason, habitually seeks to keep its enemy 
at a distance, in order to secure a preliminary advantage, usually fails 
to achieve more than a defensive success for the occasion, and in the 
long run finds itself brought to battle at an unexpected moment, under 
conditions anfayorable to it, both materially and morally. Close“ 
undoubtedly is a relative term, but however extended or contracted, it 
can scarcely at any period mean farther than nearly the point-blank 
range of a ship's principal battery. 

Among the many factors—such as armor protection and coal en- 
durance—which enter into the efficiency of a battle ship, speed and 
offensive power—gun power—are at present the leading competing con- 
siderations. The proper adjustment of all, allotting to each its exact 

eres of the available tonnage, constitutes a problem of no small 

ifficulty, and is not infrequently characterized as a compromise. One 
can not easily recall all the loose expressions one may at various times 
have carelessly uttered, and it may be that I have myself used the word 
in this connection; but long ago I have adopted as my view of mili- 
tary compromise an absurd story I once heard of a dispute between man 
and wife where they should spend the summer. He said Newport, she 
Saratoga; they compromised on Saratoga. The adjustment between 
the two necessary qualities of offensive power and speed for battle ships 
may be called a compromise, but it should always be on offensive power. 

What do you mean by this 1 definition? I mean, primarily, the 
cultivation of the mental attitude which keeps offensive power in the 
foreground; a steadfast prepossession in favor of its immortal su: 
riority. I should say next, a studious consideration of how far differ- 
ences of speed really matter strategically. Control of the sea being the 
leading object of naval war, and strategy being more conclusive than 
tactics, what probable 1 a fleet obtain by arriving ten days 
sooner, if it must get behind batteries on coming of an opponent who 
has preferred offensive power to speed? Again, remembering that for a 
fleet. the speed is that of the slowest, and taking into consideration the 
incidents of naval war service, is it not probable that there can be de- 
termined a very probable serviceable fleet-speed for navies, than which 
2 knots more or less at a given moment will not greatly matter? 
That the Russian fleet, despite all disadvantage of heterogeneous units, 
of the long cruise, and preteens anchorages, without docking, was 
maintaining on May 27 a fleet speed of at least 12 knots, while the Jap- 
anese seem not to have used more than 15, may afford some initial in- 
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No one is contendin 


dications. 
contend that speed is merely 
that when it exceeds this, and expects to achieve success by running, 
has small object, for the sea does not habitually, nor often, present 


for no speed; but there are those who 
‘or bringing offensive power into play, i 


sitions at which by anticipating an enemy you achieve strategic effect. 
It sometimes does, but the rule is otherwise; and in the exceptional 
cases the observance of strategic considerations of position and interior 
lines will often, as in Togo's recent action, accomplish quite as much as 
higher speed. In short, at sea speed falls within the province of evad- 
ing the enemy; offensive power within that of crushing him. . 

The question of primary and secondary batteries also is not one of 
compromise, except as defined above. The one or the other must have 
its superiority admitted, and the inferior be discarded or duly subordl- 
nated. As this question supposes the fleets in presence, it is tactical, 
not strategical. have already advanced the arguments in the matter, 
and now will only draw attention to the fact that here again speed, be- 
ing an essential feature of ships that are to abandon secondaries, en- 
tails, necessarily and 8 evading, keeping at long range; a sys- 
tem woen mite DA worked 3 In 8 a 1 5 a in ie haba 
egy, superiority of speed may more n compensa positions 
on the ground, as I hope to have illustrated by the incidents off Tsu- 
shima, Just at present, however, speed is continuously being gained 
without apparent sacrifice of aggregate gun power, by the simple but 
ruinous procedure of increasing size indefinitely; had still more been 
ate by sacrificing gun power, as in the armored cruiser, there would 

aye been increased necessity of evasion. 

The ever-increasing size and 3 cost of the battle ship brings us 
also face to face with the opposing consideration of numbers and reduction 
of expense. ‘That the relative cost of the larger ship is less than that of 
the smaller, that expenditure increases at a smaller ratio than tonnage 
as stated, or. part siy qualifies the fact of the absolute increase, an 
does not at all modi he ultimate effect upon the numbers of the fleet. 
Budgets not pe J illimitable in size, there results between numbers and 
individual cost of ship an opposition, in the adjustment of which, as in 
that between speed and offensive power, there should be no compromise. 
The “superior claim of the one or the other should be admitted; and 
when admitted, enforced in practice. A nation with wide naval respon- 
sibilities must have numbers in proportion; and this consideration is 
pany reinforced by another, advanced before this war and confirmed 
jy it, that naval war henceforward will be marked by greater losses of 
material than of personnel; that reserves of ships will be more needed 
than reserves of men. The exigency of renewing coal supply works in 
the same direction. When not able to coal in the open, ships must be 
more By gg sent to the base to recoal. This means a greater num- 
ber of ships in order to maintain a given minimum on the cruising sta- 
tion. The bigger and fewer the ships, the greater the proportionate loss 
when one goes into port. 

In most matters of dispute a concrete illustration is worth man 
words, and in this matter of compromise we have such in the armo 
cruiser; a true compromise, if ever there was one. The very word 
“armored” and “cruiser,” are in direct opposition, as one migh 
at “heavy light cavalry.” The type discards unity of design and 
deliberately embraces a double purpose. A cruiser should be like a 
bird of prey, of strong wing and rapid flight, which seeks not equals, 
but inferiors. The cruiser, whether for scouting, or for commerce dis- 
truction, or the carriage of messages needs swift and long-continued 
motion; that is, speed and coal endurance. As these two qualities 
should in the battle ship be—not ignored—but subordinated to fighting 
power, so in the cruiser gun power and armor are to be subordinated, 
and in the main discarded, so long as they interfere materially with 
the essential unity of design, to which speed and coal endurance both 
contribute. I am particularly glad to use this illustration, for it will 
serve better than any elaborate protest to show that opposition to the 
present breathless increase of specs in battle ships proceeds, not from 
any depreciation of speed as such, but from the conviction that in every 
class of naval vessel there should first of all, and first and last, 
throughout her design be the recognition of her purpose in war, All 
other necessary qualities should be regarded as merely ministering to 
this one parece. which in battle ships is offensive power exert 
fleets, and in cruisers long-continued speed in vessels meant to act for 
the most part singly. As to numbers of cruisers, no fleet ever yet had 
enough of them to scatter wherever needed. 


THE INHERENT TACTICAL QUALITIES OF ALL-BIG-GUN, ONE-CALIBER BAT- 
TLE SHIPS OF HIGH SPEED, LARGH DISPLACEMENT AND GUN POWER. 


By Lieut. Commander William S. Sims, United States Navy, inspector of 
target practice. 


In the Proceedings of the Naval Institute for June, 1906, in an 
article entitled “ Reflections, historic and other, suggested by the battle 
of the Japan Sea,” Capt. A. T. Mahan, United States Navy, retired, has 
stated his conclusions concerning the characteristics of men-of-war best 
suited for increasing a nation’s naval power, assuming a certain limit 
of expenditure for new vessels. 

These conclusions are, I believe, opposed to those reached by practi- 
cally all naval officers who have giyen this subject serious considera- 
tion; but so great is the weight of Captain Mahan's opinions that they 
would doubtless be accepted by those who may not be in possession of 
certain recently acqui information which bears with such directness 
and force upon the question of the fighting qualities of battle ships as 
apparently to demonstrate that Captain Mahan’s conclusions thereon 
are in error. 

In the following analysis of this question I will endeavor to show 
that this information is of such a fundamental nature as to necessitate 
a reexamination of both old and new facts, from a point of view differ- 
ing widely from that taken by Captain Mahan, concerning the qualities 
of the design that will permit the development of the maximum con- 
centration of effective gun fire—that is, a fleet's maximum concentration 
of hits. 

In the first place, I beg to express the opinion that if, when Captain 
Mahan wrote his article, he had been in possession of certain important 
information that has since become available his conclusions would have 
been considerably modified; and while I would. not presume to oppose 
his views as to the conclusions to be drawn from the facts as he has 
assumed them, and as he understands them, still I feel that I am justi- 
fied In restating these facts as I understand them in the light of the 
new evidence above referred to, and basing thereon my conclusions: 

Ca —.— Mahan's principal conclusions may be summarized, briefly, 
as follows: : 

1. That in designing battle ships of a certain displacement we are 
never justified in increasing the s „within reasonable limits, at the 
expense of the equivalent Ach ie n gun power. 

2. That we are not justified in substituting heavy turret guns, such 
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as 12-inch, for the equivalent betes of the usual intermediate guns— 
G-inch, etc. In other words, the the all-big-gun ship is a mistake. 

3. That, considering the necessary Hmit of 5 and the 
requirements of a navy with wide naval responsibility, we should not 
materially Increase the size of the ships now being designed. 

These conclusions are sounen derived from, or Supporten by, an 
analysis of the available information concerning the battle of the Sea 
of Japan, and ate apon an analysis of the battle aay of guns of 
various calibers, ba upon Captain Mahan's ideas upon the subject. 

In reference to this important battle, Captain Mahan has stated that 
many details are wanting, and probably can never be supplied, the 
drama having passed too rapidly and the actors having been too busily 
occupied to take precise notes. 

Fortunately, this is no longer true, for in the same number of the 
Naval Institute in which Captain Mahan’s article anpoars there is 
1 a very important paper giving a history of this battle that 

founded upon very precise notes. The author of this paper, Lieut, 
R. D. White, United States Navy, is a distinguished gunnery officer who 
was at my request recently assigned to duty as my assistant. I 
am therefore informed as to the manner in which his information was 
obtained, and while I am not at liberty to state more in this respect 
than Mr. White has thought proper to give in the introductory note 
that precedes his article, still I may state that his plan, or chart, of the 
battle (herewith reproduced) was drawn to scale from the very full data 
(bearings, distances, and spends ge Sg by the Russian observer 
indicated, who also gave him the er important information con- 
tained in the article—the acquisition of all of this information fortu- 
nately being facilitated b; 
two or three weeks with the observer in question, whose competence is 
fully established by Mr. White's testimony. 

As this officer Was a naval constructor, “having no station in battle, 
he was selected to observe and record the events of the battle,” I think 
it may therefore be fairly assumed that Mr. White's article gives the 
history of this action with greater precision than that with which any 
naval battle has ever before been reported; and that we may therefore 
rely upon the main facts contained in his account. 

Assuming that Lieutenant White's account of the battle in question 
is substantially correct, it follows that much of the information upon 
which Captain Mahan has based his conclusions is in error to a greater 
or less degree. The errors in some cases are not important, but in 
others they appear to be in efect diametrically opposed to the truth. 

For example, taking these errors as they come, Captain Mahan has 
assumed that shortly after the Russian and Japanese fleets sighted 
each other the Japanese changed course from SW. to E., while the 
Russians were steering about NE., and that the Japanese speed was 
slower than that of the Russlan— 2 or 3 miles to the Russian 4.“ 
Under these conditions—that is, with the courses and speeds assumed 
the rate of change of range would have been very rapid, and therefore 
very little hitting could have been done. As a matter of fact, the Rus- 
sians were steering about NNE., and the Japanese, after turning from 
SW. to E., took a course nearly parallel to them, on thelr port bow. 
Thus the rate of change of range was rendered small; the Japanese fire 
was concentrated upon the head of the Russian column, and was so 
effective that the Suveroff was driven out of the line and the Osliabia 
sunk by the time the Russians had advanced about 5 miles. 

The above shows that the nature of the action was rather different 
from that which Captain Mahan's information led him to suppose. It 
is therefore unnecessary to follow out the details of the reasoning by 
which he assumes that Admiral Togo was influenced in taking a posi- 
tion (across the head of the enemy's column) which he did not take; 
but it is important to point out that the Japanese admiral’s plan of 
action was what we would haye supposed it to be, in the light of our 
present knowledge of the conditions necessary to the most effective hit- 
ting at long ranges. 

In the first place, it may be confidently assumed that Togo was in pos- 
session of the following important facts: 

1. That his fleet speed was considerably greater than that of his 
enemy—the bottoms of his ships being clean and theirs foul, and there 
being slower ships in the Russian fleet than in h 

2. That his marksmanship was superior to that of the Russians. 

8. That Russian gunnery training had for years been carried out 
with the object of bringing an enemy to close quarters, and that, even 
assuming that they had profited by their experience in the actions off 
Port Arthur, the Baltic fleet could not have had adequate training in 
long-range firing. s 

4. That, in order to render effective the tactics indicated above, the 
Russian ships were heavily armed and their crews trained for rapidity 


of fire, 
The above being true, it is clear that Admiral TORO must have gone 
into action with two principal objects clearly defined in his mind, 


namely : 

1. Fight at the maximum range at which actual experience at battle 
practices had shown him that he could do effective 3 (about 6,000 
yards) and at which he knew that the Russian fire would not be dan- 

erous. 

: 2. So maneuver as to maintain the least practicable rate of change 
of range while concentrating his fire as frequently as possible upon 
the head of the enemy’s column. 

If he had not been able to accomplish these two objects he might still 
have won the battle, because the Russians were so very inferior in many 
other respects, but he certainly would have suffered more. For ex- 
ample, if the Russians had been able, by superior speed, to run in to 
1,800 yards (the battle range of their choice), they would have made 
a la ag of hits, and these hits would have been very effective, 
especial y from their modern ships of French design (Suvaroff, Ales- 
ander III, Borodino, ren 
A glance at Lieutenant White's chart will show, however, that the 
Japanese admiral had no difficulty (barring thick weather) in re- 
peatedly choosing his own position (distance and bearing) with refer- 
ence to the head of the enemy's fleet, and that the battle therefore re- 
solved itself into a competition between the fire-control officers of the 
two fleets as to which could make the most hits, under the conditions 
selected by the Japanese—these conditions being, of course, very un- 

ual, since the Japanese were able frequently to concentrate the fire 
of many ships upon a few of the Russians. 

Let us now consider the manifest object of the Russian admiral's 
strategy and tactics, with a view of determining why he was unable to 


suc É 
In the first place, we know, from a certain unpublished report, b: 
upon indisputable authority (and which is practically 3 
Lieutenant White's report), that the Russian battle ships were so over- 
loaded with stores and coal that the upper edges of their heavy armor 
belts were well below the water line (and that therefore, in so far as 
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a continuous and intimate association of 


hull protection was concerned, they were armored cruisers and not 
battle ships); also that compartments, cabins, passages, etc., were so 


filled with coal and stores that the men's water-closets and urinals had 
been blocked since leaving Saigon, and that the decks were, in conse- 
quence, in an indescribable condition. 

We may therefore cared assume that the Russian admiral approached 
the Tsushima Straits with two objects uppermost in his mind, namely: 

1. The most et ee hash was to elude the Japanese and take shelter 
in Vladivostok until he could land his stores, dock, and refit his ships. 

2. If forced to fight, to do so at the shortest range possible, where 
most of his shots would count. 

He was defeated in both of these objects solely by the superior speed 
of the Japanese; assuming, of course, that he could not pass through 
the Straits without being detected. Once he was sighted by the Jap- 
anese, which was inevitable, their superior speed (which, as shown later, 
was 6 or 7 knots greater than that of the Russians) rendered impossible 
his escape without fighting; and (as previously shown, this superiority 
of 8 enabled the Japanese repeatedly to concentrate upon his 
leading ships and thus destroy or disable them one at a time—or force 
them to accept defeat in a worse form, namely, by abandoning their 
attempt to reach Vladivostok, thus surrendering the command of the 
sea without inflicting any damage upon the roun 

It is, of course, understood that, assuming all other qualities to be 
equal, a relatively small superiority of speed can not alone determine 
a victory by gun fire, under the usual “ game ees " conditions ; that 
is, where sea room is unlimited; where it is always daylight; where 
thick weather does not act as an occasional screen; where the slow fleet 
is not embarrassed by having to get anywhere in particular; where 
shore ny ne convoy or fleet of essential auxiliaries to lose In case of 
retreat, etc. 

In this case the slow fleet can prevent the fast one from taking up a 
position of continuous advantage by pg keeping the head of the 
enemy's column abeam, thus steaming on the are of a circle of sufi- 
clently smaller radius to counteract the superiority of speed of the fast 


fleet. 

The sole tactical ability of the slow fleet Is a negative one—one of 
equality only as regards gun fire; it can never attain an advantage of 
position, assuming equal skill on both sides. Its tactical ability exists 
only in the open sea, and even then the fast fleet always has the great 
advantage of being able to: 

(1) Refuse or accept battle. 

(2) Choose his own range. 

(3) Control the rate of change of range. 

(4) Control the compass bearing, thus taking advantage of the 
weather conditions that favor his own gun fire. 

That is to say, always assuming equal tactical skill, the slow fleet 
can neither gain an advantage nor accomplish a definite object, while a 
fleet that is W faster can: 

(1) Bring the slow one to action or refrain from so doing until the 
conditions suit him or until he has made such disposition of his forces 
or auxiliaries as he pleases. 

(2) Can choose his own range and change it at will. 

(3) Can close to fighting range when the wind and sea and sun are 
in the most advantageous positions for increasing the efficiency of his 
own gun fire, withdrawing outside of effective range when these condi- 
tions become unfavorable to him. 

It follows from the above that the slow fleet must always fight at a 
disadvantage, eyen in the open sea, and that when restricted in its 
movements by the neighborhood of land or shoal water, by the neces- 
sity of protecting essential auxiliaries, by the necessity of reaching a 
definite point, or by the necessity of leaving a rt in the face of a 
blockading enemy, it must inevitably be defeat by a faster fleet of 
equal power, and can be defeated even by a faster fleet of less power. 

For example, twelve 16-knot vessels could be blockaded by a less num- 
ber of 20-knot or even 18-knot vessels of the same individual gun- 
power, even assuming that the latter would refrain from attacking until 
the former were all outside and formed for battle, because the block- 
aded vessels would, on coming out, be caught between the land and 
the enemy, and thus forced to steer a practically straight course, while 
the faster fleet could, while keeping outside of effective range, draw 
ahead and then close In with a concentrated fire on the head of the 
column—or the stern of the column, if it reversed its course. 

The blockaded fleet would be constrained to try and reach the o 
sea (in the same manner that the Russian squadron was constrained to 
continue northward, sooner or later, through the Tsushima Straits), 
and would suffer defeat in the process by reason of the ability of the 
faster fleet repeatedly to assume positions enabling it to concentrate 
its fire on the extremities of the enemy's fleet. Í 

Incidentally, it should also be noted that a fleet of small vessels 
would haye a considerably less coal endurance than a fleet of large 
ones, when both are maneuvering at the speed of the former, and that 
the fleet of large vessels, while avoiding decisive action and preventing 
its enemy from proceeding in any given direction, can ultimately at- 
tack when the latter is obliged to abandon the open sea. 

If, therefore, a fast fleet can defeat a slow one under all circum- 
stances except when the latter is entirely unrestricted In its movements, 
it seems clear that no nation would be justified in deliberately build- 
ing a slow fleet having the above enumerated dangerous disadvan- 
tages—that is, a fleet that would be practically certain of defeat when- 
eyer the exigencies of its service in war brought it in contact with an 
enemy of equal force while in the neighborhood of land or while re- 
stricted in its moyements by the nature of its service or from any 
other cause. 

From the above it seems clear that, in the light of our present 
knowledge of the fundamental 5 of long-range gun fire, a su- 

eriority of speed that will enable a fleet frequently to concentrate its 
Bre on an enemy that is not entirely unrestricted in its movements, as 
above explained, is more important than the additional guns corre- 


sponding to the weight (in boilers and engines) required to give this 
superiority in s F 
Captain Mahan assumed that the Russian fleet maintained “on May 


27 a fleet speed of at least 12 knots, while the Japanese seem not to 
have used more than 15.” Lieutenant White's informant states that 
the Russian fleet s was 9 knots, and the Russians estimated the 
Japanese speed as 16 knots. As Mr. White's chart is a chart platted 
to scale from the procie datà taken by his informant and not simply 
a diagram to illustrate his text, it follows that if we measure the dis 
tances steamed by the two fleets from 1.55 p. m. to 6.25 p. m. (4.5 
hours), and divide these distances by this elapsed time, the results will 
be the fleet speeds, though the calcnlation will be rough, as the scale 
of the chart is small. This calculation shows that during the 4.5 
hours the Russians steamed 40 miles, while the Japanese steamed 68, 
which gives the average speed of the former as a little less than 9 
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knots and that of the latter as a little more than 15. 
noted, however, that the Japanese speed “alternated 0 to 16 knots” 
between 3.40 and 4.15, therefore their fleet speed was probably consid- 


It should be 


erably more than 15 knots, 

The Japanese superiority in speed was therefore more than 6 kno 
an advantage so enormous that no conceivable strategical or tacti 
skill-and no possible augmentation of Fan fire (without increasing the 
displacement) on the part of the Russians could have prevented their 
defeat, even supposing but a rudimentary knowledge of strategy and 
tactics on the part of the Japanese admiral, and assuming, of course, 
that the Russian fleet was constrained to force its way sooner or later 
through the straits. 

Before leaving this question of speed it may be well to point out 
that if the s of the Japanese and Russian fleets had been reversed 
Admiral Togo could not possibly have prevented the Russians (1) es- 
caping to Vladivostok, or (2) bringing he Japanese to battle at short 
range, if they had so desired. This is clear by a reference to Mr. 
White's chart. For example, at 1.55 p. m. the head of the Japanese 
column bore about WNW. from the Russian flagship, distant about 3.5 
miles, so that the Russian rp es by steering an easterly course, could 
have left the Japanese out of sight, and then, hauling to the northward, 
could haye gained Vladivostok. 

Furthermore, Admiral Togo's comparatively eas strategy would have 
been so modified by a reversal of the s conditions that he would 
have been cbliged to await the Russians off Viadivostok, out of range 
of the outer forts, in a region of oent and dense fogs, and do them 
what damage he could as they passed in. 

It may also be pointed out that shortly after 4.15 p. m. (see the 
chart) the Japanese lost sight of the Russians, due to thick weather, 
and steamed 7 or 8 miles to the southward in search of them, and when 
they turned to the northward in pursuit they were about 10 miles 
astern; therefore, if the Russians had had even one-quarter of a knot 
superiority in speed they would have arrived at Vladivostok a couple of 
hours ahead of their pursuers. 

It is of course admitted that the superior i pong of new ships can not 
at once be fully utilized while in fleet formation with slower ones, and 
that it would be very convenient if all nations would decide not to 
exceed a certain speed in the design of new vessels. 
agreement is probably impracticable; since at present they insist upon 
building large 20-knot battle ships, should we build 16-knot ships with 
about one-half the heavy gun power? To do so would mean that 
twenty-five years hence, when most of the existing ships will be on the 
scrap heap, we would still have a 16-knot fleet, while our possible ene- 
mies would have 20-knot fleets of large vessels each with about twice as 
much gun power. We would have more vessels—a longer fleet—but 
that would avail us nothing against an enem having units of about 
double the gun power concentrated in a fleet about one-half the length 
of ours and with the necessary s frequently to take up positions of 
advantage, thereby enabling them further to concentrate their fire when- 
ever the maneuvers of the enemy were restricted by any of the causes 
above mentioned, 

anifestly one of the very greatest advanta afforded by large ves- 
sels is a tactical one, namely, the inherent abil 55 to concentrate double 
gun power in a line of battle about one-half as long as that neces- 
sarily i boa for ships of about one-half the hea gun 
this can t be explained after discussing the advan 
sels from the point of view of the control of gun fire alone. 

It is true that the speed of a fleet may pe reduced by damage to the 
motive power of one of its units, but this has var rarely 8 
because engines, boilers, ete., are below the water line and wel pro- 
tected by the heaviest armor. Captain Mahan lays great stress upon 
the alleged effect of the loss of funnels, or smoke pipes, saying that the 
resulting loss of would be so great that “the loss of a modern 
funnel will be like the loss of a former-day mast.” This ap to me 
to be a great exaggeration. As I understand this matter, the principal 
reason for bung a tall funnel is to increase the natural draft, and 
thus render steam ng more economical in time of ce. With lower 
funnels the natural draft is smaller, as the column of hot air is shorter, 
and this necessitates the use of forced or assisted“ draft during ordi- 
nary cruising. Tall funnels have always been a mistake from a mili- 

int oF view, because when a vessel having them goes into battle 
and forced draft is put on to develop her maximum speed the tall fun- 
nel adds very little to the draft by reason of its height. It has been 
reported that the British ship Hdgar lost two of her funnels in a e 
of wind without any material diminution in her speed. If, there ‘ore, 
we should be obliged to go into battle with our present absurdly high 
funnels, we may regard their 75 shot Suny. or riddled with holes 
with comparative equanimity (provided they do not fall on deck and 
disable guns), since in either case the draft will not be materially de- 
creased, as a high funnel corresponds to a pressure of about one-half 
an inch of water, whereas blowers will create a pressure corresponding 
to about 2 inches of water. 

It may be well to notice, moreover, that the requirements of fire con- 
trol necessitate much shorter els, use gun fire can be controlled 
efficiently only from elevated 8 on the masts (about 100 feet 
from the water), and as funnels can not be made high enough to carry 
the smoke over these platforms they must be made so low that the 
smoke will not reach them. It is for this reason that experienced gun- 
nery officers now recommend short funnels, and I believe that such fun- 
nels will be a feature of our new designs. 

Concerning the advisability of building all big-gun ships—that is, dis- 
carding all smaller ns (except torpedo-defense guns) and designing 
the ships to carry the maximum number of hea turret guns, these 
alone to be used in battle against other ships—lI think it could be clearly 
shown that Captain Mahan is in error in concluding that it would add 
more to our naval strength to expend the same amount of money that 
the big ships would cost for smaller and slower 3 carrying the usual 
intermediate guns (6-inch, ete.), and that, as in the question of speed, 
this error is due to the fact that much important information concern- 
ing the new methods of gun fire was not considered by the author in 

his article. 
89 . these methods of gun flre can not at present 
be specifically explained in a published article, as this would involve a 
discussion of our methods of controlling our ships’ batteries and bring- 
ing our ships into action with an enemy. 

1 may, however, assure the reader that, from the point of view 
of the efficiency of gun fire alone, it would be unwise ever to build 
a man-of-war of any type whatever having more than one caliber 
of gun in her main battery. In other words, it may be stated that 
the abandonment of mixed-battery saipa in favor of thè Abe gun, 
one-caliber ship was directly caused by the recognition of certain 


But since such an 


wer; but 
of large ves- 


aiga principles of naval marksmanship developed by gunnery 
ofticers. 

Therefore we have but to decide what the caliber for each class 
of ships should be, a decision which should present no special difficulty, 
provided it be first determined how we are to defeat the 2 16 580 
whether by the destruction of his paps (by sinking them or disab 
their guns) or by the destruction or demoralization of their personnel, 

In this connection the following facts should first be clearly under- 


stood, namely: 

1. Turrets are now, for the first time, being designed that are 

ractically invulnerable to all except hea projectiles, Instead of 

aving sighting hoods on the turret roof, where sights, pointere 
and officers are exposed to disablement (as frequently happens on the 
Russian ships), there will be prismatic sights projecting laterally from 
the gun trunnions through small holes in the side walls of the turret, 
and the gun ports will be protected by 8-inch armor plates, so arranged 
that no ents of shells can enter the turrets. 

2. On the proposed agem ships the heavy armor belt will be 
about 8 feet above the water line and extending from end to end. 
The conning tower, barbettes, etc., will be of heavy armor; and there 
being no intermediate battery (which could not be protected by heavy 
armor on account of its extent), it follows that in battle ali of the 
gunnery personnel, except the small, single fire-control party 
will be behind heavy armor, and that, therefore, neither the ship nor 
her personnel can be materially injured by small-caliber 9 

Considering, therefore, that our object in designing a battle ship is 
that she may be able to meet those of our possible enemies upon at 
least equal terms, it seems evident that it would be extremely unwise 
to equip our new ships with a large number of small guns that are 
incapable of inflicting material damage upon the all-big- n, one-caliber 
ships of our enemies, or upon the personnel manning their guns. 

apana Mahan states that it has lo been his opinion that the 
so-called “ secondary battery“ is really entitled to the name . 
because its effect is exerted mainly 5 75 the personnel, rather than the 
material of a vessel. I believe that it can be shown that this opinion 
is based upon certain mistaken assumptions in regard to the efficiency 
of these guns. But in order to avoid possible confusion let me first 
state that Captain Mahan uses the term “secondary battery” to indi- 
cate guns of “6 to 8 inch,” whereas our present official designation 
of the various classes of H bere is as follows: Heavy guns, 8-inch to 
13-inch, inclusive; intermediate guns, 7-inch to 4-Inch, inclusive; sec- 
ondary guns, all those of 3-inch caliber or less. 

For example, at 6,000 yards a 12-inch gun, having an initial velocity 
of 2,400 feet per second, has an angle of fall of 4.75°, while that 
of a G-inch gun, having the same velocity, is 8.50°; and the re- 
spective danger spaces for a target 30 feet h are 120 and 64 yards. 

This illustrates how much more difficult it to hit with the 6-inch 
than the 12-inch gun, and makes it clear, I believe, that Captain Mahan 
is greatly in error in saying that if we determine the number of shots 
3 3 Arc asl we may assume a “ probability of a proportionate 
number o Hid 

As a matter of fact, Captain Mahan has drawn his conclusions from 
the “volume of fire” of the different calibers instead of from their 
volume of hitting, or “rapidity of hitting,” which is the only true 
standard of efficiency for all kinds of gun fire. He has also assumed 
that the Japanese rapidity of 6-inch fire was about four times as great 
as that of the 12-inch fire, when, as a matter of fact, it was probably 
not much more than twice as great. We have, of course, no actual 

res, but as we know that 12-inch guns can fire two shots per 
nute (and with improved loading gear this rapidity will be increased) 
and that 6-inch controlled firing is at the rate of four shots per minu 
and as we also know that since 1901 the Japanese have used the m 
modern methods of traning we may safely assume that the relation 
between their 6-inch and 12-inch rapin of fire is about as above 
stated, though both calibers may be actua ly less or more rapid. 

Referring, however, to Lieutenant White's article, page 613, we may 
form a tolerably fair estimate of the relative rapidity of hitting of the 
12-inch and 6-inch guns. He estimates that the Japanesse fired 1,275 
heavy shell (12-inch) and made 250 hits, or 19.6 per cent, which was 

shooting, considering the long ranges and the unfavorable weather, 

for the “ninety-odd secondary guns (Captain Mahan's estimate), 

if we assume that, on an average, each fired two and one-half times as 
many shots as each 12-inch Fan. the total number of shots was 16,875 
(2.5 times 75 times 90). If they had made a roportionate number 
of hits,” or 19.6 per cent, they would have scored 3,307 hits, or about 
thirteen times as many as the 12-inch hits, which we know they did 

t make. 
ne Unfortunately we can not obtain the exact figures, though we can 
make an estimate that will be close enough to show the comparative 
hitting capacity of these guns. For example, the Orel “was struck 42 
times by 12-inch shells and over 100 b; -inch and S-inch shells.” 
She was fourth in the line at the beginn ng of the action and second 
at the end; therefore she at no time received the brunt of the Japanese 
fire, which was directed principally at the leading vessel. This ac- 
counts for the comparatively smali number of 12-inch bits that this 
vessel received. We know that after her guns were disabled she was 
pounded by minor cruisers having 6-inch and 8-inch guns, and that at 
one stage of the action (2.55 p. m.) she sustained the fire of six ar- 
mored cruisers at a range of less than 5,000 yards. We may therefore 
fairly conclude that she received more G-inch and 8-inch hits than any 

el. 

otiso Will assume, however, that the Suvaroff received as many. This 
vessel was fearfully exposed, first at the beginning of the action and 
again at 3.40 p. m., when she sustained the concentrated fire of 12 
battle ships and cruisers, which accounts for her being “struck over 
100 times by 12-inch shells alone.“ Assuming, therefore, that the 
Alerander III, Borodino, and Osliabia each received 50 6-inch and 
-inch hits, we have a total of 350 hits out of 16,875 shots, or 2.1 pe 
cent. That is to say, they fired 50 pounds of the smaller projectiles 
for every pound that hit, whereas they fired only 5 pounds of 12-inch 
metal for every pound that hit, which accords with the law that we 
have deduced "trom our target practices, namely, that the smaller the 

the more projectiles you must waste to make a hit; bnt as the 
Japanese battle ships a armored cruisers carried these guns, they 
were, of course, justified in firing them as best they could without 
diminishing the rapidity of the 12-inch guns. They did not, however, 
fire any of their small guns—those less than 6-iInch—becanse to do so 
would have caused too much “ interference” with more i er guns, 
though the “hail” of small projectiles, that is so popular in newspaper 
accounts, would have been very effective if the shots had hit. 

Tet us now consider what would have been the probable effect if the 
designers of the Japanese battle ships had installed as many 12-inch 
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turret guns as possible in place of the forty small guns. They could 
doubtless have mounted one turret forward and two turrets aft on the 
center line, or vice versa, thus increasing the heavy broadside fire by 
50 per cent—that is, six 12-inch guns instead of four. The result 
would have been 125 more 12-inch hits. Similarly, if the crulsers had 
been designed to carry heavy guns only, they could doubtless each have 
mounted at least four heavy turret guns of, say, 10-inch or 11-inch 
caliber, thus substituting 32 heavy turret guns in place of all of 
their 6-inch and S-inch guns. The result would have been 500 more 


5 pe a eae spats neaass 


heavy-gun hits, which, added to the 125 additional hits made b 
battle ships, make, in all, 625 heavy-gun hits in place of the 35 
by 6-inch and 8-inch guns. 

In other words, if the Japanese vessels had been designed in accord- 
ance with the principles of modern gun fire (had been all Began 
ships), their fleet would have developed a greater rapidity of hitting 
with heavy guns (875 hits) than it actually did develop with 12-inch, 
8-inch, and 6-inch guns (700 hits)—and this for the simple reason that 
at long ranges the hitting capacity of their heavy guns was 19.6 per 
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cent, while that of the small guns was only 2.1 per cent. 


Moreover, as 
a matter of fact, a fleet having but one caliber of heavy guns on each 
vessel would have been able to make still more hits in a given time 
because their fire-control officers would not have suffered from the 
“interference” (delay) caused by the more numerous discharges of the 
smaller guns. 

Thus we see that at modern battle ranges an all big-gun fleet will 


actually deliver a greater volume of hitting—a greater number of hits, 
twice the weight of metal hitting and twice the weight in bursting 
charges—than a fleet of mixed-battery ships of the same nominal power. 

As for the comparative moral effect of the explosion of 12-inch and 
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6-inch shells, it seems to me that when we compare the difference in 
weight of the bursting char; (that of the 12-inch is 38 pounds, while 
the 6-inch is only 4 pounds) and the difference in the strength of the 
walls of the shell, there can be no doubt that the moral effect of the 
former is very much greater than that of the latter. 


As reliable evidence of this effect, I may cite the testimony of Cap- 
tain Semenoff, as reported editorially in the Boston Herald of Sep- 
tember 3, 1906: 

“ He appears from his statements to have occupied the ition on 


the Baltic fleet of a trained observer haying no official duties to per- 
form, but simply to make notes, and from shortly after noon on the 
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27th of May until 7.40 m., when in consequence of wounds he was 
5 to be pont, 


compelled to abandon ; he had nothing to do but to watch and 
record the events of the battle * * * him from the 


as seen b; 
= bridge of the battle ship Suvaroff, Admiral Rodfestvensky's flag- 


i 

Pitter fire had been ned between the combatants Captain Semenoff 
was struck by the fact that the 4-foot shells (12-inch) of the Japanese 
invariably burst on ther, — water, but the moment they obtained 
the range that the effect of fire was terrific. A young lieutenant came 
up and asked him if this recalled his provoca xperience of August 10, 
at which time the Csarevitch was hit nineteen times by 3 shells 
in the course of several hours’ fighting. In order to keep up the cour- 
age of the inquirer, Captain Semenoff said, ‘ Yes,’ but his real opinion 
was that he d never seen or imagined such accuracy of fire, the 
shells coming one after another without interruption, and hitting so 

uently that he could not count the number of hits. (This was 
doubtless at 1.55 and at 2.30 p.m., when practically the whole of the 
Japanese fire of twelve shi was concentrated on the Suvaroff. 
Wm. S. S.) The force of their explosion was so great that it seemed 
to him that mines were exploding under the deck or against the ship's 
side. * At 3.20 p. m., about an hour and a half from the 
time the first gun was fired, Captain Semenoff was obliged to record 
his notebook that the battle was lost.” 

If they were 6-inch shells that made Captain Semenoff think that 
“mines were exploding,” it is probable that 12-inch shells would have 
impressed him as being earthquakes, and that he would accordingly 
have made special mention of the fact. 

If it be admitted, from a consideration of the necessities of modern 

ery, that it would “be unwise eyer to build a man-of-war of any 
12 7 whatever having more than one caliber of guns in her main bat- 
tery,” and if it be admitted that the heavier the shell the greater the 
percentage of hits and the greater its effect in disabling ships and de- 
moralizing their personnels, it is evident that these guns should be of 
the smallest caliber that will do the work required, because the smaller 
the caliber the more ammunition can be carried. As the object of 
building a battle ship is that she may meet her possible enemies on at 
least equal terms, it follows that the caliber of her guns must necessa- 
rily be governed by the thickness and character of the armor protec- 
tion of these enemies. If an 11-inch 50-caliber gun is large enough to 
answer the purpose, it should be scp 

This is, however, a matter of detail.. The essential principle of a 
ship's batt is, from the point of view of the modern gunnery officer, 
that all of her battle guns of the same caliber. 

But, it may be asked, if this is true now, has it not always been true? 
And how can we account for the fact that, until recently, practically 
all naval officers have favored ships with two or more calibers of main- 
battery guns? The explanation is afforded by a former erroneous be- 
lief, namely, that it was not considered advisable to increase the number 
of heavy guns on battle ships, because the greater caliber of the guns 
the less their hitting capacity, due to the weight to be handled in aim- 
ing, etc. While this may have been true to a cer extent during the 
time when most navies paid practically no intelligent attention to shoot- 
ing, it ceased to be true as soon as the present competitive system of 
training developed the real hitting capaci of these guns, thus re- 
versing this supposed law and showing that the true law was, as should 
have recognized, in perfect accord with the ballistic properties of 
the various calibers. 

Referring, now, to a pone e indicated, but not explained, I 
e to invite special attention to the tactical advantage that we shall 

n by haying battle ships of large displacement—an advantage which 
appears to me so great as entirely to outweigh all of the alle, ad- 
vantages of numbers, mentioned by a gnc ahan. This may t be 
illustrated by contrasting the tactical qualities of two fleets, one of 
large vessels and one of small. 

efore doing so, however, it may be well to state my understanding 
of the principal tactical qualities that are desirable in a fleet. These 
are: 

1. The compactness of the battle formation. 

2. The flexibility of the fleet as a unit—that is, its ability to change 
5 in the least possible time and space with safety to its 
units. è 

For example, suppose two fleets of eight vessels each, composed of 
ships that are alike in all respects, and suppose their personnel to be 

ually skillful, with the exception of the commander in chief, whose 
difference in ener; and ability is such that one fleet has been so 
drilled as to be able to maneuver with precision and safety while main- 
taining one-half the distance between its units that the other fleet 


requires. 

‘This is putting the extreme case, but it shows: 

1. That the short fleet, be about half the length of the other one, 
can complete certain important maneuvers (such as Admiral Togo per- 
formed at 1.55 p. m. and 2.55 p. m.) in about one-half the time and 
one-half the space required for s maneuvers of the long fleet. 

. That when ran alongside each other, as shown in fir 1, the 
defeat of the long fleet is inevitable, since the ra idity of h tting of 
the Individual units is assumed to be equal, and each of the four 
leading ships of the long fleet receives about twice as many hits as she 
can return, though the elghth ship of the short fleet would suffer a 

reponderance of gun fire from the fifth or sixth vessel of the long 
Ree the seventh and eighth being too far astern to do much damage, 
as would also be the case if the long fleet had several more vessels 
astern of these. 

It is because of the principle here illustrated that the constant effort 
of competent flag officers is to reduce the distance between the units of 
their fleets to the minimum that can be maintained with safety under 
battle conditions—that is, while steaming at full „ Without the aid 
of stadimeters, sextants, and other appliances that should be used only 
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tages to be fully realized twen 
have fleets of big ships while we still have those of our present type; 

In order clearly to illustrate the above, I will assume a fleet ten 
20-knot battle sh 2 of about 20,000 tons displacement, each having a 
main battery of five 12-inch, double-gun turrets, or a broadside fire of 
eight 12-inc disposed as in the Dreadnought type—that is, one 
turret for. two aft on the 
center line. 

Assume the cost of these ships to be $10,000,000 each, or $100,000,000 
for the fleet, and assume that the same sum of money will build a fleet 
of twenty battle ships (though the number would in reality be con- 
siderably less) of the smaller type. of, Bay 13,000 tons and 16 knots 
s „ each armed with two 12-inch, dou je-gun turrets, or a broad- 
side of four 12-inch guns, and as many of the smaller Gone. recom- 
mended by Captain Mahan, as can be mounted upon this displacement. 

It is further assumed that, as all of the gun crews of the fleet of large 
vessels are behind heavy armor, in the 12-inch turrets of new desi 
(heretofore described) neither the crews nor the guns can be materially 
injured by the intermediate guns of the fleet of small vessels; whereas 
on the contrary, the majority of the men composing the n crews o 
the small vessels (all but about ninety, for the two 12-inch turrets and 
their ammunition supply) are behind the armor of the 8 
guns — necessarily light on account of its at extent —and thut these 

ns and their crews must be disabled or destroyed early in an action. 
t is, therefore, evidently well within the truth to assume that the 
gun of each large vessel will be more than twice as effective as that 
of each small one. 

If the length of a large ship is 500 feet, and a small one 400 feet, 
and the interval between centers is, respectively, 450 and 400 yards, 
it follows that, when in column of vessels, the long fleet (small vessels) 
is 3.9 miles long, while the short fleet (large vessels) is 2.1 miles. That 
is to say, the long fleet (L) has a broadside fire of less than twenty-one 
big s for each mile of length, while the short fleet 153 has thirty- 
eight guns per mile—a concentration of gun fire that is inherent in the 
design of large vessels, and which no conceivable tactical skill on 
the part of the small ones could offset. 

The tactical advantage of this concentration of gun fire may be shown 
graphically by the following diagrams of fleets & and L. 

rom fig. 2, which shows S in a position of disadvantage, the rear 
vessels outflanked, it is apparent that the first nine vessels of the L 
fieet can be destroyed by the first nine of the S fleet, since the latter 
have more than twice the pan 2 of the former, while No. 10 8 
can sustain the fire of both 10 and 11 L, but not that of 12, 13, and 14 L 
also. Assuming, however, that the fourteenth vessel of the L fleet is the 
last one whose fire would be effective against 10 S, the rear vessels of 
the § fleet can (by reason of having more than twice the individual 
gun fire of their individtal opponents) procs themselves by, dividin: 
the fire of 10 § between 13 and 14 L; 9 S between 11 and 12 L; 8 
between 9 and 10 L, and 7 S between 7 and 8 L, thus leaving the first 
vessels of L to be destroyed 2 twice their gun power from the first 
six vessels of S, an advantage that is 88 only with big ships, and 
this advantage is of great importance, ause when the 5 fleet Is taken 
at a disadvantage it enables each of its vessels to hold her own against 
at least two of the enemy, 

Observe that, even when the L fleet is in the advantageous 8 
shown in fig. 2, no increase in the number of vessels in the L fleet can 
possibly prevent the successive destruction of the leading vessels, since 
all vessels behind No. 14 are practically out of the action. 

Observe, also, that if for any cause the L fleet should be restricted 
in its maneuvers, the S fleet, instead of exposing its rear vessels to con- 
centrated fire, as in fig. 2, would take advantage of its superior 
speed and assume the position shown in fig. 3, thus concentrating 
upon the leading vessels of the L fleet its entire gun fire at a greatly 
less average range than would be possible if the positions of the fleets 
were reversed—that is to say, the concentration of the 8 fleet upon 
the acter vessels of the L fleet (fig. 3) is very much more intense 
than would be the concentration of L upon the 1 vessels of S. 

It would therefore appear that from a tactical point of view alone 
the advantages of large vessels are such that they afford greatly in- 
creased offensive power when in a position of advantage and greatly in- 
creased defensive power when temporarily in a position of disadvantage. 

It should also noted that through an accident to the motive 

wer of a large vessel the fleet speed of S were reduced to that of 
fhe L fleet, the § fleet would still a superior tactical unit, because 
it is more compact (is shorter and has less units), and can therefore 
maneuver with greater ease and frequently in much less time—an ad- 
yantage that is in some cases analogous to superior speed. 

For example, the time necessary to communicate a signal to the 
twenty vessels of the L fleet, and be sure, it is understood, and for this 
fleet to complete a change of course in column, so as to make a simul- 
taneous movement, would be at least twice as long as that required for 
the ten vessels of the & fleet. 

It follows, of course, from the above that as soon as we build any 
fast vessels of the large displacement above indicated and put them in 
the line of battle with 16-knot ships, we strengthen the fleet much more 
than if we added as many 16-knot ships as could be built for the cost 
of the big ships; for though we can not at once utilize the superior 
speed of the big ships, we have nevertheless increased the compactness 
of our fleet, diminished the number of units, and therefore, for the rea- 
sons given above, have rendered it a superior tactical unit, which means 
that with equal skill it would outmaneuver a fleet of the sume cost 
composed of small vessels throughout. 

It should be noted, also, that if we place two only of these large 
ships at the head of a column of small vessels, each having one-half of 
the broadside fire of the former, we not only render the fleet more flexi- 
ble by shortening it by more than 2,000 feet, but we strengthen our 
fleet at the weakest point by concentrating within a distance of 1,800 
feet a broadside fire equivalent to that of four vessels occupying a space 
of 4,000 feet. The above advantages are evidently so great that the 
alleged value of homogeneity of units is not worth considering. 

Concerning the alleged strategic yalue of numbers and assuming that 
Captain Mahan’s statement that “a nation with wide naval Sy oor 
bilities must have numbers in proportion“ means that we would better 

nd our available appropriations in building small vessels rather 
than large ones, in order to facilitate them over the world, 
I beg to say that, in my poino, the above analysis shows very con- 
clusively that a fleet of the large vessels is greatly superior in fightin 
value to a fleet of the small ones, no matter into how many equal squad- 
rons (of, say, four or more vessels) we subdivide them. 

For example, for two hundred and eighty millions we could bullā 
twenty-eight of the Dreadnought class or forty Connecticuts, or four 


ty-five years hence when our enemies 


„ one on each beam, well forward, an 
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squadrons of seven and ten vi 
would be 1.4 miles lo per 
mile, and the latter 21 miles long, with a broadside fire of twenty 12- 


essels, respectively. The former squadron 
, with a broadside fire at forty 12-inch pute 


inch and twenty S-inch (neglecting the smaller guns as not effective 
against any of the armor of the Dreadnought class). 

The aboye assumes that a nation with even the widest naval respon- 
sibilities would ever deem it advisable to d rse their naval units 
5 the world, even in time of peace, thus diminish individ- 
ual efficiency, unity of purpose and action, and the indispensable ability 
to maneuver large fleets at battle speed. (Rodjestvensky’s fleet had 
peen 51 but once as a fleet before the battle of the sea of 

apan. 

had always 9 that the subdivision in time of peace of a 
nation's fighting units into numerous independent squadrons was due 
more to personal reasons than to a consideration of the principles of 
naval training and strategy, which latter seems to be more correctly 
illustrated by the rapid concentration that takes place when war is 
imminent. understand that where the command of the sea is in- 
volved a nation is not deterred from going to war by the state of dis- 
18 of a rival nation’s battle ships, but by the knowledge that he 
as a certain number, that they possess certain material fighting quali- 
ties, and that they have been continuously trained to a high degree of 
individual and fleet efficiency by concentration in one or ‘more large 
eets. - 

It is for the above reasons, I believe, that the Naval War College has 
for a number of years consistently advocated all-big-gun, one-caliber 
ships and the concentration in time of peace of all our heavy fighting 
ships under one command in the Atlantic, thence to be dispersed in 
squadrons of the required size to meet the requirements of the situa- 
tion, after rather than before we know who our enemy is to be. 
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If it be claimed that it would be better to ređuce the speed of the 

e vessel to 1@ knots and put the weight saved into guns, it may be 
replied that heavy turret guns can not be mounted to advantage (so as 
to increase the hitting Pong! of the yessel) without very considerably 
Inereas! the size of the ship, because the number of heavy turrets 
that can placed to advantage is 1 largely by the length of the 
act AB eee increases slowly wi the displacement. This int is 
fully discussed in a recent article in a German publication. do not 
remember the displacements used by the author to illustrate the princi- 
ple. but supposing the ones quoted below to be correct, he shows t it 
t requires a displacement of 20,000 tons to obtain a broadside fire of, 
say, eight 12-inch turret guns, you could not advantageously mount any 
additional turrets on 21, or 22,000 tons, but would have to go to 
25,000 or 26,000 tons to obtain the n space. And, conversely, 
if you des a 20,000-ton battle for 16 instead of 20 knots, P 
can not utilize the weight saved to increase the gun power by ad ing 
12-inch turrets, as you could by adding a number of intermediate guns. 

It is now hardly necessary to state that are . turrets 
(by which the number of guns could be doubled, the weights per- 
mitted) does not materially increase the hitting capacity of the ship as 
a whole, because of the “interference” caused by haying four guns in 
one two-story turret, while it decreases her defensive power by adding 
to the vertical height of her vital targets. 

Captain Mahan characterizes the sudden inclination in all navies to 
increase the size of the new battle ships (from about 15,000 to about 
20,000 tons) as a “willful premature antiquating of gcod vessels 
+ » * a growing and wanton evil.” If these words are intended in 
their true meaning, the statement is to me incomprehensible. I can 
understand an individual being willful and wanton, but I can not believe 
that the navai officers of the world could, without gocd cause, be sud- 
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denly and uniformly inspired in this manner. On the contrary, it seems 
to me that the mere fact of there being a common demand for such large 
vessels is conclusive evidence that there must be a common cause that 
is believed to justify the and. 

This common cause is undoubtedly a common belief that the same 

amount of money expended for large war vessels will add more to a 
nation’s naval power the fame amount expended for smaller ves- 
sels; for it can not reasonably be assumed that the tax-ridden nations 
of Europe expend their great naval budgets willfully and wantonly. 
Undoubtedly each nation earnestly strives so to expend these sums as to 
derive the greatest increase of naval power. The same is true in refer- 
ence to their armies. As the mechanical arts improve, each nation 
endeavors to improve its war material. When a nation adopts new 
rifles it is not a willful premature antiquating of several million excel- 
lent ones; it is a case of force majeure—it must adopt them or er a 
relative loss of military efficiency ; and it must make no mistake as to 
the relative efficiency of its weapons. In 1870 the French suffered a 
humiliating defeat as a direct result of the colossal conceit which ren- 
dered them incapable of accepting conclusive evidence that the German 
field artillery was greatly superior to theirs. 

The same law—that of necessi ‘overns the evolution of battle 
ships. As might have been Gy ee: , this evolution has, as a rule, been 
gradual as regards increased displacement, The exception is the recent 
sudden increase (4,000 to 5,000 tons) in displacement. This exception, 
therefore, s explanation. As partially indicated heretofore, it was 
due to a complete ae of opinion as to the hitting ca; 3 of guns 
of various calibers. This is now well understood by all officers who 
have recently been intimately associated with the new methods of - 

nery training. These me have demonstrated this point in 2 4 a 
manner as to leave no doubt in our minds as to the correctness of our 
conclusions. ‘The rapidity of hitting of the heaviest gens has been in- 
creased several thousand per cent, and that of smaller guns about in 


cidentally, it should never be forgotten that the credit for the In- 


proportion to their caliber. 
(in 


1 of the epoch-making principles of the new methods of training 
belongs exclusively to Capt. (now Rear Admiral) Percy Scott, director 
of target practice of the British navy, who has, I believe, done more in 
this respect to improve naval marksmanship than all of the naval officers 
who have given their attention to this matter since the first introduc- 
tion of rifled cannon on men-of-war. Nor should we forget that this 
degree of improvement was rendered pna by the introduction of tele- 
scope sights, the successful application of which to naval was 
made by Commander B. A. Fiske, United States Navy, as early as 1892. 
As soon as the above facts punea general acceptance in Grea 
Britain and the United States, the evolution of the all-big-gun, one 
caliber battle ship became a foregone conclusion; and the reason for 
the great increase in displacement, as I understand it, is simply that you 
can not build an efficient ship of this class on less than about 20,000 
tons, because you can not mount more two 12-inch turrets to 
advantage upon a battle ship of much less displacement, because the 
ag. ee ie tena vine het 8 uld in this respect 16,000 
e are o o the we co r n 

to because Congress fixed that as the maximum “ trial” displace- 
is not satisfactory 

-tonner has the same 


except in the news- 
ide fire as the 


line, w 
capable of us 
which reasona 


ship is that of a scout, her forward turret being mounted u a high 
forecastile about 35 feet above the water, and the remaining four turrets 
about 28 feet. All this not to mention the fact that the arpa r t is 

in 


a better 8 has better 3 and has a superior 
f knots. nought’s trial speed was about 21.5 
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tional agreement that no nation would adopt for its armies a rifle 
superlor to that now used. Similarly it would be desirable if the dis- 
lacement of men-of-war could be limited, say, to 20,000 tons. But 
n the absence of such an agreement we must keep pace with the in- 
creased efficiency in battle ships as well as in small arms; otherwise we 
can not reasonably expect to win battles. We have, indeed, no choice 
in the matter if we are to remain a world power. 

However, from the point of view of nayal efficiency, we need have 
nothing to fear from even a still further increase in the size of our 
battle ships. For example, referring to the supposed fleet of ten 20- 
knot ships—the short (SJ fleet—above described, there can be no doubt 
that the same sum (one hundred millions) expended for a less number 
of still larger ships would produce a superior fighting fleet. For the 
same sum we could doubtless build eight ships each having a broadside 
fire of ten 12-inch guns, instead of eight, and 1 knot more speed. 
Such a fleet would be 1.7 miles Jong instead of 2.1 miles, with a con- 
centration of 48 heavy guns per mile to oppose to the 21 per mile of 
the long (L) fleet (3.9 miles) of small vessels—not to mention the in- 
creased superiority of its maneuvering qualities, and the superiority of 
its protection against both n fire and torpedoes. One of the great 
beta we of a large vessel is that the under-water hull can be so 
designed that the ship can not be materially damaged by one torpedo. 

From the facts and arguments herein presented, as I understand them, 
I derive the following main conclusions, founded upon what I believe 
to be the fundamental elemental principles of gun fire and tactics: 

1. That, in consideration of the fact that the ultimate object of a 
fleet is that in the event of war we may be able to overcome our possi- 
ble enemies upon the sea, we should so design our battle shine that they 
will at least equal those of our possible enemies in all of thelr fighting 
qualities—s; „Sun power, height of gun positions, protection, ete. 

2. That, subject to the above requirements, it is always desirable to 
increase the speed a certain reasonable amount. 

(Incidentally it may be remarked that this indicates the advisability 
of developing maximum speed and minimum coal consumption, by plac- 
ing all similar vessels In continuous competition in steaming, in much 
the same manner that we now utilize the competitive principle to de- 
velop their maximum gun power.) 

8. That it is always desirable to substitute heavy turret guns, such 
as 12-inch, for the equivalent weight of the usual intermediate guns, 
G-inch, etc. In other words, that the all-big-gun, one-caliber ship affords 
the greatest possible capacity of effective hitting. . 

4. That, in order to simplify fire control and attain its maximum 
efficiency, all of the main-battery guns of ships of whatever type should 
be of the same caliber. 

5. That, for similar reasons, all of the torpedo-defense guns should 
be of the same caliber. 

6. That very important tactical advantages are obtained by the con- 
centration of many heavy guns on each large vessel of high speed, and 
by the consequent intense concentration of fleet gun fire, due to the 
compactness of the fleet. 

7. That the tactical advantages of size, speed, and diminished num- 
bers are of much greater importance than any advantages to be ob- 
tained from the increased number of smaller and slower vessels that 
can be built at the same total cost. 

In conclusion, I beg to submit the following considerations that do 
not bear directly upon the relation of speed, displacement, and gun 
power to effective gun fire and tactics: 

Captain Mahan assumes that the importance now given to long-range 
fire with heavy guns implies an indisposition to close, which he assumes 
would be to the disadvantage of the all-big-gun ships (as opposed to 
those having numerous intermediate guns), and that history teaches 
us that this alleged moral attitude is a dangerous one; that the 
fleet which has thus placed its dependence on long-range fire has with 
it assumed moral tone and temperament associated with the indisposi- 
tion to close” * + and “that the navy which, for any reason, 
habitually seeks to keep its enemy at a distance, in order to secure a 
preliminary advantage, usually fails to achieve more than a defensive 
success for the occasion, and in the long run finds itself brought to 
battle at an unexpected moment, under conditions unfavorable to it, 
both materially and morally.” 

Doubtless the above is true in all cases where individual ships are 
materially equal in force and in protection, and_ particularly where 
the inefficiency of the artillery practically precludes effective hitting 
(that is, a large enough percentage of hits to be decisive) at any but 
short ranges. However, the conditions of gun fire have changed fun- 
damentally with the introduction of high-power guns and particularly 
with our recently acquired knowledge of these guns and their proper use. 

Nelson's ships could not do effective hitting at a distance of about 1 
mile, and the shooting of his enemies at the same range was equally 
as od, or bad. There was Visor | no possibility of effective 
marksmanship at long range, because of the rudimentary design of 
guns, sights, ete. Protection was practically equal, there being no 
armor. di f was dependent upon short range, and superiority of 

n fire depended almost wholly upon superior rapidity of fire. Col- 
ingwood said to his men: “If you can get off two broadsides in the 
first five minutes, you will win.” (I quote from memory, and may 
have the figures wrong, but the above is the gist of his remark.) 

In order to contrast this with modern methods of gun fire, I will 
take the actual case of two actual similar ships, A and B. At a 
recent battle practice, while firing under way at a target 90 by 30 feet, 
distant not less than 6,000 yards, A made about 40 per cent of hits, 
and B made zero. At the previous test, on a short range, marked by 
buoys, A made about as good a score as B, thus showing about equal 
skill in aiming and rapidity of fire on the part of their gun pointers 
(Whose sole duty is to aim while their officers control the fire). 
Therefore, if these two ships (or a fleet of A’s and a fleet of B's) had 
met in battle, and A, having sufficient speed (and no moral indisposi- 
tion to close), had at once steamed in to short range, he would have 
received practically as many hits as his enemy; and if his vir gp 2a of 
fire had n somewhat less than B's, even for a short period of time 
(due, say, to an otherwise 5 accident to his communication 
system), he would have been defeated; whereas, had he taken adyan- 
tage of the superior skill of his fire-control officers, and remained at 
long range (as Admiral Togo did), he would not only haye won the 
battle, but would have done so without material damage to his ships or 

rsonnel (as in the case of the Japanese) and without danger of 
defeat through a temporary disability. 

If a commander in chief knows that his ships are inferior in fire- 
control, he will of course seek to diminish this inferiority by fighting 
at short range (as was unsuccessfully attempted by the Russians) ; but 
the commander in chief of a fleet that is skillful in fire control, and 
who has an indiscriminating disposition to close, appears to me to be 
out of place as a commander of modern vessels. 

Concerning the ships in questlon—large, all-big-gun, one-caliber 


ships—I believe it has already been clearly shown that, besides being 
necessarily superior at long ranges to ordinary battle ships (having 
intermediate guns), they are also superior to them at all ranges, because 
of the superior protection of the big guns and their gun crews—not to 
mention the superior hull protection. 

In addition to the superior individual and tactical advantages of 
large vessels, they also possess the following economical advantages: 

1. A fleet of ten 20,000-ton ships, each having a broadside fire of eight 
12-inch guns (or 80 in all), would cost about one hundred millions. 

2. A fleet of 20 smaller vessels, each having a broadside fire of four 
12-inch guns (or 80 in all) and the usual intermediate guns, would 
cost about one hundred and twen or one hundred and thirty 
millions, though I previously assum the cost of these fleets to be 
equal, in order to accentuate the tactical value of large ships. 

3. It requires less men to man the main-battery guns of an all-big- 
gun ship than of a mixed-battery ship. For example, it requires less 
men to serve the ten 12-inch guns of the Dreadnought than the four 
12-inch and sixteen 6-inch guns of the Jfissouri. 

4. It will require no more men for the Dreadnoughts crew than it 
would for the Missouri’s, if she had a full complement of men (as 
measured by European standards), which neither she nor any of our 
battle ships have. 

5. The n of officers of the Dreadnought is not as great as 
should be that of the Missouri or Louisiana, because the former requires 
but one fire-control party, while the latter Rupa require, respectively, 
two and three parties, as well as more officers to command the guns. 

6. Therefore, sesuming 800 men and 20 combatant officers in each 
ship, it will require 8,000 men and 200 officers for ten all-big-gun ships, 

about 16,000 men and 400 officers for the fleet of small vessels 
having the same broadside fire. 

(Incidentally it may be remarked that if the money we have ex- 
ended for the ships recently commissioned and now being completed 
ad been put into 20,000-ton all-big-gun ships we would not now be em- 

barrassed for either men or officers to man them, and would have a 
N fleet.) 

7. It will cost nearly twice as much to dock the twenty small vessels 
as the ten large ones, and the latter fleet can be docked in one-half 
the time, which is a great advantage in time of war. 

(Captain Mahan notes that the absence of a big ship for docking, 
coaling, repairing etc., reduces the strength of its fleet more than the 
absence of a small one, but he neglects to note that with twice as man 
ships In a fleet there will be twice as many absentees in a given time. 

. From the above it is clear that the cost of maintaining a fleet of 

small vessels having the same broadside fire as a fleet of large vessels 
(of double the individual broadside fire) will be nearly twice as much 
as that of a fleet of large vessels of about the same total gun power. 

9. I understand that the cost of maintaining a battle ship is over 
$1,000,000 per year. Therefore the yearly maintenance of the fleet 
of ten Jarge vessels would cost about $10,000,000 less than that of the 
twenty smaller ones. i 

10. The final conclusion is that for the sum that it would cost to 
maintain twenty small battle ships we could maintain a fleet of ten 
large ones that would be greatly superior in tactical qualities, effective 
hitting capacity, speed, protection, and inherent ability to concentrate 
its gon fire, and have a sufficient sum left over to build one 20,000-ton 
battle ship each year, not to mention needing fewer officers and men to 
handle the more efficient fleet. 

By the above examination I have attempted to show that Captain 
Mahan's conclusions are probably in error, only because they are, in 
my opinion, founded largely upon mistaken facts (as to the battle of 
the Sea of Japan), mistaken principles of gun fire, and upon an ap- 
parent failure to consider the inherent and very important tactical 
qualities of large vessels. In my analysis I have considered only those 
alleged errors by which I believe that Captain Mahan was mainly in- 
fluenced, omitting, for the sake of brevity, a number of minor ones that 
bear upon but are not essential to his conclusions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6624) granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. 
Kite; and 

A bill (S. 6623) granting a pension to Samuel H. Mitchell. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 4404) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
B. Boyle; and 

A bill (S. 6948) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 
Nash. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7096) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCullough ; 

A bill (S. 1879) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
F. Harmon; and 

A bill (S. 7402) granting an increase of pension to F. H. De 
Castro. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7353) granting an increase of pension to Augusta T, 
Hichholtz; and 

A bill (S. 7623) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 

r. 8 
N from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7358) granting an increase of pension to David 
Turner ; 
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fe EE. Oo? granting a pension to Mary Louise McLean; 


3 (S. 4509) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5886) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna E. Hood, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7640) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
H. S. Cook; and 

A bill (S. 7062) granting a pension to John Monroe. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 3896) granting a pension to Mary McGill; and 

A bill (S. 6436) an increase of pension to George 
W. Kelsey. 
` Mr. GEARIN, from the same committee, to whom were rè- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

Eps A bill (8. 7556) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
nton ; 

A bill’ (S. 7558) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Morgan; 
aie pill (S. 2693) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
ise; 
A bill (S. 6633) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Wright; and 
A bill (S. 6637) granting an increase of pension to James J. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6933) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Middaugh; and 
oi bill (S. 7067) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 

0. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3461) granting a pension to Helen L. Woodward; 
and 

A bill (S. 7339) granting a pension to Julia C. R. Baird. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 7543) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert B. McCumber, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7066) granting an increase of pension 
to Timothy Drew, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3583) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
O'Donnell Wood; 

A bill (S. 3319) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Croft; and 

A bill (S. 4818) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5190) granting an increase of pension 
to Abby L. Brown, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with 

ts, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2565) granting a pension to William P. Parrill; 


Ae aa (S. 6278) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
um 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5580) granting a pension to Julia Vroom; and 

A bill (S. 7554) granting an increase of pension to Amelia R. 
Randolph. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3882) granting an increase of pension to 
Delphine Darling, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 


Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2652) for the extension of 
Vermont avenue from Florida avenue to Howard University, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6273) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Wells 

A bin (S. 7361) granting an increase of pension to George 
Downing; 

A bill (S. 6706) granting an increase of pension to James T. 
Stewart; and 

A bill (8. 6875) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel T. 
Williams. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7293) granting an increase of pension to John 
White; and 

A bill (S. 7617) granting an increase of pension to Victor H. 
Coffman. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6876) granting an increase of pension 
to Jesse L. Pritchard, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7513) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
M. Cowgill; and 

A bill (S. 2259) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Duby. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 549) granting a pension to Louis T. Frech; 

A bill (S. 7445) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
Freese; and 

A bill (S. 7566) granting an increase of pension to John 
Anslow. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the bill (S. 7505) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Bogue, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5697) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
McLain ; 

A pill’ (S. 7486) granting an increase of pension to Byron A. 
cel liams; 

a A wa is. 7489) granting an increase ef pension to Albert 0. 
agher ; 

A bill (S. 7488) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Putnam; 

A bill (S. 6964) granting an increase of pension to Silas N. 
Palmer; 

A bill (S. 6820) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Bullard; and 
Slegtriod. (S. 6957) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7484) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
E. Coover ; 

A bill (S. 6827) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
J. Sweeting ; 

5 bill (S. 2994) granting an increase of pension to David 
arvey 

A bat (S. 7243) granting an increase of pension to Justus B. 
Coomer; and 

A bill” (S. 7101) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Matimore. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1397) granting an increase of pension to Anna L. 
Walker; 

A bill (S. 7177) granting an increase of pension to M. L. Le 
Suer; and 


A bill (S. 6943) granting an increase of pension to L. A. 
Grant. — 


1064 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 14, 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7337) granting a pension to Henry W. Blair; 

8 A bill (S. 7335) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Burt; 

A bill (S. 6143) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Northrop; 

A bill (S. 2104) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Feyler ; i 

A bill (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension to Asaph H, 
Witham; and 

A bill (S. 6793) granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Peter Wallerson. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally with amendments, and submitted reports 
thereon : 

A bill (S. 6732) granting a pension to John Trefry ; and 

A bill (S. 6139) granting an increase of pension to Eliza A. 
Brusie. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

: A bill (S. 6584) granting an increase of pension to John 
Teath ; 

A bill (S. 6582) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Rowell; 

A bill (S. 6830) granting an increase of pension to Daniel L, 
Seavey ; 
= A bill (S. 7398) granting an increase of pension to Page G. 

‘otter ; 

A bill (S. 6914) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 

B: 


Gray * 

A bill (S. 6671) granting an increase of pension to Horace P. 
Marshall; and 

A bill (S. 7744) granting a pension to Josephine Brackett. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7740) granting an increase of pension to Dwight 
Simpson; 

A bill (S. 4756) granting an increase of pension to John 
Kirch; 

A bill (S. 6431) granting an increase of pension to R. Smith 
Coats; and 

A bill (S. 6769) granting an increase of pension to James T. 
McReynolds. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7119) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Boxmeyer; and 

A bill (S. 1511) granting an increase of pension to Marvin F. 
Barton. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom had been referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. CLarr December 6, 1906, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized to em- 


ploy an additional clerk until March 4, 1907, who shall be paid at the 
rate of $120 per month out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom had been referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. PLarr December 5, 1906, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred in the conduct of the inquiry 
Into the causes of delay in completing the work of the first session of 
the Fifty-ninth Congress, under the provisions of Senate resolution No, 
175, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon proper vouchers approved by the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom had been referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Scorr December 18, 1906, re- 


arr; 
A bill (S. 4681) granting an increase of pension to William S. 


ported favorably thereon, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to, as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds be, 
and it is hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the 


contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until 
otherwise provided for. 


EDWARD P. STRICKLAND. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask leave to call up from the Calendar 
for indefinite postponement the bill (S. 6836) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward P. Strickland. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
calls up the bill indicated by him. Without objection, the Chair 
will lay the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On account of the death of the claimant, 
I move the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 7777) for the 
relief of Laura Secondine and others; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. = 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7778) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

5 A bill (S. 7779) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
ratt; 

A bill (S. 7780) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Burton; 

A bill (S. 7781) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Hope; and 
0 A bill (S. 7782) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 

euter. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BURNHAM) introduced the follow- 
ing bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7783) granting an increase of pension to Edwin C. 
Barnard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7784) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
L. Felch (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7785) granting an increase of pension to Carlo J. 
Emerson (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 7786) granting an increase of pension to Channing 
M. Snow. : 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 7787) for the relief of 
Joseph R. Howell; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7788) granting a pension to Benjamin Brown; 

A bill (S. 7789) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Bernhard; and 

A bill (S. 7790) granting a pension to Minnie A. Wells. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 7791) to establish a fish-cul- 
tural station in the State of New Jersey; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 7792) granting au increase 
of pension to Maria W. Howe; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 7793) to fix the time of 
holding the circuit and district courts of the United States in 
and for the northern district of Iowa; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 7794) granting a pension 
to Maggie E. Russell; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 7795) for the extension of 
Albemarle street NW., District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7796) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Rectortown, 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 

apers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7797) for the relief of the Baptist Church of Beau- 
fort, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 7798) for the relief of the deacons of the First 
Presbyterian Church, of Newbern, N. C. 
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Mr: RAYNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7799) for 
the relief of the estate of Artemus Newlin, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7800) to authorize 
the Norfolk and Western Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Potomac River at or near Shepherdstown, 
W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7801) for the relief 
of Thomas W. Bell and certain other naval officers and their 
legal representatives; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 7802) for the relief of 
Telesfor D. Quigles, administrator for the estate of Manette 
Marsons; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 7803) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Long; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7804) granting an increase of pension to Cavin 
Chamberlin ; 

A bill (S. 7805) granting an increase of pension to F. G. 
Ackerman ; 

A bill (S. 7806) granting a pension to Abraham A. Croy (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7807) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Warfield; and 

A bill (S. 7808) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Bomberger. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7809) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Wright; and 

A bill (S. 7810) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


Ross. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 7811) to provide for 
the extension of New Hampshire avenue, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 7812) to amend section 591 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relative to the 
assignment of district judges to perform the duties of a dis- 
abled judge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 7813) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Tendoy, chief of the Bannock, Shoshone, 
and Sheepeater tribe of Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7814) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James H. Shannon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7815) granting an increase of 
pension to John F. Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7816) granting an increase 
of pension to George Brookins; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 7817) for the relief of 
the trustees of Columbia College, of Columbia, S. C.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7818) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Bird; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment providing that the 
lands heretofore withdrawn under the provisions of the act ap- 
proved June 21, 1906, authorizing a drainage survey of the lands 
ceded by the Chippewa Indians, shall be subject to entry, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,-and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to set apart certain land on the White Earth 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, for an Indian 
town site, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 


propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana (by request) submitted an amend- 
ment proposing to confirm the grants to and title of the Raven 
Mining Company in and to sixty-three claims on the Uintah 
Indian Reseryation, Utah, intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask that 500 additional copies be printed of 
Senate Document 189. The supply has been exhausted. It is a 
document relating to agricultural colleges, and it is short, com- 
prising seven pages. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that 500 additional copies of Senate Document 189 be printed. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The order was subsequently reduced to writing, as follows: 

Ordered, That 500 additional copies of Senate Document No. 189, 


Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, Colle for the Benefit of Agri- 
culture and the Mechanic Arts, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


INVESTIGATION OF BLACK SANDS OF PACIFIC SLOPE. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary cf the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to furnish to the Senate a report on the progress of the in- 
vestigation of the electric smelting of iron ores (included in the inves- 
tigation of the black sands of the Pacific slope), and an expression of 
ae opinion as to whether or not this investigation should be con- 
tinued. 

SHORTAGE OF CARS. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and it is 
hereby, directed to send to the Senate, at the earliest practicable time, 
a transcript of the testimony taken by the Commission recently at 
Kansas City and St. Louls, respecting the shortage of cars for the 
movement of freight, particularly live stock. 


MRS. EMILY MILLER, 


Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 3423) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Miller, 
with all the accompanying papers be, and the same is hereby, referr 
to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the terms of the 
act of March 3, 1887, and generally known as the Tucker Act. 


GEORGE A. TUCKER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5041) 
granting an increase of pension to George A. Tucker; which was, 
in line 8, to strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty-four ” 
before the word“ dollars.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and ask a con- 
ference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and that 
the conferees be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. McCumser, Mr. Scott, and Mr. TALIAFERRO as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

WILLIAM H. KIMBALL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4908) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to William H. Kimball; which was, 
in line 8, to strike out “twenty” and insert “sixteen” before 
the word “ dollars.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. McCumser, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. TALIAFERRO as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

BETTIE MAY VOSE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6833) granting 
an increase of pension to Bettie May Vose; which was, in line 8, 
to strike out “ fifty” and insert “ thirty-five” before the word 
“ dollars.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. I make the same motion regarding this 
bill. i; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. McCumser, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. TALIAFERRO as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

MICHAEL V. HENNESSY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 822) granting a 
pension to Michael V. Hennessy; which was, in line 8, to strike 
out “twenty ” and insert “twelve” before the word “ dollars.” 


I make the same motion in reference to 
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Mr. McCUMBER. I make the same motion in reference to 
this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. McCusBer, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. Tatrarerro as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


PROJECTED INTERCONTINENTAL RAILWAY, 


Mr. CULLOM. Some time ago I asked that a certain docu- | 


ment be printed. It turns out that there were quite a number 
of mistakes in the printing, and I ask that it be reprinted and 
printed correctly. - 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That Senate Document No. 504, Fifty-ninth Congress, first 
session, “ Tea praa Intercontinental Railway through the Three Amer- 
icas,” be reprinted. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
3 from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 


To the Senate: 


In my message to the Senate treating of the dismissal, without 
honor, of certain named members of the three companies of the Twenty- 
fifth Infantr: „I gave the reports of the officers upon which the dis- 
missal was ed. These reports were made in accordance with the 
custom in such cases; for it would, cf course, be impossible to pre- 
serve discipline in the Army save by pursuing precisely the course that 
in this case was pursued. Inasmuch, however, as in the Senate ques- 
tion was raised as to the sufficiency of the evidence, I deemed it wise 
to send Major Blocksom and Assistant to the Attorney-General Purdy 
to Brownsville to make a thorough investigation on the ground in 
reference to the matter. I herewith transmit Secretary Taft's repor! 
and the testimony taken under oath of the various witnesses examine 
in the course of a investigation. I also submit various exhibits, in- 


cluding maps of owns and Fort Brown, phot phs of various 
buildi a letter from Ju Parks to his wife, er with a bando- 
leer, 3 22 shells, 7 ball cartridges, and 4 clips picked up in the 
streets of Brownsville within a few hours after the shooting; 3 steel. 


jacketed bullets and some scraps of the casings of other bullets picked 
out of the houses into which they had been fired. A telegram from 
United States Commissioner R. B. Creager, at Brownsyille, announces 
that 6 additional bullets—like the others, from Springfield rifles— 
taken from buildings in Brownsville, with supporting affidavits, have 
since been sent to the Secretary of War. 

It @ from the testimony that on the night of the 13th of An- 

t, „ several crimes were committed by some person or persons 
ka the city of Brownsville. Among these were the following: 

a) The murder of Frank „Natus. 

3} The assault with intent to kill the lieutenant of police, Domin- 
guez, whose horse was killed under and whose arm was shot so 
severely that it had to be amputated. 

0 The assault with intent to kill Mr. and Mrs Hale Odin, and 
their little boy, who were in the window of the Miller Hotel. 

(d) The shooting into several private residences“ in the city of 
Brownsville, three of them containing women and children. 

i) The shooting at and slightly wounding of Preciado. 

hese crimes were certainly committed by somebody. 

As to the motive for the commission of the crimes, it appears that 
trouble of a more or less serious kind had occurred een indi- 
viduai members of the companies and individual citizens of Browns- 
ville, culminating in complaints which resulted in the soldiers being 
confined within the limits of the garrison on the evening of the day in 

uestlon. 

2 The evidence, as will be seen, shows beyond any 8 of honest 
mestion that some individuals among the colo roops whom I have 
diam committed the outra mentioned; and that some or all 
of the other individuals whom 1 dismissed had knowledge of the deed 
and shielded from the law those who committed it. 

The only motive suggested as possibly influencing anyone else was a 
desire to get rid of the colored troops, so strong that it impelled the 
citizens of Brownsville to shoot up their own houses, to kill one of 
their own number, to assault their own police, wounding the lieutenant, 
who had been an officer for twenty years—all with the purpose of dis- 
crediting the erie troo) The suggestion is on its face so ludicrously 
impossible that it is difficult to treat it as honestly made. This theory 
supposes that the assailants succeeded in obtaining the uniform of the 
nezro soldiers; that before starting on their raid they got over the 
fence of the fort unchallenged, and without discove by the negro 
troops opened fire on the town from within the fort; that they 
blacked their faces so that at least fourteen eyewitnesses mistook them 
for negroes; that they disguised their voices so that at least six wit- 
nesses who heard them speak mistook their voices as being those of 
negroes. hey were not Mexicans, for they were heard by various 
witnesses to speak in English. The weapons they used were Spring- 
field rifles; for the ammunition which they used was that of the Spring- 
field rifle and no other, and could not have been used in any gun in 
Texas or any part of the Union or in Mexico, or in any other part of 
the world, save only in the Springfield now used by the United States 
troops, including the negro troops in the garrison at Brownsville, and 
by no other persons save these troops—a weapon which had only been in 
use by the United States troops for some four or five months prior 
to the shooting in question, and which is not in the possession of 
private citizens. 

The cartridge used will go into one other rifle used in the United 
States, when specially chambered—the Winchester of the 95 model 
but it will rarely if ever go off when in it; and, moreover, the bullets 
picked gut of the buildings show the markings’ of the four so-called 

lands,” which come from being fired through the a eg) but 
not through the Winchester, the latter showing six. The bullets 
which I herewith submit, which were found in the houses, could not 
therefore have been fired from a Winchester or any other sporting 
rifle, although the cartridges might have been put into a Winchester 
model of 95. The bullets might have been from a 
eartri would not have gone into a Krag. Taking the shells and 
the ets together, the proof is conclusive that the new Springfield 
rifle was the weapon used by the midnight assassins, and could not by 


have been any other rifle of any kind in the world. 


any possibili 
This of itself establishes the fact that the assailants were United 
States soldiers, and would be conclusive on this point if not one 
soldier had been seen or heard by any residents in Brownsville on 
the night in question and if nothing were known save the finding of the 


shells, clips, and bullets. 

Fourteen eyewitnesses, namely, Charles R. Chase, Amado Martt- - 
nez, Mrs. Kate Leahy, Palerno Preciado, Ygnacio Dominguez, Mace- 
donio Ramirez, 8 W. Rendall, Jose Martinez, J. P. McDonal 
F. H. A. Sanborn, Herbert Elkins, Hale Odin, Mrs. Hale Odin, an 
Judge Parks, testified that they saw the assailants or some of them 
at varying distances, and that ee: were * troops, most of the 
witnesses giving their testimony such 5 a that there is no 
possibility of their having been mistaken. wo other witnesses, 
Joseph Bodin Genero Padron, saw some of the assailants, and testi- 
fied that they were soldiers (the only soldiers in the neighborhood 
being the colored troops). Four other witnesses, namely, S. C. Moore, 
Doctor Thorn, Charles S. Canada, and Charles A. Hammond, testi- 
fied to hearing the shooting and hearing the voices of the men who 
were doing it, and that these were those of negroes, but did not 
actually see the men who were doing the shooting. About twenty-five 
other witnesses gave testimony corroborating to a greater or less 
degree the testimony of those who thus saw the shooters or heard 
them. The testimony of these eye and ear witnesses would estab- 
lish beyond all possibility of contradiction the fact that the shooting 
was committed by ten or fifteen or more of the negro troops from 
the garrison, and this testimony of theirs would be amply sufficient 
in itself if not a cartridge or bullet had been found; exactly as the 
bullets and cartridges that were found would have established the 
guilt of the troops even bag not a single eyewitness seen them or other 
witness heard them. 

The testimony of the witnesses and the position of the bullet holes 
show that fifteen or twenty of the negro troops gathered inside the 
fort, and that the first shots fired into the town were fired from within 
5 some of them at least from the upper galleries of the bar- 
racks. 

The testimony further shows that the troops then came out over 
the walls, some of them perhaps going through the gate, and advanced 
a distance of 300 yards or thereabouts into the town. During their 
advance they shot into two hotels and some nine or ten other houses. 
Three of the private houses into which they fired contained women and 
children. They deliberately killed Frank Natus, the bartender, shoot- 
ing him down from a distance of about 15 yards. They shot at a 
man and woman, Mr. and Mrs. Odin, and their little boy, as they stood 
in the window of the Miller Hotel, the bullet going less than 2 inches 
from the head of the woman. They shot down the lieutenant of police, 
who was on horseback, killing his horse and wounding him so that his 
arm had to be amputated. They attempted to kill two policemen 
who were his companions, shooting one through the hat. ey shot 
at least eight bullets into the Cowen house, pu gout a lighted lamp on 
the dining-room table. Mrs. Cowen and her five children were in the 
house ; S at once threw themselyes prone on the floor and were 
not hit. hey fired into the Starck house, the bullets going through 
the mosquito har of a bed from 18 to 20 inches above where little 
children were sleeping. There was a ht in the children’s room. 

The shooting took puce near midnight. The panic caused by the 
utterly unexpected attack was great. The darkness, of course, in- 
creased the confusion. There is conflict of testimony on some of the 
minor points, but every essential point is established beyond possibility 
of honest question. he careful examination of Mr. Purdy, Assistant 
to the Attorney-General, resulted merely in strengthening the re 
already made by the Regular Army authorities. The shooting, it ap- 
pears, occupied about ten minutes, although it may have been some min- 
utes more or less. It is out ef the question that the fifteen or twenty 
men engaged in the assault could have gathered behind the wall of 
the fort, begun firing, some of them on the porches of the barracks, 
gone out into the town, fired in the neighborhood ef 200 shots in the 

and then returned—the total time occupied from the time of 
the shot to the time of their return being somewhere in the — — 
borhood of ten minutes — without many of their comrades knowing 
what een 2 had done. Indeed, the fuller details as established by the 
additio evidence taken since I last communicated with the Senate 
make it likely that there were vay few, if any, of the soldiers dis- 
missed who could have been ignorant of what occurred. It is 3 
Impossible that any of the noncommissioned officers who were at the 
barracks should not have known what occurred. 

The additional evidence thus taken renders it in my opinion impos- 
sible to question the conclusions upon which my order was based. I 
have gone most carefully over every issue of law and fact that has 
been raised. I am now satisfied that the effect of my order dismissing 
these men without honor was not to bar them from all civil employ- 
ment under the Government, and therefore that the part of the order 
which consisted of a declaration to this effect was lacking in validity. 
and I have directed that such portion be revoked. As to the rest of 
the order, dismissing the individuals in question without honor, and 
declaring the effect of such discharge under the law and regulations to 
be a bar to their future reenlistment either in the Army or the Navy, 
there is no doubt of my constitutional and legal power. The order 
was within my discretion, under the Constitution and the laws, and 
can not be reviewed or reversed save another Executive order. ‘The 
facts did not merely warrant the action I took—they rendered such 
action imperative unless I was to prove false to my sworn 3 

If any one of the men disch hereafter shows to my satisfaction 
that he is clear of guilt, or of shielding the guilty, I 11 take what, 
action is warranted ; but the circumstances I have above detailed most 
certainly put upon any such man the burden of thus clearing himself. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tus WuHrts. HOUSE, January 14, 1907. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask that the message of the 
President, which has just been read, together with all of the 
exhibits, may be printed and lie upon the table, to be called up 
for consideration and discussion at a later date. 

Mr. LODGE rose. ? 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Massachusetts desires 
to interrupt me, I will yield. 2 

Mr. LODGE. No; not at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the message may be printed In 
the RECORD, though I suppose it will be, as it has been read. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message, having been read, will 
be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know how voluminous the papers sent 
in with the message may be, or whether the depositions which 
are referred to could properly be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would be better to print them as 
a Senate document. 

Mr. LODGE. If they are as yoluminous as they seem to be, 
I think that would be better; but the fact is I know of no place 
where any information is so thoroughly concealed as in a 
House or a Senate document. In the Recorp it usually becomes 
more or less accessible. But I see that the depositions are too 
voluminous to go into the RECORD. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Illinois will pardon me 
a minute to say just a word—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will not get started on an 
extended discussion, as I desire to have the Senate resume the 
consideration of the legislative, etc., appropriation bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not going to make a speech, but I want 
to make a few remarks, if I may be allowed to do so. 

What I want to say, Mr. President, is that this testimony, 
whatever it may be, whatever it may amount to—and from the 
President’s message we are bound to presume that it amounts to 
a great deal, as he says it is conclusive—but whatever it may 
be, whatever it may amount to, it does not remove the objec- 
tion that I have had to this proceeding from the beginning. 

What I have been trying to contend for—and I hope I shall 
be successful in that—is to secure a hearing for the men who 
are charged with these serious crimes. This testimony has 
been taken, as the other testimony was, ex parte, behind closed 
doors, as the newspapers state, without anybody representing 
the men most interested to cross-examine or to have a word to 
say about it. I do not complain of that; but I only call atten- 
tion to the fact that it has been taken in that way as a reason 
why I shall not desist, notwithstanding what the President 
says as to the character of it, from pressing the resolution that 
I have offered so as to have an investigation of the subject 
where everybody can be heard, and especially the men who are 
charged with the crimes of murder and perjury and conspiracy, 
to the end that if they can establish any fact in their favor 
they may have an opportunity to do so. 

I do not propose, even if I were familiar with this testimony, 
to discuss the case upon its merits at this time or at any time 
before there has been an investigation, if we shall order one; 
for I believe in discussing the case after it has been properly 
made and made in accordance with the spirit of American in- 
stitutions, after every man, no matter how humble he may be, 
has had an opportunity to be heard—to have a day in court, if 
you please. When that time comes I shall have more to say 
about this particular testimony as well as the other testimony 
that has so far been adduced, together with such testimony as 
the committee may take. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The President's message, with the 
accompanying exhibits and illustrations, will be printed and lie 
on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Kean, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate document 
room 500 extra copies of the message of the President relative to the 
Brownsville affair received this day. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILIA 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, in pursuance of the notice I 
gaye on Saturday last, I now move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
21574) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, there are two or three amend- 
ments that I desire to offer on behalf of the committee. On 
page 11, line 19, after the word “ Territories,” I move to insert 
“and the Resident Commissioner from Porto Rico.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 11, line 19, after the word “ Terri- 
tories,” it is proposed to insert “ and the Resident Commissioner 
from Porto Rico.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 17, at the end of line 10, I move to 
strike out the word “ page” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ stenographer and typewriter.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, line 10, after the word “ dollars,” 


> 


it is proposed to strike out “page” and insert “ stenographer 
and typewriter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 140, after line 24, I move to strike 
out down to and including line 2 on page 141. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 140, after line 24, it is proposed to 
strike out: 

For rent of suitable buildings for the storage of post-office supplies, 
and for the rural delivery service, $12,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I believe those are all the 
amendments the committee desire to haye made. When we 
adjourned on Saturday last the pending question was on the 
amendment reported by the committee to strike out sections 4 
and 5 of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed on page 164, after line 121, 
to strike out the following sections: 

Sec. 4. On and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives and Vice-President of the United 
States shall be at the rate of 3 annum each. 

Sec. 5. On and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the heads 


of Executive Departments who are m rs of the President’s Cabinet 
shall be at the rate of $12,060 per angum each. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, during the last session I 
introduced a bill providing for increased compensation to mem- 
bers of this body and to Representatives and Delegates in the 
other House. That bill went to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
where it now is, no report having been made on it. I intro- 
duced the bill, Mr. President, because I believed it was a just 
bill; because I believed the time had arrived when we, could 
properly ask for increased compensation, which, in my judg- 
ment, the people and press of the country are satisfied should 
be granted. ‘ 

When this bill came from the other House, containing provi- 
sions to increase the salaries of certain officials, it was thought 
by some of us that it would be a proper thing to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill covering the bill that I had previously intro- 
duced. I will say that that purpose was in contemplation, and 
the amendment would have been offered not by myself, but by 
another Senator. 

It has this morning come to my attention, Mr. President, that 
if it should be offered a point of order would be made against 
it; and as the point of order would undoubtedly lie—and I 
should haye no disposition to engage in a controversy over that 
matter or to ask for a reversal of the ruling of the Chair, which, 
I am sure, would be in favor of the point of order—I simply 
desire to say that, so far as I am concerned, and I think I ean 
speak for others as well, the amendment will not be offered; 
but some of us will look to legislation along other lines for the 
purpose of accomplishing what we think ought to be accom- 
plished in this regard. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I regret that the amendment to 
increase the salaries of Senators and Members of the House of 
Representatives will not come before the Senate. If the point 
of N were made against it, it would be undoubtedly sus- 
tained. 

I am aware of the fact that what I shall say now will be use- 
less so far as present legislation is concerned; but every Senator 
knows that the salary now paid is inadequate and that it works 
to the detriment of the Government. There are a number of 
Senators in this Chamber who are forced to engage in outside 
business, which interferes with the proper discharge of their 
duties to the Government and to the Senate. There are a num- 
ber of Senators here who lecture, and whose minds are thereby 
more or less diverted from the business of the Government. 
They can not live on the salary provided by law. I know from 
experience, being one of the Senators who are compelled to live 
on their salaries, that it forces that class of men to secure other 
employment. There are a number of Senators, of course, to 
whom the salary is a bagatelle; who pay all of their salary to 
their secretaries, it being only a small portion of their income. 
But it has come to a pass now that a man of small means must 
reflect quite seriously whether or not he will accept a position 
in this great body unless he has money outside of the salary he 
will receive. 

There are a number of very capable lawyers in the different 
States who, through their practice, are making from three or 
four to ten thousand dollars a year. They are practicing their 
profession in fields where there are not great commercial bodies 
to give them tremendous salaries. If they come here and ac- 
cept a position in this great body, they lose their practice. If 
they serve out their six years, on their return to their homes 
they find that young men have secured their business; and it is 
a serious proposition with them whether or not, if called upon 
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by the people to occupy a place in this honorable body, in justice 
to themselves and their families they can accept it. 

No one can deny that a Senator can not properly live here on 
a salary of $5,000 a year. He must keep two homes—one in his 
State and one here. He is called upon to pay his assessments 
in political campaigns. He can not avoid it. If he is qualified 
for a position in this body, he must expend more or less in a 
social way. He can not take a back room somewhere with his 
family and do justice to himself and to his constituency. 

I regret that at this time the Senate will not incorporate in 
this bill a provision to increase Congressional salaries, to take 
effect at a subsequent Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations to 
strike out sections 4 and 5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, has the amendment begin- 
ning on line 24, on page 32, and ending with line 10, on page 33, 
been acted upon? 7 

Mr. CULLOM. That has been acted upon, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment striking out the 
matter indicated by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
has been agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Wisconsin has any new 
light on the subject, we shall be glad to hear him when the bill 
is in conference. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President; I beg to be excused. I 
have never gone before a committee of conference to talk about 
matters of legislation—matters in difference between the two 
Houses. I suppose I can be heard on this amendment in the 
Senate: I do not care to spend more than a few minutes 
upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I will make a 
brief statement. à 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the first place, the amendment was alleged 
to have been agreed to by the Judiciary Committees of the Sen- 
ate and the House. We had the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary before the Committee on Appropriations, and the 
evidence was that the Judiciary Committee had never taken 
any action whatever on the subject. We thought, under the cir- 
cumstances, that that statement was entirely incorrect, accord- 
ing to the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and that we 
ought to strike out the provision and find out, if we could, by 
the time the matter comes before the conference committee, 
whether there is any ground fer the allegation or whether the 
provision ought to be left in the bill. It proposes to create some 
permanent bureaus to have charge of indexing the laws of the 
country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am opposed to the creation of 
unnecessary bureaus, and I am very strongly of the opinion that, 
without any detriment to the public interest, some bureaus 
which are now in existence and which cost a great deal of 
money could be dispensed with. I think it is true that this 
proposed index, so far as it has been completed, has not been 
passed upon by the Judiciary Committee of either House. I 
do not understand the statement in the House bill which as- 
serts that it has been. I know, so far as the Senate is con- 
cerned, it has not. Perhaps it is too broad, because it au- 
thorizes the preparation of “such other law indexes, digests, 
and compilations of law as may be required for Congress and 
other official use.” 

‘These people have been called upon by the Departments to 
make digests and to codify the laws of the States and to do 
some other work of that sort. They have done it, and they have 
done it well, but it is of a latitudinarlan character, and it is that 
character which seems to be practically given to this work that 
makes it seem to Senators the foundation of a bureau that is 
intended to stand. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I think, Mr. President, it was about the same 
view that the Senator takes that animated the Committee on 
Appropriations in dealing with this amendment. It clearly 
is too broad in its latitude, as the Senator has said, and pro- 
vides for a permanent bureau, which I do not believe is needed. 

The Committee on Appropriations did not have from any 
source information enough on the subject to formulate an 
amendment that would cover the case, and it did what has to 
be done in such cases—disagreed to the whole proposition, leay- 
ing it, as it of course will be left, to the committee of confer- 
ence to see whether the measure can be entirely struck out or 
can be whipped into shape, so that it will not then give rise to 
the objection suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin. If the 
Senator has any amendment which the committee did not have 


and which it could not devise that would cure it so that it will 
not need to go to conference, speaking for one of the committee, 
I will agree with him, but I am free to confess that, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, I did not have information enough to 
know how it should be framed to relieve it of thesé difficulties, 
so as to make it a suitable provision. So the only thing left 
was to throw it into conference. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I fully agree with 
the Committee on Appropriations in striking out this paragraph. 
I believe it should go into conference, and that the members of 
the conference committee on the part of the Senate should insist 
upon its remaining out of the bill, and for this reason: 

Last year a provision was inserted in one of the appropriation 
bills providing for the establishment of this corps of employees 
for the purpose of indexing the statutes of the United States, 
upon a plan thereafter to be determined. That plan has never 
been determined. Under the provisions of the act, notwith- 
standing the fact that there has been no determination of the 
plan, there has been in operation during the last year, since July 
1, a bureau consisting of several clerks, engaged in indexing the 
statutes of the United States. The provision in the present 
bill seems to indicate a disposition not only to continue the ex- 
penditure of the money without authority of law, but to make 
permanent that expenditure. I therefore hope that the members 
of the committee of conference on the part of the Senate, when 
the 2 goes into conference, will insist upon their amend- 
men 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the con- 
ference committee will not omit an adequate provision, narrow- 
ing it so as to eliminate the objection which I myself take to 
it, for I think they would thereby be doing the public service, 
and especially the Congressional work, an injury. The statutes 
of the United States have not been well digested. Congress did 
provide for a digest of existing statutes, I think at the price of 
$10,000, was it not? The price was not fixed, I am informed, 
but that was the sum asked. The work was done and submitted 
to the Judiciary Committee, I believe, and was examined, prob- 
ably, by one or two members of the committee. It is in four 
volumes, as I recollect. I have had occasion to examine that 
index, and it is worth the money, and it ought to be paid. It 
is worth the money in this, that it puts into four volumes noth- 
ing but the index, the substance, and the references to the 
statutes of the United States from the beginning; and it is an 
immense advantage. But I feel bound to say that, so far as I 
have had occasion to examine it, it is too much a copy of the 
indices of the various volumes of the statutes. 

In the appropriation act of last year is the provision re- 
ferred to, and I presume my friend the Senator from Wyoming 
has stated it correctly, and if so he is technically right in the 
position he takes. . 

I have looked over this index, so far as it has been prepared, 
not with the utmost care, but to see how it differs from the 
present index, and I do not want to do any injustice to it, for I 
confess its value. It is infinitely preferable to none, and will 
be found so by every Member of either branch of Congress 
who has occasion quickly to seek for an accurate reference as 
to the state of the statute law. 

Mr. HALE. Is that the work which in four large volumes 
has been sent to us? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; that is the other. 

Mr. HALE. That is the other? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the other. 

I do not depreciate that, Mr. President. As I said, it is in- 
finitely better than none. But every lawyer and eyery gentle- 
man who is not a lawyer who has served in either House of 
Congress knows how important it is to be able quickly and 
accurately to refer where you will find every item of legislation 
under one head instead of having a part of the items relating 
to a subject under one head and another part under a different 
head, without specific indication as to what is in the one and 
what is in the other. I think it can be very, very much im- 
proved, and I think that Congress ought to pay for the work 
that has been done on the other, and ought to go on with this. 
I would limit it to the work that is done by Congress. I am not 
in favor of making a bureau here to do digesting and indexing 
for all the Departments of the Government. 

I am speaking now only to commend this subject to the con- 
ference committee. The Representative from Maine, Mr. Lrr- 
TLEFIELD, has given a good deal of attention to this work. He 
is a very industrious and a very accurate lawyer. He thinks 
very highly of it, as I do, so far as I have been able to exam- 
ine it. 

Mr. HALE. A good deal, almost everything, in indexing 
depends on the expert knowledge and experience of the man 
who does the indexing. The indexing faculty, as everybody who 
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has looked into the subject knows, is a rare and singular faculty. 

Mr. LODGE. It is a gift. 

Mr. HALE. It is, as the Senator from Massachusetts says, 
almost a gift. The mere adding together, the mere copying from 
the index at the end of one volume and putting it into another 
volume is not much indexing. I do not know enough about this 
work that has gone on to know whether the men who have been 
ane in it have this rare indexing faculty. Somebody ought 

g know. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will say to the Senator from Maine that, 
in my opinion, the gentleman who is directing this work is ad- 
mirably qualified for it. I refer to Doctor Scott, who has charge 
of the law library. I think he is admirably fitted and well 
trained for it. Of course there are men who must always be 
under him who have to work under his direction. But the 
scientific part of it, the arrangement of it, and all that, are done 
by him. This work is partly done, I think several hundred pages 
of it. I ran down two or three of the subjects, and I found 
that it was scientifically done, if I am a judge. I think Con- 
gress ought to pay for the other index. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, we on this side of the Chamber 
are hardly getting the advantage of the Senator's statement, be- 
cause we can not hear. 

Mr. CLARK ef Wyoming. Mr. President, I have no criti- 
cism whatever to offer upon the work of Doctor Scott or his as- 
sociates, for two reasons. I would not criticise him, because 
I understand from those competent to judge that he is well 
qualified for this work. Again, I would not criticise it because 
I baye had no opportunity to examine the work. ‘The criticism 
I make is that there seems to be, as a result of that work, a dis- 
position to build up a bureau, an independent, permanent bureau, 
in the absence of any legislative authority ; and within the past 
few weeks, not in this direction, but in others, my duties as a 
Senator have compelled me to look with a good deal of disfavor 
upon the operation of bureaus acting independently and with- 
out authority of law. 

There was inserted in one of the bills of last year a provision 
enabling the Librarian of Congress to prepare an index of the 
statutes upon a plan to be approved by two committees of Con- 
gress. No plan has ever been submitted to either of those com- 
mittees of Congress. But the bureau immediately proceeded to 
organize itself, to have itself put upon the pay roll, to pay itself, 
and that pay has been going on since the ist of last July. 

Mr. HALE. How could that be done? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator that provision in one of the ap- 
propriation acts of last session which made this whole matter 
subject first to the approval of a joint committee? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not the approval of a joint com- 
mittee, but the approval of the Judiciary Committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. That makes it still stronger. And nothing has 
been done in the way of approval? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Nothing has been done in the way 
of approval, nor has anything been done until within the last 
ten days in the way of submitting any plan to the Judiciary 
Committee—of this body, at least. 

Mr. HALE. It is clearly an illegal and unjustified and inex- 
cusable act. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was so much astonished at the utterance 
of the Senator from Wyoming that I rose to get some informa- 
tion. He says that this bureau has organized itself. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Well. g 
Mr. TILLMAN. I want to know what has become of ou 
watchdog of the Treasury, who has to pass upon matters of that 
sort and see whether they are lawful. If anybody can go 
around and organize a bureau and get by the Comptroller of the 

Treasury, I should like to know how it is done. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand the Senator to refer 
to my friend, Judge Tracewell? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; Judge Tracewell. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not understand that the 
Comptroller of the Treasury has supervision over the expendi- 
ture of that particular money. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who has? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is disbursed by the disbursing 
officer of the Library of Congress. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. The Librarian of Congress, then, must be 
responsible for this bureau. | 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have given the Senator all the 
information I have. These people—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator said this bureau had organized 
itself, and I want to know how that was possible. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. What I meant is that these peo- 
ple went upon the pay roll, the money was paid them which it 
was provided should be done only after certain approval, and 
the approval was never given. It was done without approval. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if anyone will look at this 
statement in the bill proposed to be stricken out and consider 
what the chairman of the Judiciary Committee has said, he 
will see at once that this paragraph ought to go out. There 
can be no possible question that it ought to be stricken out. 
It must go out because this is supposed to be a recognition of 
what has not taken place. I do not know what they are doing 
in the Library, except by general repute. I understand they 
are going on and making these indexes. Then somebody else 
is making an index. It appeared to the committee which had 
this matter in charge that the only proper thing was to strike 
out the paragraph and then later determine what ought to be 
done with reference to the indexes. 

I have before me now on the table, as every Senator has, the 
new code of pena! and civil laws, of which an index will have to 
be made very soon, provided we accept the codification, which we 
will probably at the next Congress. We can hardly do it at 
this session. I find on my table a bill introduced by the senior 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furron], but I do not suppose the 
Senator expects to pass this bill during the present session. I 
hardly think he can. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I will say to the Senator from Colorado that 
the bill which the special joint committee has reported he will 
observe simply includes all penal, criminal laws; and out of 
some 9,000 sections in the whole there are included in this bill 
but 342 or 343 sections. I do hope to get that measure before 
the Senate and have it enacted at this session. I do not ex- 
pect, of course, to get the great body of the report of the com- 
mittee enacted into law at the present session. 

Mr. TELLER. In 1897 there was an act passed constituting 
a commission to codify the penal laws. Two years later, or 
about two years later, there was passed an act including all 
civil laws. Now, here is a thorough codification of the statutes 
of the United States. How good it is I do not know, and I do 
not suppose anybody else knows. It has only recently come 
here for our consideration, and nobody would suppose that in 
the short session of Congress we could do more than is suggested 
by the senior Senator from Oregon, and I doubt whether we 
ean do that. 

I haye given a little attention to this codification, and I find 
there is a disagreement between the commission on some things, 
and I am pretty sure there will be a disagreement between the 
commission and some Senators here on some other things. I 
do not believe you can pass all the penal provisions during the 
present session. I do not believe it is possible to do it. 

Mr. President, all the indexing of the statutes as it now ex- 
ists—and there is a pretty general index, which has answered 
our purposes for some years—is wasted and will have to be 
thrown away, because those statutes will be obsolete when 
these statutes are once adopted. The proper thing for us to do 
is to strike out this paragraph and meet the question of in- 
dexing when we get ready to make the index, which we cer- 
tainly are not ready to do now. I am opposed to building up, 
as the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary says he is, 
this bureau. I think when the time comes for indexing the 
statutes we can create a special board or committee for the 
purpose of doing it, and when their work is completed their 
official functions should terminate. I do not believe it is any 
business of the Librarian to do this work, and I am astonished 
that it should ever haye been suggested, for I do not believe he 
is any more qualified te do that than are some members of the 
Senate. When you come to make an index, you must select 
somebody whom you Know to be capable of indexing. I doubt 
whether there are a dozen Senators in this Chamber, if that busi- 
ness were turned over to them, who would make a very great 
success of indexing. It requires a man of peculiar knowledge 
of those things. We do not need an index just now. Let us 
wait until we do get the statutes enacted into law, which I 
venture to say will not be done before a year from now. Then 
let us see if we can not find somebody who can index it better 
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than the last statutes were indexed, which was fairly done, but 
not as well as it might have been, in my judgment. 

There was nothing for the Committee on Appropriations to do 
but to strike out this paragraph, and we can not deal with it in 
any other way now. We should discontinue all indexing at the 
present time and defer it until such time as we are ready to 
have a permanent index for the permanent statutes. 

Mr. NELSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, as I understand, there is no 
question before the Senate. I think the Senator from Wisconsin 
failed to offer any amendment or motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is that? t 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Wisconsin did not make a 
motion to reinstate the paragraph? 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Minnesota. Does the Senator from Minnesota yield to the 
Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish the Senator to yield. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this paragraph which the com- 
mittee has proposed to strike out from the bill illustrates how 
swift men are when you once open the door of the Treasury a 
little bit to open it wider. I recall what occurred in reference to 
this matter at the last session, and it is well that the Senate 
should know it. 

Two of our employees in the Senate library had prepared an 
index, consisting of four volumes, which they submitted to the 
Judiciary Committee. The Judiciary Committee approved those 
volumes to the extent of recommending an appropriation of 
$10,000 to pay for the work. While the matter was pending a 
gentleman connected with the law library here came and im- 
portuned me, and I presume he importuned other Senators. 
He called my attention to the bad work in that index and sug- 
gested that somebody connected with the library be given the 
work. In consequence of that agitation the paragraph referred 
to was inserted in the appropriation bill last year, but when it 
went in I supposed that before any work was done under it 
they would submit their plan, with an estimate of cost, to the 
committees of the two Houses of Congress. Nothing of that kind 
has been done. It seems they have gone to work in some way 
and organized the bureau, and now they want to perpetuate it 
and ask for a force of five men to prepare the index. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. They are already using that force, 
I will say to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. They are using that force, and under this 

paragraph they propose to perpetuate it, and then as a part 
of the scheme add $500 to the salary of the law librarian. 

This, it seems to me, is a most dangerous precedent, and I 
trust that the members of the Committee on Appropriations 
who will be on the conference will see that this item is ex- 
cluded from the bill. It has no business in the bill; and what 
is more, the attention of the Librarian of Congress ought to 
be called to the fact that he has no right to organize this 
bureau or to allow any pay to it. They had no right to go to 

Work until they submitted their plan to the Judiciary Commit- 
tees of the two Houses, and then only after that plan had been 
accepted and approved. I have never seen anything more law- 
less in the way of Government work than this matter here. 
The idea that upon that slender basis they should establish a 
bureau, and then after establishing it under legislation come 
here and ask us to perpetuate it with a force of five men—a 
continuing body—five men there to revise our acts at the end 
of every session of Congress, it seems to me, is preposterous. 
I am glad indeed to see that the Committee on Appropriations 
have had the good sense—and they always have on such items, 
I am glad to say—to knock this item out, and I hope it will 
stay out forever and ever. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. TELLER] has said that he does not think consideration 
can be given at the present session to the bill which has been 
reported by the special joint committee embodying the penal 
laws of the United States. I desire to say to the Senator 
that while that may be true I trust it is not the attitude of 
the Senate. There has been no revision of the laws of the 
United States since 1878, and really not since 1873, for the re- 
vision was actually made in 1873 and a partial revision was 
made thereafter, carrying it up to 1878. The laws of Con- 
gress at the present time are scattered through something like 
twenty volumes of the Statutes at Large and Supplements to 
the Revised Statutes. 

Congress in 1897 passed a law authorizing the creation of a 
eommission to codify and revise the laws of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. No; only the penal laws. 

Mr. FULTON. The penal laws of the United States. In 
1899 their duties were enlarged so as to include the judiciary 


title. Then in 1901 their duties were again enlarged, and they 
were charged with the work of codifying and revising all of 
the permanent and general laws. 

Now, the Commission has completed its work. and reported 
to Congress and the work is before Congress. I suppose that 
work has cost the Government of the United States not less than 
$200,000. I can not speak positively as to the amount, but the 
Commissioners were paid $5,000 a year each and there were 
three of them; they have been at work since 1897; and besides. 
there were other expenses, for printing and clerical aid, which 
I doubt not have carried it up to $200,000. 

Mr. TELLER. And rent, also. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; rent of office, and all that. It does 
seem to me that the Government should avail itself of the work 
that has been done at very great expense to the Government, 


-and I may say in passing that I think, taken as a whole, the 


work is of very great value. 

The Congress at the last session appointed a special joint 
committee to review and examine the work of the Commission. 
I am a member of that committee, and I know something about 
the work that the Commission has done, and I know all, I think, 
about the work that the committee has done. The committee 
organized and came back here on the 15th day of November last 
and took up the criminal or penal title as it had been reported 
by the Commission. We put in every day from the 15th day of 
November until Congress convened going over the work. We 
took up every section and compared it carefully with the orig- 
inal text. We took up every amendment and compared it. 
Then during the holiday recess we put in every day at work—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Oregon pardon me for a 
moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator says the committee took up every 
amendment, What does the Senator mean by that—every 
amendment proposed by the Commission? 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; in the work of revising there were neces- 
sarily many amendments inserted in order to correct inaccura- 
cies and develop the meaning. Oftentimes there were two sec- 
tions on the same subject which had to be brought together, or 
the logical thing to do was to bring them together, and put them 
in one section, and frequently new language had to be employed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr, FULTON. I shall be glad to have the question asked. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the work of the revisers been confined 
to consolidating provisions in the interest of accuracy and clear 
expression, or has the work gone beyond that and changed 
the spirit, the philosophy, if there is any, of the statutes. In 
other words, putting it generally, I should like to have the Sena- 
tor state what liberty the revisers have considered themselyes 
entitled to take. 

Mr. FULTON. The reyisers have construed the authority 
given them as an authorization to propose amendments and new 
legislation without any limit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Without any limit? 

Mr. FULTON. Without any. limit. 

Mr. BACON. In other words, I understand from what the 
Senator says, that they have incorporated or have reported in 
this revision things which otherwise it would require legislation 
to put into the law? 

Mr. FULTON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BACON. That is the point I am after. In other words, 
they have assumed to legislate, if we approve what they have 
done. 

Mr. FULTON. They have assumed to recommend legislation. 
In the title which we designate as the penal title they recom- 
mended 174 additional sections or new sections. We have re- 
duced that to twenty-three, only thirteen of which are sections 
defining new offenses, which are offenses that so manifestly 
should be made criminal, I think, that there will be no question 
about them. 

The Senator from Wisconsin has risen to ask me something 
further. 

Mr. SPOONER. To be a little more precise, I should like the 
Senator to indicate to us whether the revisers have attempted 
in any wise to reorganize the present judiciary system of the 
United States, and if so, in a general way, to what extent and 
in what manner. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; they have to this extent, although, of 
course, the Senator understands that that has not been yet re- 
sorted by the committee. We have only reported the criminal 
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title, and we still have before us the judiciary title and all 
other matters. 

Mr. SPOONER. You have before you the work of the re- 
visers? 

Mr. FULTON. Yes. I understand that they have recom- 
mended a change of the judiciary system to this extent: They 
propose to divorce the trial court entirely from the appellate 
court. They propose to impose on the district court all original 
jurisdiction, of course, except such as is vested by the Consti- 
tution in the Supreme Court, and to give to the circuit court 
only appellate duties, making the circuit judges judges solely 
of the United States circuit court of appeals. Indeed, they 
propose to change the name of that court to the circuit court 
and to make it simply an- appellate court, and prohibit the 
judges of the appellate court from doing nisi prius duty at ali. 

That, in substance, is the change that they recommend in the 
judiciary. 

Mr. MALLORY. Let me ask the Senator if it is proposed to 
change their action as judges in civil cases? 

Mr. FULTON. In both civil and criminal. 

Mr. MALLORY. What right have they under this delegation 
of power to interfere with the civil action of judges? 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator understands that later on the 
Commission was instructed to revise and codify all the laws, 
civil and criminal. 

Mr. TELLER. That was in 1899. 

Mr. FULTON. It was in 1899. 

Now, whatever may be the view of the Senate touching the 
wisdom of the change that is proposed by the Commission in 
regard to the judiciary of the nation, it seems to me that there 
ean be no dispute or no disagreement of opinion touching the 
importance of the codification of the criminal laws at the 
present time. 

Let me say to the Senate I know this is rather wearisome, but 
I feel that it is a matter of very great importance. The Gov- 
ernment has expended a large amount of money in securing this 
revision, and if we do not take advantage of it at once it will be 
useless to attempt to take advantage of it at all, because we 
are going on and passing new laws and it will have dropped so 
far in the rear that it will soon cease to have any value. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, this discussion’ is very inter- 
esting, but it is entirely outside of the pending appropriation 
bill. I hope the Senator will bring his remarks to a close very 
soon. 

Mr. FULTON. I will; but I suggest to the Senator from 
Illinois that the entire discussion of the morning has been out- 
side of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘The indexing was not outside. 

Mr. FULTON. The debate on the question was outside, I 
understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment was before the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And we had to ratify it—that is, we had to 
pass on the Senate amendment. 


Mr. FULTON. And all wanted to make speeches of ratifica- 
tion. h 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will conclude his remarks 


soon. 

Mr. FULTON. I do not wish to interfere with the progress 
of the appropriation bill, and I did not intend to go into this 
matter so extensively. I only intended to refer briefiy to what 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said in his discussion 
of the amendment. I will, out of deference to the Senator from 
Illinois—— 
` Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let me ask the Senator from Oregon a 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator, who knows more 
about this question, of course, than anybody else here, regard 
the indexing, under the appropriation for which all this discus- 
sion has arisen, a work of great importance? I can not imagine 
a subject of any character of such grave importance as the sub- 
ject of the revision of the laws; and the Senator’s remarks are 
not only entirely pertinent, but highly necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. But it is a consumption of time. 

Mr. FULTON. If we are going to have a revision and codi- 
fication of the laws of the United States, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin explained a while ago, it is highly important to as- 
semble them under the proper heading. If that is to be done, 
then, of course, we require a proper index. It seems to me that 
we ought to determine, first, whether we are going to have the 
codification and revision, and then, if we are, to have an index 
made to supply the necessities of the edition. Therefore, the 


matter of indexing is closely associated with and entirely rele- 
vant to the matter of codification and revision. 

But I do not wish to take up the time of the Senator from 
Illinois in the consideration of the appropriation bill. I hope, 
however, that when it is concluded I may be permitted just a 
few moments to explain why I deem it important that this bill 
should be put through at the present session, and then, if the 
Senate is of a different opinion, we will lay the work aside and 
make no further attempt in regard to it. But I do not think it 
is fair to appoint a committee charged with the important 
work with which this committee has been charged and expect 
us to go ahead or put them in a place where their duty seems 
to require them to go ahead and do work of so great importance 
as this without knowing that the Senate is going to consider 
it at all. If the Senate is not going to consider it, I wish to be 
relieved from the work, because it is the most burdensome and 
difficult task that I ever entered upon in my life. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I dislike to delay the passage 
of the appropriation bill, but it will be just as effective if 
passed an hour later as now, and I wish to reply to a few things 
the Senater from Oregon has said, because he evidently mis- 
understands my position about this matter. 

I agree with the Senator from Oregon that we must as soon 
as possible enact into law this revision and codification, pro- 
viding it meets our approval, and if it does not meet our ap- 
proval as the committee submit it, provided we will have the 
time, to consider it and make it meet our approval. When I 
said it was not likely to be brought up, it was not because I had 
any opposition to taking it up. 

Mr. FULTON. I understood the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. We have only about forty days remaining in 
which to do the business of the session. I believe from meas- 
ures before us now and measures that will come before us that 
we are not going to pass the penal provisions at the present 
session. I wish to say to the Senator that he is in the same 
position as chairman of his committee that a great many other 
chairmen of committees are. Work is coming before the Senate 
that will not be done and will die with the Congress, and the 
bill the Senator has reported will perhaps die with the Con- 
gress, 

Mr. President, I do not want to criticise the work of the 
Commission. I have not given such examination to it as that 
I am willing to criticise it. But I wish to say that the Com- 
mission have been exceedingly liberal in their exercise of the 
authority given them to codify the laws by the changes they 
have made which I find in a very few pages. I do not think 
anyone had an idea that they would change the judiciary sys- 
tem of the United States, and I do not believe it ought to be 
done. I do not believe it will be done in the bill reported by 
the Senator from Oregon. I think that is a matter which should 
come from the Judiciary Committee of the Senate or the Ju- 
diciary Committee of the House. The Commission propose to 
transfer the jurisdiction of the circuit courts to the district 
courts. Possibly that might be a wise thing to do, but if it 
is e done the number of judges must be very materially in- 
creased. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 1 Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is nothing more than a recommenda- 
tion. It does not have any effect whatever until we approve it. 

Mr. TELLER. If we adopt the report as it comes here as a 
whole, it would be the statute from this hour. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; but I mean to say that as it 
stands it is nothing more than a recommendation. 

Mr. TELLER. They put it in the form of a statute. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. For our convenience. 

Mr. TELLER. And in their report they suggest that we ac- 
cept it. There is a great number of things here that they have 
not suggested in their report. I do not think it is safe to accept 
this codification unless the committee charged with this work 
shall go into it page by page and make a report to the Senate, 
so that the Senate will know every single change proposed in 
the law and will pass upon it, not simply by the adoption of the 
whole, but by a special vote determine whether it shall be 
adopted or rejected. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator said the committee should go 
into the work and examine it page by page. Let me say to the 
Senator that so far as the work has progressed on the part of 
the committee they have compared every section and every line. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt of that; but you have not 
gone through the whole of it. 
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Mr. FULTON. Certainly not; but we expect to do it, if the 
Senate will give us consideration for the measures as we report 
them. However, if the Senate is not going to give us any con- 
sideration, if it is not going to take up the work, then we need 
not go on with it. 

Mr. TELLER. Nobody has suggested that the Senate was not 


going to give it consideration. 
trouble. 

Mr. FULTON. But let me say to the Senator I know there is 
an indisposition to take up this work. I appreciate the feeling 
that makes Senators indisposed to take it up, because it is diffi- 
cult and it means long sessions and probably night sessioiss to 
give the necessary attention to it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there are provisions in the bill 
that will go undoubtedly, before we pass on them, to some of the 
committees; for instance, the Judiciary Committee. I would 
not be willing myself to vote for any suggestion made by a 
special committee as to the jurisdiction of the courts or a 
change in the judiciary system, I will say. That is a matter 
that I think properly, when we reach it, will be sent to the 
Judiciary Committee for its opinion. That would be a very 
proper course, and we show no disrespect to the special com- 
mittee when we do that. It would be in accordance with what 
has been done for the last hundred years when we have revised 
the statutes. 

Mr. President, I haye called attention to just one point. I 
can call attention to a dozen here that seem to me to require a 
good deal of attention. I know nothing about what work the 
committee have done on the penal statutes. I have very much 
less interest in those than in the code of the civil law. When 
the committee reported they reported some changes that I have 
called attention to very briefly. 

Mr. Watson was one of the Commissioners. He is a man very 
well qualified for this work, I want to say, a man whose train- 
ing and everything fitted him for it. I suppose he agreed with 
the others, but I am very certain I shall not agree with them as 
to the judiciary. I think there will haye to be some additions 
made to it. Here it what Mr. Watson says: 

I Spprove the report of the majority of the Commissioners, except In 
the fol vang particulars : 

First. The omission from the revision of section 22 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which reads as follows: 

“Sec. 22. Should any State ej or arice the right of any of the 
male inhabitants thereof, being 21 years of age, and citizens of the 
United States, to vote at any election named in the amendment to the 
Constitution, Article XIV, section 2, except for participation in the re- 
bellion or other crime, the number of Representatives apportioned to 
such State shall be reduced in the proportion which the number of such 
male citizens sball have to the whole number of male citizens 21 years 
of age in such State.” 

Mr. President, if that is a sample of what this Commission 
have done, you may depend upon it that when that bill comes 
here it will take three months to pass it, and it will take 
longer than that to pass it in the other House. 

I only mention the fact that this codification is not-liable to 
be immediately enacted into a law, and state as the reason 
why we should not appoint people to index statutes now exist- 
ing that they will be superseded largely in a few months. I 
only read this to show that there is trouble ahead when you 
come to consider this question. I want to say to the Senator 
again I do not desire to cast any reflection on his committee. I 
would not be willing myself to pass upon it if I was a member 
of the committee without the Senate knowing every single 
change, and I do not believe the committee will. When you 
consider that these two great volumes are to be considered here 
day after day, as they must, you can readily see that we are 
not likely to do it in this Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to say a word about 
this revision, and then I shall have finished with it. I do not 
remember the provision of the appropriation act of last winter, 
from which it is perfectly clear that so far as the indexing of 
the statutes is concerned no work was authorized by the act 
of Congress, except after the preparation of a plan. They were 
authorized to prepare and present a plan, but they were not 
authorized to spend a dollar beyond the preparation of a plan 
until their plan, which means, I suppose, their method of in- 
dexing, had been submitted to and been approved by the Judi- 
ciary committees of both Houses. That has not been done, and 
I am frank to say that the work which has been done goes, in 
my opinion, very far beyond the plan. I know of no other way 
to meet the requirement of the act, except to make a portion 
of an index in order that the method employed might be ob- 
served and criticised; but that would be a matter of small 
hulk kit whereas a large amount of work has been done 
on this. 

Mr. President, while I am on my feet I trust to be forgiven 
by the Senator from Illinois, some day, if not now, for saying 


The Senator is borrowing 


a word in regard to the subject which has been debated for 
some time and which confessedly is not before the Senate, and 
that is the reyision of the statutes. There is nothing more 
important than that. There is nothing that requires finer dis- 
crimination and larger knowledge of decisions, and, in fact, 
better ability from almost every standpoint in a lawyer than a 
revision of the statutes. I have not the slightest doubt—indeed, 
I know—that the Senators who have laboriously gone over this 
work during the summer are able, abundantly able. I do not 
criticise their request, but it is an absolute impossibility for 
either House of Congress to intelligently enact into law that 
bulk of proposed new statutes [indicating]. We attempted it 
some years ago as to the Alaska Code, and it was a farce largely. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will remember it. 

Mr. FULTON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. FULTON. What does the Senator think, then, of the ad- 
visability of the course to report the matter under the title in 
smaller sections? We can make it smaller. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was going to make a suggestion, which I 
make because of my appreciation of the value of the work put 
into actual operation by a board of very able men some years 
ago. I refer to the revised statutes of Wisconsin. Ex-Senator 
Vilas was one of the commission; Judge Orton, afterwards chief 
justice of the supreme court, was another; Judge Taylor, of 
the supreme court, was another, and they were very able and 
very industrious men. Others were added. When their Dill 
was introduced, it came with a report, which has always been 
denominated the“ Revisers’ Notes,” and every section of the 
statutes, or the proposed statutes, was to be found by number in 
that book of notes, with a statement whether the section had 
been rewritten, if rewritten, to what extent, and showing clearly 
to anyone who had the bill before him as the clerk read at the 
desk just what the revisers had done with it, so that every 
member of the legislature, as it went through, could watch 
it from the standpoint of the report of the revisers. I believe 
that is the only course which can safely be pursued by the 
revisers, not the committee. It is not fair to put that burden 
upon the committee. 

Mr. FULTON. I will say to the Senator that I have pre- 
pared, and the chairman of the House committee has prepared, 
just exactly that. I may term it an index. From it I can 
show exactly every word that is changed—just what is elimi- 
nated and just what is inserted—in regard to every section. It 
is very difficult to publish that without making it so extensive 
and so voluminous and bulky that it would be almost equal to 
the code itself. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will be of no earthly use to the Members 
of the Senate and House unless it is published. 

Mr. FULTON. Except to call attention to it while the mat- 
ter is in progress—as the bill is being read—and refer to the 
statutes as we go along. That is what I expect to do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further amendments to 
be proposed to the bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. On page 130, line 16, I move to strike out 
“nine” and insert “ten,” and to change the total to corre- 
spond with this increase of the appropriation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Utah will be read. 

The Secretary. In line 16, page 130, strike out “nine,” be- 
fore “thousand,” and insert “ten;” and in line 17, before 
“thousand,” strike out “eleven” and insert “twelve;” so as 
to read: 

For surxexor- -general c of Utah, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office, 
$10,000; in all, $12, 

Mr. CULLOM. "he Senator from Utah desires to have the 
appropriation raised $1,000, which is, I understand, estimated 
for, and the committee probably overlooked the fact that it was 
estimated for. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. On page 131, line 19, I now offer the amend- 
ment I gave notice of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On line 19, page 131, it is proposed to strike 
out the words “two hundred and fifty” and insert “five 
hundred;” so as to read “disbursing clerk, $2,500.” 

Mr. FORAKER. This was also estimated for, I am informed. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator’s friend, whoever he is, is now 
receiving $2,250 and disburses about a million dollars. The dis- 
bursing officer in the Interior Department receives the same 
salary and disburses $5,442,000. The disbursing officer in the 
Navy Department receives the same salary, $2,250; the Auditor 
for the Post-Office Department receives $2,250, and so on. It. 
seems to me the gentleman whose salary the Senator is trying 
to increase is getting about as much salary as any of the rest of 
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them and he ought to be content. His salary was increased 
from $2,000 to $2,250 I think a year ago, possibly two years ago; 
and I think the Senator had better be content. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, there is nothing personal 
about it. This is simply a matter of public spirit. I offered the 
amendment because I think the official who would get the benefit 
of it is not adequately compensated. I do not know the amount 
of his disbursements, but I understand that they are very large. 
The Senator says he disburses only $1,000,000 annually. I am 
told that his disbursements are very large, and that he has to give 
a bond, which costs him a considerable amount. I am further 
told that as compared with other disbursing officers he is under- 
paid. I do not know how that is. Iam also told that the Depart- 
ment has estimated for this amount and the Postmaster-General 
has recommended it. It is in view of all that that I have in 
good faith offered this amendment, not for the purpose of serv- 
ing the interest of a friend, but because the case appealed to me 
as one that should be favorably considered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would be very glad to accommodate the 
Senator, bat if we are going to keep these salaries within our 
control we ought to adhere to what seems to be fair and right as 
between this man and others who disburse very much more money. 
There are two or three disbursing officers who receive a salary 
of $2,400 and disburse $3,200,000, but none of the men who re- 
ceive so small a salary as $2,250 disburses anything like the 
amount that is disbursed by those who are getting larger sal- 
aries. I hope the amendment will be voted down, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I have a small amendment to 
moye, which I will ask the Senator in charge of the bill to ac- 
cept. On page 147, line 3, after the word.“ cotton,“ I move to 
add the words “and cotton-seed products.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to accepting the amend- 
ment the Senator from Mississippi suggests. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. 

The Secretary. On page 147, at the end of line 3, after the 
word “cotton,” it is proposed to insert “and cotton-seed prod- 
ucts.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 86, line 6, I move to strike out the 
word “two” and insert “ three.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 86, line 6, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out “two” and insert “ three; ” 
so as to read: 

One marine engineer, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That necessitates a change of the 
total in lines 14 and 15, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. The total in lines 14 and 15 will then read: 

In all, $276,240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask to have inserted in the Recorp, without 
reading, the communication which I send to the desk from the 
Quartermaster-General of the United States Army in support of 
the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
communication will be printed in the RECORD. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


[Memorandum for the Secretary of War.] 


Wak DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, January 8, 1907. 

Attention Is respectfully invited to an amendment to H. R. 21574, 
copy inclosed, which proposes to increase the salary of the position of 
marine engineer of this office from $2,500 to $4,000 per year. Such 
action would be in the interest of the service, and the favorable con- 
sideration of the amendment is therefore recommended and such steps 
as will further its adoption requested to be taken. 

The duties of the marine engineer are highly technical in character, 
and in business life such a position commands very high pay. ‘This 
Department now owns and operates ninety-five steamboats, seventeen 
of which are transports, and many of the others ocean-going, tugs, harbor 
boats, and torpedo planters, forty of which have been built under the 
supervision of the present engineer and from plans, designs, working 
drawings, and specifications prepared by him. He also 3 on the 
necessity for the numerous repairs, and in this capacity is, by the ex- 
ercise of his judgment and by reason of his long experience and 
familiarity with the different vessels, enabled to make recommendations 
which permit of the service being operated in an economical manner. 

The present salary is — — inadequate for the services performed 
and the responsibilities assumed. 

C. F. HUMPHREY, 
Quartermaster-General United States Army. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. I move an amendment on page 117, line 
14, by inserting after the word “thousand” the words “ five 
hundred.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 117, line 14, after the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to insert “ five hundred ;” so as to read: 

Private secretary, to be selected and appointed by the Commissioner 
of Pensions, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will make necessary a change 
of the total on page 118, lines 7 and 8. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that that change in the total may be 
made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the clerks may be authorized to 
make the correction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will be authorized to make corrections in the totals 
made necessary by the adoption of amendments. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed: 


CODE OF PENAL LAWS. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, in order that I may ascertain 
the disposition of the Senate in regard to considering at the 
present session the penal code as it has been reported, I move 
that it be now taken up and made the unfinished business. 

If the Chair will permit me, I will state that the report of 
the committee shows that all amendments that have been made 
are printed in italics, that wherever a new section has been cre- 
ated by bringing together two or more sections that section has 
been printed in brackets, and that where any language has been 
omitted the section has been printed in brackets, so that it will 
be easy to discover by simply looking at the bill as reported 
what changes or amendments haye been made. 

I do not care to take up the time of the Senate in going into 
any further explanation in regard to this measure, the impor- 
tance of which the Senate understands just as fully as I do, 
and understand it without my making any further suggestion. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. Is 
debate in order? ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Futon], as the Chair understood, requested permission of the 
Senate to make his statement, and the Chair heard no objec- 
tion. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, a similar proposition was made 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. FULTON] a day or two ago, 
to make the bill to which he refers the unfinished business, 
and objection was then made by the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows], who is not now in his seat. I do not think 
this agreement ought to be made in the absence of that Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. FULTON. I am not asking for unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon has 
moved to take up the bill. i 

Mr. BERRY. I thought he was asking for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. FULTON. No; I was not asking for unanimous con- 
sent. I simply moved to take up the bill. I was premising—— 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator kindly indicate what he 
wants? 

Mr. KEAN. I want the motion put and decided, and the bill 
made the unfinished business. 

Mr. BERRY. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. FULTON. Very well, I simply renew my motion that the 
bill to which I have referred be taken up and made the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon moves 
that the bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend penal laws 
of the United States be made the unfinished business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Taken up for consideration, it should be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the bill be taken up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. NELSON. I make the point of order that it is not in 
order to enter a motion to make the bill the unfinished business. 
That can only be done by unanimous consent; but the Senator 
ean move to take up the bill. 

Mr. FULTON. I simply move to take up the bill, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Qregon that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, the bill having been taken up, 
I now ask that it may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be temporarily laid aside. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, would it be in order at 
this time to offer a resolution for reference? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be received. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator that I think we had 
better go on with the consideration of the resolution in relation 
-to the Brownsville affair. x 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I understand that the unfin- 
ished business has been temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business has been 
temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire, then, Mr. President, that the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] in re- 
gard to the investigation at Brownsville may be laid before the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Foraker] on December 20, 1906, as modified, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby is, 
authorized to take such further testimony as may be necessary to es- 
tablish the facts connected with the discharge of members of Com- 
panes B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, and that it 

and hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and ad- 
minister oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 

The committee, or any subcommittee thereof, Js further authorized, if 
deem 3 to visit Brownsville, Tex., inspect the locality of 
the recent disturbance, and examine witnesses there. 


Mr. MALLORY obtained the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from -Florida 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. May I inquire if the Senator from Florida 
rises to speak to the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
MALLORY] has asked that the resolution introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] should be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. Does the Senator desire to 
speak to the resolution, may I inquire? 


Mr. MALLORY. I desire to make a few remarks concerning 


it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I doubt whether if this reso- 
lution is adopted it will lead to any practical result. The ques- 
tion as to whether the attack on the sleeping community of 
Brownsville was made by soldiers of the garrison at Browns- 
ville is, I think, no longer an open question. While it is true 
that we have had very little sworn testimony on the subject—in 
fact, very little testimony in the legal sense of the term—we 
neyertheless have before us an array of facts, furnished by cred- 
ible witnesses, together with a number of circumstances which, 
in my judgment, if the question of the guilt of some of the men 
of the Twenty-fifth Infantry at Brownsville were submitted to 
a jury in any State of the Union would lead to nothing else than 
a verdict of guilty. There can, Mr. President, be no reasonable 
doubt in the mind of any impartial and intelligent man of the 
fact that the“ shooting up” of that town about midnight on the 
13th day of last August was done by negro soldiers, members of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

We have, Mr. President, without adverting to the testimony 
before the grand jury at Brownsville, which was under oath, 
and without referring to additional alleged evidence that is 
brought here to-day with the President's message, we have be- 
fore us the statements of at least six eyewitnesses, men living 
in Brownsville, against whose reputations not one word has 
been offered, whose condition was such that the idea of collusion 
is excluded and who testify point-blank that they saw the men 
who did the shooting, at the time they did the shooting, and 
that those men were soldiers, and negro soldiers. The only 
negro soldiers then within a hundred miles of Brownsville were 
the members of the Twenty-fifth Infantry quartered in barracks 
in the fort in that town. 

In addition, Mr. President, to that direct testimony, the state- 
ment of these six witnesses, we have the circumstantial evidence 


that has been adverted to this morning in the President's mes- 
sage, which is before us, presented in document known as Sen- 
ate Document No. 155. It is that there were found upon the 
ground on the day after this occurrence cartridges and parts of 
cartridges that belonged to the peculiar gun with which the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry were armed; that there were clips found 
op the ground where the shooting occurred, which could be used 
only in guns such as were used by the Twenty-fifth Infantry; 
that there were bullet marks upon houses bearing a course so 
straight and direct from the quarters of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry that it can not be contended they were not fired either 
from the fort or from a position on the opposite side of the fort, 
and even one bullet, as has been testified to, passed through the 
second story of a house situated very close to the wall of the 
fort at such an angle that it necessarily must have been fired 
from the second story of the barracks in which Company O 
of that regiment were quartered. 

I do not propose to go into the testimony, but, in addition, we 
have the motive inspired by the treatment which the men of this 
battalion suffered at the hands of the people of Brownsville. 
There was discrimination against them. There had been indi- 
vidual collisions between members of that battalion and the 
citizens of Brownsville. One negro soldier was charged with 
haying attempted an assault upon a respectable lady of that 
place. The liberty of the soldiers had been curtailed in con- 
sequence of the complaint arising from that assault, so that they, 
were required to be in their quarters by 8 o'clock at night. No 
liberty was allowed them beyond that hour. They felt them- 
selves insulted, undoubtedly, by reason of the discrimination 
shown against them in the barrooms in Brownsville, where they 
were segregated and required to drink by themselves. Resent- 
ment against such treatment and a disposition to revenge them- 
selves for it would not be unnatural. Even white men subjected 
to the treatment which they had sustained would certainly have 
entertained resentment against those who had imposed it on 
them. Therefore, I say that, in addition to the direct testimony, 
in addition to the circumstantial evidence, you have the motive 
supplied by the resentment naturally felt by these men against 
the individuals at whose hands they had suffered what they be- 
lieved to be great injustice. 

It is true that, in answer to all of that, we have the sworn 
statement of every man in the battalion to the effect that he 
knew nothing whatever about this occurrence, and that he never 
had heard any expressions of resentment or of hostility toward 
the white people of Brownsville uttered by any members of the 
battalion. That seems to have been the uniform statement of 
the men who were examined subsequently at Fort Reno by an 
official of the Government. But notwithstanding those asser- 
tions it is not reasonable, Mr. President, to believe that in a body 
of men like that, after undergoing the treatment which they 
sustained, there would not be a deep feeling of hostility, resent- 
ment, and hatred toward those who had subjected them to it. 

On that point I will call attention to the way in which this 
matter has struck other colored people. I have in mind here a 
set of resolutions, or a pronunciamento, purporting to be put 
forth by the colored citizens of Boston and vicinity in mass 
meeting, assembled in Faneuil Hall, protesting against the ac- 
tion of the President in this case. In the course of their expo- 
sition of the reasons for their protests we have this: 

Brooding on repeated insults and outrages, a few of these colored 
soldiers went into the town on the night of A t 13 last with their 
guns, determined to do for themselyes what the uniform of their coun- 

could not do for them and what the police power of white Browns- 
ville would not do for them, viz, prot them from such insults and 
outrages and punish at the same time the authors of their misery. 

It would seem, Mr. President, that these highly enlightened 
and cultured colored people of Boston had no question in their 
minds that there was ample ground for the most bitter resent- 
ment, and not only no question in their minds that there was 
such ground for resentment, but that they had no question in 
their minds that the soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Regiment fired 
those shots on that night. 

In passing, though it is not exactly pertinent to the point 
which I am endeayoring to make here, I would call attention to 
the language in which the President is criticised in this pro- 
nunciamento or protest. I will read an extract from it: 


But when the blow which ought to have fallen on the guilty ones, 
and on them alone, has fallen with crushing weight on scores of inno- 
cent men, whose only offense is that they refused to do the infamous 
work of spies and informers on comrades, we do utter our word of 
appeal an S gonna to the country against this act of unprecedented 
injustice and wanton abuse of Executive power on the part of Presi- 


dent Roosevelt. 

Mr. President, if there were wanted any better evidence than 
we already have as to the incompetency of the average colored 
man in this country to grapple with great questions, we could 
get no better piece of testimony than that which is presented by 
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this protest. The present President of the United States, of all 
the Presidents who haye sat in that chair since the close of our 
civil war, has manifested more plainly and decidedly a disposi- 
tion to lift up and encourage the colored race in this country, 
as far as in his power lay, by elevating them, on all occasions 
when he could do so, to positions of honor and trust under the 
Government. 

I myself think he was mistaken. I protested at the time 
against the number of those appointments, because I thought it 
was impolitic and out of time; but he did it. The collector of 
internal revenue of my State—the most lucrative office, if I am 
not mistaken, under the Federal Government in Florida—is a 
full-blooded colored man. If I am not mistaken, the collector of 
customs at Savannah, Ga., another white community that pro- 
tests against putting negro officials in high office, is a colored 
man. If I am not mistaken—and if I am the Senator from 
Georgia can correct me—the collector of internal revenue of the 
State of Georgia is now a colored man. We all know what a 
struggle was made here against the confirmation of Doctor 
Crum as collector of customs at Charleston, S. C., and how, in 
spite of the protests of Senators on this floor and Representa- 
tives of the South in the other House, the President insisted on 
doing what he apparently believed to be his duty in this matter 
of upholding and uplifting the colored race by giving them offi- 
cial positions. 

But these patriots in Boston, who probably are the best rep- 
resentatives of the colored race in the country, who as a class 
are the most enlightened and probably the most highly educated 
colored people in the world, allow themselves to be carried 
away by the passion of the moment, and, unable to look fairly 
and squarely at a proposition which should be judged calmly 
and justly, forget the fact that they are under great obligations 
to the President and proclaim to the world their inflammatory 
denunciation of the best friend they have ever had in that 
office. 

I wish to be understood, Mr. President, as not agreeing with 
the President of the United States in all he has done in this 
respect, but I refer to this incident as an illustration of the in- 
competency of even the very best element of the colored people 
to grapple with grave questions of this character; because it is 
a graye question, a most serious one. While it is one that is 
not at all difficult to dispose of justly and rightly, it is one, 
nevertheless, which is of great importance, and it should be 
considered very carefully before we give expression to our 
opinion concerning it. 

But I digressed, Mr. President, from the line I was pursuing 
merely to call attention to this phenomenon or peculiarity of 
our colored people, who will allow passion to get the better of 
their judgment on almost all important occasions in which they 
think their race is concerned. 4 

In addition, Mr. President, to these indicia of the truth of the 
fact that this assault at Brownsville was made by colored sol- 
diers in garrison there, we have the serious and unanimous con- 
clusion of disinterested and capable men on the ground. Take 
General Nettleton, as an illustration. He had no motive what- 
eyer in adopting a theory which was not well sustained. We 
all have read his letter on this subject. General Garlington 
and Major Blocksom, officials sent there for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the truth, unhesitatingly express the conviction that 
some of the men of this Twenty-fifth Infantry, at least, were 
the ones who committed the assault at Brownsville. Attention 
is called by one of these gentleman— I think by General Garling- 
ton—to the fact that when the sound to arms was given, when 
the bugle blew, and the men who were sleeping in the barracks, 
in response to that call went to get their arms, it was found that 
one of the racks containing the arms for Company C had been 
broken open; and to this day, Mr. President, we do not know 
when or how it was broken open. The sergeant who gave testi- 
mony on that subject did say something to the effect that he 
believed it was broken open by the men who had gone there 
after the call to arms and who, knowing it was their duty to 
take their arms, and unable in the dark to get the door open, 
broke it open. That is merely a surmise. It is a crucial point 
in the matter of investigating this question, because without 
those guns the soldiers could not have made the attack, and it 
devolves upon them to show beyond a reasonable doubt that the 
rack was opened as that sergeant surmised it had been. But we 
have no evidence of it. 

It is perfectly consistent with all the other facts that that 
rack was broken open fifteen or twenty minutes or a half hour 
or an hour before the call to arms was given; that the men 
who did the shooting got the guns out of the rack so broken 
open, because, if I am not mistaken, those racks contained each 
one-quarter of the guns of the company, numbering in this in- 
stance sixteen or seyenteen guns; that they went out, did 


their devilish work of murder, and got back in time to answer 
to their names with their guns in their hands and escaped de- 
tection, because all the others by that time had gotten their 
guns, and it was impossible to discriminate between those who 
had guns that had been outside of the walls and those who had 
taken guns in response to the call. 

Therefore, I take it, after this somewhat hurried review of 
the bulk of the testimony, that it is really unnecessary for the 
Senate to designate a committee to search further to ascertain 
whether this assault was made by members of any company 
of that battalion. If the committee does investigate, it will be 
impossible for it to ascertain anything more than that fact. I 
do not think it is within the range of probability that the com- 
mittee will be able to ascertain who were the individual soldiers 

o were concerned in that riot. The grand jury of that 

unty failed to elicit one syllable of eyidence implicating any 
individual. The officers of the Army who were sent down there 
have failed utterly to do so. But it is suggested that a com- 
mittee of the Senate may go down there and possibly ascertain 
who these individuals were. I do not think that is the duty of a 
committee of this body. However, I do not say definitively that 
I shall vote against the resolution. I am in favor of throwing 
upon this subject all the light that can possibly be obtained, 
and it is within the range of possibility that some evidence may 
be obtained to designate and point out distinctly who the cul- 
prits were in this particular case. 

Mr. President, proceeding on the theory and premise that this 
assault was made by members of the Twenty-fifth Regiment sta- 
tioned at Brownsville, I shall advert as briefly as possible to 
what I regard as the real question presented from a legal point 
of view by this case. I have listened with a great deal of in- 
terest to the eloquent Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], who 
on several occasions has given us his views upon the action of 
the President. Inyariably the Senator from Ohio has contended, 
as these protestants from Boston contend, that a great injustice 
has been done these men; that they have been charged with 
crimes, and that it lies at the very foundation of our institutions 
that a man who is charged with a crime shall have the right to 
meet his accuser and to submit questions to that accuser. The 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] both have favored the Senate with their opinion of 
the President’s action viewed from that position. ; 

But, Mr. President, it occurs to me that in this case these men 
are not charged with anything. The whole battalion practically 
has been discharged, but I challenge the Senator from Ohio or 
the Senator from South Carolina to indicate any instance in- 
which a charge is now made against any individual of that bat- 
talion. It is true there was a charge formulated against thirteen 
who were suspected and held in confinement, but because of the 
absence of evidence, because of the conyiction on the part of the 
officer in command that it was utterly impossible for any proof 
to be made to convict any one of them, those charges were dis- 
missed and the men were discharged from the Army without any 
charge of crime being preferred against any one of them. : 

If that is so, then, Mr. President, if they were discharged 
without any accusation of crime against them personally and 
individually, where is the wrong in their being discharged 
without trial, if the President had the power to so discharge 
them? I have been unable to see it, because I think it will be 
admitted, even by the Senator from Ohio, that the President has 
been vested by Congress, if he has not the power inherent in his 
position as Commander in Chief, with the right and the power at 
all times, in war or in peace, to discharge an enlisted man from 
the Army. 

Conceding that the President has the right to discharge a 
man from the Army in accordance with the provisions of the 
fourth article of war, and that no charges have been preferred 
against any individual among these men who have thus been dis- 
charged, the argument of the Senator from Ohio goes a step 
further and says that may be true, but we have rules and regu- 
lations of the Army, which rules and regulations have the 
sanctity of law, and those rules and regulations prescribe what 
shall be done when men are discharged under the circumstances 
that exist in this case. 

I will say here, Mr. President, that, in my opinion, the Presi- 
dent had no right or authority, in the discharge that he gave to 
these men, classified as it is, “ without honor,” to prohibit their 
employment thereafter in the civil service of the United States. 
In his message to the Senate to-day I am glad to see that he rec- 
ognizes that to be the fact—that he exceeded his authority in 
making that declaration—and withdraws it. I go further. I do 


not believe that the President of the United States, from the 
view which I take of this law, has the right to prohibit the reen- 
listment of these men in the Army; not that the President could 
not to-morrow, under the authority vested in him to make rules 
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and regulations, prescribe a rule whereby they could be ex- 
cluded ; not that for the future he could not act on such a rule, 
but at the time when he acted there was no power that I know 
of, vested in him under the rules which he had himself estab- 
lished authorizing him to exclude from reenlistment. 

The regulation requires that when a man is discharged his 
character as a soldier shall be incorporated in the discharge, 
and that it shall be at least “ good.” When the President came 
to discharge these individuals, admitting, as he did, that he 
could obtain no evidence against their conduct, how could he 
say, in the case of a man whose record had been good, that it 
was not good, simply because the soldier happened to be a mem- 
ber of the Twenty-fifth Infantry? For that reason, although I 
am not prepared to say positively that I think the President has 
exceeded his authority in that instance, to my mind it looks 
very much as if it would be difficult for him to sustain his action 
on that point. 

As I have already said, the President to-morrow might pre- 
scribe another rule or regulation and declare that there should 
be no reenlistment in any case when in the judgment of the 
President it was for the good of the service that a man should 
not be reenlisted. I think there can be no question that the 
President would have the authority to make that regulation and 
enforce it, and undoubtedly he might do it now in this case, but 
it would be an ex post facto proceeding which I do not think 
would be becoming under the circumstances. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the President of the United States had the right to dis- 
charge the men; they have been discharged; and it is for him 
to say hereafter whether or not they shall remain out of the 


Army. 

The Senator from Ohio, in his very able speech, called atten- 
tion to paragraph 146 of the regulations, and he claims with 
much force that paragraph 146 is intended to apply to soldiers 
discharged under the circumstances that existed in this case— 
prior to the expiration of their terms. If the Senator can dem- 
onstrate that, he will undoubtedly show that the President has 
been inconsistent in his action in this matter. However, we 
have nothing but the assertion of the Senator from Ohio to the 
effect that this peculiar kind of a discharge referred to in the 
one hundred and forty-sixth paragraph is a discharge covering 
cases where the soldier has not filled out his term. On the 
other hand, we have the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army 
saying most unequivocally that the kind of a discharge referred 
to in paragraph 146 applies exclusively to the case of a soldier 
whose term has expired. 

He says: 

Paragraph 146 of the Army Regulations contains certain provisions 


which, if carefully read, will found to be in entire harmony with the 
requirements of paragraph 148, above cited. 


That is cited above. I am reading from page 281 of Senate 
Document 155. 
bea ie 146 ee exclusively to the case of a discharge at ex- 
the sol 


piration o dier's term of enlistment and to the form of discharge 
which shall be used in that case, and provides— 


After reciting paragraph 146 he again asserts: 

As has been sald, the bess of the paragraph last above 
cited are only applicable In determining the character of discharge to 
be given an enlisted man at the expiration of his term of enlistment. 
It has never been regarded as restricting the authority vested in the 
President and the Secretary of War in the fourth article of war. 

It may be possible that there are some gentlemen here pres- 
ent who do not know what paragraph 146 prescribes. For 
them I will say, without stopping to read it, that it requires 
that whenever a man is to be discharged without honor notice 
shall be given thirty days before the discharge takes effect by 
his commanding officer summoning together a board of officers 
who- shall consider the question whether there is sufficient 
ground to discharge him without honor, and that he can not 
thereafter be discharged without honor if the judgment of the 
board is against such discharge. That is paragraph 146 briefly 
stated. 

The Senator from Ohio in order to sustain his case says that 
paragraph 146—not one of the laws of the land, but one of the 
regulations established by the President—means that at an 
time when a man is to be discharged from the Army without 
honor he must, not by his own volition, not at his own wish or 
request, but by a positive requirement which can not be avoided, 
be brought before a board, and that board shall have an oppor- 
tunity to inquire as to the causes of the proposed discharge 
without honor. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio goes further, and says 
that that being so, if it is the fact, if it has the efficacy and 
force of a law, in these cases it was not observed and great in- 
justice has been done to the soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try who were so discharged. Against this I present the context 
of the paragraph, together with the interpretation put upon it 


uniformly from the time the rule was promulgated by the Presi- 
dent to the present day. We have it from the Judge-Advocate- 
General that it has been invariably and exclusively applied in 
the eases of soldiers who were discharged without honor at the 
expiration of their term, and that in no instance—at least that 
is the conclusion—has it ever been thought to be applicable to 
the case of a soldier discharged prior to the expiration of his 
term. If that is so; if we are to accept the interpretation put 
upon it by the Executive, who framed it, and his legal advisers 
for the past thirteen years, instead of the interpretation now 
put upon it by the Senator from Ohio, there is no ground left, 
it seems to me, Mr. President, upon which the Senator from 
Ohio can protest. Clearly, if the Judge-Advocate-General is cor- 
rect in his statement that paragraph 146 applies exclusively to 
eases where a man is discharged at the end of his enlistment, 
then it has no application to this case, and no one can charge 
the President with injustice or wrong because he discharged 
these soldiers without submitting their claim to a board, as re- 
quired under the one hundred and forty-sixth paragraph of the 
Army Regulations. Can it be doubted that the President's con- 
struction of the purpose of that regulation was correct and that 
the Senator from Ohio is wrong? 

Passing, I call attention to the fact that we have before us 
the statement that there were some 352 discharges without 
honor given last year, and the Senator from Ohio approves, to 
some extent at least, if I properly interpret his remarks, of 
some of those discharges. In no instance was the formality re- 
quired by paragraph 146 observed. The Senator from Ohio 
says: 

Now, in what kind of a ease? The Senator called our attention to 
the fact that the President's message discloses by one of its exhibits 
that during the past year 352 discharges from the Army were granted 
without honor, and he talks as though of necessity, if what I am con- 
2 for could be sustained, every one ef them would be invalid and 
an nndue exercise, a usurpatory exercise, of power. Not at all. 1 
think the discharge without honor is proper enough in a proper case, 


in such a case as it was intended for; and what kind of a case was 
it intended for? 

The Senator from Ohio then goes on and tells us: 

As I said the other day In speaking, if I had the list before me I 
would have numerous illustrations suggested to my mind immediately. 
But the illustration I 2 15 then was of a boy seeking to enlist and 
succeeding in enlisting by misrepresenting his age. He serves n few 
months. is mother comes and finds him. He is Lomesick. He has 
imposed upon the enlisting officers. His enlistment was not honest. 
He is not entitled to that certificate of an honorable discharge which 
should be given only to a man who has rendered faithful and honest 
service, to employ the language used in the statute. Theref 


‘ore they 
say, “The boy is doing no good. It is a case of hardship. He wants 
to be discharged. 


We will discharge him; and the Secretary of War 
or the President, as the case may be. orders that he be discharged with- 
out henor: that his connection with the service be terminated, not in 
the way of punishment, but in the way of favor to him. 


But, Mr. President, the statute of the United States makes 
that an offense punishable by court-martial. Under the sixty- 
second article of war a court-martial may take cognizance of 
it. I call the Senator’s attention to page 945 of West’s Compila- 
tion, which declares under the act of July 27, 1892: 

Fraudulent enlistment, and the receipt of any ges or allowance 


thereunder, is hereby declared a military offense and made punishable 
by court-martial under the sixty-second article ef war. 


The Senator in his speech the other day approved of the dis- 
charge without honor in the case of a boy who under that pro- 
vision of law is required to be tried by a court-martial, not 
necessarily to the exclusion of his discharge by the President, 
but who may be court-martialed for a military offense if such 
an offense is found to exist in his case. Yet the Senator has no 
accusation to bring against the War Department because in the 
352 cases of discharges without honor, of which undoubtedly a 
great many were cases of this character, there was no board 
of officers summoned to make investigation as to the correct- 
ness of the charge, and the man was allowed to go upon being 
discharged without honor with no protest or complaint on the 
part of anyone. The same way with regard to desertion. 
Desertion is an offense cognizable under a court-martial. Yet 
among these 352 who were discharged during the last year 
were a number of men who were diseharged for the crime of 
desertion, and they were discharged without honor. There was 
no board summoned to inquire as to the correetness of that 
accusation, and the men were allowed to go with the words 
“without honor” put upon the certificate which they carried. 

Mr. President, it strikes me that the two points which I have 
endeavored to bring to the attention of the Senate are the only 
two points left in this discussion. In the first place, we must 
bear in mind the fact that there is no charge of crime against 
any one of these discharged men. Of the whole number, some 
one hundred and sixty-odd, who were discharged there is net a 
single one against whom any crime has been charged. They get 
their certificates of discharge simply with the inscription “ with- 
out honor” and are sent out of the Army. How can it be said 
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that taese cases differ in any particular from the case of the 
ordinary man who before the expiration of his term is dis- 
charged without honor and concerning whom no complaint 
whatever has ever been made? 5 

Then, if that is so, as I have undertaken to show, the only 
question remaining is whether the President should not have 
summoned a board under the one hundred and forty-sixth para- 
graph of the Regulations of the Army to determine whether or 
not these men could be properly discharged without honor. . If 
that regulation was intended, as I have said, to apply to the 
case of a man dismissed from the Army during his term, before 
its limit had expired, undoubtedly the Senator from Ohio and 
the Senator from South Carolina are more or less correct in 
their criticism. But it is a fact, as the Judge-Advocate-General 
has undertaken to show—and we have to go by the testimony of 
those who are construing and interpreting this regulation—that 
during the whole time of its existence it never has been applied 
to any other case than that of a man who was discharged at 
the expiration of his term. Then I fail to see in any particular 
how it can be said that the Executive in ordering these dis- 
charges without honor has infringed upon the right of any indi- 
vidual. 

That being so, and submitting those views as briefly as I can, 
I have no hesitation in saying in conclusion that if an investi- 
gation is to be had, if the Senate sends its committee to Browns- 
ville, they will find that the assault was made by soldiers of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry on the night of the 13th of last 
August, that those men were discharged from the Army under 
and by virtue of authority possessed by the, President, and that 
it was not only within his authority, but it was his plain duty 
to do so. Had he failed to do so he would have knowingly 
retained in the service of the country, to the great detriment of 
the Army, some very brutal and very desperate cutthroats. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I had not intended discussing the 
pending resolution at all, but after the remarks which were 
made on the floor of the Senate last Saturday I felt like I ought 
to occupy a few minutes of the time of the Senate. The junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson], not intentionally, did 
my State—and I believe he did other Southern States—an in- 
justice. I am frank to say that the white people of Georgia 
believe that the negroes ought never to have been enfranchised. 
There are those who believe that they ought to be disfranchised 
now. There are others who believe that those who are intelli- 
gent, honest, and industrious ought not to be disfranchised, and 
that the vicious and the ignorant ought to be disfranchised. 
But, Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado said that the 
leading public men of the South were in favor of mob law, in 
fayor of lynch law, and regarded the law as a farce and a fraud. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. With a purpose not to interrupt the Sen- 
ator again in his remarks, no matter what he may say, I want 
to declare now, at the very outset, that the Senator from Col- 
orado made no such sweeping statement as the Senator from 
Georgia charges him with making. I will content myself with 
that statement, and if what the Senator from Georgia may say 
shall seem to require a reply I will say something further when 
the time to reply comes. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I am sure the Senator did not 
intend to make a wholesale charge, but I believe that when we 
carefully examine the Rxconb we will find that the Senator did 
say that the leading public men of the South were in favor of 
mob violence and were not willing to trust the trial of cases to 
the courts. The Senator did not specify a single public man 
from the South, except one, when I asked him to do so. 

I think I have been familiar with the conditions of affairs in 
Georgia for more than a quarter of a century, and as I have 
just said, there is a division of public sentiment in Georgia in 
regard to the disfranchisement of the negro. I think the ma- 
jority of the white people of my State believe that the negroes 
ought to be disfranchised. There are those who believe that 
the ignorant and vicious ought to be disfranchised; probably 
the entire white population of the State agree on the latter propo- 
sition; I am sure there is no division of sentiment that it was a 
mistake to bestow enfranchisement on this race, immediately 
after the civil war, when the negro had never had the slightest 
opportunity to prepare himself for the exercise of this privilege. 
It is Amazing to me that the people of the South have been able 
to deal so wisely with the most serious problem that ever con- 
fronted any people. I do not care now to discuss the task they 
had before them and to point out how well they have succeeded 
in solving the same; such discussion would be foreign to th 
resolution now pending. 


No other section of the country has had to deal with such a 
problem, and the whole nation was responsible for its solution, 
and the South should have had the sympathy and aid of every 
section of the country in bringing about a proper solution of 
this problem. Lynchings and mob law have occurred in almost 
every State in the Union; I do not condemn the whole people of 
the States where it occurred, but I giye credit to the intelligent 
and thoughtful people who threw their influence against mob 
violence and in favor of the enforcement of the law. Any man 
who attacks any State in this Union makes an assault upon the 
Republic and is an enemy to his country. I will not precipi- 
tate on the floor of the Senate any discussion that will revive 
the prejudices and passions growing out of the civil war. The 
good people of the country are glad to see all sections united. 
Each should rejoice in the prosperity of the other and deplore 


any misfortunes that may occur in any section of the country. 


I repeat, I will not discuss the race question. 

I will not discuss the issues growing out of the civil war, but 
sometime in the future I may discuss at length the relation be- 
tween the two races in the South and point out to the country 
the treatment the negro has had at the hands especially of the 
people of Georgia, and I dare say that the general course of the 
white people of the State, in their dealings with the black man, 
deserves praise instead of censure at the hands of the entire 
country. I repeat there may be difference of opinion in regard 
to total disfranchisement, but there is no division of sentiment 
when it comes to guaranteeing to the black man the equal 
protection of the law. They have been secure in the enjoyment 
of life, liberty, and property, and no man would deprive a negro 
of a fair and impartial trial of the courts. The law makes 
no distinction in the protection of the life, liberty, and property 
of the citizen. I have never known any public man in my State 
to advocate mob violence, and to denounce trial by the courts 
as a farce and fraud, and to advise the people to mob violence. 
There is quite a distinction between disfranchisement and mob 
violence. The governor-elect in my State, Hon. Hoke Smith, has 
been mentioned in this debate. I have known him for a quarter 
of a century. I was not in Georgia during the gubernatorial 
campaign, or until near its close, but I am absolutely sure that 
never at any stage did either of the candidates advocate mob 
law. ‘To my certain knowledge Mr. Smith has boldly and fear- 
lessly, by every act of his life, opposed mob yiolence. This was 
not one of the issues of the campaign. He did advocate dis- 
franchisement, but when the Atlanta mob occurred I am sure 
that he lent the weight of his influence to in every possible way 
suppress it, and has always been a strong advocate of the en- 
forcement of the law. 

He did contend that the disfranchisement of the ignorant 
blacks was necessary to the preservation of our institutions, but 
never did Mr. Smith or any other candidate for governor in my 
State, so far as I know, declare in favor of mob violence, or in 
fayor of denying to the colored man the protection of his life, 
liberty, and property in the courts. I never heard any public 
man in Georgia lift his voice in favor of mob violence.. I do 
not believe that any man could win in a political campaign who 
was not willing to give a fair and impartial trial to all citizens 
in the courts. 

It is true that in the city of Atlanta we had an unfortunate 
mob that gave no little trouble, but I am glad to say that every 
good man, every intelligent and upright man in the city of At- 
lanta was opposed to the spirit of the mob; and the governor, 
the officials of the State, the good people of the city of Atlanta, 
roge up man to man to enforce the law. Many of these rioters 
have been conyicted and sent to the penitentiary, and more of 
them are under indictment and will doubtless be convicted. 

I do not believe that there is an intelligent man in Georgia 
who is not in favor of giving every man in the courts, whether 
he be white or black, whether he be rich or poor, a fair and im- 
partial trial, and in protecting every citizen in the enjoyment of 
life, liberty, and property. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. I note with keen interest and great appre- 
ciation the remarks of the Senator, for I know how earnest he 
is and how faithful he is as a law-abiding citizen and in all the 
relations of life. I dislike to break into him with such an in- 
quiry as I want to make, but, in view of his statement, I wish 
to ask him if it is not true that one of the leading newspapers 
of Atlanta for quite a time during the campaign—perhaps it 
was last yeaw—carried in its columns an open offer of a reward 
of $1,000 for somebody who would produce a lynching like that 
which had occurred in South Carolina, or something to that 
effect. j 
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Mr. CLAY. I am not aware of any such publication. If so, 
it escaped my mind. I will say, however, that those sentiments 
would not be approyed by the good people of my State. 

I did not rise, however, Mr. President, for the purpose of dis- 
cussing race issues. I am frank to say that I do not believe 
any good has come from either the discussion or the introduc- 
tion of the pending resolution. I fear more harm has come 
from its discussion than good. 

I did not rise for the purpose of discussing disfranchisement. 
But it is true that nearly every State in this Union has re- 
stricted suffrage, and each State must judge for itself of the 
conditions in those States. - 

Massachusetts has an educational qualification for voters 
which has disfranchised thousands of her citizens; she found it 
necessary to do so to protect the good against the bad; she 
knew her population better than the other States did, and she 
should be allowed to manage her own affairs without any inter- 
ference from other States or the Federal Government. 

There is a provision in the constitution of the State of Ohio 
that no citizen except white citizens shall vote in that State. If 
I remember correctly, two efforts were made in the State of 
Ohio to strike from the constitution of that State “ white citi- 
zens,” and the people voted it down. 

Mr. FORAKER rose. 

Mr. CLAY. I may be mistaken, but that I understand to be 
the fact. 

Mr. FORAKER. They finally amended the constitution in 
that respect. So there is no such limitation in the constitution 
now. 

Mr. CLAY. No. It was inserted in the constitution, and if 
the Senator will turn to the constitution, and he is familiar with 
it, he will find, of course, that after the adoption of the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments that provision of the State 
constitution became null and yoid. But there was an election 
held in Ohio, and the majority of the people voted against 
striking it out. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is all true, Mr. President. That con- 
stitution was made by the Democratic party. 

Mr. CLAY. And the Republican party refused time and 


again to vote it out. 


Mr. FORAKER. We did not have votes enough then. We 
have got enough now. 

Mr. CLAY. I apprehend that you would never have yotes 
enough in Ohio if it were left to a popular vote of the State. 

Mr. President, as I said, take the great State of Massachu- 
setts. I understand she has an educational and a property 
gualification for voters. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no property qualification. 

Mr. CLAY. She has an educational qualification. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; it has been there for more than fifty 

ears. 

* Mr. CLAY. Vermont is one of the great States in this Union, 
always represented by conservative men, and so is Massachu- 
setts. Vermont has a provision in her constitution that no one 
can vote until he shall have the approval of the civil board in 
his town. 

We had just as well deal with the question fairly. In nearly 
all of the States the ignorant, indolent, and the vicious have 
been denied suffrage. The intelligent, the thoughtful, and the 
patriotic have found such course to be necessary to preserve the 
institutions of the State. In California the Chinaman is not 
permitted to vote. If the Constitution was enforced, Mormons 
would not be entitled to vote in Idaho. The race feeling in Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, and many Western States is as intense as it is 
in the South. I doubt if the southern whites have ever enter- 
tained a feeling so bitter as the people of the Pacific States en- 
tertain toward Japanese and Chinamen. We have seen evidence 
of this fact but recently displayed by the good people of Cali- 
fornia relative to the admission of Japanese children into the 
public schools. Strange to say, many of the States that have 
never been confronted by these problems and can not appre- 
ciate the danger of the race antipathy, want to become the 
guardians of the States that have dealt immediately and di- 
rectly with these problems since the civil war. I repeat, it is 
wise to let each State regulate the question of suffrage, trusting 
to the honor and Intelligence of the people to so regulate their 
internal affairs as not to do injustice to anyone. It is wise to 
do so. Georgia ought not attempt to dictate to Maine, Massa- 
chusetts, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, or any other State in the 
Union as to what kind of constitutions those States shall form 
regulating the elective franchise. Different conditions exist in 
different States, and these different conditions must be met nec- 


essarily by constitutions and laws applicable to local conditions. 
The people of the South do not desire to oppress the colored 
man if he is honest, industrious, and thrifty, and tries to make 
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a good citizen. The white people, while not believing in social 
equality, sympathize with him, assist him in educating his chil- 
dren, and encourage him in every way possible. In justice to 
the colored race, we have hundreds and thousands of thrifty, in- 
dustrious, and worthy negroes who enjoy the confidence and 
who possess the friendship of the white people of my State. We 
can extend such friendship without believing in social equality. 

As I said, I did not rise for the purpose, however, of dis- 
cussing the race question. I have never discussed it in my 
life, and I never want to monopolize a subject that belongs 
exclusively to my good friend from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. [Laughter.] Consequently I want to discuss the reso- 
lution which we have before us, and I am going to adopt the 
plan suggested by my good friend from South Carolina. He 
said we had a case in court and that able lawyers had spoken 
on one side, naming the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr..DANIEL], and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], who did not exactly agree with 
them; and he named the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] 
and himself on the other side, and said they did not exactly 
agree, but that he was going to be an ally this time of the 
Senator from Ohio. He said that the case would be argued by 
both sides. 

Now, I will agree that we have a case in court, and the 
resolution simply calls upon us to investigate what? The 
facts in regard to the discharge of these troops. What do you 
want to investigate the facts for, when the lawyer on the other 
side of the case admits the guilt of his clients? My friend the 
Senator from South Carolina put in testimony here that can 
not be overcome, which convinces me that fifteen years ago the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry ought to have been discharged. 

It has always been a rule of law in my State, where I prac- 
tice law, that when a lawyer gets up and admits his client's 
guilt, a plea was entered and the judge passes judgment upon 
the verdict. i 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. So far as the guilt of the soldiers is con- 
cerned, I have no doubt of their guilt; but I was trying to 
locate the man who was more responsible than the soldiers 
for this trouble. Does the Senator agree with me on this 


point too? 

Mr. CLAY. I do not think that anyone is more respon- 
sible for it than they are. I think the men who did the 
shooting 


Mr. TILLMAN. But you have not found out who they are, 
and you are punishing 167 when nobody has tried the 20. 

Mr. CLAY. I lay down the proposition to the Senator from 
South Carolina that if 20 soldiers out of 167 took their guns in 
the dark hour of night, left the garrison, and went into the 
town for the purpose of shooting down innocent people, and 
came back and joined their companies, and I either had to turn 
out innocent men or keep the guilty wretches in the companies, 
beyond any question I would turn out the guilty with the in- 
nocent before I would retain the innocent and the guilty. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield further to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Until the War Department, through its reg- 
ular channels, by court-martial, shall determine whether or not 
it can find or why it did not find the 20 guilty, it has no juris- 
diction and the President has no jurisdiction to turn out 167. 

Mr. CLAY. Let us see what my good friend from South 
Carolina said in his speech on Saturday about the guilt of these 
men. The Senator said: 

So within two weeks—I believe they got there on the 28th of July 
on the 13th of August, about midnight, somebody runs amuck; a white 
man is killed in one of the barrooms where the negroes had been denied 
the privilege of drinking. The chief of pocs has his horse killed un- 
der him, his arm shattered so it has to amputated; houses are per- 
forated with bullets—houses in which women and children are lying in 
bed and where the lights are still burning. The men being in the dark, 
of course it is difficult to prove positively that these were colored sol- 
diers, but I do not imagine that any evidence will ever be produced 
or can be produced to show that this crime was not committed by some 
of the Twenty-fifth Infantry stationed at Fort Brown. I am thoroughly 
satisfied of it myself. I am convinced by the negative rather than the 
positive testimony, and from my knowledge of negro character after 
fifty-nine years’ contact with them. I claim to know as much about 
the characteristics of the American negro as any man living, and I 
have no more doubt the negro soldiers did these infamous things than 
that I am alive and standing here. 

The Senator from South Carolina says that these guilty men 
ought to be tried by court-martial; that they ought to have been 
identified. I will agree with him, if it could have been done. 
But suppose the President of the United States had directed a- 
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court-martial. Suppose the court-martial had proceeded to try 
the twenty guilty men. In order to try men by a court-martial 
it is necessary to name the men who did the crime, to identify 
each man, and he is tried just like he is tried in a court of law. 
The court-martial trial would have failed and these guilty 
wretches would have been sent elsewhere to kill and murder 
men, women, and children. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the President could have sent these men 
to the Philippines. They were under charges, and the War De- 
partment had not exhausted its instrumentality and its ma- 
chinery to try to sift the evidence or try to get any evidence at 
all. I say the President has been derelict; that he has tran- 
scended his authority; that he has been untrue to the duties of 
his high office not to have held them in the Army until he had ex- 
hausted all the instrumentalities to see whether he could catch 
the guilty or not. 

Mr. CLAY. That is the difference between the Senator and 
myself. We never will get together on that proposition. I do 
not hesitate to say that after a thorough investigation by the 
Department of Justice, by the major of the Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, by the Inspector-General, and by the citizens, it has been ab- 
solutely impossible to identify a single one of the persons charged 
with this offense. In my judgment it will never be done. If 
the President of the United States had simply called for a court- 
martial to try the men for the offenses that they had committed 
before he dismissed them, what would have been the result? 
The court-martial would have been compelled to find they could 
not identify the guilty. The court-martial could not have sepa- 
rated the guilty from the innocent; all would have escaped, 
and the men who haye violated the law for the last twenty 
years would have been retained in the Army. 

But, Mr. President, what does the resolution authorize? 
What is the object of the resolution? It authorizes an investi- 
gation of fact to determine whether or not these men are guilty, 
and here is my friend from South Carolina, the leading lawyer 
for these negro troops, pleading guilty before the country and 
pleading guilty in the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. } 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator from Georgia, who is my very 
dear friend, ought not to make fun of me in that way. I ex- 
pressly disclaimed being anything but a cornfield lawyer and 
expressly disclaimed that the Senator from Ohio, who is a great 
lawyer, would get any help from me along that line. But I 
have laid down certain fundamental principles. of American 
liberty and jurisprudence; that every man must be considered 
innocent until proved guilty, and that it is better that ten guilty 
men shall escape than that one innocent man shall suffer. The 
Senator from Georgia knows that 167 have been punished and 
only 20 have ever been charged with crime. He can stretch his 
conscience to suit that case and turn them all out or not. I can 
not do it. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I do not have to stretch my con- 
science in this instance. 

The Senator from South Carolina says that we only charge 
fifteen or twenty or thirty of these men with doing this shoot- 
ing. Now, that is true; but the Senator from South Carolina 
has proven that heretofore that almost every one of these men 
had been guilty of similar conduct. He has sustained the 
President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And they ought not to have been sent to 
Brownsville, for the Secretary of War and the President 
knew it. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I do not know whether the Presi- 
dent knew it or not. I do not know whether the Secretary of 
War knew it. The presumption is if the Secretary of War or 
the President knew that these men had acted in the same way 
on other occasions they would have been dismissed from the 
Army heretofore, and if they did not dismiss them they did not 
discharge their duty. 

The Senator puts in evidence five affidavits, and he proves 
that in 1885 these men were on the same mission of murder and 
riot. He comes along and he finds that in Arizona, in Ne- 
braska, and in Florida they were guilty of the most infamous 
conduct, killing and murdering, and that their record for crime 
is without a parallel. 

Mr. President, I think that every man, woman, and child in 
this great Republic ought to approve and applaud the President 
of the United States for dismissing these troops. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 


Mr. TILLMAN. If the President had discharged these men 
for the first offense or the second offense or the third offense or 
the or offense there would not haye been any Brownsyille 
murder. 

Mr. CLAY. Then I submit—— l 

Mr. TILLMAN. 'Then the President and the Secretary of 
War must be deadly ignorant of the character of the negro sol- 
diers if it takes the Brownsville business to bring out the facts. 

Mr. CLAY. If the President did wrong the first time, if he 
did wrong the second and third time, and if he has done right 
the fourth time the Senator from South Carolina ought to con- 
gratulate him that he has gotten right at last. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I cling to certain funda- 
mental principles of constitutional liberty and law. I do not 
allow my prejudices or my feelings to prevent impartial justice 
from being done in this instance. The conduct of these men 
does not make me forget that we dare not give up principles, 
and that the President must not do an unlawful and unconstitu- 
tional act in order to do what my friend here thinks senti- 
mentally is right. 

Mr. CLAY. I did not know that the Senator from South 
e was a man of prejudice. It is the first time I ever 

ear A 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have prejudices, and if the Senator says 
he has not, he knows—I will not say what. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLAY. I will say this, Mr. President: We all haye 
our prejudices, but I never in my life haye done an intentional ` 
wrong to any human being. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can say as much. . 

Mr. CLAY. I do not doubt it. Then you and I have at last 
gotten together. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope so. 

Mr. CLAY. Now, Mr. President, I ask to insert as a part 
of my remarks—I should like to read it, but I only intend to 
occupy a few minutes of the time of the Senate—the evidence 
introduced by the counsel for these troops. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let the Senator simply say that they are 
extracts taken from the reports coming to us from the War 
Department in regard to transactions which have occurred 
heretofore in which these same men of the Twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment were involved. I merely made a synopsis in my own 
language of the facts set forth in the official documents. 

Mr. CLAY. I introduce as evidence the statement furnished 
by the Senator from South Carolina, showing the conduct 
of these troops at Sturgis City, Dak., September 19, 20, 1885; 
similar conduct that occurred in Winnemucca, Nev., June 29, 
1899; a similar conduct that occurred in San Carlos Agency, - 
Ariz., October 13, 1899; a similar conduct that occurred in EI 
Paso, Tex., February 16, 17, 1900, and also in Niobrara, Nebr., 
October 29, 30, 1904, afd in Key West, Fla. In fact, Mr. 
President, I am profoundly astonished that these men have 
ever been permitted to stay in the Army during the last four 
or five or seven or eight years. They are undoubtedly ruffians; 
they are undoubtedly murderers; they undoubtedly have no 
regard for law, and are unworthy to bear the arms of the 
United States Army and be paid by the Government for the 
purpose of defending our people. They have shown that they 
are drunkards; they have shown that they are rioters; they 
have shown that they are murderers and utterly without char- 
acter. The part of the war record the Senator introduces 
shows these particular facts. The Senator said: 

I ask to incorporate in the Recorp 
different acts of violence, murder. riot, 3 y 8 2 = 
Twenty-fifth Infantry which has been compiled andl sent to us, sup le- 
mented by one case coming from Key West, Fla., which appenten in 
yesterday's Reconp in the speech of Mr. SLAYDEN, of Texas, in the 
shape of an affidavit of Mr. Knight, sheriff of Monroe County, Fla., 
as to one of their escapades or criminal acts as they were going to 
Cuba. In the affidavit the sheriff testifies to the fact that a member 
of that regiment was arrested by the police and imprisoned in jail, and 
about midnight forty or fifty members of the company visited the jail 
and threatened to kill the sheriff, and do dire and ander unlawful acts 
unless this man was released, and, in fear of his life, the sheriff turned 


him loose. I will ask that these various matters may be 


ine 
in the Recorp without reading. 3 


City, Dak.; Winnemucca, Ne ae 5 oy 9 3 ie os 
„ Dak, ; ucca, Fes n Carlos ney, : 
Tex’; Niobrara, Nebr.; Key West, Fla. A X s 

In all these instances this very same regiment had perpetrated out- 
ra almost as great as the one at Fort Brown. It was knawn that 
this was ihe character of the regiment, and yet the War Department, 
ignoring the protest and the warning of the Representatives from 

exas in this body and in the other, sends them there anyhow, and it is 
to locate the indirect responsibility, if I can not locate the direct 
responsibility for this crime and for this tragedy, that I shall present 
some reasons after a while. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is granted as 
requested. ri 

The papers referred to are as follows : 

“ROWS THE TWENTY-FIFTK INFANTRY HAS BEEN IN. 

“Sturgis City, Dak., September 19-20, 1885.—Twenty-fifth Infantry 
was stationed at Fort eg ge 13 miles away, and on account of some 
imaginary grievance came into the town and killed Dr. H. P. Lynch. 
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with Government rifles. A mob then 
retaliation a body of negro troops went to town and shot u 
house, killing a cowboy. Four men were arrested and turn 
trial. Troops were not removed. 

“Winnemucca, Nev., June 29, 1899.—Twenty-fifth Infantry stopped at 
Winnemncca to get supper, and negro troops went into a saloon and a 
free-for-all fight ensued, in which the bartender was killed. About 
thirty soldiers went into the saloon and ran the barkeeper out and 
robbed the saloon. Same troops went on to Carlin and robbed another 
saloon, and the train pulled out before the proprietor could make 
complaint to the officers. After the shooting at Winnemucca, and 
even while it was going on, the negro soldiers all made a break for the 
ears of the train and became so thoroughly mixed that nobody could 
identify the men who had been in the oon. The authorities held 
the train from 6 o'clock until 1.30 at night and then had to let them 
proceed without finding the guilty parties. 

“San Carlos Agency, Ariz., October 13, 1899.— Indians complained that 
soldiers came into their camp and mistreated their women, and upon 
the authority of the officers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry arrested two 
of the negro soldiers at their camp. In retaliation thirteen negroes 
went to the Indian camp and severely beat four of the Indians. Two 
soldiers turned State's evidence, and all were arrested and given to 
the civil authorities for trial. 

“El Paso, Terz., 3 16-17, 1900. — Nine men of Company A made 
an attack on the city jail, where two of their companions were con- 
fined on charge of drunk and disorderly, and they killed a policeman 
on duty at the jail and had one of their number killed. One of the 
soldiers turned state's evidence, and all were turned over to the au- 
thorities for trial. 

“Niobrara, Nebr., October 29-30, 100. —A dance hall about 13 miles 
from Fort Niobrara was shot up and a woman was killed and two 
men wounded. Two soldiers with khaki uniforms and guns were seen 
running toward the fort and sixteen empty Krag-Jérgensen shells 
were found. Although every effort was made to find the guilty parties 
they were never found. 


About fifteen or twenty soldiers were in the Bo git d and were armed 
lynch 


Corporal Hollis. In 
a dance 
over for 


“KEY WEST INCIDENT. 


„However, the Twenty-fifth Infantry has been conspicuous even 
among the negro troops for its persistent career of crime and mutiny. 
In 1898, while on the way to Cuba, the regiment was delayed a few days 
in Key West. What they did there to maintain their record of in- 
surrection and contempt for law is told in the following language by the 
sheriff of Monroe County. Please observe that the statement is sworn 
to. 1 have a letter from an attorney of Key West, who was then 
police judge, which confirms the statement of the sherif and which 
also says that a drunken soldier, whom he was arresting, fired his 
pistol at an officer. 

“ STATE or FLORIDA, Monroe County: 

“Before the undersigned authority personally appeared Frank W. 
Knight, who, being duly sworn, says: That I was sheriff of Monroe 
County, Fla., in May, 1898, and that the 9 United States 
Infantry (colored) was at that time in the city of Key West awaiting 
orders for Cuba. That on the 20th day of April, A. D. 1898, at about 
10 p. m. of the same day, one Henry A. Williams (colored) and one 
of the men belonging to the Twenty-fifth United States Inny was 
brought to jail by the city police, charged with an assault with intent 
to kill; that at about 1 a. m. next morning at least thirty or forty 
of the soldiers belonging to said Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, 
armed with their guns, came to the jail and surrounded the jail, and 
came to the door of said jail and demanded the said Williams, saying 
that if he was not delivered to them they would break the jail down. 
I. being overpowered and no arms to defend myself and the rest of the 

risoners in a and fearing trouble might come to all in jail, thought 
t best to deliver said prisoner to them, intending to report the matter 
to the commanding officer at the barracks the next morning. Deponent 


_ further says that another reason why he delivered the prisoner over to 


them was because he had other prisoners in jail charged with murder, 
and he feared that if he did not turn over this man they would carry 
their threats into execution and he would then lose those whom he had 
confined for murder. That the conduct of these men was boisterous, 
and they were crying out all the time that if I did not turn this man 
over they would riddle me with bullets and that there ‘would not be a 


brick left in the building. „ W. Rxidnr 
“Sheriff Monroe County, Fla. 


“Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 27th day of December, 


A. D. 1906. 


“L. W. BETHEL, 
“Notary Public, State of Florida, at Large.” 


Mr. TILLMAN. In speaking about the type of men who composed this 
regiment, I will 1 iy this from the record in regard to the Sturgis 
incident : 

“A few minutes afterwards another lieutenant came to the house and 
said he had heard 2 from the direction of Sturgis, but thought it 
was at the ‘Half-Way House.’ The general then ordered him to take 
another detachment and arrest the soldiers. In about a half hour after- 
wards a horseman came riding up in great haste and informed the gen- 
eral that the soldiers had fired into Abe Hill's’ house and killed an 
inoffensive cowboy who was standing there, and that they had also 
fired volleys into one or two other houses. General Sturgis then ordered 
that Captain Ord should make a check roll call, examine the arms, and 
bring in such as had the appearance of being recently fired. This was 
done. But the fellows had scampered back by short cuts over the hills 
and gotten into their bunks before the roll call, which disclosed the ab- 
sence of only three, who, 1 think, were satisfactorily accounted for 
(p. 320).” 

92 toe Winnemucca, it says: 

“Daylight had now so faded that only flashes of the discharges (five 

to eight in number) were seen. It is admitted by Klucny that no 
shooting occurred until the men left the saloon. After the shooting 
the enlisted men dispersed quickly, running for their coaches. In the 
meantime some one had gone to the Lafayette Hotel and apprised the 
officers there at supper of the shooting, but before they could reach the 
scene of the disturbance the men were in their coaches.” 
. So these fellows were trained how to shoot up a town and murder 
men and then mingle with the innocent and get back to quarters or 
wherever aiy might at that time belong, and therefore hide the trail of 
the actual criminal and prevent detection. 


Mr. President, I say that I do not ask their conviction be- 
cause they are colored men. Not at all. God forbid that I 


— 


should ever arrive at that period of life where I would be willing 
to wrongfully inflict any penalty upon a colored man who had 
committed no crime. I would give the white man and the col- 
ored man in the courts of justice equal and fair protection. I 
would give to each a fair trial and inflict no wrong upon either. 

When it comes to a discussion of political rights there may 
be a difference of opinion; when it comes to a question of the 
conferring of suffrage, as to what class of persons ought to 
receive the right to yote, it presents a different question; but 
when it comes to the question of a man’s life or his liberty, no 
true man, no upright man, will ask that an innocent man be 
convicted. 

Mr. President, I come now to one of the facts which the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina discussed, and that is this: He insists 
in this case that the President has discharged 167 men, and that 
not more than 20 or 30 of these soldiers are guilty; he insists 
that innocent men have been punished by the President as well 
as guilty men. I do not construe the contract of enlistment as 
does the Senator from South Carolina. In the first place, I con- 
strue the contract of enlistment simply to be a contract for hire. 
The Government hires a soldier to serve it for three years, un- 
less sooner discharged, and agrees to pay him so much for his 
services. If the Government should come to the conclusion that 
the soldier has not honestly and faithfully performed his duty 
and has not complied with his contract, as a matter of discipline 
for the good of the Army, the President of the United States 
has the right to terminate the contract; and that has nothing 
to do with the punishment of the soldier for crime. 

Mr. President, suppose I have hired a man for three years to 
work for me. I agree to pay him $125 per year. While on a 
drunken spree he goes out and commits the offense of assault 
with intent to murder. I call him into my office and say: “ On 
account of your improper conduct, you are discharged.” That 
does not mean that I am punishing a man for assault with in- 
tent to murder. The President of the United States believed 
that these men had not rendered honest and faithful service; he 
believed they were unworthy to be soldiers; he believed that 
they ought to be discharged from the Army. If they had vio- 
lated the laws of Texas or the laws of the United States, he 
could haye them tried before a court-martial, but if he desired 
simply to dismiss them because of the want of faithful service 
in order to maintain discipline in the Army, he could terminate 
the contract. To my mind, there is a clear distinction between 
the punishment of these men for a crime and dismissing them 
for the want of honest and faithful service. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia 
uses a case, as an analogy, of his hiring a man to work for him 
for three years and then discharging him because he got drunk 
and attempted to commit murder; but if the Senator’s man 
were to tell him, Senator Cray, I have not done this,” would 
the Senator discharge him because he had heard some negro 
down the street in Marietta say that his man had got drunk and 
kicked up a row and tried to commit murder? That is the 
simile; that is the parallel. Will the Senator answer? 

Mr. CLAY. I would investigate the conduct of the man. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And that is all we are asking. 

Mr. CLAY. I would investigate the conduct of the man, and 
if the facts and circumstances were such as to convince me that 
he had broken the law, that he ought to be put in the peniten- 
tiary, and that he was unworthy to be in my employ, then I 
would discharge him. Now, what does the Senator from South 
Carolina say? He has investigated the facts, and these soldiers 
whom he represents on the floor of the Senate are all guilty 
wretches every one of them—and still the Senator wants more 
evidence. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. I say the Senator from South Carolina admits 
the guilt of these men. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I admit that some of these soldiers com- 
mitted the offense; but 167 of them did not do it, and only 20 
of them are charged with having done it. 

Mr. CLAY. Here are 167 soldiers, and 40 of them at one time 
heretofore tried to commit the offense of assault with intent to 
murder and run over a town. Fifty-two of them at another time 
were drunk in a saloon, and it was almost impossible to subdue 
them. Here were 167 of them; 20 or 30 of them fired from 
the garrison, leaped over the walls, shot into private houses, and 
came back and put up their guns, and not a single soldier could 


I do not understand the statement of the 
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be found who would testify against them. The President of the 
United States could not have done anything else, if he was faith- 
ful to his oath of office, except to discharge those men. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘Then the President should have discharged 
the balance of the regiment, because they are all equally of the 
type that the Senator says these 167 are. Now, be fair and 
carry your own logic to its inevitable conclusion. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the Senator has said that the 
President discharged too many men; and now he says that the 
President did not discharge enough. That is the conclusion 
which the Senator from South Carolina reaches. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am merely taking the argument of the 
Senator from Georgia to show that the President ought to have 
discharged the whole crowd. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, it was a trying situation, and the 
Secretary of War and the President of the United States did 
exactly what the Senator would have done. Suppose that the 
President had done nothing; had said “we can not find the 
guilty negroes; we know they did it; it has been proved that 
they did it; no one denies it, but we can not identify the guilty 
ones; therefore we will Jet them remain in the Army and retain 
them because of the want of evidence to identify the guilty 
ones,“ who would have arisen on this floor to defend the Presi- 
dent of the United States under such circumstances? 

I say, Mr. President, that if the Senator from South Carolina 
had risen in his seat and denounced the conduct of the Presi- 
dent of the United States as unfaithful to his oath of office for 
leaving in the Army twenty murderers, leaving in the Army 
others who concealed the crime of attempting the lives of inno- 
cent women and children, I would have joined with him and said 
that he deserved impeachment, instead of the applause and 
approval of the American people. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me there? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 


yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 


Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yet this very President has failed in four 
specific instances, as to which the Senator has just furnished 
the facts, to do this very thing. If he had not discharged these 
167 men—for what motive I am not prepared to Sax 

Mr. BACON. The present Executive was not the President 
in all those instances. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, he was President when the last three 
instances occurred. He was President in 1904. 

Mr. CLAY. But not in 1885. ~ 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know that that is away back yonder. 
When did the other instance occur? 

Mr. CLAY. One happened in 1904. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well, 1904. The present Executive was 
surely President then. He had just been reelected. 

But the point I am trying to make is that if the President 
had not discharged these men there would never have been any- 
thing said about it or any discussion of it here, any opening up 
of the facts, and those cutthroats and murderers would be going 
to the Philippines to engage in their delectable occupation over 
there. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I must forbear to engage in 
further controversy. I must get through with my remarks, 
for I only intended to speak for a short time. 

I was coming to one of the things the Senator from South 
Carolina had said, that when men are charged with crime 
there ought to be an investigation of the charge before there is 
any action taken. Let me tell you, if I am not mistaken, that 
this case has been pretty thoroughly investigated not only by 
the War Department, not only by direction of the President, 
but by a committee composed of the ablest lawyers of Browns- 
ville, Tex. I want to say that just after this shooting oc- 
curred, the next morning a little after daylight, you will find 
that the major of the Twenty-fifth Infantry went immediately 
to work to discover the guilty parties. He did not at first be- 
lieve that his men were guilty, but after a thorough investiga- 
tion, Mr. President, he reported to the Secretary of War that 
his men were undoubtedly guilty. He called upon a committee 
of the citizens of Brownsville to assist him in the investigation, 
and the most impartial and upright men of that town were ap- 
pointed to make this investigation in conjunction with the 
major of the Twenty-fifth Infantry. They sat for more than 
four days; they heard the testimony of fifty witnesses; they 
examined the locations where the shooting began, the direction 
of the balls, the houses that were first struck; and they ex- 
amined witness after witness to show the position of the 
troops when they were firing. That committee of citizens 
uminimously reported that the soldiers were guilty, but that 
they could not find the guilty ones. The major also reported 
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that they were guilty, but that he could not locate the guilty 
ones. The President of the United States was not satisfied with 
that investigation. Ile immediately sent an inspector there, 
whose duty it was to unearth such crimes, and after thorough 
investigation for more than a week he reported to the President 
of the United States that these men were guilty and that they 
ought to be discharged from the Army. d 

Let us do the President of the United States justice. If he 
is right, let us sustain him; if le is wrong, let us condemn him. 
The President was not yet satisfied. He immediately sent a 
brigadier-general of the inspectors’ division to make another in- 
vestigation, issuing an order giving the men a certain time 
within which to testify and disclose the guilty parties. He 
made a thorough inyestigation, tried to get the soldiers to tes- 
tify, but was unable to secure any more testimony, and he re- 
ported that they onght to be dismissed. Not only that, but the 
Department of Justice has taken this case up and sent one of 
its ablest lawyers to Brownsville to discover, if possible, the 
guilty parties. What has been the result? The identical men 
who did the shooting, Mr. President, have not and, in my judg- 
ment, will not be discovered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has mentioned the various ef- 
forts of the President and the instrumentalities used. What 
does he think of the President's failure to adopt the suggestion 
of the major that detectives should be enlisted and be put in 
among these men and all restrictions removed on their liberty 
of action, so that they could go about and try to ferret out 
from the loose tongues and the talking in confidence among 
these negroes, as the Senator knows they will talk, as to who 
did this “ glorious deed?” Why did not the President follow 
that clew or suggestion? What does the Senator have to say 
about that? 

Mr. CLAY. I will state to the Senator that I have never 
had a word with the President of the United States about this 
case in any way whatever, and do not know his personal views. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want the Senator’s opinion as to the wis- 
dow or the unwisdom of the President in not doing this thing, 
if he was honestly desirous of getting at the facts. All this 
other business is how not to do it and would disgrace even the 
Senate in that line, 

Mr. CLAY. I do not hesitate to tell the Senator that I be- 
lieve the President of the United States honestly desired and 
tried to discover the guilty men. He may not have adopted the 
best method for that purpose. It may be possible—and I think 
the Senator is probably correct in his view—that the sugges- 
tion of the major would have been a good one; but the failure 
of the President of the United States to adopt the sugges- 
tion, in all probability, can not be attributed to a desire to al- 
low any guilty man to escape. Wemay have different judgments 
in regard to what means we ought to pursue in order to reach 
the guilty parties. I presume that when the President of the 
United States sent to Brownsville an inspector and then an- 
other inspector and then a lawyer from the Department of 
Justice, with the view and purpose of finding out who were the 
guilty parties, to a large extent, he left it to their judgment as 
to what course they should pursue. I say in all candor that 
if the Committee on Military Affairs should go to Brownsville 
with the view of investigating this case, I am sure that the 
Senate would leave it to their judgment as to what course they 
ought to pursue. * 

But I rose for the purpose of saying that, in my judgment, 
no good can come from pursuing the proposed investigation. 
I do not believe the Committee on Military Affairs—and I do 
not make any reflection upon them—have any more means of 
ascertaining and finding out who the guilty parties are than has 
the Secretary of War. It is the special mission of an inspector- 
general to investigate crimes of this kind. He is familiar with 
the lives of the soldiers; he is on the ground; he can critically 
examine the situation. Doubtless already much more informa- 
tion has been obtained than a committee of the Senate ever 
will be able to obtain by its own efforts. 

In the short time that I have been in the Senate I have been 
convinced that investigations made by committees of the Senate 
as to transactions that took place hundreds and thousands of 
miles away from here are generally futile. Observation and ex- 
perience have convinced me that those who are on the ground, 
who know the location, who know how everything occurred, 
who the day afterwards saw where the shooting took place, 
who know the feeling existing between the two races, are much 
better equipped to find the facts than the Senate is equipped to 
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find them. In my judgment, if the resolution is adopted, we 
will incur an expense and waste time on an inyestigation that 
may be called political, and never can result in any real good. 

Mr. President, again, I want to say te the Senate that, as the 
resolution stands, it is only a question of fact to be investigated. 
The committee is not required to investigate whether or not the 
President had the legal and constitutional power to dismiss 
these men. They are only to inquire into the facts. 

It is true that the grand jury of the county where this killing 
occurred investigated it most carefully, and I have been in- 
formed that they were unanimously of the opinion that a part 
of these troops committed this crime; but they were unable, 
after sitting more than a week, to find any witnesses who could 
identify one of these troops. 

Mr. President, what effort has there been to find out the guilty 
men? We have had an investigation by a committee of citizens; 
we have had an investigation by the major; we have had an 
investigation by an inspecting officer; we haye had an investi- 
gation by the grand jury of the county; we have had an investi- 
gation by the Department of Justice; and no testimony has dis- 
closed the identity of the men who committed this crime. 

Now, Mr. President, I have about covered this case. I desire 
to say just a few words more and I am through. I believe the 
President of the United States, by virtue of the fact that he is 
the commander of the land and naval forces, is empowered to 
make rules and regulations for the government of the Army. 

I can not conceive how discipline could be maintained in the 
Army if the President of the United States could not weed out 
the unworthy, the unfaithful, and the dishonest. I do not be- 
lieve the law ever intended, or ought ever to be construed, to 
225 inet he can not dismiss an enlisted man without a court- 
ma 

I understand there are three ways of discharging a soldier. 
One is an honorable discharge—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, there are four ways of discharging a soldier—by the 
President, by the Secretary of War, by the departmental com- 
mander, or by judgment of a court-martial. 

. Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Kentucky is correct. The 
President of the United States has the right to discharge an 
enlisted man; the Secretary of War has the right to discharge 
an enlisted man, and the commanding officer of the department 
has the right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And he can be discharged by court-mar- 
al. 

Mr. CLAY. That is right. During my short service in the 
Senate I have had three or four men from Georgia discharged 
from the Army with honor, and one or two without honor be- 
cause of improper conduct. In one instance the Secretary of 
War discharged an enlisted man because of the helpless con- 
dition of his parents and because they needed him to attend to 
them in their old age. 

The President of the United States is not given power to dis- 
charge enlisted men in order to punish them. He is given power 
to discharge enlisted men when they have become unworthy, or 
when there are peculiar circumstances that will authorize their 
discharge. If these men have violated the criminal laws of the 
country, the President of the United States, in order to punish 
them, must summons a court-martial and give them a trial. I 
believe under the powers conferred upon him that he is author- 
ized and empowered to make such rules and regulations for the 
government of the Army as he may deem necessary, provided 
they are not inconsistent with the laws which Congress has 
passed upon that subject. 

It is absolutely necessary, in order to have good order in the 
Army, that the War Department shall have jurisdiction of the 
enlisted men, shall know their records, and shall be familiar 
with their conduct. If they become physically too weak to 
serve, if they become intemperate, if they become indolent and 
faithless in the discharge of their duties, then the Secretary of 
War and the President, both or either, are authorized to ter- 
minate the contract and get other enlisted men in their place. 

I think the speech of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
covers the law of the case. It is unanswerable, in my judgment. 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. Mattory] also delivered a 
speech which, from a legal standpoint, can not be answered. 
The Secretary of War has taken up this subject and discussed it 
at length. I will not read his report, as it is getting late, but I 
ask that it be inserted in the Rxconn. It is a better speech than 
I can make upon the subject, and in my judgment it covers the 
law of the case. It begins on page 16 and continues on pages 17 


and 18, and I ask that it may be printed in the RECORD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mission is granted. 


In the absence of objection, per- 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


I come now to your power as President to make the order of dis- 
charge in the manner in which it was made. The fourth article of 
war, which contains the statutory direction in respect of the dis- 

rge of soldiers, is as follows: 

“ART. 4. No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the 
service without a discharge in writing signed by a field officer of the 
regiment to which he belongs, or by the commanding officer when no 

d officer is present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted 
man before his term of service has expired except by order of the 
President, the Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a depart- 
ment, or by sentence of a general court-martial.” 

The regulations adopted by the President In carrying out this 
statutory BN eager are as follows: 

“148. Blank forms for discharge and final statements will be fur- 
nished by The Military Secretary of the Army, and will be retained in 
the 3 custody of company commanders. Those for dischar; 
of three classes: For honorable diseharge, for dishonorable dis- 
harge without honor. ‘They will be used as follows: 
“1. The blank for honorable discharge, when the soldier's service has 
been honest and faithf he would be entitled to charac- 
ter at least “ good.” ere the soldier's conduct has been such as to 
warrant his reenlistment, his service has been honest and faithful, and 
he is entitled to character at least“ good.” 

“2. The blank for discharge without honor when a soldier is dis- 
charged: (a) Without trial, on account of fraudulent enlistment. (b) 
Without trial, on account of payee: become disqualified for service, 
2 or in character, through his own misconduct. (3) On ac- 
count of imprisonment under sentence of a civil court. (d) Where 
the service has not been honest and faithful; that is, where the service 
does not warrant his reenlistment. (e) Where discharge without honor 
is specially ordered by the oa rag of War for sng other reason. 

“3. The blank for dishonorable discharge, for dishonorable discharge 
by sentence of court-martial or military commission,” 

The statutory restriction as to the eligibility of men presenting 
themselves for enlistment is contained in the following statute: 

“That hereafter all enlistments in the Army shall be for the term of 
three years, and no‘soldier shall be again enlisted in the Army whose 
service during his last preceding term of enlistment has not been honest 
and faithful.” (Sec. 2. aug. 1, 1894, 28 Stat. L., 216.) 

This has been construed for years by the Department as follows: 

“It Is within the discretion of the Secretary of War to determine, 
for the purpose of enlistment, whether the service of an im geome dur- 
ing his last term of enlistment was honest and faithful within the 
meaning of this statute—a sound discretion to be exercised In view of 
all the facts regarding his service and desertion. ‘ Desertion during a 
term of enlistment rendered service during such term not honest and 
faithful within the meaning of the act of June 16, 1890, and for the 

urposes of that act only. Held, therefore, that the question whether 
esertion constitutes a bar to reenlistment under the act of August 1, 


1894, is a matter to be determined by the Secretary of War.“ (Par. 
2158, Dig. of Opin., J. A. Gen.) 
“The discharge without honor is not a punishment. When a sol- 


dier is discharged before or on expiration of service he is entitled to a 
certificate to that effect, but he is not entitled to a certificate of hon- 
orable discharge (which is now only given to soldiers whose service 
has been honest and faithful) if in fact his service has not been honest 
and faithful. In such case he has failed to earn an honorable dis- 
charge, and. is given a discharge which discloses that fact—a dis- 
without honor. Not being a discharge ‘by way of punishment 
for an offense’ (sec. 1290, R. S.), forfeiture of travel allowances is not 
an incident of it. But when a soldier is discharged without trial on 
account of fraudulent enlistment or ‘for disability caused by his own 
misconduct’ (i. e., without honor’) travel allowances are forfeited; 
in the first case, by reason of the right of the Government, on the 
discovery of the fraud, to rescind the contract of enlistment, and thus 
avoid all unexecuted obligations under it, and in the second, under the 
rovisions of the Army appropriation act, approved March 16, 1896. 
But a soldier discharged without honor except for fraudulent enlist- 
ment does not forfeit Cone money due h at date of d 
(Dig. Opin., J. A. Gen., sec. 1132,)” 

From the citations above given it follows that one enlisting in the 
Army is advised, first, that the President has the right at will to ter- 
minate the contract of enlistment; second, that when the contract of 
enlistment is terminated at will the President may properly show on 
the discharge that the service which has been rendered has not been 
such as to warrant reenlistment and, therefore, is not to be regarded 
as honest and faithful, permitting reenlistment under the statute. 

y reference to the procedure in the Navy, set out in the Jud 
Advocate-General's memorandum, it will be found that substantially 
the same case exists in that branch of the service, and while that 
matter is not so clear with respect to the civil service, the practice is 
practically the same. 

It has been objected to the form of order in this case that, while 
the President might have the right to lay down rules of eligibility to 
exclude men discharged under circumstances like those present in 
3 is that of laying down a rule 


e ay if th 
li he 1 t all ig ‘Seen 

tions for refusing reenlistment, he is not allow 0 8 

words of the President, therefore, in the discharges in question barring 
the men from reenlistment, are in effect a mere declaration that the 

1 under such circumstances as not to warrant reenlist- 


regula- 
The 


are 
ment, — — brin Piggy within paragraph 2, Class D, No. 148, of 
the ons o e Army. 

Again, it is o that the President has no er to make the 


order in question, because, if 

There is a clear distinction between dis 
talion, or a regiment, and the 

This order named the persons who were discharged, and did not em- 
brace all members of the three companies. Immediately upon the dis- 
charge of these men an order was issued filling up the companies 
by transfer from the other companies of the regiment, so that the 
entity and service of the companies are continued in the Army, and 
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doubtless by proper recruiting, will soon be brought up to the usual 


number in each company. he order appears in the accompanying 


exhibit. 

5 the similar cases which are set forth in the exhibit is the 
case of the Fourth Cavalry. In that case a number of men in a squad- 
ron, roused to passion and violence by the killing of one of their 
number, lynched the person charged with the crime. It was impos- 
sible to determine who had committed the crime; no evidence was 
forthcoming from the members of the io danny The members of the 
court of inquiry, consisting of General Kautz, Colonel Carlin, and Col. 
Thos. M. Anderson, recommended that the troops of the squadron 
be disbanded. The matter was presented to Acting Judge-Adyocate- 
General Lieber, who, after pointing out that the organization and 
maintenance of the squadron was provided for by law, said: The 
Secretary of War has therefore, strictly . no authority to dis- 
band these companies as such. He may, indeed, discharge all the men 
of such companies, enlisting others in their stead, but this would be 
treating innocent and guilty alike, and the discharge would be in law 
‘honorable,’ and in the case of the guilty would be a premium upon 
crime.” Since that time the pacio has been put in force by regula- 
tion of issuing discharges without honor, in which there can be no re- 
enlistment, except by Executive permission. There is nothing in this 
precedent which, in the slightest degree, affects the legality of the pres- 
ent order, for the principle aoe which the decision rests recognizes 
fully the complete power of the President to discharge every member 
of any organization. $ 


Very respectfully, Wu. II. Tarr 


Secretary of War. 

Mr. CLAY. That report of the Secretary of War covers the 
case so far as the law is concerned. Mark you, in this discus- 
sion we have confounded trying the men for crimes with dis- 
missing them for improper conduct. I agree that a dishonorable 
discharge can not be granted by the President of the United 
States. I agree that under the Articles of War a dishonorable 
discharge can only be granted after trial by court-martial and a 
conviction. The law provides for a court-martial trial where 
crimes haye been committed, and if the President had at- 
tempted to have these men tried for this offense it would have 
been necessary to summon a court-martial and to have tried 
them by a court-martial. However, when he reached the con- 
clusion that he simply desired to discontinue their services, to 
terminate a civil contract, to put at an end the contract be- 
tween the soldiers and the Government, he had a right to do so. 
Then, after discharge, they could be tried for the crime which 
they committed, provided they could be identified. 

The President and I do not belong to the same political party. 
We disagree on a great many things, but I am frank enough to 
say that when he does something of which I approve I am 
ready to say so. I believe that when he sent inspectors there 
to ascertain, if possible, the guilty parties, when he used all 
the power of the War Department to ascertain who the guilty 
parties were, and when he could not identify them, and imme- 
diately dismissed 167 men, he did right; and an overwhelm- 
ing majority of the people of my State approve and applaud his 
conduct. 

I do not say that the people of Georgia would approve his 
conduct if the men were innocent. In our State we provided by 
law for the disbandment of our colored soldiers simply be- 
cause of the friction that often arose. With the racial feeling 
staring us in the face it may become necessary to do likewise 
in the Army of the United States. If the colored man wants 
to haye the respect and confidence of the white man, he must 
make himself worthy in every respect. I say again, the Presi- 
dent of the United States did right. He sought diligently to 
find out the guilty parties. 

The men who knew of this crime, the men who planned this 
crime, the men who concealed this crime, are as guilty as the 
men who did the shooting. In Georgia, and probably in every State 
in this Union, when murder is committed there may be accessories 
before and accessories after the fact. Accessories before the 
fact are those who counsel and advise others to commit murder. 
Accessories after the fact are those who know that a crime has 
been committed and conceal it. It was impossible, Mr. Presi- 
dent, for twenty men to have taken their guns and left the walls 
of the fort and in ten minutes come back and then get their 
arms without some of. the others knowing something about it. 
In my judgment, in view of the facts, the shooting was well 
planned and the arrangements were thoroughly understood. 

There was deep resentment on the part of these troops be- 
cause they were not permitted to drink at the bars with the 
white people. There was deep resentment because there was a 
collision between a white man and a colored man. Threats had 
been made. There was a motive that prompted the crime. 

Mr. President, there was nobody to commit this crime except 
either these troops or the people of Brownsville. There were no 
feuds in Brownsville. The people were living in peace. They 
were living as neighbors. They were living as friends. It is 
to my mind preposterous that individuals in that town could 
have gotten together with guns for the purpose of shooting down 
other neighbors at night. As I say, there was nobody to do it 
except the soldiers or the people of Brownsville. The bullets 
that went into the houses, the shells that were found where the 


soldiers went were those manufactured by the War Department, 
and it has not been shown that a single citizen in Brownsville 
used similar shells. 

Mr. President, just one word and I am through. The testi- 
mony discloses the fact, and three witnesses swear to that fact, 
that these soldiers fired first in the garrison where nobody else 
except the soldiers were located, and just as soon as they fired 
they leaped the walls and started through the town. And three 
witnesses identified the firing as taking place in the garrison, 
identified the direction which these men took; they saw them 
fire and followed them and saw them when they came back and 
went into the garrison. It is not disputed by anybody that these 
soldiers did the shooting. The only thing claimed by those who 
disagree with the President in dismissing the troops is the fact 
that the War Department did not identify the particular men 
who did the shooting. They have been discharged. They ought 
to have been discharged long ago. They are unworthy to wear 
the uniform of a soldier. ‘They have been guilty of outrageous 
conduct before, and their conduct ought to meet the universal 
condemnation of all good men—white and black. I approve and 
applaud the conduct of the President, because I believe these 
men were guilty, and I believe he was right in discharging 
them. We ought to speak words of praise and not words of 
censure. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I shall occupy but a moment of 
the time of the Senate. I understand the fundamental proposi- 
tion upon which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] base their conten- 
tion to be that the President of the United States is not clothed 
under the law and the Army Regulations with the power sum- 
marily to dismiss these soldiers. -As I do not intend to occupy 
the time of the Senate during this debate with any discussion 
of that question or of any other connected with it, I will con- 
tribute my small quota to what may be due in that regard in 
the shape of a precedent, which may be of some service in guid- 
ing us to a proper solution. 

I hold in my hand an editorial published in a newspaper in 
my town—the Macon Telegraph—in which there is a recitation 
of certain facts and then a quotation of the authority or prece- 
dent to which I have alluded. I will ask that the Secretary 
read that part of it which is included within the marked lines. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested by the Senator from Georgia. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[The Macon Telegraph, January 4, 1907.] 


And now comes the Charleston News and Courier and presents a 
recedent for the President's action—one that is on all fours with it— 
rom the record of BENJAMIN R. TILLMAN himself. For though the 
strenuous Carolinian has never had any experience at soldiering in the 
ranks, he has had a brief but lively experience at playing the part of 
commander in chief. ‘The record produced by the News and Courler was 
made in connection with the almost forgotten incident of the Dar- 
lington war.” This war,“ as it is called, occurred in April, 1894, 
when TILLMAN was governor and the dispensary was still in its ex- 
perimental stages. The dispensary constabulary had been hunting 
“blind tigers” in Darlington and had assembled at the depot to take 
the train for another point, when an altercation arose with some citi- 
zens which resulted in a conflict in which a popular young citizen was 
shot and killed. The 2 flew to arms, while the chief State con. 
stable and the men with him took to the swamps, where for several 
days they were hunted by the enraged people. Governor TILLMAN 
acted with great promptness and yigor. He ordered the State military 
companies to assemble at Columbia and dispatched such companies as 
did not revolt to Darlington. Among the companies that obeyed the 
pgp orders at first was the Newberry rifles. The News and Cou- 
rier says: i 

This company on Sunday night, April 1, was ordered to take.charge 
of the two telegraph offices in Columbia, to inspect all telegrams filed 
for transmission, and to rejec all of a “sensational or incendiary 
character,” the governor having assumed control of the telegraph lines 
on account of the alleged disturbances. The company performed the 

duty Sunday night, but on the following morning its commanding 
officer addressed to the governor a letter tendering the resignations of 
himself and his men from the service of the State on the ground that 
he and his command had not responded to the governor's call to exer- 
cise the “ exceedingly distasteful duty of scrutinizing the private affairs 
of the citizens of South Carolina,” and adding that the company be- 
lieved that such service was calculated to further irritate the people 
ang that the company did not care to be subject to such orders in 
uture. 

At 5 o'clock on the afternoon of the same day Governor Tillman's 
judge-advocate-general read an order to six companies at inspection, 
signed B. R. Tillman, governor and commander in chief,” and ad- 
dressed to the captain of the Newberry company, from which we quote 
the following: 

“ Under the laws of South Carolina the gevernor is clothed with dis- 
cretion and power to call out the militia whenever, in the judgment of 
the governor, it may be necessary, and when so called into the service 
of the State the militia shall be subject to the same rules and Articles 
of War as troops of the United States. The action of your company 
and your daring to send it to me under these rules is mutiny and an 
insult to the commander in chief, who was given his commission by the 
people. The duty of the soldier—and the militia are soldiers—when 
called into service is blind obedience to orders from his superior or 
not to question them in any degree. You have failed to learn the first 
lesson, and I will make of you and your company an example. Your 

— from the service of 


resignation is not accepted, but you are dismi, 
tate as unworthy 


the o wear its uniform.” 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am very glad that my dis- 
tinguished friend, the Senator from Georgia, has given me the 
opportunity to add just a few words of explanation to the order 
which has just been read. 

There was insurrection and a dangerous condition in the State 
of South Carolina. The people were divided on the subject of 
the regulation of whisky, and a riot had occurred in which three 
men had been killed, and a mob of several hundred were pursu- 
ing the State’s officers whose duty it was to enforce the liquor 
law. Under those circumstances I called on the militia in the 
city of Columbia and in the city of Charleston, some ten or 
twelve companies, to go to Darlington and restore order and 
allow the civil law to take its course. 

These companies rebelled outright; refused to respond to the 
order. I then called on all the companies in the State by tele- 
gram to repair to the State capital, some 60 miles from the seat 
of the disturbance, but really the head center of the rebellion 
against the State authority. , 

In the exercise of my duty and power under the statutes of 
the State I notified the railroads that they should not transport 
any armed bodies of men without my orders. I notified the two 
telegraph companies in the city of Columbia that they must 
transmit no incendiary telegrams; and as soon as I got one 
militia company into the city, the day after the riot, this New- 
berry company, I issued an order to its captain to take posses- 
sion of the two telegraph offices, the. Western Union and the 
Postal, and to supervise and direct the transmission of tele- 
grams, allowing no incendiary messages to go out. 

The result was that the next morning, with this condition of 
unrest and, as I said, of insurrection abroad in the State, these 
men and this captain wrote me the letter which has been read, 
and I issued the order which I did, adding something which has 
not been put in the article that has been read, that God forbid 
that I should ever again have anything to do with any such 
bandbox soldiers.” But if there is any analogy-—— 

Mr. WARREN. What sort of soldiers? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Bandbox—fellows who use uniforms and 
brass buttons to make the girls fall in love with them and have 
not enough of the element of a soldier in them to obey orders. 
(Laughter. ] 

Now, no orders had been issued at Brownsville. There is no 
analogy whatever. My dismissal of these men was a legitimate 
exercise of and within my power as the chief executive and 
commander in chief. They bad insulted me with their letter; 
they had assumed the right to resign when they were in the 
field; and I leave it to all sensible men to say whether or not 
the Senator from Georgia has strengthened his case by under- 
taking to justify the President in his usurpation of authority by 
pointing to a perfectly legitimate use of it on my part. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word. I 
certainly had no intention to criticise the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh! I was out of the Chamber for a mo- 
ment, and I thought it was the other friend of mine from 
Georgia. I did not know it was my friend the senior Senator 
from Georgia. 

e Mr. BACON. I repeat I had no desire whatever to criticise 

the Senator from South Carolina. Without undertaking to say 
whether all of the exceedingly stringent methods which he took 
preceding the particular order which is under consideraiton were 
justified, I wish to say that, so far as the issuance of that order 
was concerned, I think he acted clearly within his rights, and 
it is exactly what ought to have been done. In other words, 
troops which bad been guilty of this great impropriety were 
no longer fit to be part of the militia of South Carolina, and the 
Senator from South Carolina as governor very properly, with- 
out waiting for any court-martial, dismissed them peremptorily 
as unworthy to wear the uniform of the State of South Carolina. 
That is the analogy, if the Senator will pardon me, which I 
think exists—that where the President of the United States 
found in the service of the United States soldiers who were un- 
worthy to wear the uniform, and the continuance of whom with 
arms in their hands was dangerous to the peace and the safety 
of the public, he did, I think, as did the governor of South Caro- 
~ lina, entirely right and acted entirely within his rights and his 
power when he dismissed them summarily without waiting for 
a court-martal. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. I dismissed the entire company. I had 
authority to dismiss the entire company. 

Mr. BACON. The President of the United States went the 
Senator two better and dismissed three companies. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The trouble about that was that he dis- 
missed them in piecemeal in order to get around the letter of 
the law. He quibbled and dodged, as the Senator from Georgia 
is quibbling and dodging on the legal question. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have no criticism to make 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] when gov- 
ernor of South Carolina for his order dismissing a militia 
company from the service. From what I know of him I am 
only surprised at his moderation. I assume they were white 
soldiers, or he would have had them lynched. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They were white, because we had not any 
of the other kind, thank God. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should have very great contempt for my- 
self if I could not investigate and fairly decide the questions in- 
volved in this matter—and they are mainly legal questions, I 
think, so far as they are properly inyolyed—without any regard 
whateyer to the color of the soldiers affected. I confess my 
sympathy for the colored soldier and my sympathy for the col- 
ored man. They have done wonders in many directions since 
they were brought out of the darkness of slavery into the light 
of liberty. They have made great progress in education, indus- 
trial and otherwise; in the acquisition of property, the owner- 
ship of homes, the management of business, and generally in ac- 
quiring the arts of civilization. The colored man has, more- 
over, abundantly vindicated his right to be a soldier, clad in the 
uniform of the Army, marching and serving under the flag. 
Undeniably the Southern States are entitled to great credit 
for the liberality and justice with which they have provided 
for their colored citizens, beginning at a time when it was a 
great burden upon their resources, because of the desolation 
and waste of war. f 

I have always as an American looked back with pride upon 
the attitude of the South long years ago, when she was less 
prosperous than she is now, in refusing to accept from the 
Federal Treasury money to help her educate her children. 
Not only, Mr. President, was it a proud, self-respecting, digni- 
fied position to take, but in the years that have since intervened 
ng one can dispute, I think, that it was a wise one in the in- 
terest of education in the South. 

I listened with regret, though not with surprise, to swift and 
general impeachment yesterday not only of the battalion of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry at Brownsyille, but of the regiment. The 
Senator from South Carolina spoke of them as “a lawless, 
brutal, murderous set of cutthroats,” language which could 
not possibly be justly applied to so many men, for a company 
of soldiers could not be found in which there would not be a 
goodly number of law-abiding, faithful, manly men. 

The Senator from South Carolina criticised the War Depart- 
ment for sending the troops to Texas to join the remainder of the 
regiment, explained, as the Recorp shows, by the Secretary of 
War in a letter to the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON}, and said they should not have been sent to Texas. 
If they were “a lawless, brutal, murderous set of cutthroats,” 
they ought not to have been sent anywhere, I take it, with rifles . 
in their hands and the power to commit outrage. 

But, Mr. President, I envy no man the narrowness of mental 
vision or the bitterness of hate that can lead him to indict in 
such language a regiment of soldiers, and if the Senator would 
have examined the record 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suppose the Senator from Wisconsin wants 
to be entirely just. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish the Senator would be just. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I try to be. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator makes a big failure sometimes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator himself sometimes fails, if he 
will be honest and confess it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, what does the Senator 
mean by being “ honest?” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I say if you—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator arrogate to himself the 
quality of honest 


Mr. TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of frankness and fairness 
Mr. TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. SpOONER. In excess of his colleagues? 
Mr. TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 


Mr. TILLMAN. When I confess my sins and know that 
every man here is equally sinful—that is what I mean. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can confess for himself, not 
for me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well; we will not quarrel about that. 

Mr. SPOONER. What did the Senator want to say? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator spoke a moment ago of these 
companies having been sent to join their regiment. If I recol- 
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lect the letter of the Secretary of War, he speaks about the 
balance of the regiment or a company of the regiment being at 
Fort Ringgold, although I do not know where Fort Ringgold 
is. Anyway, they were somewhere in Texas, which is as big 
as all out of doors, as the Senator knows, and these men who 
went to Brownsville were not within possibly 500 miles of the 
balance of the regiment. 

Mr. SPOONER. No matter—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. So I did not indict the entire regiment. 
The Senator from Georgia has done that. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina did not 
do it yesterday, but he did it 

Mr. TILLMAN. I indicted this set who had gone there and 
who showed by their actions in the riot the character of men 
they were, or some of them, at least. If it will do the Senator 
any good to do it, I will confess that there are good negroes, yes, 
thousands and hundreds of thousands and even millions of 
them. I have some that have been with me fifteen or twenty 
or thirty years. 

Mr. SPOONER. The race cought to be obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have said it before on this floor and I 
have said it time and again wherever I have discussed this 
question, I do not indict the whole race, and I do not hate the 
race, 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I simply feel that I am superior to it. That 
is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a question I decline to discuss. In 
many ways the Senator is. 

Now, Mr. President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When I say “I,” I mean the white race is 
superior to the colored race. Now do you understand it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think a good white man is superior to a 
bad black man. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator think that the white race 
is not superior to the colored race? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, in a way, it has had advantages 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That the other race has never had. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It has evoluted in three or four or five 
thousand years, and you want to put the blacks right alongside 
of us in fifty or seventy-five years. 

Mr. SPOONER. Never mind that. I may have a word or 
two to say about that before I get through. But I do not care 
to discuss at any length the race question, which has nothing to 
do with the questions involved in this matter. I only wanted 
to say that this regiment and the other negro regiments have 
with the utmost valor and steadfastness, and generally with 
the best discipline and observance of law- and the rights of 
others, won deseryed fame as soldiers. 

I saw this regiment in 1894 when it was stationed, and it was 
all together, at Fort Missoula, Mont. It has been my fortune to 
see the soldiery of several countries abroad. I have seen regi- 
mental parades, or what we call dress parades, in England, in 
Germany, in France. I have seen a great many in this country. 
I never saw one, Mr. President, anywhere more perfect in every 
way than this regiment at Fort Missoula. 

Company B of this regiment, which was at Brownsville, and 
a number of other companies of this regiment, so far as the 
record shows and so far as I know, have never been involved in 
any conduct not worthy of the soldier. 

Mr. President, the Senator referred to this record. Now I 
turn to the affair at El Paso, Tex., involving a number of mem- 
bers of a company—I do not remember the company 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think it was C. s 

Mr. SPOONER. Possibly it was C. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Company A. 

Mr. SPOONER. Company A. If the Senator had read and 
remembered it, he would have discovered not only that the per- 
petrators of the offense there committed were identified and ap- 
prehended, but Captain Loughborough, in making his report, 
said: 

I beg leave also to give the names of enlisted men of this command 
who have been loyal and faithful, voluntarily coming to me with infor- 
mation, without which it would have been much more difficult, if not 
impossible, to have apprehended the guilty. 

Then he gives the names of eleven of the noncommissioned 
officers and privates of the same company as entitled to the fore- 
going commendation. 

This regiment served on the frontier, was engaged in many 
fights with the Indians, served in Cuba, where the fighting was 
the hottest, and in the Philippines, and I think their com- 
manders would testify that no better regiment eyer mustered. 
And the same thing may be truthfully said, as I understand it, 
of the other colored regiments in the Army. 

I know of no man who has evidenced a stronger feeling of 


comradeship and greater concern for the welfare of the soldiers 
among and alongside of whom be served in Cuba than Presi- 
dent Roosevelt. I think we have never had a President who 
has, while rigorous in discipline, been more solicitous for just 
treatment by all the people to the enlisted men of the Army 
and Navy than he. He has not shown the slightest tolerance 
of injustice to them by their commanders. From the stand- 
point of administration and enforcement of the law and the pro- 
tective power of the law, he certainly has been without discrimi- 
nation with reference to wealth or poverty, race or class. It can 
not be imputed to him that he could consciously inflict injustice 
upon the ‘enlisted men of this battalion or upon any enlisted 
men in the Army or Navy of the United ‘States. 

Mr. President, my differences with the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio are upon the legal phases of this matter mainly, and 
with many of the principles of law which he announces I am 
entirely in accord with him. That this is a country of law, that 
no Federal official can be above the Constitution, that the Presi- 
dent can lawfully exercise no power which he does not derive 
from that instrument or the laws of Congress enacted in pur- 
suance of it, of course all must admit. That we may not in 
some circumstances have what would be in other circumstances 
autocratic power in this country I can not say, because in its 


very nature the discipline and conduct of an army requires 


more or less the summary exercise of power. No one knows 
that better than the chivalrous and gallant soldier who intro- 
duced and advocates this resolution. The very idea of com- 
mand, which can not be dissociated from a commander in chief, 
involves more or less autocratic power. Under our system 
many safeguards have been thrown around its exercise. 

I am not opposing the resolution of investigation of the 
Brownsville affair, properly worded. I do object, however, to 
the resolution as introduced by the Senator from Ohio and now 
pending. The inevitable trend of the debate on Saturday and 
to-day has strengthened me in my objection to it. It has been 
discussed rather as a case in court than as a legislative func- 
tion. If the President has, as the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, and others, seem to think, exercised a power which under 
the Constitution and the laws of the country he does not pos- 
sess, and in a manner greatly to the prejudice of citizens, it is 
quite clear to me that the Senate ought not to enter upon an 
investigation of it. Even if a President abuses the power which 


he possesses or exercises it with bad motive, I should greatly | 


deplore an attempt by the Senate to investigate it or pass 
judgment upon it. 

In our system the powers of government are distributed 
among three branches, each coordinate and independent of the 
other, neither of which is responsible to the other in any 
manner, except as prescribed by the Constitution. The Presi- 
dent is not responsible under the Constitution to the Senate or 
to the House of Representatives or to both. It is especially not the 
function of the Senate to investigate and determine whether the 
President has usurped power or abused a power which he pos- 
sesses, because under the Constitution the Senate sustains a 
peculiar relation to the President. Of course it is one of the 
legislative bodies of the Congress. It is equal in power, in 
respect of legislation, to the other, with one exception. It is 
not permitted to originate revenue bills. But, Mr. President, 
peculiar functions have been conferred upon the House as to 
some matters, and upon the House alone, and also upon the 
Senate to the exclusion of the House. None of them are legis- 
lative functions. The Senate participates in the making of the 
laws as a legislative body. It participates, with the President, 
in appointments, which is not a legislative function. It par- 
ticipates in the exercise of the treaty-making power. But, Mr. 


President, its most solemn function under the Constitution is 


a judicial one. Section 3 of the first article provides: 

The Senate shall have the sole power to try all impeachments. 
When sitting for that purpose they shall be on oath or affirmation. 
When the President of the United States is tried, the Chief Justice 
shall preside, and no person shall be convicted without the concur- 
rence of two-thirds of the members present. 

Section 2 of the same article provides that the House “ shall 
have the sole power of impeachment.” The power of impeach- 
ment is as plainly and exclusively vested in the House of Rep- 
resentatives as is the power to try impeachments vested in the 
Senate. Investigations to determine or which will determine 
whether an Executive act is violative of the Constitution and 
beyond the power of a President, or whether, if within his 
power, it has been abused, if that is the object of the inquiry, 
surely is properly with the impeaching body, and should not be 
exercised by the body which alone can constitutionally try and 
determine, Of course this is an abstraction as to this case and 
as to this President, but to my mind (I have had occasion to 
urge it here before) it is a principle which ought not to be disre- 
garded by the Senate, for it would be a horrid thing if when 
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articles of impeachment of an officer reach this Chamber they 
should be laid before a court which in another capacity, having 
investigated and considered the same matter, had prejudged it. 


Mr. President, so much for that. If a President, whether 
in his capacity of Chief Executive or as Commander in Chief, 
has performed an act or made an order which was within his 
authority to make, I can not see that it is competent for this 
body or the other, or both, to take testimony as to the wisdom 
of that executed act, upon which to determine whether it will 
by legislative act set it aside. The Congress, if dissatisfied, 
may withdraw the power or place additional limitations upon 
its exercise for the future, but I do not see that it can by 
legislation render void the act. When a power is possessed 
by the President or an officer of the Government to do an act 
in a defined contingency or in his discretion, his decision as 
to the existence of the contingency or that circumstances are 
such as to demand the performance of the act is conclusive, and 
the act can not be impeached or overturned by the Congress be- 
cause in its opinion the exigency had not arisen or that the 
power was unwisely exercised. The general rule is well stated 
by the Supreme Court in the case of Martin v. Mott (12 Wheat., 
19) thus: 

Whenever a statute gives a discretionary power to any penon; to be 
exercised by him upon his own opinion of certain facts, it is a sound 
rule of construction that the statute constitutes him the sole and ex- 
clusive judge of the existence of those facts. And in the present case 


7 all of opinion that such is the true construction of the act of 


Which authorized the President “ whenever the United States 
shall be inyaded, or be in imminent danger of invasion from any 
foreign nation, etc., it shall be lawful for the President of the 
United States to call forth such number of the militia of the 
State or States most in danger,” ete. 

It is no answer that such a power ma 
power which is not susceptible of abuse. 
as for all other official misconduct, if it should occur, is to found 
in the Constitution itself. In a free government the danger must be 
remote, since in addition to the high qualities which the executive must 
be 3 to possess of public virtue and honest devotion to the 
public interests, the frequency of elections, and the watchfulness of 
the representatives of the nation carry with them all the checks which 
can be useful to guard against usurpation or wanton tyranny. 

The principle is peculiarly applicable to a lawful order made 
by the President as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 

I am assuming now that the President possessed the lawful 
authority to make the order discharging without honor the en- 
listed men of the battalion of the Twenty-fifth Infantry at 
Brownsville. The fact that he made such an order does not 
need investigation. The reports and papers upon which he 
based it are in the possession of the Senate, and the inquiry 
into the discharge, and it seems to be limited to that, is as to 
the wisdom and justness of the order, and the adequacy of the 
information upon which the President based it; in other words, 
as it has been put, for the purpose of affording to the enlisted 
men discharged a day in court. 

Aside from the general principle, which is sufficient, I deny 
that under the Constitution the Congress has any such relation 
to the Army as permits it to set aside an order lawfully made 
by the President as Commander in Chief. The provisions of the 
Constitution which bear upon the subject are few and simple. 
The Senator from Ohio, who is a very able lawyer, and has said 
all that can be said by anyone, I think, in support of his conten- 
tions, read them. 

Congress is given power to declare war, which necessitates 
the use of an army or navy, or both. Congress is given power 
to raise and support armies, with the limitation that “no appro- 
priation of money to that use shall be for a longer term than 
two years.” Congress is given power in addition to make 
“rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval 
forces.” The Constitution provides, in section 1 of Article II, 
that “ the executive power shall be vested in a President of the 
United States,” and in section 2 that “the President shall be 
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, 
and of the militia of the several States when called into the 
actual service of the United States.” 

The provisions quoted from the Constitution as to the power 
of Congress in respect to the Army and Navy are logical and 
plain. They admirably express the manifest purpose of the 
framers of the instrument. I will consider them later. 

The Constitution has left entirely without definition the scope 
of the power of the President as Commander in Chief, and the 
measure of the power was left to be sought elsewhere. I can 
not agree that the sole constitutional power of the President 
is to command the Army in time of war and conduct campaigns. 
That his power is vastly greater in time of war than in time of 
peace has been decided, and is not open to dispute. It is largely 
to be sought in the law of nations and the rules of civilized war- 
fare. But an army and a uavy must be commanded in time of 


be abused, for there is no 
he remedy for this, as well 


peace, as well as in time of war, else neither would be fit for 
war. What the measure and scope of this power is in time of 
peace it is not necessary at this time to discuss. That it is the 
power to command, with all that is inherent in the function and 
necessary to its exercise, can not well be disputed, and that 
whatever the power is it is conferred by the Constitution and 
can not be interfered with by the Congress will not be denied. 

I quite agree with the Senator from Ohio that we need not, 
even if we may, seek the measure of this power in the power of 
the King at the time of the adoption of the Constitution. There 
is something to be said on both sides of the proposition. Some 
courts have referred to the power of the King as furnishing 
some guide as to the constitutional power of the President as 
Commander in Chief. It is said in the opinion of Judge Knott, 
speaking for the Court of Claims in the case of Street v. United 
States (24 Court of Claims, 230), after referring to the power of 
the Crown at the time of the adoption of the Constitution ex- 
clusively to control the British army, that— 


This power of command and control the framers of the Constituti 

placed E the hands of the President, with only two restrictions — 

upon it: that Congress should have power “to make rules for the gov- 

ernment and regulation of the land and naval forces; that the ap- 

onaman of officers should be “by and with the advice and consent of 
enate. £ 


The President can remove any -officer of the Army or Navy 
without cause by appointing, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, another to-supersede him. This was settled in 
the Mullan case (140 U. S., 240). The practice has wisely made 
the tenure of military and naval office “ practically for life or 
during good behavior.” But I speak of the power. 

In Ex parte Milligan (4 Wallace, 2), quoted by the Senator 
from Ohio, was inyolved the power of the President to establish 
martial law in Indiana and the validity of the trial of a citizen 
by military commission upon the charge practically of giving 
aid and comfort to the enemy. Milligan and others were sen- 
tenced to death by a military commission, and the court held 
properly that, as Indiana was not in any sense the theater of 
war, the civil government there being in full operation, and the 
courts discharging uninterruptedly their functions, martial law 
could not lawfully be put in operation in Indiana and that a 
military commission could not lawfully try and condemn a citi- 
zen. In the opinion, upon the general subject which I am dis- 
cussing, the court say: 

Congress has the power not only to raise and support and vem 
armies, but to declare war. It has, therefore, the power to provide by 
law for cargue on war. This power necessarily extends to all legis- 
lation essential to the prosecution of war with vigor and success, except 
such as interferes with the command of the forces and the conduct of 
campaigns. That power and duty belong to the President as Com- 
mander in Chief. oth these powers are derived from the Constitution, 
but neither is defined. by that instrument. Their extent must be deter- 
mined by their nature and by the principles of our institutions. 

The power to make the necessary laws is in Congress; the power to 
execute in the President. Both powers imply many subordinate and 
auwiliary powers. Hach includes all authorities essential to its due es- 
ercise. But neither can the President, in war more than in peace, in- 
trude upon the proper authority of Congress, nor Congress upon the 


proper authority of the President. Both are servants of the people, 
whose will is expressed in the fundamental law. 


It must be certain that where Congress has failed to make 
rules for the discipline of the Army the power of command 
lodged in the President carries with it authority in him to issue 
an order absolutely necessary to the discipline of the Army. An 
army without discipline, Mr. President, is a mob. Instead of 
being a shield and a protection to the people it is a menace. It 
is more dangerous to those who maintain it than it is to the ene- 
mies of the country. 

Mr. PATTERSON.. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I want to say that I am very much in- 
terested in the argument the Senator from Wisconsin is mak- 
ing 

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator for the compliment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And I had been thinking on identically 
the same line myself. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that is a higher compliment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, well now, do not be too complimen- 
tary—and I had about reached the conclusion that Congress 
could not legislate so as to restore these men to the Army. 

Mr. SPOONER. I reached that conclusion myself. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But here is the proposition about which 
I was not clear: Would not Congress have the right to remove 
the disability of reenlistment? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. So that the men might reenlist if that 
disability were removed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that. I doubt if Congress has 
the power to pass an act permitting these but no other similarly 


enlisted men to reenlist. Congress may provide—I will reach 


t— 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
from those soldiers? 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress can undoubtedly, by rule, appli- 
cable to all similarly situated, remove disabilities. Whether 
Congress can overturn, directly or indirectly, the effect of a 
single order affecting only the men embraced in that order I 
greatly doubt. — 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator will understand that I am 
simply stating the proposition, and that I should like to have 
the benefit of the conclusion of the great legal mind of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin concerning it. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator keeps on he will make me 
almost doubt his sincerity. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPOONER. As to the power of Congress, it has a power 
binding upon the Commander in Chief provided only that its 
exercise does not impair his authority to command, which I 
think includes discipline in certain aspects of the matter. 

Co: shall have powér to make rules for the government and regu- 
lation of the land and naval forces. 

What does this mean? What are rules as the term is used 
here? I have found-a few definitions: 

That which is prescribed as a guide; a governing direction; a uni- 


form or established course of things; systematic method or practice; 
a general principle of management; a regulation. 


Pomeroy says in his work on Constitutional Law, page 295: 


§ 467. Congress may make rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces. It is to be noticed that this power is en- 
tirely ind ent of the ordinary judicial department of the General 
Government. It is applicable only to a special class of men—those in 
the land or naval forces. The fifth amendment of the Constitution 
shows conclusively that the rules to be made under this clause were to 
be outside of ordinary civil judicial proceedings, for it excepts persons 
in the land or naval forces, and those in the militia wnen in actual 
ah = time of war or public danger, from the safeguard of an 

ctment. 

§ 468. The -language of this clause should be carefully observed. 
Congress may make rules— 

Italicizing the word “ rules ”— 


the object of which shall be regulation and 
utter tional or transitory mandates which affect the management 
and disposition of the Army or the Navy. This leular grant of 
power confers no authority upon the legislature to usurp the functions 
of the Commander in Chief. The rules framed by Con for the 
regniation and government of the land and naval forces form together 
the military law of the land; they are a part of the general statutory 
legislation of Congress applicable to a special and designated class of 
persons, soldiers and sailors; they stand on exactly the same footing as 
any other statutes, are just as binding, and the decisions of courts 
ae are just as effective as any other laws or any other judg- 
men 

In the case of Swaim v. United States (28 Court of Claims, 
173) Judge Nott, afterwards Chief Justice, and a very learned 
and able judge, says: z ; 

But nevertheless there remains the si cant fact in our military 
system that the President is always the Commander in Chief. Congress 
may increase the Army, or reduce the Army, or abolish it altogether; 
but so gg aa we have a military force Congress can not take away 
from the ident the supreme command. It is true that the Con- 
stitution has conferred upon Co: the exclusive power “to make 
rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval forces; ” 
but the two powers are distinct ; neither can trench upon the other; the 
President can not, under the disguise of military orders, evade the legis- 
lative regulations by which he, in common with the Army, must be 
governed ; and Congress can not in the disguise of “rules for the gov- 
ernment” of the Army impair the authority of the President as Com- 
mander in Chief. 

Mr. President, I will not take time to read further, and it 
ought not to be necessary to read further. 

It is not admissible to strike the word “rules” from this con- 
stitutional provision, or to rob it of its ordinary meaning or of 
its significance. The word was used for some purpose, and its 
use would seem to make it clear that the government and regula- 
tion of the land and naval forces, so far as this power was con- 
ferred upon Congress, is to be accomplished through RULES. 
To contend otherwise is to practically eliminate the word from 
the provision. If the word “rules” had been omitted and the 
provision had given power to Congress to make regulations for 
the land and naval forces, the meaning and purpose would not 
have been much if any different. 

The power to regulate commerce has been defined as the power 
to prescribe the rules by which commerce shall be governed. 
The President as Commander in Chief can not make rules for 
the government and regulation of the land and naval forces, al- 
though he can issue orders, regulations, and instructions in 
execution of or supplementary to but not in conflict with the 
rules enacted by the Congress for the government and regu- 
lation of the land and naval forces. Evidently Congress was to 
make the rules for the government and regulation of the Army. 
The President, commanding the Army, in accordance with the 
rules made by Congress for its “ government and regulation,” 


Could Congress remove the disability 


vernment. It can not 
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may make orders, general and special. Such orders certainly 
can not be countermanded by Congress. That would be com- 
mingling the legislative power with the executive power; the 
power to make rules with the power to make orders in execution 
and administration of the rules. An army could not be disci- 
plined and rendered efficient under such a system. 

An act setting aside an order which had been executed would 
neither be a rule nor a regulation. It would be an edict or or- 
der. The opinion of Attorney-General Cushing, who had not 
only been a soldier, but was a great lawyer (6 Opinions Attor- 
ney-General, 11), is instructive on this subject. 

To my mind the distinction between these two powers—the 
power to command and the power to make rules for the govern- 
ment and regulation of the Army—is vital both in time of peace 
and in time of war. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? . 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I am in thorough accord with the Senator on 
the proposition that the President acted within his power in 
issuing these orders. ° 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I assume. 

Mr. BACON. But he differs with me as to the question 
whether or not the President derives these powers from the in- 
defeasible grant of the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is an abstraction here. i 

Mr. BACON. I simply want to ask the Senator, though, as 
he is pressing this with considerable degree of force, whether 
the Senator, in stating that the President has jurisdiction to 
make orders and Congress has the jurisdiction to make rules, 
intends to haye us understand by that either that Congress is 
limited as to the rules which it can prescribe, or, that after 
having prescribed any of them, the President can vary them or 
modify them or annul them by order? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I think that Congress is not 
without limitation. It all turns on the construction of the word 
“ rules.” 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, that 
I may state my proposition clearly—I do not wish unduly to 
interrupt him and do not propose to continue the discussion, but 
I should like yery much to haye the views of the Senator upon 
the proposition as I shall suggest it. 

The sentence in the Constitution, it seems to me, is as unlim- 
ited in its expression as words could well be employed to con- 
vey. The sentence, in enumerating all the grant of powers of 
Congress, is this, which the Senator has already read: 

To make rules for the government and the regulation of the land 
and naval forces. : N 

The word “ government“ —“ to make rules for the govern- 
ment —it seems to me can not be modified. There is no place 
where a line can be drawn. “Government” is complete; it 
is exhaustive; it is entire; it is conclusive, unless there is a 
limitation put upon it. When Congress is given the power for 
the government of the Army, I am at a loss to see where there 
can be a limitation put by construction upon the exercise of a 
pore’ which shall be without limit, which shall be complete 

tself. 

If the Senator will pardon me a moment—I will not again 
interrupt him, and I do not do so now for the purpose of con- 
troversy, but for the purpose of hearing from him—it seems 
to me that whenever you undertake to say that government“ 
does not mean entire government you at once enter into the 
domain of construction, under which the entire power of Con- 
gress can be chipped away until nothing of it shall remain, be- 
cause, at last, it would rest in the discretion of the Executive 
perhaps, on the one side or of Congress on the other, as to where 
the line should be drawn. That discretion might vary in one 
case or in the other to an extent practically to annul what was, 
to my mind, the evident intention of the Constitution, that Con- 
gress should have the complete power. 

I think the only indefeasible grant of power, Mr. President, 
is to be the Commander in Chief; but as Commander in Chief he 
has no more power than any other Commander in Chief would 
have who should be created by statutory law, except that it is 
an indefeasible power. Of course I will not elaborate that, and 
I only suggest it, having the greatest confidence in my friend’s 
legal judgment, to ask that he may address himself to it. , 

Mr. SPOONER. If the word “government” were the only 
word there and it were used in its broadest sense, as the Sena- 
tor uses it, the function of a commander in chief would be nil. 

Mr. BACON. Not at all 

Mr. SPOONER. Pretty much so. 
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Mr. BACON. Not at all. 
Mr. SPOONER. But Congress is given the power to make 
rules—“rules for the government and regulation of the land 


and naval forces.” The Senator does not mean to be understood 
that under that the power of Congress has no limit? Does the 
Senator think Congress has the power to pass a law requiring 
the commanding general, if he is at the head of the Army, to 
keep his office and remain in Washington? 

Mr. BACON. That would not be for the government of the 
Army. That would be for the government of the Commander in 
Chief. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, that would not be a rule for the goy- 
ernment of the Army, would it? 

Mr. BACON. No; that would be in regard to the exercise of 
his constitutional powers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress did that. 

Mr. BACON. Congress did that? 

Mr. SPOONER. It enacted a law that the President should 
transmit all orders to the Army through the General of the 
Army, that the General of the Army should remain in Washing- 
ton, and that his headquarters should be in Washington. 

Mr. BACON. ‘That was in the time of Andrew Johnson. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I am inclined to think that Congress was within 
its right and its power when it did that. It may have been very 
poor policy and influenced by a very improper motive. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then Congress may provide what troops 
may be sent to this State or to that? 

Mr. BACON. I think so, most undoubtedly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or what troops shall be sent upon this sery- 
ice and what upon the other? 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SPOONER. And what ships shall be sent to the South 
Atlantic and what shall be sent somewhere else? 

Mr. BACON. I would not hesitate for a moment to answer 
“ves” to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the President should make an order as 
Commander in Chief assigning an officer to a State, could Con- 
gress revoke it? , 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly it might. Now, if the Senator 
will pardon me just a moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before he passes away from this interesting 
point, I should like to haye the Senator inform me what power 
the President has beyond the reach of Congress as Commander 
in Chief of the land and naval forces of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. As the Senator invites it, I will answer in the 
same spirit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; on the basis of his argument. 

Mr. BACON. My opinion, Mr. President, as to the power of 
the Commander in Chief is this: I do not think every power ex- 
ercised by the Commander in Chief must be dictated by Con- 
gress. I think there are certain natural functions of a com- 
mander in chief which, in the absence of restrictions on the 
part of Congress, any commander in chief can exercise—those 
which are usually exercised. But at the same time I think there 
is none which can not be restricted or controlled by Congress. 

If the Senator will pardon me for a moment—I fear that I 
trespass unduly upon his time, but I will take the time, with 
his permission—just to state the proposition that all the clauses 
of the Constitution in connection with the grant of power to 
Congress which I have just read indicate the very great solicitude 
and earnest intention on the part of the framers of the Consti- 
tation to take away from any one man the power to wield the 
Army independently of Congress; and even so jealous were they 
of the power that they were not willing even that Congress 
should have an undue exercise of that power, but that, as in 
the case of the limitation of the length of appropriations, they 
must go back to the people every two years for the purpose of 
getting that which alone can sustain an army. Now, let me 
read those several propositions for the purpose of illustrating 
the position that the evident purpose of the Constitution was to 
take away from any one man the dangerous power of unre- 
strained control and government of the Army. They had too 
much reason to fear and to dread it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not contend for that. 

Mr. BACON. In the enumeration of the many powers of 
Congress, the greatest enumeration of powers to be found in 
any written document from the days of Magna Charta or pre- 
yious to that time to the present day—among this great enumer- 
ation of powers are these: 


To declare war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, and make rules 
concerning captures on land and water. 
To raise and support armies, but no appropriation of money to that 
Sas shall ks for 4 ting term than two years. 
o provide and maintain a navy. 
To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and 
payal forces. 


To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions. 

To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia, and 
for ee such part of them as may be employed in the service ot 
the United States, reserving to the States, respectively, the appoint- 
ment of the officers, and the authority of training the militia accord- 
ing to the discipline prescribed by Congress. 


I say that all those general grants of power, endeavoring to 
reach every phase of the important things which relate to the 
raising of armies and to the government of armies, are laid 
down in this succession of provisions in a way which, to my 
mind, clearly points to the purpose of the framers of the Con- 
stitution that the great power which would be lodged in one 
man if he had the power to wield an army without restriction 
should be denied to the President and should be given the Con- 
gress; and that the sole, indefeasible grant of power given to 
him was that he should be Commander in Chief, to exercise 
that great office subject to the superior power of Congress to 
prescribe the rules for the government and regulation of the 
Army. “Government,” I repeat, is a term which can not be 
qualified. It is complete and entire and does not mean partial 
government. 

The Senator from Wisconsin will pardon me for having tres- 
passed so much upon his time. 

Mr. SPOON ER. Congress may locate a fort in the State of 
Georgia. Can Congress pass an act providing that certain 
troops shall be assigned to that fort? 

Mr. BACON. I have not the slightest doubt of it; not a par- 
ticle. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is there to this Commander in Chief? 

Mr. BACON. The Commander in Chief is to command the 
Army, subject to the power of the Congress to prescribe what 
shall be done in its government. The government of an army 
refers as much to where it shall be located as to what uniform 
it shall wear. 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean particular troops. 

Mr. BACON. I am speaking of particular troops. Congress 
can prescribe that the uniform of the artillery shall be red 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. BACON. And the uniform of the cavalry yellow or buff. 

Mr. SPOONER. I admit all that. 

Mr. BACON. It may prescribe that there shall be so many 
troops in this place and that many in the other. 

With all due respect and the greatest regard for the judgment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, I beg to say that I have never 
heard on the floor of the Senate a doctrine which, to my mind, 
was more dangerous to the institutions of this country than the 
doctrine that the President of the United States has any power 
in the use of the Army which can not be controlled by the law- 
making power of the land, except the power to command. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very evident that the Senator from 
Wisconsin will not be able to complete his remarks this even- 
ing, and I should like to ask him if it would be agreeable to him 
now to yield to a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 32 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 
15, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, January 14, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last were read and 
approved. 
ESTELLE CATHRINE WASSON. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read resolution No. 654, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized ané di- 
rected to pay Mrs. Wasson, widow of William H. H. Wasson, 
deceased, late assistant journal clerk on the rolls of the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months’ pay at the rate 
of compensation received by him at the time of his death, and a further 
sum, not exceeding $250, on account of the funeral expenses of said 
William H. H. Wasson, said amounts to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 2 insert in the blank space Estelle Cathrine.” 
The amendment was considered and agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. z 
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BERT W. KENNEDY. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. ‘Speaker, I also present the following 
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


RESOLUTION NO. 669. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House miscellaneous items, fiscal years 1907 and 1908, 3 In equal 
monthly installments, a sum equal to the rate of $5 per annum as 
additional compensation to Bert W. Kennedy, as assistant doorkeeper of 
the House, until his arms E at the rate of $2, 500 per annum, shall be 
otherwise provided for by law. 


` The resolution was considered and agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 


Resolued, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of 
Representatives, in compliance with its r juest, a duplicate engrossed 
copy of the bill (S. 4926) for the relief of Etienne De P. Bujac. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
House concurrent resolution 48, requesting the President to 
return the bill (H. R. 18214) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ingram. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
5001) granting an increase of pension to Louis A. Baird. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution 36, relative to printing testimony taken 
in the investigation pursuant to Senate resolution of June 25, 
1906, directing the Interstate Commerce Commission to make a 
thorough investigation of the elevator and grain buying and 
forwarding business of this country to determine to what extent 
special favors have been granted to them by railroad companies, 
ete. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 7675. An act to establish a fish-cultural station on the Ken- 
nebec River, in the State of Maine; and 

S. 976. An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, “gol- 
diers, and officers who served in the civil war and the war 
with Mexico. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment joint resolution and bill of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 214. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 
16,000 copies of Senate Document No. 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, 
second session; and 

H. R. 14811. An act to authorize George T. Houston and Frank 
B. Houston to construct and operate an electric railway over 
the national cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Larra, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of 
Representatives that the President had approved and signed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On January 8, 1907: 

H. R. 21678. An act to provide for the extension of time within 
which homestead entrymen may establish their residence upon 
certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian 
Reservation, within the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, 
in the State of Montana. 

On January 12, 1907: 

H. J. Res. 196. Joint resolution relating to the construction of 
a bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn. ; 

H. R. 4554. An act to remove the charge of absence without 
leave and reported desertion from the military record of J. F. 
Wisnewski ; 

H. R. 21200. An act to authorize the county of Allegheny, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the Alle- 
gheny River, in Allegheny County, Pa; 

H. R. 21408. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Co- 
lumbia where fees are charged for procuring employment or sit- 
uations,” approyed June 19, 1906; 

H. R. 2315. An act granting a pension to Miranda Birkhead ; 

H. R. 2978. An act granting a pension to Amanda M. Webb; 

H. R. 4292. An act granting a pension to George W. Kelley ; 

H. R. 9107. An act granting a pension to James W. Russell; 

H. R. 9465. An act granting a pension to Ella Q. Parrish; 

R. 10814. An act granting a pension to Eugene A. Myers; 
R. 11483. An act granting a pension to Maria Niles; 

R. 12517. An act granting a pension to William Bays; 

R. 14144. An act granting a pension to Allen M. Cameron; 
5 16342. An act granting a pension to Matilda Foster; 


II. 
II. 
II. 
H. 
H. 
H. R. 16747. An act granting a pension to Sherman Jacobs; 


XLI——69 


. 17481. An act granting a pension to Eliza F. Wadsworth; 
. 17918. An act granting a pension to Walter S. Harman; 
. 19483. An act granting a pension to Lydia A. Patnaude; 
1 1871. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Cooper; 

II. R. 2715. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


mime 
mar 


H. R. 3338. An act granting an increase of pension to Lafay- 
ette Franks; 

H. R. 4205. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
W. Ritchie; 

H. R. 4689. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Reeder; 

II. R. 4690. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Slinger ; 

H. R. 4707. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Pitman ; 
= H. R. 5728. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

arvey ; 

H. R. 5846. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Chandler ; 

H. R. 6956. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Johnson; 

H. R. 7580. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Stewart; 

H. R. 7719. Ar 
Fetterman ; 

H. R. 8273. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Pearson ; 

H. R. 8481. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Callaghan ; 

H. R. 8712. Ar 
Hall; ` 

H. R. 9262. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Farrar; 

H. R. 9836. An act granting an increase of pension to Dier 
Collett; 

H. R. 11142. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McQuade ; 

H. R. 12128. Ar 
A. Litzinger ; 

II. R. 12190. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
R. Dungan; 

H. R. 12339. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Murray ; 

H. R. 12482. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. McLean ; 

H. R. 12667. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Weber; 

H. R. 13057. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Salsberry ; 3 

H. R. 14199. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ewing; 

II. R. 14480. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
C. Moore; 

H. R. 14337. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. Crawford ; 

H. R. 14680. An act granting an increase of pension to Samp- 
son Parker ; = 

H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Atkinson ; 

H. R. 15620. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
D. Owens; 

H. R. 15713. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam McCrea ; 

H. R. 16211. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Montgomery ; ž 

H. R. 16397. An act granting an increase of pension to Allie 
Williams ; 

H. R. 16513. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
M. Duffy ; 


5 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


E 


act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 


E 


act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 


H. R. 16741. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- : 


liam J. Girvan; 

H. R. 16748. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
C. Fletcher; 

H. R. 16856. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
McBride; 

H. R. 17651. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Riley ; 

2 = 17675. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 


ME N. 17601. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Henrie; 

II. R. 17874. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose- 
anna Hughes; 


1090 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 14, 


H. R. 18018. An act granting an increase of pension to Dayid 
Evans; 

H. R. 18045. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Webb; 

H. R. 18066. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander M. Fergus; 

H. R. 18113. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


Sees; 
H. R. 18193. An act granting an increase of pension to Walden 
Kelly ; 
H. R. 18227. An act granting an increase of pension to Catha- 
rine F. Fitzgerald; 
H. R. 18343. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Oliver; 
H. R. 18363. An act granting an increase of pension to Ru- 
dolph Bentz; J 
H. R. 18403. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Ragan; 
H. R. 18429. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Mitchell; 
H. R. 18493. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Reeder ; 
H. R. 18705. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
T. Page; 
H. R. 18860. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Anderson; 
H. R. 19080. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Fienop; 
H. R. 19101. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. A. Scott; ; 
H. R. 19119. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Osborn; 
H. R. 19161. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
D. Tenney ; 
II. R. 19162. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Van Tine; 
H. R. 19174. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Billings; 
H. R. 19215. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Lingenfelder ; 
H. R. 19256. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
J. Birthright; 
H. R. 19293. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Colvin; > 
H. R. 19298. An act granting an increase of pension to Job B. 
Crabtree; 
H. R. 19300. An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe 
Easley ; 
II. R. 19318. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Rivers; 
H. R. 19319. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Spruell ; 
H. R. 19320. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
J. Pratt; 
H. R. 19321. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Turner; 
H. R. 19322. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Isabella Rykard ; 
H. R. 19323. An act granting an increase of pension to Or- 
lando L. Levy; 
H. R. 19324. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Long; 
H. R. 19325. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


pel; 

H. R. 19326. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet R. Vandiver; 

H. R. 19357. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Lamar Walker; 

H. R. 19359. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Brader ; 

H. R. 19404. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
S. Falkenburg; 

II. R. 19415. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Ann Reavis; 

H. R. 19416. An act granting an increase of pension to Antonio 
Macello ; 

H. R. 19463. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Patterson; 

HI. R. 19503. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
S. Jones; 

H. R. 19504. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Walker; 

H. R. 19511. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixson; 


H. R. 19514. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Stimpson ; 

H. R. 19529. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Elizabeth Hutcheson ; 

H. R. 19530. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Gray; 

H. R. 19534. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Ressequie ; 

H. R. 19587. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Ann Jones ; : , f 

H. R. 19601. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Kingsbury ; 

H. R. 19611. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Kinkerly ; 

H. R. 19626. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Campbell ; 3 

H. R. 19743. An act granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
McMichael; ( 

H. R. 19744. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Caspar Homan Hummel, alias George C. Homan; 

H. R. 19819. An act granting an increase of pension to Johanna 
Kearney ; . 

H. R. 19889. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Melson; and 

H. R. 19922. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Sutherland. 

SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolution of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred to tbeir appropriate committees, as indicated below : 

An act (S. 7675) to establish a fish-cultural station on the 
Kennebec River, in the State of Maine—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Senate concurrent resolution 36: 

Resolution relative to printing copies of the testimony taken 
in the investigation pursuant to Senate resolution of June 25, 
1906, directing the Interstate Commerce Commission to make 
a thorough investigation of the elevator and grain buying and 
forwarding business of this country to determine to what ex- 
tent special favors have been granted to them by railroad com- 
panies, ete.—to the Committee on Printing. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: : 

H. R. 189. An act to establish a life-saving station at the Isles 
of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H.; 

H. J. Res. 214. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 
16,000 copies of Senate Document No. 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, 
second session; and 

H. R. 14811. An act to authorize George T. Houston and 
Frank B. Houston to construct and operate an electric railway 
over the national cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss. £ 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 21202. An act fixing the time for homestead entrymen 
on lands embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian Res- 
ervation to establish residence on same; and 

H. R. 21951. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Alabama. 


ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION FOR DEPARTMENT MESSENGER AND CLERK. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Accounts, I present the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution No. 662. 

Resolved, That there shall be d, out of the contingent fund of the 
House, miscellaneous items, fiscal year 1907, ae in equal 33 
installments, the sum equal to the rate of 925 r annum as addi- 
4775 oe tion to the Depar 
rate o 
ent of the fol ny BN reed of the House, the sum equal to the rate of $200 


The resolution was considered, and agreed to, 


1907. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, in December there was a resolu- 
tion reported by the Committee on Accounts which was not 
voted upon on account of the absence of a quorum. I would like 
to call up that resolution and call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the following un- 
finished business, which the Clerk will report.. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution No. 671. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House for the services of an enrolling clerk a sum equal to the rate of 
$3,000 per annum, and for the services of an additional assistant en- 
rolling clerk a sum equal to the rate of $1,800 per annum, payable, re- 
spectively, in equal monthly installments, until their compensation at 
the. rates herein author shall be proyided for by law: Provided, 
That the enrolling clerk for whose services payment out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House is hereby authorized shall be in lieu of the en- 
rolling clerk at $2,500 now authorized by law. 


The SPEAKER. On December 19, when this resolution was 
pending before the House, there was no quorum on the ques- 
tion of agreeing to the resolution, and it comes over as unfin- 
ished business. The question is now upon agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I think those of us who 
were not here when the resolution was put up before the holi- 
days ought to know something about the resolution. I know 
that the question of the system of enrollments has received at- 
tention by the House, but does this resolution contemplate a re- 
form in the system of enrollments, a changing of the methods, 
or what is its purpose? 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, its purpose is to put an addi- 
tional clerk in that office, so that they may not be overburdened 
with work as they have been in the past, so that the mistakes 
which have been made in the past may be avoided in the future. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is that the only purpose of the resolu- 
tion—simply to increase the clerical force of the enrolling di- 
vision? 

Mr. CASSEL. That is all the authority that this committee 
has, to recommend the employment of additional clerks. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not the resolution make an an- 
nual clerk at $3,000 a year? 

Mr. CASSEL. No; at $1,800; but it increases the salary of 
the present enrolling clerk from $2,500 to $3,000 per annum. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Increases the salary of the present 
clerk? 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman know whether any 
committee of the House contemplates a plan for a general re- 
form of the enrolling service? 

Mr. CASSEL. I do not. The Clerk of the House has stated, 
however, to this committee that if this additional clerk is ap- 
pointed they would be able to avoid all difficulties that they 
have had heretofore. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman thinks that if this reso- 
lution is enacted it will so perfect the system of enrollments as 
to reduce the possible mistakes to a minimum? 

Mr. CASSEL. I do. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. As good a system as can be devised? 

Mr. CASSEL. We do. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASSEL. I do. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the exact purpose that the 
gentleman has in mind this morning, I will ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CASSEL. To pass the resolution which is held over 
from December because of a lack of quorum, which is to in- 
crease the salary of the present enrolling clerk to $3,000 a year 
and to authorize the employment of an additional clerk, at 
$1,800, for the enrolling room. We all appreciate the necessity 
of additional service in that room, and it is for that purpose 
that we have called up the resolution at the present time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like the 
gentleman to yield me two or three minutes. 

Mr. CASSEL. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania how the appointment of an additional clerk in 
that office would expedite the business of reading these enrolled 
bills, provided the Chief Clerk has to read them all himself? 

Mr. CASSEL. The other man can do the mechanical work. 
He can assist in the transcribing and in going over and pre- 
paring the bills for the final reading. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. These enrolled bills are all printed, 
are they not? : 

Mr. CASSEL. They are, but they must be compared. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I know, but if the Chief Clerk 
is to compare them, how can an assistant clerk help him com- 
pare them? 
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. CASSEL. Why can not the assistant help to compare 
em? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, I would not want to be both- 
ered with him if I were the enrolling clerk. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania how many clerks are 
there now in the enrolling room? y 

Mr. CASSEL. As I understand only the Chief Clerk now. He 
has charge of that all, has he not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I know he has charge of it, but he has a num- 
ber of assistants. He has a number of clerks to aid in the com- 
parison of bills. Of course they have to be compared, There 
are bills there all the time, and when they are passing as many 


as 600 bills here in a day, all of which have to be enrolled, it. 


keeps that force of clerks in that office busy all the time under 
the diection of the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAW NEX] a question or two. Since that con- 
troversy here in December I was amazed at being informed that 
the enrolling force was in no way responsible for getting the 
$3,000,000 appropriation into that bill that had been voted out. 
Now, if it is true I want to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
who was responsible for that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand the responsibility rests upon the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, a committee of this House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, we had better raise their 
salaries then. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; the proposition here is: With the addi- 
tional assistant to assist the chief enrolling clerk in taking 
charge of the enrollment of bills, will relieve the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, and to some extent the clerks of the committee. 
The Committee on Enrolled Bills has never met during this Con- 
gress and did not meet during the last Congress. The comparison 
which is supposed to be made in the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills is made by the clerks employed by that committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, has the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills a clerk or clerks? ‘ 

Mr. TAWNEY. They have clerks—two, I think. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If that committee never meet, what 
in the name of heaven do they want with a committee clerk or 
clerks? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In order to make sure that no mistake of this 
kind will creep into the enrollment of bills. The clerks to the 
committee operate as a check upon the clerks in the enrolling 
room. ‘This is virtually a double comparison, and necessarily 
so, in order to insure accuracy. That is the object of it. So 
with the additional assistant, I am informed by the Clerk of the 
House and also by the chief of the enrolling room, he will then 
have a double check in his own department and not depend so 
largely as he has to do and has done in the past upon the sery- 
ices of the clerks in the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, hitherto have clerks in the 
enrolling room operated with the clerks of the enrolling force 
proper? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; they work independently. One operates 
as a check upon the other. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then, if the Enrolling Committee 
never meets, what do the clerks do? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They make a comparison of bills. Of course 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills is not expected to meet for the 
purpose of sitting down and making comparison of all the bills 
which come to them from the enrolling room. ` 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What are they expected to do? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not mean the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills never meets. He means they do not have a 
formal meeting of the committee for the purpose of comparing 
these bills. The chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
and the clerks are working on the bills 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Doing what? 

Mr. MANN. Comparing these bills returned there by the 
enrolling clerk. They are compared first at the Printing Office, 
then by the enrolling clerk, and afterwards compared by the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, through their clerks, to find if 
mistakes have crept in. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now let me ask you a question as 
you are up—— ` 

Mr. MANN. Very seldom. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Who actually compares these en- 
rolled bills, the chief of this enrolling force or some of his 
assistant clerks? 

Mr. MANN. He compares them as far as it is within human 
power to compare them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If he can not devolve the work 
upon this assistant, then what is the point of haying an as- 
sistant? 
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Mr. MANN. It is perfectly evident that the chief enrolling 
clerk does not compare, for instance, word for word every one 
of the pension bills which were passed here the other day. 
The purpose of this proposition is that in different hours or 
when it is beyond human possibility for one man to make all 
these comparisons to have another man to help make compari- 
sons. A man, for instance, sitting down by himself to compare 
the 600 pension bills which were passed by the House the other 
day probably could not do it short of a good many days. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentleman suppose that 
they do compare such bills as that? 

Mr. MANN. As a matter of fact, those bills are read word 
for word and compared exaetiy—every bill that passes the 
House—not only by the enrolling clerks, but also by the clerk 
of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. I may say to the gentle- 
man that that work is sought to be done perfectly, and the only 
mistakes that creep in come because of the “ patched” appear- 
ance of the bill, to use a peculiar word, as it comes from the 
committee on conference, where it is putting together different 
portions of a long bill, a part of it stricken out here, a part 
inserted there, and agreed to here, without any consecutive 
connection as far as the report is concerned. Sometimes some- 
thing is left in which ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentleman believe that 
simply multiplying the number of assistant clerks will in any 
way expedite that work? 

Mr. MANN. I know that it will expedite the work. I may 
say to the gentleman, whenever I have charge of a bill on the 
floor of the House and it is passed I always follow it up 
through the Printing Office, through the clerks on enrolled bills, 
and through the Committee on Enrolled Bills. I know that very 
often these things are delayed. Sometimes bills never reach 
the President, because of the delay in enrolling, and that delay 
comes largely from the delay in the comparison of the bills. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. “Mr. Speaker, I want to make one 
more remark in order to withdraw a remark I made when we 
had this bill up before. In the general scuffle that took place 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] asserted that the chief 
enrolling clerks of the House and of the Senate were experts, 
and I said I did not believe a word of it. But since then I 
have investigated the matter somewhat and I think they are 
experts. I think it is only fair to state that. But such trans- 
actions that took place here on the last day of the last session 
is a serious reflection on the way legislation is done by the 
American Congress. Everybody was hanging around here on 
tenter-hooks, everybody wanting to get away, because the 
weather was so uncomfortably hot, and they had made ar- 
rangements to get away, when finally the session was prolonged 
here for six or eight hours after everybody supposed the House 
had adjourned. And if some contentious person like my friend 
from Illinois had made up his mind to defeat the final agree- 
ment on one of these bills he could have done it easily. That 
is all I have to say about this thing. I wished to express my 
opinion about it. 

Mr. MANN. Just because I do not wish such a temptation 
presented to me I want to give a sufficient force to have the 
bills properly enrolled while a quorum is still in the city. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is very well said. 

Mr. PAYNE rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Casset] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]? 

Mr. CASSEL. Certainly. . 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to recall the fact to the 
House that the delay on the closing of the session last year 
was not on general appropriations bills, but on the public build- 
ings bill and on the bill that followed making appropriations for 
the public buildings. That came in at a very late hour, and it 
had to go through the enrolling room, and it took time to do it. 
That is the reason we were waiting, and it could not have been 
defeated except by a call for a quorum, because the two Houses 
had not agreed upon the concurrent resolution to adjourn. 

I want to say a word further about that point. My understand- 
ing is that the House at the last session, as it has at this ses- 
sion, passed an unusual number of bills. We passed a large 
number of bills last Friday, every’ one of which had to be 
compared before being sent over to the Senate, and it made a 
great deal of work for those clerks. It is desirable that the 
Chief Clerk should look over every bill and make a comparison, 
as that is a double check upon the work of the assistant, and 
I understand that if another assistant clerk is provided then 
it will give the Chief Clerk an opportunity to personally oversee 
every bill. s 

I want to say further in confirmation of what the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has said in regard to the chairman 


of this Committee on Enrolled Bills. I have known person- 
ally of his devotion to the work of that committee, and I think 
he spends as many hours in the work of his committee as any 
Member of the House, or any member of any other committee. 
I know that he personally exercises the greatest care to see 
that the enrollment is perfected, and my wonder is not that 
there was an error made last year on the last day of the ses- 
slon—an error of a few words which made a very important 
difference in the bill—but my wonder is that not more errors 
are made, especially at the close of the session, when these 
men sometimes work three and four days and nights consecu- 
tively, without any sleep, and without taking off their clothes, in 
order to get rest. I wanted to say this in justice to these 
clerks in the enrolling room. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CASSEL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, what I said in regard to the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills not meeting had no reference what- 
ever to the work of the chairman of that committee. I was 
asked who the committee were and when they met. I am in- 
formed by members of the committee that it is a fact that the 
committee has not met during this Congress and did not meet 
during last Congress as a committee. But that does not mean 
that the chairman of the committee has in the least neglected 
his duty. I corroborate everything that the gentleman from 
New York has said with respect to the industry and the faith- 
fulness of the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills in 
performing the work personally that devolves upon him. 

Mr. CASSEL. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

5 The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Casser, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


NEW DIVISION OF SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF IOWA. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 20990) to create a new division of the southern judiclal 


district of Iowa and to provide for terms of court at Ottumwa, Iowa, 

and for a clerk for said court, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the counties of Davis, Appanoose, Mahas 
Keokuk, Jefferson, Monroe, and Wapello shall constitute a division o 
the southern judicial district of Iowa, to be known as the Ottumwa 
division of said court. 

Sec. 2. That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the said southern district of Iowa shall be held twice in each 
deny at the city of Ottumwa, Iowa, and that until otherwise provided 

law the Mase of said courts shall fix the times at which d co 

l be held at Ottumwa, of which they shall make publication and 
give due notice. 

Sec. 3. That all civil process issued against persons resident in the 
said counties of Davis, 3 Mahaska, Keokuk, Jefferson, Monroe, 
and Wapello, and cognizable before the United States courts, shall be 
made returnable to the courts, respectively, to be held at the city of 
Ottumwa, Iowa, and all prosecutions for offenses committed in any of 
said counties shall be tried in the appropriate United States courts at 
the city of Ottumwa, Iowa: Provided, t no process issued or prose- 
cution commenced or suit instituted before the passage of this act shall 
be in any way affected by the provisions hereof. 

Sec. 4. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts of said dis- 
trict shall maintain an office, in charge of themselves or deputy, at the 
=e cy of Ottumwa, Iowa, for the transaction of the business of said 

sion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
do I understand this bill has been unanimously reported by the 
committee? 

Mr. LACEY. It has been unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It creates no new judge? 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir. It makes an additional place for hold- 
ing the court in a division already existing. 

Mr. MANN. Does it create any new officer? 

Mr. LACEY. The clerk of the court will be the only new 


officer. 

Mr. MANN. Where is that court to be held? 

Mr. LACEY. At Ottumwa. 

Mr. MANN. Is that in your district? 

Mr. LACEY. It is. 

Mr. MANN. How is it that it is not made at Oskaloosa in- 
stead of Ottumwa? 

Mr. LACEY. Ottumwa is a larger place and more central to 
the territory to be served. Of course if it were a matter of per- 
sonal preference I should like it to be at Oskaloosa, because I 
expect to be at Oskaloosa more continuously in the near future, 

Mr. MANN. The only reason I can see for the passage of 
this bill is to accommodate the gentleman, whom everybody in 


the House wishes to accommodate, and therefore this new court 


ought to be at Oskaloosa instead of Ottumwa. 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1093 


Mr. LACEY. I make it Ottumwa because I have taken into 
consideration the public interest rather than my own. 

Mr. MANN. How many cases are there pending in this dis- 
trict now? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, a great many. There are about 200,000 
people in this territory. 

Mr. MANN. You have a court. This is to create a new di- 
vision? 

Mr. LACEY. 
that locality. 

Mr. MANN. How many cases are pending in the court? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, the southern district of Iowa has a great 
many cases pending. There are a million people living in that 
district of Iowa, and there are something over 200,000 people 
in the territory to be accommodated by this bill. It does not 
create any additional judge, but the people of that particular 
territory will get two terms of the court a year in the vicinity 
of the litigants. . 

Mr. MANN. I want to say to the gentleman that it would be 
far beyond me to make any objection to the bill now as to the 
court to be established in his district at this time, when the 
House is about to lose the very valuable services of the gentle- 
man; but we have been in the habit lately of creating very many 
judicial districts, and so many new divisions, and so many new 
places of holding court that I think hereafter, if I am in the 
House, I shall want to know why. Why, no reason is given in 
this case; no reason is usually given except that now given in 
general language. We ought to know why. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘The reason is a very simple one. It is in the 
interest of justice everywhere that the courts should be close 
enough to the people so that they can be appealed to without 
unnecessary delay. In fact, in a very large district and with 
large distances to travel, the parties who want delay in the 
litigation, the parties who do not want trial, and parties who 
want to wear the other litigant out are accustomed to transfer 
cases merely to make the court as inconvenient as possible. It 
is generally in the interest of justice in all cases to have the 
court near the centers of population; and this increase of places 
for holding courts is really often in the interest of orderly ad- 
ministration of justice, because it is easier to move a judge to 
200,000 people than to move the people, or so many of them as 
get into litigation, off some distance to the judge. I think very 
few, and perhaps none, of these new divisions have been im- 
providently created. New districts have been created owing to 
the temptation to get a new judge where the necessity was not 
urgent; but as to new divisions or places of holding court the 
rule has been the other way. It is only where there is a real 
demand for it, in my experience, that these requests haye been 
made. ; 

Mr, MANN. At how many places in your State does the su- 
preme court of your State meet? 

Mr. LACEY. One. r 

Mr. MANN. Why do you not bave a dozen places for it to 
meet, so as to bring it close to the people? 

Mr. LACEY. We used to have, and so did you in Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. And we abolished it, because we did not believe 
in the principle you are advocating. 

Mr. LACEY. But the gentleman entirely overlooks the one 
important fact which destroys the force of his argument. We 
have adopted the method of printing all briefs and records for 
the presentation of cases in the supreme court. Witnesses and 
litigants and jurors do not have to go to the place where the 
supreme court meets, so that the necessity for haying different 
places for holding the supreme court is not anything like as 
great as it is in courts of original jurisdiction, where witnesses 
have to be present and juries have to be in attendance. Tha 
is an entirely different proposition. . 

Mr. MANN. Now, if the gentleman will pardon me, if it be 
a fact that the courts ought to be brought close to the people, then 
“there ought to be a court in every county. There is a court in 
every county, and the proper method to pursve is not to move 
the Federal courts to the counties, but to take away the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts, so that the courts of the counties 
shall have the jurisdiction and be close to the people. 

Mr. LACEY. That is another question. 

Mr. MANN. That question is before the House. 

Mr. LACHY. I might agree with my friend on that as a gen- 
eral principle. I have voted in favor of restricting the jurisdic- 


It is to bring the courts closer to the people of 


tion of the Federal courts whenever the opportunity has come 
up. I agree with him heartily that the local courts, close to the 
people, are safer and better for the administration of justice, 
as a rule; but, whether the gentleman likes it or not, there is a 
certain jurisdiction which can not be taken from the Federal 
courts, and we are talking about the situation as it actually 
exists. This jurisdiction is in existence, and the corporations 


of the country are organized usually in different States, as far 
as possible, so as to hold the Federal jurisdiction, and unwilling 
litigants often remove cases so as to get them as far as possible 
from the other side, to cause delay and inconvenience. 


Mr. MANN. And because I think it is much more important 
that the question of the jurisdiction of the two courts shall be 
considered than it is to keep constantly multiplying new Federal 
courts, I shall hereafter reserve the right to demand a proper 
explanation of such bills. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MANN. In the gentleman’s time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REGULATION OF WHISTLES ON STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 17624) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to amend section 4405 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States,” approved March 3, 1905. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to amend section 
4405 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” approved March 3 
1905, be, and the same is hereby, amended by inserting after the word 
title“ and before the word and" the words “ including regulations 
governs the use of whistles as signals by steam vessels and prohibit- 
ing useless and unnecessary whistling ;’’ so that the same shall read as 
‘ollows : 

“Suc. 4405. The supervising inspectors and the Supervising Inspec- 
tor-General shall assemble as a board once each year at the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., on the third Wednesday in January, and at such other 
times as the retary of Commerce and Labor shall prescribe, for joint 
consultation, and shall assign to each of the supervising inspectors the 
limits of territo within which he shall perform his duties. The 
board shall establish all necessary regulations 1 to carry out in 
the most effective manner the provisions of this title, including regula- 
tions governing the use of whistles as signals by steam vessels and prohib- 
iting useless and unnecessary whistling, and such regulations, when 
approved by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, shall have the 
force of law. The supervising inspector for the district embracing the 
Pacific coast shall not be under obligation to attend the meetings of 
the board oftener than once in two years; but when he does not attend 
such meeting he shall make his communications thereto, in the way of 
a report, in such manner as the board shall prescribe: Provided, That 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may at any time call in session, 
after reasonable public notice, a meeting of an executive committee, to 
be composed of the Supervisi Inspector-General and any two super- 
vising inspectors, which committee, with the approval of the said-Sec- 
retary, shall have power to alter, amend, add to, or repeal any of the 
rules and regulations made, with the approval of the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, by the board of supervising inspectors, either by 
virtue of this section or under any power gran by this title, or an 
amendments thereof, snch alteration, amendment, addition, or repeal, 
when approved by the said Secretary, to have the force of law and to 
eontinue in effect until thirty days after the adjournment of the next 
meeting of the board of supervising i tors. The foregoing powers 
of such executive committee, act: with the said Secretary, shall also 
extend to the approval of the instruments, machines, and equipments 
referred to in section 4491 of this title.” 


The following committee amendment was read: 
Amend by striking out all after the word “title,” in line 7, page 2, 


down to and including the word “ and,” in line 9, page 2, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words “and also regulations.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask the gentleman what committee reported this? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that the original section contains 
a provision that the regulations established by the Secretary of 
Commeree and Labor shall have the force and effect of law. 
Did the committee consider whether those words ought not to 
be amended, and whether Congress should delegate to the Sec- 
retary of Commerce and Labor the making of regulations that 
have the force and effect of law? : 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will answer the gentleman first, that the 
committee did not take any special action in regard to that, and 
secondly, that it is well settled, according to my personal under- 
standing, that regulations made by Departments are only ef- 
fective when in pursuance of law and that no Department can 
make new law. I do not understand that the provision here 
does any more than that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it does, but as long as it is in the 
original statute I will not object to this. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection. 

Chair hears none. 
The amendments: were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 


[After a pause.] The 
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On motion of Mr. SHERLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


PREVENTING COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up for present consideration the bill (S. 6855) to amend 
the act approved August 19, 1890, entitled “An act to adopt reg- 
ulations for preventing collisions at sea.” 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the act approved Sup 19, 1890, entitled 
“An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea, be, and 
hereby is, amended by inserting therein the following: 

“ART. 9. Fishing vessels and fishing boats, when under way and 
when not required by this article to carry or show the lights herein- 
after specihed, shall carry or show the lights prescribed for vessels of 
their tonnage under way. 

(a) Open boats, by which is to be understood boats not protected 
from the entry of sea water by means of a continuous deck, when en- 
gaged in any fishing at night, with outlying tackle extending not more 
than 150 feet horizontally from the boat into the seaway, shall carry 
one all-round white light. 

“Open boats, when fishing at night, with outlying tackle extending 
more than 150 feet horizontally from the boat into the seaway, shal 
carry one all-round white light, and in addition on ar ghar or be- 
ing approached by other vessels, shall show a second white light at 
least aP feet below the first light and at a horizontal distance of at 
least 5 3 away from it in the direction in which the outlying tackle 
is attached. 

„(b) Vessels and boats, oe open boats as defined in subdivision 
(a), when fishing with drift nets, shall, so long as the nets are wholly 
or partly in the water, any two white lights where they can best be 
seen. Such lights shall be placed so that the yertical distance between 
them shall be not less than 6 feet and not more than 15 feet, and so 
that the horizontal distance between them, measured in a line with the 
keel, shall be not less than 5 feet and not more than 10 feet. The 
lower of these two lights shall be in the direction of the nets, and 
both of them shall be of such a character as to show all around the 
horizon and to be visible at a distance of not less than 3 mijes. 

Within the Mediterranean Sea and In the seas bordering the coasts 
of Japan and Korea sailing fishing vessels of less than 20 tons gross 
tonnage shall not be obliged to cary the lower of these two lights. 
Should. they, however, not carry it, they shall show in the same posi- 
tion (in the direction of the net or gear) a white light, visible at a 
distance of not less than 1 sea mile, on the approach of or to other 


vessels. 

„(e) Vessels and boats, EnA open boats as defined in subdivision 
(a), when line fishing with their lines out and attached to or hauling 
their lines, and when not at anchor or stationary within the meaning 
of subdivision (h), shall carry the same lights as vessels fishing with 
drift nets. When shooting lines, or fishing with towing lines, they 
shall carry the lights prescribed for a steam or sailing vessel under 


way, ew eal 

* Within the Mediterranean Sea and in the seas bordering the coasts 
of Japan and Korea sailing fishing vessels of less than 20 tons gross 
tonnage shall not be obliged to carry the lower of these two lights. 
Should they, however, not carry it, they shall show in the same posi- 
tion (in the direction of the lines) a white light, visible at a distance 
of not less than 1 sea mile on the approach of or to other vessels. 

“Td) Vessels when engaged in trawling, by which is meant the drag- 
ging of an apparatus along the bottom of the sea— 

*Pirst. If steam vessels, shall carry in the same sition as the 
white light mentioned in article 2 (a) a tri-colored lantern so con- 
structed and fixed as to show a white light from right ahead to two 
points on each bow, and a green light and a red light over an are of 
the horizon from two points on each bow to two points abaft the beam 
on the starboard and port sides, respectively; and not less than 6 nor 
more than 12 feet below the tri-colored lantern a white light in a 
lantern, so constructed as to show a clear, uniform, and unbroken 
light all around the horizon. 

“Second. If sailing vessels, shall carry a white light in a lantern 
so constructed as to show a clear, uniform, and unbroken light all 
around the horizon, and shall also, on the approach of or to other ves- 
sels, show where it can best be seen a white flare-up light or torch in 
sufficient time to preven collision. 

“All lights mentioned in subdivision (d) first and second shall be 
visible at a distance of at least 2 miles. 

“(e) Oyster dredgers and other vessels fishing with dredge nets 
shall carry and show the same lights as trawlers. 

“(f) Fishing vessels and fishing boats may at any time use a flare-u 
light addition to the lights which they are by this article requir 
to carry and show, and they may also use working lights. 

“(g) Every fishing vessel and every fishing boat under 150 feet in 
length, when at anchor, shall exhibit a white light visible all around 
the horizon at a distance of at least 1 mile. 

“Every fishing vessel of 150 feet in length or upward, when at 
anchor, shall exhibit a white light visible all around the horizon at a 
distance of at least 1 mile, and shall exhibit a second light as provided 
for vessels of such length by article 11. 

“Should any such vessel, whether under 150 feet in length or of 150 
feet in length or upward, be attached to a net or other fishing gear, she 
shall on the approach of other vessels show an additional white light 
at least 3 feet baloi the-anchor light, and at a horizontal distance of 
at least 5 feet away from it in the direction of the net or gear. 

„(h) If a vessel or boat when fishing becomes stationary in conse- 
quence of her gear getting fast to a rock or other obstruction, she shall 
in daytime haul down the day signal required by subdivision (k); at 
night show the light or lights prescribed for a vessel at anchor; and 
during fog, mist, falling snow, or heavy rain storms make the signal 
prescribed for a vessel at anchor. (See subdivision (d) and the last 
paragraph of article 15.) 

“(i) In fog, mist, falling snow, or heavy rain storms drift-net ves- 
sels attached to their nets, and vessels when trawling, dredging, or 
fishing with any kind of drag net, and vessels line fishing with their 
lines out, shall, if of 20 tons gross tonnage or upward, respectively, at 
intervals of not more than one minute make a blast; if steam vessels, 
with the whistle or siren, and if ag | vessels, with the foghorn, each 
blast to be followed by ringing the bell. Fishing vessels and boats of 
less than 20 tons gross tonnage shall not be obliged to give the above- 
mentioned si Is; but if they do not, they shall make some other 
efficient soun sgos at intervals of not more than one minute. 

(k) All vessels or boats fishing with nets or lines or trawls, when 


p 

“The vessels required by this article to carry or show the lights 
hereinbefore specified shall not be obliged to carry the lights prescribed 
by article 4 (a) and the last paragraph of article 11.“ 

Sec. 2. That article 10 of the act approved March 3, 1885, entitled 
“An act to adopt the revised international regulations for preventing 
collisions at sea,” and the act approved August 30, 1894, entitled “An 
act relating to lights on fishing vessels,” are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of January, 1908. 

Passed the Senate December 13, 1906. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask how far this includes the Great Lakes, what 
change it makes, and also whether there is anything in the bill 
which would enable a Member of Congress to drop an anchor to 
windward? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will try to make it plain even to the 
gentleman from Illinois. There is, as the gentleman knows, an 
international code of signals relating to all vessels. Prior to 
about a year ago there was a condition that required consideration 
and negotiation from nearly all the civilized nations of the 
world, and this code of signals was agreed upon and adopted by 
Congress, excepting as to the ninth article, which relates entirely 
to fishing vessels. 

Since that time all nations have agreed to the ninth article, 
leaving the United States alone operating under article 10. By 
this bill, which is long and apparently complicated, there is no 
change whatever made except that it adopts article 9 of the gen- 
eral agreement of all the nations. 

Mr. MANN. That is perfectly satisfactory to me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The nations that have agreed to article 
9 are Great Britain, Germany, Norway, France, Italy, Japan, 
Sweden, the Netherlands, Denmark, Austria-Hungary, Greece, 
Belgium, Argentina, Portugal, China, Peru, Egypt, Venezuela, 
Siam, Guatemala, and Costa Rica. Now, Mr. Speaker, the pas- 
sage of this bill will simply put our fishing vessels in agreement 
with fishing vessels of the entire world. The bill has been 
passed by the Senate and has the unanimous support of the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio, 
as a matter of great importance to me, representing as I do the 
largest salt water fishing district in the United States, who has 
requested this legislation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The bill was introduced in the Senate by 
the Senator from Maine, at the request of the Commerce Com- 
mission of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if this is the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 2 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Grosvenor, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GILLETT, frem the Committee on Appropriations, re- 


ported, by direction of that committee, the bill (H. R. 24103) 


making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying report, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS reserved all points of order. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9976)) to create 
a new Federal judicial district in Ohio, to be called the cen- 
tral district. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the substitute will be 
read for the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the southern judicial dis- 
trict of the State of Ohio an additional district judge, who shall be 
appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, and shall possess the same qualifications and have the same 
power and jurisdiction now prescri by law in respect to the pres- 
ent district judge therein. 

Sec. 2. That no vacancy in the office of the existing district judge 
of said southern judicial district of Ohio shall be filled by appoint- 
ment, and in case of such vacancy, there shall be thereafter one dis- 
trict judge only for said district. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to ask 
the gentleman to explain the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that the title 
of this bill provides for the creation of a new district in the 
southern district of Ohio, but the bill itself amends that title 
and merely provides.for an additional judge pending the occu- 
pancy of the present district judge of that district. The report, 
which is quite elaborate, shows the enormous accumulation of 
business in the southern district of Ohio, which district, as the 
gentleman perhaps knows, includes more than half of the geo- 
graphical surface of the State, extending clear up to the State 
line near Pittsburg, taking in the whole Ohio River section as 
well as the interior of the State up to the center. Judge 
Thompson, the present incumbent, is overworked to such an 
extent that he is a good deal of the time in danger of breaking 
down even if he dces not imperil his life. The Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Department made an investigation of the condition of that 
business, and while Judge Thompson, as everybody knows, is an 
able man, and an industrious and hard-working judge, it is im- 
possible for him to keep up, or anywhere near keep up, with the 
amount of labor that is forced upon his hands. I will state in 
the first place that the headquarters of the district are in Cin- 
cinnati, but by a provision of law there is an eastern division 
of the southern district of Ohio and the court is beld a certain 
portion of. the year in Columbus, compelling the judge to travel 
to Columbus and sit there and then to generally hurry back 
again to Cincinnati, where he often finds the work accumulated 
‘to such an extent that it is impossible for him to get tlirough. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I presume the bill is all right, 
and I am in favor of it, but I would like to ask the gentleman 
how many judges Ohio has now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Two. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Are there two divisions of the State into 
judicial districts? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There are two judicial districts, the 
northern and the southern district, and then the southern dis- 
trict is divided by what is called the “eastern division of the 
southern district.“ I would say, without any invidious purpose, 
that while Pennsylvania has four and New York six Ohio has 
only two judges, and we have been pretty modest about this, 
because we provide that when Judge Thompson shall resign or 
retire, or whatever may happen, then there will still be but one 
judge left in that district. 

Mr. HINSHAW. And this judge that is now to be appointed 
simply sits with the other judge? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; he is an added judge with equal 
power and function. ; 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to object to the 
bill, but I do object in a way to that last provision. I think 
there ought to be two judges. X 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I hope my colleague will not object. 

Mr. KEIFER. No; I am not going to object. 

Mr. MANN. Is Judge Thompson eligible for retirement now? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He is not. t 

Mr. MANN. What is his age? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the first place he has not served ten 
years, and in the next place he is only about 64 years of age. 

Mr. MANN. When he serves ten years he will be eligible for 
retirement? : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; if he has reached the age of 70. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand it, unless we create an addi- 
tional judge we will be in the position of practically retaining 
the services of Judge Thompson, when to a large extent he is 
incapacitated for taking care of the work on account of his 
physical condition. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, no. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I would not put it as strong as that. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman can not put it as strong as 
that, then there might be some question about the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would not like to say that Judge 
Thompson is disabled. He was shot through the lungs at the 
second battle of Bull Run, and the bullet is in that wound now, 
and sometimes it bleeds extensively and that lays him up for a 
time. Then he gets out and goes to work as industriously and 
effectively as any man on the bench of the United States court. 
He disposed of 222 cases last year, as shown by the report of 
the Attorney-General, and yet more cases came upon the docket 
of the entire district than he was able to dispose of. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman assumes that after the end 
of Judge Thompson’s career on the bench one judge will be able 
to transact the business which Judge Thompson and the new 
appointee will be able to do now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not assume that at all. 


Mr. MANN. The bill assumes that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The bill may possibly bear that construc- 
tion, but it is better for us, in the interests of the public service, 
to get a judge that we can get than to be fighting for one that 
we fear we might have trouble to get. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ohio 
yield to me for a moment. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that it is an entire 
misapprehension, if anybody has fallen into the idea, that Judge 
Thompson is incapacitated, in the ordinary sense of the word, 
from discharging the duties of his office. My belief is, with a 
pretty full knowledge, that Judge Thompson discharges his of- 
ficial duties with great facility and dispatch, and he disposes 
of more cases than the Federal judges generally do throughout 
the entire United States. He is sometimes broken down, be- 
cause he has too much work for any one man to do. He is 
very ready and rapid in the disposition of business. He has a 
very difficult district. He holds a district court and a circuit 
court. Patent cases alone pile up on him enough to kill any 
man who has to go through them and work them out; and 
there are criminal cases beth at Cincinnati and Columbus in 
great numbers, but in no sense is Judge Thompson broken 
down, except somewhat enfeebled by his wound, but his break- 
ing down is more largely due to his having too much to do. 
My only criticism of the proposed law now is that it does not 
provide for two judges permanently in that district. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GrosveNor, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A bill to provide for the appointm 
in and for the southern distr: 2 of tse Hate ot OM . 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE TUG FORK OF BIG SANDY RIVER, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill. 
‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which the Clerk will report. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A Dill (H. R. 23218) to authorize the Kentucky and West Virginia 
Bridge Company to construct a briga across the Tug Fork ae 
n 


Sandy River at or near Williamson, Mingo County, W. Va., to a 
point on the east side of said river in Pike County, 18. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Kentucky and West Virginia Bridge 
Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Ken- 
tucky, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized 
to construct, maintain, and operate a railway and highway traffic 
bridge and 5 thereto across the Fork of Big Sandy River, 
at or near Williamson, in Mingo County, W. Va., to a point on the east 
side of said river in Pike County, Ky., in the States of Kentucky and 
West Virginia, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
sb Ri March 23, 1906. 

SEC, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would ask the gentleman whether the provisions of this bill 
comply with the requirements of the War Department? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. The bill—as the report in the 
hands of the Clerk will show—has the approval of the War De- 
partment and conforms to the terms of the general bridge bill 
which was passed at the last session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is the bill the result of a unanimous deci- 
sion of the committee? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. It is a unanimous report 
from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to-be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Gatnes of West Virginia, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TUG FORK OF BIG SANDY RIVER, NEAR DEVON, W. VA. 


Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following biil. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 23219) to authorize Majestic Collleries Company, of Eck- 
man, W. Va., to construct a bridge across Tug Fork of Big Sand 
River, about 22 miles west of Devon, W. Va., a station on the ‘Norfolk 
and Western Railway. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Majestic Collieries Company, of Eckman, 

W. Va., a corporation organized under the laws of the State of West 
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Virginia, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized 


to construct, maintain, and operate a railway bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at a point about 23 
miles west of Devon, W. Va., a station on the Norfolk and Western Rail- 
way, in the States of West Virginia and Kentucky, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction 
of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. Garnes of West Virginia, a motion to recon- 
sider the last yote was laid on the table. 
, ETIENNE DE P. BUJAC. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
from the Senate: 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
January 11, 1907. 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of 
Representatives, in compliance. with its uest, duplicate engrossed 
copy of the bill (S. 4926) for the relief of Etienne De P. Bujac. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. $ 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, ordered 
printed, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

[For message see Senate proceedings of this day.] 


NATIONAL CHILD LABOR COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 
6364. I might state that this bill was read on last District day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up the fol- 
lowing Senate bill, with the statement that the bill was read on 
last District day, and the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 6364) to incorporate the National Child Labor Committee. 

Mr. MANN. What status had this bill at the last District 
day? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The question of its consideration was 
raised and carried. The House raised the question of consider- 
ation and refused to consider on vote. 

Mr. BARTLETT. When was that? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. On last District day. 

Mr. MANN. I forget who raised the question of considera- 
tion. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Garrett], I think. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, if I am not too late I wish to 
raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit me to ex- 
plain the bill before he does so? 

The SPEAKER. The House is supposed to be proceeding to 
the consideration of a bill, and it is too late to raise the question 
of consideration, although the gentleman from Tennessee could 
reserve his right and by unanimous consent make his statement. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have the right to raise the question of con- 
sideration after the explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this bill is the outcome 
of a society or committee unincorporated, and which was 
formed at Carnegie Hall in 1904 for the purpose of considering 
and developing along practical lines such things as might ob- 
literate the evils now arising in the employment of child labor. 
This committee now has a membership of about 1,500 persons 
as associate members and about forty-eight persons as active rep- 
resentatives that come from sixteen States of the Union. Its 
purpose is set forth in section 2 of the bill. The question of 
child labor has become a serious one, and in nearly every State 
there have been State organizations and committees formed. 
This committee has simply been formed for the promotion of 
such organizations in the various States and Territories of the 
Union, and in order to make it as representative a body as 
possible and to put an accent on its national scope they come 
before Congress seeking a charter, and because the laws of the 
District of Columbia are so drafted as to make it impossible 
for the persons seeking this charter to incorporate under these 
laws, they have to come before Congress for a special charter. 
The District of Columbia Code provides that a majority of the 
incorporators must be residents of the District, and it is obvious 
that a committee composed of residents of several States, the 
purpose of which is to haye representatives in every State, if 
possible, would be seriously crippled if they were compelled to 


have their incorporators or a majority of them reside in the 
District of Columbia. For that reason to conform to this re- 
quirement would destroy the widely representative character of 
the committee. They have no intent to make profit. It is 
purely a committee incorporated for the purposes set forth in 
section 2 of this act, namely, “ To promote the welfare of society 
with respect to the employment of children in gainful occupa- 
tions,” and other purposes. I hope the gentleman will not in- 
sist upon his point. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAR- 
RETT] asks unanimous consent that he may make a brief state- 
ment before raising the question of consideration. Is there ob- 
jection? 5 : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, observing the suggestion of the 
gentleman who has just addressed the House, that he hopes 
that I will not insist upon this point, it seems proper to say 
that it is not a point of order or a question of no quorum. It 
is merely the question of consideration, and of course it is 
within the power of a majority of the House to order considera- 
tion of the bill. I have raised this question of consideration 
not so much because of objection to this bill itself as because I 
am opposed to this line of legislation. On every District day, 
on almost every suspension day, and very frequently when 
unanimous consents are the order of the hour, bills to incor- 
porate all sorts of institutions and associations are called up 
and passed without any close consideration by the membership 
of the House and as a matter of course. Now, we have a care- 
fully considered Code of the District of Columbia which was 
prepared after careful consideration by a committee many years 
ago, and passed by the House of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate, presumably after careful consideration by the membership 
of both of those bodies, and every institution or association 
which it was believed might properly be permitted to incor- 
porate as an institution of the District of Columbia was provided 
for in that general law. Hence the only necessity for coming 
to Congress with a bill to create one of these incorporations is 
either to give it the prestige that the passage of a special act 
would give it or else to confer upon it some power which it can 
not have under the general laws of the District. Both of those 
reasons, both of those propositions, to my mind, are objection- 
able. If it be desired that there shall be a line of corporations 
organized for either eleemosynary or charitable or edueational 
purposes, then I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that it would be a very 
easy matter for the District Committee to bring in an amend- 
ment to the District Code providing that these organizations 
might be organized and making these exceptions to the rule 
that the majority of the members of a corporation organized in 
the District shall be citizens of the District. 

So far as these special cases are concerned, they are objec- 
tionable. Each contains, or may contain, powers widely differ- 
ent from the powers granted others. They are passed, as I 
have stated, without careful consideration, when not half of the 
membership is upon the floor. Not half of those who are upon 
the floor now know what the bill is before the House at this 
moment. Coming to this particular bill, I think there is an 
objectionable feature in it. One purpose that is set forth in the 
bill as a purpose of its organization is to bring about legislation. 
Now, why, Mr. Speaker, should the Congress of the United 
States incorporate a lobby? I do not use the word lobby as ap- 
plied to it in any offensive sense. I do not mean to imply that 
legislation against child labor is improper legislation. In fact, 
I think it is within the States. But why should Congress or- 
ganize any association or incorporate any association whose 
avowed purpose is to bring about certain legislation? For these 
reasons I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House consider 
the bill? 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 15. 

So the House determined to consider the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask if the gen- 
tleman will yield for the purpose of offering an amendment. I 
wish to call his attention to this section of the bill. There is a 
form that is used in these cases that “ the right to alter, amend, 
or repeal this act is hereby expressly reserved.” This bill pro- 
vides that “this charter shall be subject to alteration, amend- 
ment, or repeal at the pleasure of the Congress of the United 
States.” That language is not only very unusual, but it is very 
peculiar. 


— 


1907. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 


What is the suggestion of the gentle- 
man in the way of an amendment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The form used is “the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly reserved.” 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I have no objection, I will state to 
the gentleman, to accept that as an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the section so that it will read: 


“That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved.” 


The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on the 
committee amendment. 

The question was taken; and the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be passed. 

Mr. GARRETT. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PENSIONS FOR CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE METROPOLITAN POLICE, 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 
23201. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 23201) to amend the act approved March 1, 1905, en- 
titled “An act to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘An act relating 


to the Metropolitan police of the District of Columbia,’ approved 
February 28, 1901.“ 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved March 1, 1905, entitled 
“An act to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘An act relating to the 
Metropolitan police of the District of Columbia,’ approved February 
28, 1901,” be, and the same is hereby, amended by inserting in the first 
proviso thereof, after the words “ assistant superintendent,” the words 
‘any inspector.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order—I do 
not know whether it is good or not—that this bill must be re- 
ferred to the Union Calendar. We could not tell from the read- 
ing of the bill whether it creates new officers. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Obio. I will explain to the gentleman just 
exactly what the bill is intended to cover. This bill does not 
appropriate any money nor does it create an office. It does not 
alter the salary of any policeman or of any officer. When the 
last act regulating the Metropolitan police was passed, the office 
of inspector was created. The pension laws for policemen never 
had included that officer as a beneficiary of the pension fund. 
The provision inserted in the bill provided for a superintendent 
and oflicers down, but the word inspector was not put in, and 
that prevented inspectors from participation in the benefits of 
the pension fund. 1 

Mr. MANN. Then I submit it ought to go to the Union Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order that the bill should receive its first considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The Chair, on inspection, finds that the effect of the bill will 
be to extend the pension law to inspectors. The Chair will 
take notice, of course, that one-half of the expenditures for 
the District of Columbia are payable from the Treasury of 
the United States; and in the opinion of the Chair, unless the 
Chair is in error—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The pension fund is made by the men 
themselves. 

Mr. SIMS. The pensions are paid by an assessment on the 
policemen. 3 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The pension fund is created entirely 
by the policemen themselves. It is not paid by the Government 
or the District, but out of an assessment levied out of their 
salaries. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois on the suggestion as to the question of fact. It is per- 
fectly clear to the Chair that if, under the law, one-half of 
this amount is payable from the Treasury of the United States 
that it would be subject to the point of order. If the gentle- 
man from Ohio is correct in his statement—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I am certain that I am. 

The SPEAKER. That this pension fund is made by con- 
tributions from 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 
month. 

The SPEAKER. From the Metropolitan police themselves, 
why then it seems to the Chair it is not subject to the point 
of order. 


Every policeman pays a dollar a 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure how the decision 
should go. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] is mis- 
taken, however, in assuming that this money is all paid by 
contribution from the police officers, or by the retention of a 
portion of their salaries. The police pension fund is raised in 


‘part by money reserved from the salaries of the police offi- 


cers and in part by money set aside as a result of fines and 
licenses. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Fines in the police court. 

Mr. MANN. I think no portion of it is paid directly out of 
the Treasury of the United States, but I have not myself as- 
sumed that the provision of the rules requiring that there 
should be consideration in Committee of the Whole was con- 
fined to money paid out of the general Treasury belonging to 
the Government. The same rule obtains as to any money, I 
suppose, paid out of the Treasury, whether that money is to 
the credit of the District of Columbia or to the credit of the 
United States. I may be mistaken in that opinion. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indulge the Chair for a 
suggestion, and for an inquiry at the same time? 

What seems to be the act that is sought to be amended, sec- 
tion 4, reads us follows: 

Sec. 4. That hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
are hereby authorized and directed to deposit with the Treasurer of the 
United States, out of receipts from fines in the police court and 
receipts from dog licenses, a sufficient amount to meet any deficiency 
in the policemen’s fund or firemen’s fund. 

The Chair understands that is the law now. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. That is the law now, and the two 
words in italics, “ any inspector,” are the only words that are 
added. : 2 

The SPEAKER. On page 2 of the report (Report 6212) it 
appears that it is proposed to add the words “any inspector.” 
Now, it seems that heretofore legislation has been enacted 
which devotes these fines and license receipts to the police- 
men's fund. The Chair understands that it is not controverted, 
that the fund otherwise is made up from contributions, under 
law, from the salaries of the policemen. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. And the fines. 

The SPEAKER. Now, this proposes to take from that fund, 
so made up—which is reenforced by legislation heretofore en- 
acted, devoting these fines to that fund—an additional payment 
to be made to inspectors, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this results in the end, of course, 
in taking that much more money out of the Treasury of the 
United States. The pensions are not arrived at by simply di- 
viding the sum that is in. that fund among the police officers, 
but they are paid a specified amount out of the fund in the 
Treasury, and when you add to the number who are to be paid, 
that means that much more money to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury. While it may not be exactly in the form of an appropria- 
tion, the rule provides that where a bill authorizes payments 
out of appropriations already made such bill must be considered 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think, after looking 
at clause 3 of the rules and after looking at the section of the 
law as it is proposed to be amended, that the provision does not 
come within the rule requiring consideration of the same in 
Committee of the Whole. Therefore the Chair oyerrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I call for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. We should like to know what it is about. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer a sug- 
gestion or two in relation to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In relation to the form of the bill. I 
have no objection at all to the purpose of the bill, but I do ob- 
ject, as I have frequently heretofore objected, to this hypo» 
dermie process of amending laws. This bill provides that the 
words “any inspector” shall be injected into the body of an 
act that was passed several years ago. Now, we do not provide 
by law for a codification of the laws of the District of Columbia 
oftener than perhaps once in thirty years. The public must of 
necessity depend upon private publications, and the original act 
must be carried on just as it was, and this act must also be in- 
corporated into any volume of the laws of the District of Co- 
lumbia. It is an expensive and cumbersome method, and I 
think the only proper way to amend an act or a section is to 
incorporate the section as amended. I believe there ought to 
be a rule of the House making any bill subject to a point of 
order that undertakes to amend an existing statute by this 
process. I haye an amendment that I desire to offer to the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Is it the same that appears on page 


23 of the report? If it is the same, we have no objection, 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
spector“ that properly apply in the original act, so that it 
will be carried forward and will save the expense of publica- 
tion and embarrassment and difficulty and time in looking up the 


I want to put in the words “any in- 


law. 
the words in it “ any inspector.” - 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the bill the following: 
~ “So that said act shall read as follows: 

“* Suc. 4. That hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are hereby authorized and directed to deposit with the Treasurer 
of the United States, out of receipts from fines in the police court and 
receipts from dog licenses, a Suflicient amount to meet any deficiency 
in the pollcemen's fund or flremen's fund: Provided, That the chief 
engineer of the fire department and all other officers of said depart- 
ment of and above the rank of captain, the superintendent, assistant 
superintendent, any inspector, any captain or lieutenant of police, in 
case of retirement as now provid law, shall receive relief not 
exceeding $100 per month; and in case of the death from injury or 

isease of any member of the police force or fire department, if he be 
unmarried and leave a dependent mother, who is a widow, the same 
shall be for her relief during the period of widowhood, or if he leave 
a widow, or children under 16 years of age, the same shall be for their 
relfef during the period of widowhood, or until such children reach 
the age of 16 years: Provided, That in no case shall the amount paid 
to such dependent mother or widow exceed $50 per month, nor shall 
the amount paid for a child exceed $25 per month.“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
intends to amend the act by inserting in section 4 of the act 
“any inspector,” and the gentleman proposes to strike out 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; to insert at the end of the bill “so 
that the act as amended will read as follows,” setting out the 
amended act. Section 4 of the first act has been repealed by an 
amendment in 1905. That is an independent act, and this bill 
provides for the amendment of that amendatory act. 

Mr. MANN. This enacts and amends both acts? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; this bill undertakes to amend sec- 
tion 4 of the amendatory act. 

Mr. MANN. This does net seem to me to be such a pressing 
matter, and the gentleman from Ohio might withdraw the bill 
long enough to put it in proper shape. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I do not wish to withdraw the Dill, 
and I concur with the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana 
that the law should show plainly what it now is. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was considered; and the amendment was agreed 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PENALTY FOR SALE OR GIFT OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO MINORS. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill 
(H. R. 23556) prohibiting the purchase or procurement, sale, 
gift, or disposition of intoxicating liquors to minors by un- 
licensed persons. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person not hav- 
ing a license in any manner to purchase or procure for, sell, give, or 
dispose of to, or aid or assist in any manner in such purchase or pro- 
curement for, sale, gift, or disposition to any person under the age of 
21 years, any intoxicating liquor as the same is defined in the act of 
Congress entitled “An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893, except for 
use in the case of illness when furnished by a parent or guardian or 
or. 3 physician, or upon the prescription of a duly licensed 

sician. 
> EC. 2, That soy person violating the provisions of this act shall, on 
conviction thereof on prosecution by information filed in the police 
court of the District of Columbia by the corporation counsel or any of 
his assistants, be fined not less than $50 nor more than $100, or be 
imprisoned in the District jail or workhouse for not more than six 
months for each and every offense. 

Sec. 3. That nothing in this act contained shall be held to repeal or 
abrogate the 3 of the said act cae March 3, 1893, or 
amendments thereof prohibiting the sale, or disposition of intoxi- 
eating liquors to any minor by persons having a license to sell intoxi- 


eating liquors. 

Mr. MANN. What is this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call atten- 
tion to one provision of the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sıms] to explain the bill. 

Mr. SIMS. What does the gentleman from New York wish? 

Mr. PERKINS. What I would like to ask is this: This bill 
says that it shall be unlawful for any person to sell or give to 
any minor any intoxicating liquor. Do you mean by that if a 
person .20 years old is invited to dine in the District of Co- 
lumbia it would be unlawful to give him a glass of wine without 
permission of his guardian? That is the way this bill reads. 

Mr. SIMS. This bill is the Commissioners’ bill 


I want to insert at the end of the act the provision with 


Mr. PERKINS. I do not care whether it is a Commissioners’ 
bill or anybody else’s bill. ; 

Mr. SIMS. It was introduced by Mr. Bancock, chairman of 
the District Committee, and the conditions requiring its enact- 
ment are fully set out in letters embraced in the report by the 
Commissioners and chief of police. It seems that the trouble is 
that the law prohibiting the sale or giving intoxicating liquors to 
minors applies only to thdse who are licensed dealers, and par- 
ties have been found not licensed who are mean enough to buy 
intoxicants and let minors haye them, and to such persons the 
law does-not apply because they are not licensed dealers, and the 
object of the bill is to cure that defect. I do not think it is in- 
tended that a parent should not be permitted to give a glass of 
wine to his children who are under 20 years of age, or anything 
of that sort. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the way the bill reads. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not think that was intended, and I do not 
think the committee would have any objection to an amendment 
making that clear if it is not. 

Mr. PERKINS. It seems to me that we can fairly ask the 
committee that instead of reporting a Commissioners’ bill, 
which is very often very badly drawn, the committee themselyes 
when presenting it for passage have it in such shape as may 
commend it. It is not easy on the floor of the House to prepare 
amendments that should be carefully drawn. Of course this 
was not intended, because the intention would be preposterous, 
but under the wording any man in the District of Columbia 
who invites a person under 21 years to dinner or to any enter- 
tainment and gives him a glass of claret has committed a mis- 
demeanor. Of course the committee does not want that, and I 
think the committee ought to see to it that the bill is so amended 
that the evil which is sought to be reached shall be reached, and 
by the sense of its terminology it shall not be a bill which, if 
enforced, would be an absurdity. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, this bill no doubt was considered 
by the corporation counsel, by the major of police, and, as far 
as the committee is concerned, so far ás I know, we are per- 
fectly satisfied with the language, because we do not think 
the court, in enforcing this law, will ever mete out punishment 
in a case which it is clear was not intended by the law to be 
embraced. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; but does not the gentleman admit that 
under the wording of the bill that would be an offense, and that 
those guilty will have to throw themselves upon the court and 
say that such an interpretation and such an end was not desired 
by the committee, and will have to ask the court to correct the 
inaccuracies of the bill? I do not think that is good legislation. 

Mr. SIMS. This is an amendment of the law or addition to 
the existing law, and when all the acts are read together I do 
not think the court will have any doubt about the, meaning of 
Congress in this legislation. I do not care to offer any amend- 
ment myself. < < 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. It is not an amend- 
ment of an act. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is an original act. 

Mr. SIMS. The intention is to apply to others than licensed 
dealers. The law as it now is does not apply except to licensed 
dealers, as I am informed. 

Mr. MANN. Does the law now prohibit the sale or giving 
away of intoxicating liquor by any person who does not have a 

icense? 

Mr. SIMS. Only by licensed dealers. 

Mr. MANN. Licensed dealers are not prohibited. Does not 
the law provide that no one else shall give away or sell liquor to 
any person, whether he is a minor or an adult? 

Mr. SIMS. That is not my understanding. The law applies 
only to licensed dealers. This is intended to apply to anyone. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman must be mistaken. No one would 
take out a license and pay for it to sell liquor if he could sell 
liquor without a license. Is there any law forbidding the sale 
or giving away of intoxicating liquors unless there is a license 
taken out? 

Mr. SIMS. I understand, now, that the law prohibits licensed 
dealers from selling or giving to minors, but there is no law pre- 
yenting those who are not licensed from doing it. That is the 
object of this act. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman does not answer the question, 
and it is a very plain one, I think. Is there no law now for- 
bidding any person from selling or giving away intoxicating 
liquors unless a license be first taken out? 

Mr. SIMS. As to the revenue law or that feature of it, I am 
not advised. 

Mr. MANN. That is not a reyenue law, it is a police law. 

Mr. SIMS. A license is a revenue. 

Mr. MANN. Licensing is a police law. 
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Mr. SIMS. And also a revenue. Tou have to pay a fee 
for it. 

Mr. MANN. Very well. Does the gentleman think that any- 
one here in the District would take out a license and pay a 
large sum for it for the purpose of conducting the saloon business 
if he could have a saloon without a license? 

Mr. SIMS. Of course not. 

Mr. MANN. Then there is a law prohibiting an unlicensed 
person from selling or giving away intoxicating liquors to any 
person. Now, what is the object of this? 

Mr. SIMS. I would say against giving it away. 
heard of any such law. 

Mr. MANN. That is the statute everywhere. 

Mr. SIMS. A person could not become a dealer without a 
license. z 

Mr. MANN. The form of the statute, in most places at 
least—and I think the same form is used here—is that no per- 
son without a license is permitted to sell or give away intoxicat- 
ing liquors. 

Mr. SIMS. 
giving away. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly; that is the form and the language 
used, I dare say, in the gentleman’s own State. It is so in the 
city of New York and in eyery other large city of the country. 

Mr. SIMS. About giving it away? 

Mr. MANN. About giving it away. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, I am not advised as to that. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that is the fact; the gentleman will find 
that to be the fact here. 

Mr. GARRETT. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that the law in our State—the State of Tennessee, from which 
the gentleman and myself come—prevents the giving away of 
liquor to a minor, but does not prevent the giving away of liquor 
to an adult. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The District of Columbia does have a 
law making it a crime for the sale of intoxicating liquor to a 
person without a license, and if the penalties for the sale of 
liquor are adequate I do not see any purpose in passing this 
law. Of course, if it is a crime to sell intoxicating liquors 
without a license in the District of Columbia, it is as much a 
crime to sell liquors to a minor as to an adult, and if the pen- 
alty is as great under the general license law making it a 


I baye never 


I have never seen any law that prevented the 


crime to sell liquor without a license as the penalty described 


here, it seems this legislation is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. SIMS. Without having gone into the statute in full this 
law was asked for by the Commissioners, and, as shown by the 
letter of the major of police, it is absolutely needed, and if they 
need it they know what the effect of existing law is and its ad- 
ministration. The committee is simply giving that which the 
chief of police and Commissioners say is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I know that there is a statute making 
it a crime for any person to sell intoxicating liquors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia without a license, and it carries with it quite 
severe penalties, and that law applies to minors as well as to 
adults. Now, the license statute makes it a crime to sell to 
minors even by licensed people, and the general provision of the 
statute making it necessary to take out a license imposes penal- 
ties for sale without a license to anybody, including children as 
well as adults. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit? I ask the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Tennessee. Is not this the condi- 
tion of affairs which this bill is designed to meet? At present, 
under the law of the District, or applicable to the District, a 
dealer in liquors can not sell to a minor, even a licensed dealer ; 
but a minor, not being able to go and purchase himself, gets 
some friend who is an adult as agent for him to go and pur- 
chase, and is not this bill intended to prevent such a practice 
as that? 

Mr. SIMS. That is exactly what the letter from the chief of 
police here says, and that is the reason for this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a pure matter of speculation. 
It would seem that the law prohibiting the sale of liquor to a 
minor would cover the question now either directly or indirectly. 

Mr. SIMS. Let me state to the gentleman or, in other words, 
read what Major Sylvester says on that subject, and I invite the 
gentleman’s attention to that letter of Major Sylvester dated 
December 7, 1906. 

He says: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 7, 1906. 
Hon. Henry L. WES 


T, 
Commissioner, District of Columbia. 


Dear Sin: There is provision in law against the selling of intoxi- 
cating liquors to minors, but, despite the existence of such, the atten- 
tion of the lice is called to cases of boys under the influence of 
drink. Inves goog of these cases has convinced those charged with 
the duty that they do not result from purchases made by minors, but 


that intoxicants are procured by persons of lawful age at the solicita- 
tion and for the use of those who are forbidden sales under the law. 
In one instance seyeral boys had robbed a place where liquors were 
sold in order to procure drink. The youths were arrested, taken to 
the juvenile court, reprimanded, and placed on probation. Enough 
is known to convince me that there are those so degraded that they 
will purchase for minors’ use, and I respectfully beg leave to recom- 
mend that the existing law be so amended as to make it a punishable 
offense for any person to buy, purchase in any manner, or procure in- 
toxicating liquors for the use of any other person under 21 years of 
age, except in case of illness or injury, and then such to be furnished 
b7: 5 percent or guardian, or on the prescription of a duly registered 
physic 3 


an. 
Very respectfully, RICHARD SYLVESTER, 


Major and Superintendent. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That reason is satisfactory, and now I 
will support the bill even if there is no necessity for it, because 
I do not think there can be too many laws, if properly enforced, 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to minors. 

Mr. GARRETT. As a matter of fact, there is not any real 
necessity for the word “sale” in the bill. They are not al- 
lowed to sell it now. But there is necessity for the word 
b gift.” 

Mr. SIMS. It does not hurt. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote 
on the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Sims, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 
bill (S. 6578) which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] 
calls up the bill S. 6578, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 10 of the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 2, 1895, and the act amendatory thereof approved 


Jung 20, 1906, be, and the same are hereby, amended so as to read as 
ollows : 


“Sec. 10. No person shall sell or offer for sale anywhere in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia any provisions or produce or commodities of any kind 
for a weight or measure greater than the actual or true weight or 
measure thereof; and all provisions, produce, or commodities of any 
kind shall be weighed by scales, weights, or balances, or measured in 
measures duly tested and sealed by the sealer or an assistant sealer of 
weights and measures: Provided, That berries, when offered for sale 
in an original package or basket containing a standard measure, may 
be sold in said N page, 2 or basket without the same having been first 
tested and sealed; but in no case shall said basket be refilled for use 
in the sale of berries or produce of any kind whatsoever: And O- 
vided further, That K and vegetables, usually sold by the head or 
bunch, may be offered for sale and sold in other manner than by weight 
or measure; but in all cases where the person intending to purchase 
shall so desire and „ shall be weighed, as hereinbefore 
presente: And provided further, That scales reported not in use shall 

sealed down, and said seal shall not be broken except by authority 
of the sealer of weights and measures.” 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 3, after the word “shall,” Insert the words “ when 
sold by weight or measure.” 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, we accept that amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. x 

On motion of Mr. TAxLok, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ALEXANDER PLACE AND POPLAR STREET. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 
bill H. R. 19568, and I ask unanimous consent that the sub- 
stitute be read in lieu of the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That upon the passage of this act the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and directed 
to abandon Alexander place and that portion of Poplar street dedi- 
cated to the District of Columbia in the subdivision of a part of Lin- 
coln, recorded in book, county, 18, A 35 of the records of the sur- 


veyor’s office; the area so abandon o reyert to the present owner of 
all the lots in said subdivision. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Oxcorr] for an explanation of the bill. 
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Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to vacate Alexander 
place and Poplar street in the subdivision of Lincoln. These 
streets only exist on paper. They never have been made, and 
the Commissioners and the property owners adjoining are both 
very desirous of laying out other streets. Of course, no fur- 
ther subdivision and no other map as to the treatment of this 
particular property can be made without the consent of the 
Commissioners, and it does not in any way interfere with the 
present extension of highways contemplated, but it seems to be 
desirable on account of the beauty of the city of Washington 
and for other pu ; 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I will. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is the title of this land abandoned now in 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. How did it acquire title? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It acquired title by the gift of the property 
owners—by the making of the plat as to the way they expect 
to lay their streets through their own private property. y 

Mr. PERKINS. They did not buy the land? 

Mr. OLCOTT. They did not buy the land. It was dedicated 
originally. I ask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why is this property being ceded back 

to the owners? 
Nx. OLCOTT. For the reason that the Commissioners believe 
that it will be beneficial for that section of the city to put the 
streets in another place. No improvements have been made; 
nothing has been done except the mere filing of a map dedicat- 
ing certain portions of the property to public streets. Now, it 
is desirable to change the plan and to put the streets in another 
part of the property. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Have the owners dedicated land for the 
new streets? 

Mr. OLCOTT. They haye not done so yet, but the property 
could not be subdivided and they could not make use of it 
without providing streets that would be satisfactory to the 
Commissioners. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Do they intend to dedicate the land or 
will the city be compelled to condemn it? 

Mr. OLCOTT. If they did not intend to file a new plat and 
map of new streets, but really intended to keep the property 
exactly as it was, there is no power in the Commissioners to in- 
sist upon a change without condemnation of the streets. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why not put a proyision in this bill and 
having it effective upon the dedication of other lands required 
for the opening of streets through this plat? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The Commissioners state in their report that 
they are in favor of conceding to the property owners who 
own this large amount of land, but desire to plat it and map it 
up, that portion of the property formerly dedicated for streets. 
It is so much to the property owners’ interest to have this 
mapped into lots that the Commissioners feel they were en- 
tirely protected by the fact that they will have to pass upon any 
proposed dedication or disposition of streets, and they ask that 
this bill should be passed in this way because it is a part of the 
general plan to improve this particular section. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; was d the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Orcorr, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid upon the table. 


HIGHWAY BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC RIVER. . 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I call up Senate joint 
resolution 76. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (S. R. 76) providing for an extension of time for com- 


pleting the highway bridge and approaches across the Potomac River. 
at Washington, D. C. 


for other purposes,” 
ation act l 


. — 905 — — 
o bruary 18, 1 „ and as amended by Pag resolution provid- 
— for an extension of time for completing the dge 
a poros cios across the Potomac River at W. n, D. C., approved 
ruary 19, 1906, be, and is hereby, extended to June 30, 1907. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like the gentleman to 
make some explanation of this resolution. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that the Engineer 
Department of the Army not only approved, but particularly 
asked for. So far as that department is concerned, the utmost 
expedition, as I understand, that was practicable has been made, 
and the Chief of Engineers makes a specific report to us that the 
contractors have done as well as it was possible for them to do. 
In his letter reporting upon this matter, General Mackenzie stated 
that complications arose relative to the peculiar structure of 
that bridge which made it imperatively necessary to have the 
time extended so that proper work be done upon the approaches 
of the bridge. It was thought advisable by the Chief of Engi- 
neers to extend this time because, as he has stated, the delay was 
not the fault of the contractors. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would it not be wise, in order to save the 
time of the Congress, in view of the many extensions they have had, 
that we should provide at this time for certain additional ex- 
tensions in order to meet the contingencies as they arise. Would 
it not be wise for the gentleman to amend his bill so that after 
the day fixed for this extension he should have language some- 
thing like this: “And another extension until the ist day of 
August;” and again a third section giving another extension. 
It will save time. I think there is a penalty the contractors are 
liable to. I suppose that this penalty or this forfeiture might 
haye been made long ago, but time after time these gentlemen 
have come in asking extensions, and they have got them. ‘This 
is the fourth extension, I think, that has been made. Each time 
it saved these gentlemen from the penalty. Now, I believe they 
have played with this House long enough; they have played with 
this legislation long enough and with their obligations under 
their contract, and some gentlemen, who are contractors with the 
Goyernment, who habitually fail to comply with their contracts, 
ouput to be brought up with a round turn and an example made 
of them. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a minute? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Has the gentleman visited this structure? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are you acquainted with the fact that it has 
been practically impossible for them to find a foundation for 
one of the concrete piers necessary in the construction of this 
bridge? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. e 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state to the gentleman that I was 
down there only a short time ago, and it is a fact that it has 
been impossible, thus far, to get a solid foundation for one of 
the concrete piers; and they are working at it now. The diffi- 
culty in securing the foundation has caused the delay. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do know this, Mr. Speaker, that there 
have been two or three extensions. I assume that those exten- 
sions haye been for such time as has been asked for. These 
gentlemen have fixed their own time, and they are engineers, or 
they have engineers in their employ, I have no doubt; but 
there is some other reason than this failure to find a proper 
foundation or a foundation that would suit them. I know 
enough about engineering, without knowing anything profes- 
sionally, to know that engineers overcome difficulties of this 
kind, and that if there had been zeal probably they would have 
overcome the difficulties and that without coming to this House 
not once, but twice, three times, and now perhaps the fourth 
time that they are seeking for this extension. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, the report that we have received 
from the Chief Engineer of the Army satisfied us so entirely 
that the delay in the construction of this bridge was not the 
fault of the contractors, and that they have exercised reason- 
able zeal in the prosecution of the work, it seemed to us, and it 
seems to me now, that we must adopt that recommendation and 
pass this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to haye it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 10. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A parliamentary inquiry. How many con- 
stitute a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and ninety-three, the Chair 
believes—about that. 

So the joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Otcorr, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
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W AND ADAMS STREETS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 5119) 
authorizing the extension of W and Adams streets NW., with 
House amendments thereto, disagreed to by the Senate, and a 
conference asked. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist on its amendments and agree to the conference asked by 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
House insist upon its amendments to this bill and agree to the 
conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as 
conferees on the part of the House Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. SAMUEL 
W. Surg, and Mr. SIMS. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia has no further business to offer for the 
consideration of the House to-day. 


LARBVAN GORDON. 


By unanimous consent the Committee on Private Land Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 
5869) for the relief of Larvan Gordon, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leaye of absence was granted to Mr. 
Brum, until Wednesday, January 16, on account of important 
business. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, for the further consideration of the fortifi- 
cations appropriation bill; and pending that motion I desire 

to call attention to the manner in which the time of the com- 
mittee was consumed on Friday last, and to state that it has 
been impossible for the members of the subcommittee, in the 
time originally limited, properly to present the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and I ask unanimous consent that the time 
for general debate be extended two hours. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moyes that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the for- 
tifications appropriation bill; and pending that motion asks 
unanimous consent that the time for general debate be extended 
two hours. Is there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, is that in accordance 
with an understanding with the committee? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is in accordance with an understand- 
ing with several of the members of the committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How is the time to be divided? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The time is to be equally divided? 

The SPEAKER. . The time to be equally divided between the 
two sides. Is there objection to the modified request? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Surra of Iowa was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. Maxx in the chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, by agreement with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FrrzqrraLp] we now yield an 
hour and a quarter to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], 
one bour to be charged to me and fifteen minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. . In accordance with the statement of the 
gentleman from Iowa, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kxrrkn!] 
is recognized for one hour and fifteen minutes, 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I hope again, as on a previous 
occasion, to violate the accustomed rule when the House is in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union considering 
an appropriation bill by sticking as closely as possible to the 
bill under consideration. 

Since the fortifications appropriation bill has been in this 
House there have been such turbulent times here as to indicate 
that we ought to have other appropriations for other than mere 
seacoast defenses; but I shall confine my remarks inainly to 
the bill, if possible. 

This bill, as I understand it, carries appropriations for fortifi- 
cations amounting to $5,414,883, to be expended the next fiscal 


year. 
I shall speak only as to the policy adopted, or, rather, as to 
the lack of any plans or policy, in making provision for the de- 


tense of our insular possessions. I will not do this in any 
spirit of criticism of my colleagues on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, radical as may be the views I hold in opposition to-parts 
of the bill. 

I understand a general conservative policy of making appro- 
priations for our insular possessions has obtained for some 
8 and this is some excuse for the committee’s present 
action. 

There are some of my colleagues on the committee, and they 
are, perhaps, not confined to one party, who oppose any defen- 
sive fortifications for the Philippines, because they desire that our 
sovereignty over them should be surrendered to some foreign 
oriental power, or to the Filipino inhabitants, or failing either 
of these events that they may be left so exposed to foreign in- 
vasion as to fall an easy prey to any first comer. 

There are others who believe in homeopathic appropriations, 
looking to a possible time when our western insular possessions 
may become sufficiently defensively fortified as to secure them 
from successful attack by any foe, they relying on war not com- 
ing in the meantime with a maritime power to take them 
from us. 

With those opposed to any appropriations for the defense of 
these islands and with those who favor gradual or piecemeal 
appropriations for them, looking to possible defensive fortifica- 
tions being completed at some indefinite time in the future, I 
equally differ. I see little practical difference between these 
two classes of believers; the merit may be with the former. 
The conservative in an emergency always becomes the most 
dangerous. He stands for a friend to a cause, but his acts are 
too wavering and halting to be relied on to meet an impending 
crisis when the cause is endangered. These two classes unite 
in preventing proper fortifications in the insular possessions. 

I shall also, at the close of my remarks, have something to 
say about the importance of fortifying the mouth of the Chesa- 
peake Bay between Capes Henry and Charles. The bill carries 
no appropriation for this purpose, 

I will not spend much time with the general details of the 
bill, as I am satisfied that it is as good as can reasonably be ex- 
pected under all the circumstances, save in two important 
respects, which I shall try to point out. I will first have some- 
thing to say with reference to the geography of our country, or 
rather of the extent of our territories and of their exposed situa- 
tion in case of war. 

It has long been a proverb that the sun never sets on British 
soil; this is now equally true as to the domain of the United 
States, and it was nearly true before the acquisition of the 
Hawaiian and Philippine islands. When it is sunrise on the 
eastern coast of Maine the sun is just setting in the Philippine 
Archipelago of the day previous. 

The longitude of the most eastern coast of Maine is 67° west 
of Greenwich and that of the western coast of Attoo Island is 
172° 30’ east (or 187° 30’ counted west from Greenwich) ; that of 
Honolulu, Hawaii, is 157° 52’ west; of Manila, P. I., 120° 58’ 
east; of San Juan, P..R. (the city located the farthest east of 
any in the United States), is 66° 07“ 28”; of Washington City, 
77° west; of San Francisco, Cal., 122° 22’ 30” west; of Cape 
Mendocino, California, 124° 24’ 25”, and of Cape Blanco, Oregon, 
124° 33’ 30” west; of Cape Flattery, Washington, 124° 44’ 05” 
west, and of Sitka, Alaska, 135° 20’ 20” west. 

The most eastern point of any of the States is West Quoddy 
Head light, Maine (66° 57’ 04”), and the most western is Cape 
Flattery, Washington. The most eastern point of any of the 
United States possessions is Reef Point, Culebra, off the east 
coast of Porto Rico, 65° 13’ 15” west longitude, and the most 
western part of the line of the Philippine possessions is 116° east 
longitude, and the east line of the Philippine cession under the 
treaty of Paris (1898) is 127° east longitude. The western 
point of the Philippines is West Balabac Island, 116° 55’ east, 
and the most eastern point is Bakillin Point, Mindanao, 126° 30°. 

It may be observed that, measured longitudinally, the most 
easterly line of the Philippine possessions is almost exactly 
(180°) halfway around the world, measured either way, from 
the east coast of the United States. 

Even excluding the Philippine possessions, it may be a matter 
of some surprise to find the center, longitudinally, of the 
United States is not within any of the States of the Union. The 
distance between Eastport, Me. (67° west) and Attoo, Alaska 
(172° 30’ east), is 120° 30’, and the one-half the distance is 
60° 15’, which, added to the 67°, gives 127° 15’ as the center line 
of longitude between the two extreme limits. This line is 
4° 51’ 40” (or 292 geographical miles) west of San Francisco, 
Cal., in the Pacific Ocean, and 2° 31’ (about 150 miles) outside 
oe cere Flattery, Washington, the most western point of any 

e. 


But the longitudinal center of the whole of the United States, 
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including all of their island possessions, is about the line 


155° 80° of west longitude, almost (within 3°) the longitude of 
Honolulu and 65° 45’ east of the longitude of Tokyo, Japan. 

The Philippine Islands lie southeast of the continent of Asia, 
but westward of Japan, and form a part of the great East India 
Archipelago, and they are connected by three isthmuses, partly 
submerged, with Borneo, and the Sulu Sea lies between two of 
them. The islands are surrounded on the north and west by 
the China Sea, on the east by the Pacific Ocean, and on the 
south by the Sea of Celebes. The Sulu and the Celebes seas 
are largely, and the smaller seas of Mindanao, Jolo, Surigao, 
Visayan, etc., are wholly, inclosed by the islands. 

Mindanao, next to the largest island of the group—36,292 
square miles in area—extends farthest east and south of the 
larger islands, Paragua the farthest west of the larger islands, 
and Luzon, the largest and most important—40,969 square miles 
in area, larger than the State of Ohio—the farthest north of 
the large islands. The archipelago is only 500 miles at the 
nearest part from the continent of Asia and 1,000 miles from 
Australia, and from the nearest point of land on the northwest 
to the China coast it is only 230 kilometers, but the nearest 
land on the north is the island of Formosa. The area of the 
islands, so for as surveyed, is 115,026 square miles. 

The total number of islands in the Philippine group belonging 
to the United States, so far as found and enumerated, is 3,141, 
and 1,668 of them have been listed by name and 1,473 are, so 
far as known, without names. Islands are still arising from 
the seas abounding. 

The eastern boundary line of our Philippine possessions is 
55° 30’ westward of Attoo Island and it is 110° 36’ 30’—almost 
7,000 miles—farther west than San Francisco, our most im- 
portant Pacific coast city and harbor for ships. Manila, or 
Manila Bay, is, longitudinally, distant from San Francisco 
116° 38’ 30”, or 7,000 miles. The true distance to be navigated 
is vastly greater. 

From Tokyo to Manila the distance is comparatively very 
short, and the Aleutian Islands and other portions of Alaska are 
easier of access and by shorter lines from Japan or the conti- 
nent of Asia than from our nearest seaboard harbor possessing 
a naval base. 

The following table, prepared at my request by the Hydro- 
graphic Office, Washington, D. C., may be of interest and furnish 
data for deductions by the curious: 

Table showing longitude o of certain places in the United States, includ- 
r 


ing their oriental possessions, etc. 
Longitude. 
Went gt 8 Head light (most eastern point of any — £ p 
e States) 66 57 O4 W. 
Weee coast of Attoo Island 172 30 00 E. 
Honolulu (harbor light 7 157 52 00 W. 
Manila (eustom-house) 120 58 00 E. 
San Juan (Morro light 66 07 28 W. 
Washington (Naval Observatory) 77 03 56. 7 W. 
San Francisco: (ferry wharf) ...—-—_ e 122 23 30W. 
(light) 24 25W. 
33 30 W. 
44 06 W. 
— 20 20 W. 
Reef Point (most eastern pon of Culebra, P. R.)-- 65 13 15 W. 
Most western point of Philippines is West Balabac 
gE igen Se ny Oh SS ee Re E E 116 55 00E 
Most eastern point of Philippines Is Bakillin Point, 
yh PED SSC 2a ER ES ie AAS NS Re ES 30 00 E. 
Tokyo (castle latitude 35° 41’ 00” N 139 45 00 E 
The great statesman, Daniel Webster, in describing the uni- 
versality and almost limitless extent of the British Empire, 
exclaimed that— 
Its morning drum beat follows the sun in its course, kee; pe with 
the hours, and circles the earth with one continuous strain of the 


martial airs of England. 

So we may, dropping the martial figure, now exclaim of the 
almost boundless domain of our yet young American Repub- 
lie that: 

The sun of heaven never ceases through all the hours of the 
day to shine on her possessions and to flash its golden rays on 
her blood-consecrated fiag of freedom, illumining its starry and 
purified folds wherever unfurled, typifying her resplendent his- 
tory and glorifying that liberty of law guaranteed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States of America. [Applause.] 

Passing from the geography of the Philippine Islands, we 
find their native civilized inhabitants, so far as a census has 
been or probably can be made, number 6,987,686; it is generally 
reported that there are 7,000,000 Christianized Filipinos in these 
islands. It is estimated by some authorities that there are also 
in the islands 2,000,000 people still belonging to the wild tribes. 
The common estimate is 10,000,000 of inhabitants of all kinds 
in the islands. 

The importance of the islands on account of their varied 
tropical and other productions has been from time to time dis- 
cussed here in connection with tariff legislation, and so as to 


the importance of trade and commerce, foreign and domestic, 
with and on account of the islands. 

In making up the cost to the United States of these islands so 
far, it may be summed up as consisting of the larger part of the 
material cost of the Spanish war, the $20,000,000 paid to Spain 
in money under Article III of the treaty of Paris (1898) some- 
what in the nature of a purchase consideration, the cost of 
maintaining a Philippine war which broke out at Manila in 
February, 1899, and the further cost of occupying the islands 
continuously with the civil, military, and naval powers of the 
Union and in maintaining peace and order and in efforts to pac- 
ify, organize, educate, civilize, and Christianize the inhabitants. 
If the whole of such cost in money could be segregated from con- 
nected expenses of our Government since April, 1898, when the 
war with Spain broke out, it would dizzy us with its enormity. 
The acquisition of the little 100 by 40 mile island of Porto Rico 
could have been purchased at so much an acre with a small 
fraction of such cost. It is, however, the only near-by gem 
or locket the nation wears dangling around its neck in token 
of its achievements by sea and land in the Spanish war, 
the only war that ever arose between nations solely because one 
of them demanded of the other that it should surrender its 
sovereignty over an important part of its domain because of its 
cruelty or inhumanity toward its own subjects residing thereon. 
The cost in sorrow, suffering, tears, and blood I here eliminate. 

The time is near at hand when we shall have to voluntarily 
abandon all our distant island possessions and transfer the 
sovereignty over them to a yet to be formed independent nation, 
or given them to some other power, or surrender them to the first 
foe that seeks them, or we shall have to effectively fortify them. 
To thus fortify these distant island possessions is our only 
security against attack. Leaving them as they are now invites 
war and certain national humiliation in our own eyes and in- 
the eyes of all the world. No nation accounted a war power 
among the powers of the earth now holds important possessions 
so much exposed to capture for want of proper defensive works 
as the United States. Their geographical situation and exposed 
condition invite attack and insult from any and all the maritime 
nations of the earth. When war comes it will be too late to 
repair the neglect. Treasure, energy, heroism, and sacrifice of 
human life will then prove useless. A fleet from an oriental 
third-class power could possess Honolulu and Manila practically 
without real resistance, and when taken the inhabitants of the 
islands might form armies to aid in holding them. It is said 
there are now in Hawaii enough Japanese men, many of them 
soldiers who fought in the recent war with Russia, to consti- 
tute a very large army corps, to say nothing of the ‘native und 
other inhabitants who would prove unfriendly to us. So of the 
Philippines. Should we lose the Philippine Islands to an ener- 
getic enemy, Alaska would also fall an easy prey to him. With 
these parts of our domain once in the hands of an enemy, a long, 
costly, and bloody war in a distant part of the world would 
ensue, with all its attendant evil consequences. 

At the rate and in the manner we are proceeding and pro- 
posing to proceed to fortify Honolulu and Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, 
and Manila and Manila Bay, in the Philippines, should the 
patchwork hold good from year to year, we would not succeed 
in effectively fortifying either place in twenty-five years. My 
own belief is that if Congress should, without definite plans or 
purposes, continue to pursue the policy of appropriations so far 
pursued and proposed to be continued by this bill in relation to 
fortifying these islands, they never would be fortified effectively, 
and we would throw away many millions of dollars more than 
it would cost to properly fortify them. We should listen to 
the recommendations of the President of the United States, of 
the Secretary of War, and of the distinguished boards and 
officers of our Army and Navy who have so carefully and ma- 
turely considered the necessity and methods of fortifying these 
exposed places. 

Some say we may rely on the Navy to protect us from dis- 
aster, and that we can soon summon an army from the yeo- 
manry of this country. If this were a safe relinnce, we should 
not depend upon it, but it is not. We have no present superior 
Navy, and there is no assurance that we will have one in any 
reasonable time; but if we had such a Navy, we would not keep 
it halfway around the world looking for trouble. The Atlantic 
coast would claim some of it, if not the principal part of it. 
Some of those who oppose the fortification of our distant posses- 
sions would be the first to cry out against sending our Navy to 
protect them, and if war came would be the lust to consent to 
its being sent to defend them. 

The Army, both regular and volunteer, will do its duty in any 
crisis, but we have had enough experience in maintaining an 
army on a war footing in distant parts; and so of the cost of 
doing so. 
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We have done much for the Philippines besides merely taking 
and holding possession of them for over eight years and enfore- 
ing peace and order among the discordant inhabitants. We 
have inaugurated and maintained therein, partly under military 
control, but largely through a civil administration, a form of 
republican government under Goyernor-General William H. Taft 
and his successors, all of whom have shown rare executive abil- 
ity and have conscientiously done all that was possible to incul- 
cate a better and higher civilization than was ever known in the 
islands in all their history. 

We have, on the overthrow of the insurrection of February, 
1899, so pacified insurrectos as to be able to intrust them with 
the duty of aiding in preserving the public peace and protecting 
life and property. We have established public schools in the 
islands, and with teachers from the States we have given the in- 
habitants the opportunity for instruction and enlightenment. 

We have successfully revised the unjust tax system found 
there, which imposed upon the poor a very large part of the ex- 
penses of maintaining the government, and in its stead we have 
installed a modern system of taxation which equalizes the bur- 
dens on all citizens alike. 

We have substituted in the islands for a fluctuating medium 
of exchange a stable currency and a settled monetary system. 

Our Government has built roads, erected lines of telegraph, 
built light-houses, and constructed harbor works, erected school- 
houses, and inaugurated a postal service which largely meets 
the requirements of business and personal correspondence; also 
established a postal-savings bank to protect the earnings of the 
poor. 

We have created municipal governments in the islands which 
are now administered by officials elected by the people. The or- 
ganized provinces are now presided over by governors, also 
elected by the people, and by two officials appointed by the chief 
executive of the islands. A judicial system has been put into 
successful operation, which gives the people an administration 
of justice that protects the rich and poor alike, native as well as 
foreigner. Our Government has purchased the landed proper- 
ties of the religious orders, and has given the tenants and 
other oeeupants of land the opportunity and the right to, on 
easy terms, acquire titles to lands; and it has established a 
criminal and civil code of laws which secures to those accused 
of crime the right to be informed of the charges against them 
and the right to a speedy public trial according to the general 
principles of the English common law, and to suitors fair and 
impartial trials, generally before native judges. Freedom of 
speech and the press now exist in the islands, and the people 
have a right to assemble peaceably and petition for the redress 
of grievances; and their inhabitants now enjoy, under protective 
laws, the free exercise and enjoyment of religious worship and 
profession. 

Shall it ever be said that our Government has done and ac- 
complished all this, and vastly more, in these islands only to 
shamefully and in abject humiliation abandon them all for want 
of the courage and ability to proteet her own occupancy of 
them? Do we not owe it to our Americanism and to our pro- 
gressive character as a civilized and civilizing nation to main- 
tain and make secure what we have so far accomplished? 

It is to avert the necessity and the great cost of having to 
maintain a navy in the Orient and the danger of having to 
summon an army to war that I favor present modern forti- 
fications at the principal places named. It will prove eco- 
nomical to do this. And it may, and I believe it will, save us 
from war and grievous humiliation in the near future. We 
should not boast of being a war power among the powers of 
the world until we have protected our country from the most 
obvious dangers from the other powers, even from the most 
insignificant of them. President Roosevelts views on the ne- 
cessity of preparing for war to avoid it and on the necessary 
economy in doing so, and especially the practical example which 
he cites in his last annual message, are well worth our atten- 
tion. I read: 

The United States Navy is the surest guarantor of peace which this 
eountry possesses. It is 5 to be wished that we would profit 
by the teachings of history in this matter. A strong and wise people 
will study its own failures no less than its triumphs, for there is wis- 
dom to be learned from the study of both, of the mistake as well as 
of the success. For this purpose no could be more instructive 
than a rational study of the war of 1812, as it is told, for instance, 
by a on Mahan. There was only one way in which that war 
could ve been avoided. If during the preceding twelve years a 
navy relatively as strong as that which this country now 
been built up, and an army provided relatively as 


the country now has, there never would have been the slightest ne- 
cessity if the necessi eh 


ee ia g upon our people, which at one time threatened the vest 
national disaster, and which, in spite of the necessity of ng it, 
resulted merely in what was in effect a drawn battle, while the balance 


of defeat and triumph was almost even. 
CUBA. 

As to Cuba, that bright gem of the Antilles, where all the 
cause of the war originated, where the reconcentrado policy of 
Weyler went into effect and caused thousands of noncombatants 
to be starved to death, or to die of ineident disease caused 
thereby, so shocking the sense of civilized people throughout the 
world, and especially in our own recently redeemed, disen- 
thralled and regenerated Union, that our country demanded that 
Spain should relinquish Cuba and her West Indian possessions 
at once and forever. When this demand was made good by re- 
quiring Spain to renounce her sovereignty over Guba and Cuban 
waters, though to no other nation, it was stipulated that the 
United States should have the right to some sort of temporary 
occupancy thereof, taking upon themselyes “obligations which 
by the fact of occupancy international law imposes upon them 
for the protection of life and property.” 

(Who knows of any international law imposing obligations on 
a country, who, without right or title, or claim or pretense of 
acquiring any right or title thereto, assumes to occupy a foreign 
country?) 

As a further anomaly in international matters, Article XVI 
of the treaty provided that “at the end of said occupancy they 
[the United States] will advise the government that may be es- 
tablished in the island that it should accept the same obliga- 
tions,” whatever they might be. 

In fulfillment of these treaty provisions we occupied Cuba 
with a sort of half-and-half military and civil occupancy, sur- 
rendering it to a so-called Cuban Republic” on May 20, 1902, 
after a more than three years’ occupancy. Besides certain pro- 
visions ratifying acts of the United States during our occupancy, 
Cuba assuming the payment of such debts on account of the oc- 
cupancy as we had contracted and not paid, and agreeing to 
sell or lease to the United States the lands necessary for coal- 
ing or naval stations” and to reserve the question of the title 
of the Island of Pines for future adjustment by treaty, an ap- 
pendix to the Cuban constitution embodied the provisions of an 
act of Congress, approved March 2, 1901 (sometimes called the 
Platt amendment), which provided that the United States 
should enjoy a certain right of intervention, in language fol- 
lowing: y 

ARTICEE III. That the Government of Cuba consents that the United 


ment of Cuba. 

This left the United States without sovereign rights in Cuba 
or over its government and shorn of anything but a duty, self- 
imposed, to act as a police to any weak or impotent government 
called a republic that might be established. This duty, being 
without time limit, will obtain through all time, unless the obli- 
gation be broken. 

The forerunner of this article, and on the same line, was 
the section (ealled often the Teller provision) in the joint 
resolution of Congress dated April 20, 1898, demanding that 
Spain relinquish her authority and government of the island 
of Cuba and in Cuban waters, which was in the following lan- 
guage: 

Fourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or 
intention to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island 
except for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, eg 


that is accomplished, to leaye the government and control of the 
to its people. 


This declaration illustrates the danger of making proclama- 
tions of virtue, of purpose, or of policy when on the eve of 
war or of any great event or action. Existing conditions should 
not be complicated by previous pledges, promises, or proclama- 
tions. j 

We have had to attempt to intervene once already to uphold 
what promised to be a good administration of a republican form 
of government established and put in operation under a written 
constitution, with a distinguished Cuban patriotic citizen— 
T. Estrada Palma—at its head. This attempted intervention 
to uphold President Palma’s administration of course failed, 
and on the 29th of September, 1906, in virtue of said Article III, 
the President of the United States, through the Secretary of ` 
War, Mr. Taft, established a provisional government in Cuba 
under the authority of the United States, and it still exists. 

We sent an army of about 6,000 men to Cuba, a large part of 
which is still at old Camp Columbia (Marianao), near Ha- 
bana—a camp I participated in establishing and where I once 
(1898-9) commanded United States troops—presumably pre- 
serving the peace at great expense. When this first attempt 
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to run and govern a foreign power is to end depends, it is 
said, on a change in the election laws of Cuba, and on their 
administration to the satisfaction of all parties or factions. 
It seems to be now established as a precedent for United States 
intervention in Cuba, or for the establishment of a provisional 
government there, that all that is necessary is for any con- 
siderable number of the people of Cuba who are not pleased 
with the result of an election to fiy to the bushes and organize 
and arm insurgent bands, then threaten the existing powers, 
and take life and destroy property. 

We are indeed living in strange times. Past conditions and 
precedents are, as a result of the Spanish war, thrown to the 
winds in important governmental policies. 

And we are not even governing Cuba in the sole interest of 
her people, but rather for foreigners. The Secretary of War 
in his recent annual report states, what is doubtless true, that— 

A large part of the property in Cuba is owned by foreigners. * * * 
The greater part of the wealth of Cuba is in its sugar plantations and 
— n mills and machinery, most of which is owned by foreign 

ap. 5 

This ownership is- not largely by United States citizens. 

This unfortunate situation grew partly out of the conditions 
existing prior to the late Spanish-American war, but it resulted 
principally from a policy promulgated during our military oc- 
cupancy and wken valuable tobacco and cane lands were gener- 
ally very cheap and in the market. Citizens of the United 
States were then practically prohibited from purchasing such 
lands of the Cubans on the theory that our then occupancy of 
Cuba was so far parental, or in the character of a personal 
guardianship that dealing with the Cubans would be tainted 
with unfairness and partake of the nature of coercion, if not 
of fraud. But the capitalists from England, Canada, Germany, 
France, and èeven from Spain could freely buy and secure titles 
to these cheap and desirable lands. So as to franchises and 
concessions of every kind. No United States citizen dared ap- 
ply; only absolute foreigners acquired such valuable rights, 
They secured great tracts of land and now hold them in per- 
petuity, and our now established military government of Cuba 
is engaged in preserving the peace and order so that these 
foreigners may enjoy the fruits of their bargains, and feel sure 
they can, from year to year, receive and spend in their palatial 
foreign homes, principally in European capitals, the net in- 
come from their Cuban investments. 

Congress in its anxiety to enforce the sentiment of disin- 
terestedness on our part unwittingly legislated so that the Euro- 
pean nonresident speculators should own and safely enjoy 
Cuba’s valuable lands and otker property, including railroad and 
other franchises and concessions of the utmost value, by adding 
a section to the Army appropriation act of March 3, 1899, which 
reads as follows: 


Sec. 2. That no property, franchises, or concessions of any kind what- 
ever shall be granted by the United States, or br any military or other 
authority whatever, in the island of Cuba du 

thereof by the United States. 


Our own people only were discriminated against by this act. 

This section is probably now operating and being enforced in 
the island of Cuba. 

If no property rights or franchises or concessions had been 
granted to anybody residing outside of Cuba during our occu- 
pancy, it would doubtless have been the part of wisdom, and 
would at least have had the effect to reserve landed and other 
property, franchises, and concessions to a later time when 
Cubans, through recuperation from poverty and otherwise, 
might have acquired at least in desirable small tracts, a fair 
share of the lands. Those desiring to become actual residents 
of Cubs would also have had a chance to become landowners 
there. Cuba is henceforth, certainly for long years to come, to 
be owned abroad in large part and probably under a landed sys- 
tem worse than has so long existed in Ireland, and our country 
is meantime, by treaty, bound at whatever cost of men and 
money to guarantee “Cuban independence,“ * to pro- 
tect life, property, and individual liberty ” throughout Cuba. 

The few citizens of this country who, since the war, have 
secured some sort of holdings in the Isle of Pines or in Cuba 
need hardly be considered. 

I was from the breaking out of the Spanish war in fayor 
of annexing Cuba to the United States. Cuba lays in the throat 
of our channel of commerce over the Gulf of Mexico and the 
Caribbean Sea, and especially to and with the South American 
republics and Central America; and its importance is to be 
augmented by the opening of the Panama Canal across the 
Isthmus. It is so near that a once Vice-President of the United 
States (John C. Breckinridge) in an intended flight from his 
country passed in an open rowboat from the coast of Florida 
across the Gulf Stream to Cuba. 

While it is true, as we have seen, we seemingly and pa- 
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triotically declared in favor of Cuban independence and against 
the purpose to go to war with Spain for conquest, or for the 
acquisition of territory, we did not keep such declaration, either 
in letter or spirit. 

We refused to take the sovereignty of Cuba when offered us 
by the treaty commissioners of Spain during the negotiations 
at Paris (1898), as we are informed, yet we did not hesitate to 
take Porto Rico near by, and possibly the Isle of Pines and 
other smaller islands in the Antilles, and 3,141 islands, great 
and small, on the other side of the globe. With Cuba our senti- 
ment of this kind became exhausted, and the United States 
have only become a wet nurse to her whenever she is in dis- 
tress or some of her inhabitants cry aloud. I always favored, 
after the war was declared, the complete acquisition of Cuba, 
and with Cuba I would have been willing to let the Philippine 
Islands remain Spanish territory, or become independent, or. 
pass into other hands more nearly related to their inhabitants 
in race, in habits, or in conditions. 

We may yet acquire Cuba, but not without insurrectionar 
war and at the cost of life, limb, treasure, and blood. ; 

President Rooseyelt or his Administration is not responsible 
for past occurrences or present conditions in Cuba. 

But now the Philippines are ours, and we have assumed graye 
responsibilities in relation to them and to the 10,000,000 of 
people inhabiting them, and to those of our country who have, 
as a consequence of our occupancy and ownership, become per- 
manent residents thereof. The fiag and the Constitution of the 
United States are in the Philippines and together, and new: and 
important duties accompany them. These duties can not be 
evaded patriotically or honorably by neglect to safeguard our 
title and possession of these islands. National honor, interest, 
and duty alike call on us to so legislate as to protect these is- 
lands and their inhabitants, at least so long as we continue our 
sovereignty over them. [Applause.] 

And should we at some time in the future conclude for any 
reason to yoluntarily sell and cede them to another power, the 
cost of permanent fortifications can be included in the consid- 
eration to be received. 

In the rise and fall of nations history teaches us many les- 
sons, and there are yet others to be learned. It may be in the 
divine plan that our flag and constitutional principles are now 
on the other side of the earth, planted and established there to 
advance the cause of humanity, to upbuild civilization, and to 
spread Christianity to hitherto heathen races of mankind. 

And above all let us not deceive ourselves and blindly hope 
that our unprotected condition will not be discovered or taken 
advantage of by another nation or by other nations; let us not 
foolishly assume that loud boasting of American prowess will 
answer the same purpose as real defenses on our now exposed 
distant possessions. 

The fortifications bill now before us makes no provision for 
any defenses in Cuba or in Porto Rico, I believe. Of this I do 
not now complain. 

For seacoast batteries the bill contains an appropriation of 
$600,000, to be expended in Hawaii and the Philippine Islands 
under no definite plan. Nothing is to be appropriated by the 
bill for necessary sites for fortifications or for the location of 
seacoast batteries in these islands. Much of the appropriations 
for the insular possessions will be largely thrown away without, 
and for want of, a definite plan or plans for defense at par- 
ticular and important places. No plan is authorized by the 
bill, and the little indefinite appropriation proposed forbids the 
making of any plan. 

The recommendations of the President, Secretary of War, and 
the Taft Board, composed of our most distinguished Army and 
Navy officers, are wholly disregarded so far as plans for defense 
are concerned. They unite in urgently recommending the early 
erection and completion of defensive fortifications at Manila 
Bay and Subic Bay, in the Philippines, and at Pearl Harbor 
and Honolulu, Hawaii. There is no designation in the bill even 
as to how and where in these insular possessions the small 
appropriation for seacoast batteries shall be expended, and this 
is only about one-third the War Department estimate for such 
batteries. 

So as to the other appropriations for the insular possessions. 
This policy will not have the merit of economy to justify it; it 
will prove expensive, deceptive, and fatally useless. 

If Manila, Pearl Harbor, and Honolulu can be safely held in 
case of war, no great American fleet would be needed at either 
place, and a foreign enemy would not risk leaving these places 
occupied in their rear. If they should be taken they would 
constitute bases and naval stations from which an enemy could 
sally against other parts of our country, Alaska especially. 

But, above all, if we have ample defenses in these distant 
possessions we are almost certain not to have war with any 
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oriental power. Our country would then take on the attitude of 
having prepared to maintain that peace which all should desire 
and devoutly pray for. 

If we continue in our defenseless condition, we invite war, 
with all its dire and deplorable consequences, however glorious 
to our arms it might seem likely to terminate. Wars have had 
their missions to fulfill for humanity; they have, in times past, 
rid the world of tyrants, advanced civilization, and aided the 
spread of Christianity; they have freed races of people, but 
they may come to destroy human rights and human liberty, to 
overthrow civilization and Christianity. And should war come 
from a nation of people of other instincts and education who 
believe in other destinies than do the Anglo-Saxon people, 
then the true tide of human progress will be turned back and 
the mighty advance of modern civilization, of which we boast, 
and the beneficent influence of Christianity be stayed, dooming 
the people of the world to slavery again and political oppression 
such as existed in the Dark Ages. 

The Taft Board has urgently recommended that the entrances 
to Manila Bay and Subic Bay should be promptly and securely 
fortified, both as necessary to the protection of Manila Harbor 
and the city of Manila. Subic Bay is located just outside of 
the harbor and seems to be the key to its entrance, and if it 
should fall into an enemy's hands it would constitute a safe 
harbor for a fleet and, perhaps, a landing place for an army of 
occupation. This is the united judgment of Army and Navy 
officers. With Manila Harbor securely fortified a naval base 
would be secured for our fleets, and an enemy would not be able 
to acquire an important one from which to operate. We have 
now, and shall continue to have, at Manila and in Luzon mili- 
tary and naval supplies of immense value to protect, the cap- 
ture of which would entail a loss of millions to the United 
States. 

If we are going to fortify these harbors ultimately, as the 
distinguished Member from Iowa [Mr. Smrru] seems to think, 
by piecemeal and in seven years, why not do it at once and 
avoid the impending danger of their capture? 

It can be done at less cost and better as a unit undertaking, 
all experts in such work agree. Of the total $1,592,940 pro- 
posed by the bill to be appropriated for the defense of the in- 
sular possessions, $787,500 is for construction of fire-control 
stations, construction necessary for operation of submarine 
mines, etc., ammunition for seacoast guns, alterations, etc., of 
seacoast. artillery, and inspection of instruments, range finders, 
etc., and only $805,000 for seacoast batteries and submarine 
mines, and their location is not provided for, and no sites for 
their locations are proposed to be appropriated for. The War 
Department's estimate for seacoast batteries for the insular 
possessions to be expended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, is $2,803,000. There was appropriated for seacoast bat- 
teries, to be expended generally in the Hawaiian Islands, this 
fiscal year only $260,000; nothing for the Philippines, as it 
turned out, 

It would seem that the proposed appropriations for guns 
and their operation, etc., were wholly out of proportion to 
the proposed appropriations for batteries and defenses where 
they can be used. Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, is not even in 
such condition now as to permit the entrance to it of our larger 
battle ships. The channel entrance should be widened and 
deepened. It is unnecessary here to further enlarge on the im- 
portance of fortifying Honolulu and Pearl Harbor. If they fall 
into an enemy’s hands the Philippines will be lost, and Alaska 
and our Pacific States will be endangered. . 

There being no plan of fortifying the insular possessions 
provided in the bill, and the small appropriations proposed in 
the bill being so diffused for expenditures generally throughout 
all the insular possessions as not to admit of any connected 
plan being adopted, the conclusion unmistakably follows that 
if such appropriations are made and thus expended they will 
produce no desirable results and may prove absolutely value- 
ess. 

We are soon, it is said, to appropriate at least $50,000,000 for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors, much of which will be 
uselessly expended in unimportant places and where no com- 
mon public benefit, if any, will result. Why should we not first 
protect our own boundaries and possessions. 


CHESAPEAKE BAY SHOULD BE FORTIFIED. 


Capes Henry and Charles lay on opposite sides of the channel 
entrance to the Chesapeake Bay. This bay in size and impor- 
tance has no equal. Its connecting navigable streams, smaller 
bays, inlets, and deep shore waters augment its importance. 
With the entrance to this bay closed it constitutes the largest 
and safest harbor for ships and fleets to safely ride of any in 
the world. f 

Generally stated, if the mouth of the bay is effectively closed 
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Fortress Monroe, Norfolk, Newport News, the cities of Washing- 
ton; Annapolis, and Baltimore, and other places on or adjacent 
to the Chesapeake Bay, and the entrances to the James and Poto- 
mac, Patuxent, Severn, and other rivers, also entrances to small 
bays, inlets, etc., will be rendered absolutely safe from attack 
by any foreign fleet, and the necessity of maintaining expensive 
defenses at any place within the bay or on tributary waters 
will become unnecessary. So all the other places on the bay 
where attacks might be made by ships of war and where troops 
could be landed will be securely protected; and all our railroad 
lines now across tributary parts of the bay (the Susquehanna, 
etc.) now wholly without defense (and they are so to remain) 
would also be made safe. So would also the canal connecting 
the Chesapeake and Delaware bays. Three States now liable 
to attack in case of war at many places where there are no sort 
of defenses would likewise be completely protected. 

The cities mentioned may now be somewhat fortified, but they 
are not so securely protected as to warrant us in regarding them 
as absolutely safe in case of war with a nation having a fleet of 
first-class battle ships with modern guns and projectiles. If an 
enemy’s fleet should enter the Chesapeake Bay convoying an 
army, as it could now do without molestation—there are no 
defenses at all at the mouth of the bay now—the army could be 
landed at some place along the shore of the bay without en- 
countering any land defense and where it could form a base of 
operations against Washington, the capital, or against some 
other of our important cities. No such base or place of safety 
for a foreign navy could be found elsewhere: on our eastern 
coast. 

Washington City was captured by the English in the war of 
1812, and, though held but one day, the Capitol, the White 
House, the arsenal, the navy-yard, the Treasury building, the 
war office, the public library, the Long Bridge across the Poto- 
mac, etc., were burned, including archives, stores, etc., all val- 
ued at a million of dollars, by an army which was landed at 
Benedict, on the Patuxent, an arm of the Chesapeake. Alexan- 
dria, with many stores, was taken four days later. 

Admiral Cochrane, commanding the English fleet, early in 
August, 1812, entered the Chesapeake Bay and there awaited 
leisurely the arrival from Bermuda of Rear-Admiral Malcolm 
with a flotilla. Meanwhile Rear-Admiral Cockburn ascended 
the Potomac, pretending to attack Fort Washington, 10 or 12 
miles below this city. On Rear-Admiral Malcolm’s arrival, Ad- 
miral Cochrane ascended the Patuxent, and the English land 
forces and marines (under General Ross and Admiral Coch- 
rane) disembarked (commencing August 19) at Benedict, and 
from thence moved overland (a day’s march only) to Bladens- 
burg and Washington City, there being little real resistance, 
though President Madison in person, his Secretary of State, 
Monroe, and Generals Armstrong and Winder made heroic ef- 
forts to organize an opposing force. The city of Washington 
was taken (August 24, 1814) five days only after the first Eng- 


lish troops commenced to land at Benedict. Then, as it would 


be now, the fortifications of the Potomac were not regarded of 
consequence in case a land force operated, in connection with a 
navy, to attack Washington City. 

As showing how defenseless Washington was in 1812, though 
the Potomac was then fortified, I quote from Admiral Coch- 
rane’s report to his Government, of date of September 2, 1814: 

To give their lordships a more correct idea of the place of attack, 
I send a sketch of the country, ig ee which the movements of the 
navy and army are portrayed. By it their lordships will observe that 
the best 5 to Washington is by Port Tobacco, upon the Potomac. 
and Benedict, upon the Patuxent, from both of which are direct and 
good roads to that city, and their distances nearly alike. The roads 
from Benedict divide about 5 miles inland, the one by Piscataway and 
Bladensburg, the other following the course of the river, although at 
some distance from it, owing to the creeks that run up the country. 
This last passes through the towns of Nottingham and Marlborough to 
Bladensburg, at which town the river, called the Eastern Branch, that 
beunds Washington to the eastward, is fordable, and the distance is 
about 5 miles. 

The foregoing shows how futile as a means of complete de- 
fense to Washington City it is to merely fortify the Potomac, 
leaving open the many other avenues of approach and attack. 
The other cities on or near the Chesapeake are not more favor- 
ably situated than is Washington in case of attack other than 
by water. 

The works at Fortress Monroe afford no obstruction to a fleet 
entering the bay. The channel for large vessels is 113 miles 
from the nearest guns of that fort. It would not even furnish 
protection for a fleet of our own in the waters about it. As a 
defensive position it is now only of small practical importance. 

It is said our warships could and would defend the entrance 
to the bay. If this were granted as true, it would be because 
they were withdrawn from other important operations where 
they should be employed. In case of war they will be needed on 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts or in the Gulf of Mexico and to 
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look after our now defenseless and far-off insular possessions. 
In our next war we will not be confined to the defense of Wash- 
ington and Baltimore. Our Army and Navy will have to be 


employed in distant parts. I do not believe in purely defensive 
warfare. If we are to have war at all it should, to be siiccess- 
ful, be aggressively waged. We should assail the enemy wher- 
ever he may be and not confine our forces to watching and guard- 
ing our own cities and shores or our coast lines. Hence the 
importance of adequate seacoast defenses. And how useless to 
devote our warships to the duty of blockading an entrance 
channel to a great bay in a time of war and thus paralyze them 
for real work. They should be in combined fleet on the high 
seas aggressively engaging and diverting the enemy instead of 
trying to do the work of land batteries. 

The best armored ships of Russia were employed at Port 
Arthur in its defense, and a number of them were there lost. 
Thus Russia not only lost some of her best ships, but their 
being bottled up prevented a concentration of her fleets, while 
the Japanese ships, being on the outside, could and did sail 
smar to a concentration at will, and thereby brought disaster to 
Russia. 

The loss of a single first-class battle ship (Russia lost several 
at Port Arthur) would entail a loss of more than twice, or per- 
haps thrice, the cost of making the entrance to the Chesapeake 
Bay impregnable. 

Great Britain has maintained for an hundred years or more an 
impregnable defense at Gibraltar, the entrance to the Mediter- 
ranean Sea, with no considerable exposed region and cities 
behind it to protect—certainly not of such importance as we 
have on and adjacent to the Chesapeake Bay. 

This bay is now easy to fortify at its mouth, though, including 
shoal waters, the distance across it is about 10 miles. By con- 
structing an artificial island in the entrance near the channel (as 
recommended by the Taft Board) and perhaps without such an 
island, with modern guns and projectiles, the channel can be 
closed beyond a possibility of a hostile ship or fleet being able to 
pass through it. i 

Coast defenses or land batteries are, and always have been, and 
always will be regarded as superior, with like or equivalent guns, 
to ships, however armed or armored, or to anything afloat; and 
submarine mines, torpedo boats, searchlights, and fire control for 
long-range guns can be used in practical work more effectively, 
all should agree, on land than on shipboard. Harbor floating 
defenses can also be provided if deemed necessary. A perfect 
plan for closing the Chesapeake against an enemy has been 
agreed on, as we shall soon see. 7 

It is pretended that the fortifications to protect Washington, 
Baltimore, and Annapolis, and other places inside the Chesa- 
peake would still have to be maintained as an inner line of de- 
fense. If this should be deemed necessary out of abundant cau- 
tion, after the mouth of the Chesapeake was effectively closed, 
they could be kept up, ready to be manned, with comparatively 
- little expense. But they need not be kept up, and they are not 
now in all respects and in all places perfect. They certainly are 
not all safe against modern guns and projectiles unless greatly 
strengthened. It would be foolish policy to expend the money 
necessary to do this—and besides, as we have seen, Washington 
and the other cities could be attacked and captured without 
forcing their sea or other fortifications. 


It is said that the building of an island in the mouth of the 


bay may be only problematical, as possibly quicksand may 
underly the shoals. This is the suggestion of those who oppose 
closing the entrance to the bay at all. And it is not proposed 
to appropriate any money to hunt for the quicksand. Quick- 
sand is as good an underbase for an island as anything else. 
It is solid and it is eternally durable, unless so situated as to be 
liable to attack by water or so exposed as to be shifting. 

It is also said a foreign fleet would not dare enter the bay; 
that if it did it would become bottled up and ultimately lost, as 
was Cervera’s at Santiago. This on presupposes our 
own fleets are only employed in lying in wait for the enemy’s 
fleet. Nothing is to be learned from Cervera's fatal errors. He 
sailed his fleet into a friendly harbor to aid a Spanish army and 
to help protect a friendly city. His fleet entered a compara- 
tively small harbor for safety and for its defense and not a 
great bay with many harbors, or their equivalent, like the Chesa- 
peake Bay affords, and where secure bases of operation could be 
found from which to carry on destructive war against important 
cities of an enemy's country and against the most important 
railroad and other lines of communication. Cervera’s sailing 
into Santiago furnishes no example to warn a hostile fleet not 
to sail into the Chesapeake Bay. On the contrary, this bay, now 
open to friend and foe alike, would invite a fleet from across the 
Atlantic to find a safe abiding place therein and to seek safe 
havens from whence it could operate as circumstances might 


permit; and it would be possible for a formidable hostile fleet, 
when once within the bay, to itself close it against our ships of 
commerce or of war, and thus cut off Washington, Baltimore, 
Annapolis, Richmond, Newport News, and Norfolk, and other 
important places from the ocean. 

The bill carries no appropriation whatever to fortify the 
mouth of the Chesapeake Bay. The War Department now esti- 
mates for this purpose $2,600,000, and $3,000,000 was once 
thought necessary, including $400,000 for the purchase of the 
required lands. Now, Virginia generously stands ready to do- 
nate and convey the lands. As long ago as March 4, 1890, the 
legislature of Virginia passed an act authorizing and empower- 
ing her governor to convey to the United States title to the lands 
at the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay for the purpose of erecting 
fortifications for the defense of the entrance to the bay. Its 
present governor recently advised the War Department that he 
is ready to exeeute the deed of cession without cost to the United 
States, as authorized by the act. 

But now let us see who it is that regards the early fortifica- 
tion of the mouth of Chesapeake Bay as of the first importance; 
and who it is that recommends the necessary appropriations 
to accompiish the work. ‘This will more fully appear by ap- 
pended extracts from reports of distinguished officers who have 
given much examination and consideration to the subject. 

It is, of course, not possible for this Government to do all 
the things which might be done in its interest or for its safety, 
but we should do the things of the first importance, among 
which duty demands that we fortify our insular possessions; 
also the entrance to the Chesapeake Bay, and thereby in time 
of peace prepare to maintain it. 

The glories of peace outshine those of war, and it is infinitely 
cheaper to woo peace than to wage war. 

I believe in my country and her destiny. I rejoice in her 
civil history, pregnant as it is with great things accomplished 
in securing the individual rights of man. I glory in her achieve- 
ments in war through which (1776-1783) she attained independ- 
ence; by which (1812-1815) she later secured her rights on 
the high seas, and in which (1846-1848) still later she acquired 
vast territories to add to her domain, and again as a result of 
which (1861-1865) slavery under her flag became forever im- 
possible, and still again in consequence of which (1898) the 
principle was upheld that one nation has a right to go to war 
for humanity’s sake alone, and at the end of which she en- 
larged her possessions and has become recognized among all 
nations as a first power in strength and influence. 

She should now, in her greatness, stand for all that is good 
as well as great, and for peace; and in doing this she should 
be just and generous to all other nations and peoples. She 
can not hold her paramount position among nations and pre- 
serve an enduring peace unless she safeguards it by putting her 
possessions in such state of defense as to insure their safety. A 
war footing is a peace footing. 

I have never been an alarmist, nor do I profess the gift of 
prophecy ; but judging the present conditions of the world by 
the most obvious and natural rules of reasoning, I feel that 
unless wisdom prevails in our councils and in the conduct and 
administration of our affairs, the time is at hand when we are 
in supreme danger of being humbled as a nation and people, 
and when constitutional liberty may be endangered. I may 
not live to see this direful day, though others in the sound of my 
voice will if we fail to do our duty here. 

Mr. Chairman, I probably have not the time aHotted me left 
to go into the matter of reviewing the recommendations of the 
President of the United States, oft repeated, and of the Sec- 
retary of War, and of the boards that have been appointed by 
the President and the Secretary of War. Some criticisms were 
made at the time that the Taft Board was not authorized by 
Congress and that the Endicott Board was. The critics seemed 
to think that it required a law of Congress to legislate brains 
into the members of the Board, or integrity, and they pretend 
not to believe anything found in the report of the distinguished 
military and naval officers who were appointed by President 
Roosevelt, called the “ Taft Board.” But, Mr. Chairman, with 
the permission of the committee, I will put in my remarks the 
references or extracts from the report of the Endicott Board, 
showing that it did not fail to recognize the importance of for- 
tifying the mouth of Chesapeake Bay, but that it only failed 
to recommend a complete plan for so doing because the art of 
war had not then progressed far enough to enable it to make a 
definite plan to fortify it, but that Board agreed, and so re- 
ported, that its fortification was of the first impartance, and it 
was so indicated in paragraph 3, page 9, of its report of date of 
January 23, 1886. For more than twenty years the importance 
of the matter has been urged. 

The Board appointed by President Rooseyelt, called the “ Taft 
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Board,” was made up of some of the most distinguished army 
and nayal officers we have or ever had. That Board was unani- 
mous in recommending that the place of first importance, and 
the first that ought to be fortified in the United States of all the 
important places it mentioned—the first in significance and the 
first in interest to the United States—and as a matter of econ- 
omy, was the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay. It recommended 
that effective action should be promptly taken so as to at an 
early day protect all of the places within the bay to which I 
have undertaken to refer. 

Of the various places that they regarded as of some impor- 
tance they put Chesapeake Bay in the order of first importance. 
The order of the President of the United States constituting the 
Board was made January 31, 1905, and among other things that 
he required the Board to consider was the order of importance 
in fortifying places for the protection of the country, and first 
at the head of the Board’s list is the fortification proposed to 
be constructed between Cape Henry and Cape Charles at the 
mouth of the Chesapeake Bay. > 

I do not think that anything can be added. Any person ac- 
quainting himself with the geography will understand its su- 
preme and grave importance. My complaint is that we do not 
or have not entered on the work of fortifying this place long 
ago, as its great importance demands and as all those who have 
investigated the matter have concluded. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have any time I will surrender it, 
provided I am given permission to put in my closing remarks 
some extracts and proper connecting remarks of the different 
reports of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. Would the gentleman give us an idea of about 
how much of an appropriation would be required to carry out the 
recommendations of the Taft Board with reference to the for- 
tification of the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay? 

Mr. KEIFER. I have already stated that the estimates for 
this purpose to be expended for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, which estimate I understand was to complete it, was 
$2,600,000. 

Mr. NORRIS. That would complete it? 

Mr. KEIFER. That is my understanding, and leaving out 
the fact which was supposed to exist at one time, when the es- 
timate was made, of four or five hundred thousand dollars to 
be used in the purchase of a site. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him with a suggestion? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will yield sufficient time to clear this 
up. I know the gentleman from Ohio does not wish to make 
any misleading statement on the subject. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly not. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I understand, and the gentleman will 
correct me if I am wrong, that the estimate itself for the island 
would cost $2,600,000, and that the estimate for the fortification, 
etc., is $6,000,000. The $2,600,000 is for the island alone, and 
is not for any guns or batteries. 

I call the gentleman's attention to the original Taft report, 
where he will find the Chesapeake Bay estimates to be S6, 102,871, 
which includes the armament. 

Mr. KEIFER. That does not refer to the mouth of the 
Chesapeake Bay alone? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; so I understand it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does that include the armament not only on 
the islands, but on the two capes? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So I understand it. The only question 
is what the estimate covers, whether simply the island or the 
armament. 

Mr. KEIFER.. Yes; that is right. My impression is that 
the recommendation included the building of an island, but it 
was supposed to be sufficient to complete an effective construc- 
tion or fortification at the island. I will leok further into 
that matter, if I may be permitted. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I may state in that connection that, as 
a matter of fact, the estimate was an engineer’s estimate that 
came before the committee. The engineers construct the em- 
placements and reclaim the land, and of course could make 
and would make no estimates for armament, that being made 
by the Chief of Ordnance and other officers of the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. KEIFER. But I understand there was a combined es- 
timate made up by the several persons or officers connected with 
the board, and the estimate was made to cover everything. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman will discover, I think, 
that it was over $6,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
8 to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. In presenting the views of officers and boards 
who favor fortifying Chesapeake Bay, etc., I call attention again 
to what is quoted already in the body of my speech from Presi- 
dent Roosevelt's last annual message. In his message transmit- 
ting (March 5, 1906) and commending the report of the Taft 
Board to Congress he says: 


New localities are pressing their claims for defense. The insular 
possessions can not be held unless the principal ports, naval bases, and 
coal stations are fortified before the outbreak of war. 3 


In the same message he says: 


It is to be noted that the entrance to Chesapeake Bay, not before 
recommended or authorized by Congress, is added to the list of ports in 
the United States to be defended, with important reasons therefor 
already stated. 


Also in the same message he says: 


The necessity for a complete and adequate dre of coast defense 
is greater to-day than twenty years ago, for the increased wealth of 
the country offers more tempting inducements to attack, and a hostile 
fieet can reach our coast in a much shorter period of time. The fact 
that we now have a navy does not in any wise diminish the importance 
of coast defenses; on the contrary, that fact emphasizes their value 
and the necessity for their construction. It is an accepted naval maxim 
that a navy can be used to strategic advantage only when acting on the 
offensive, and it can be free to so operate only after our coast defense 
is reasonably secure and so recognized by the country. It was due to 
the securely defended condition of the Japanese ports that the Japanese 
fleet was free to seek out and watch its proper objective—the Russian 
fleet—without fear of interruption or recall to guard its home ports 
against raids by the Vladivostok squadron. This, one of the most 
valuable lessons of the late war in the East, is worthy of serious con- 
sideration by our country, with its extensive coast line, its many 
important harbors, and its many wealthy manufacturing coast cities. 


The Secretary of War (Mr. Taft) was President of the Taft 
Board and concurred in its recommendations, In his recent an- 
nual report he says: 


The more important recommendations of the board concerning par- 
ticular places are those which relate to the defense of the entrance to 
rage ae Bay, the entrance to Long Island Sound, and Puget Sound. 
The Endicott rd did not recommend Puget Sound for defense, and 
while attaching importance to defenses at the entrance to Chesapeake 
Bay for the protection of Hampton Roads, Norfolk, Newport News, 
Washington, and Baltimore, and at the eastern entrance to Long 
Island Sound for the approaches to New York, confined its recom- 
mendations to so-called“ floating defenses” for outer lines, designed 
especially for operating in harbors or close to land, and armored more 
heavily and armed with heavier guns than any probable adversary. 
In the paid heat of coast-defense operations these “floating de- 
fenses ” were found to be unnecessary and have never been built. The 
adequate defense of these positions has therefore received the con- 
sideration of the board. 

Commercially and strategically Chesapeake Bay is to-day, as it 
always has been, of the very first importance. With the entrance as 
it is now, unfortified, a hostile fleet, in the opinion of the present 
board, should it gain control of the sea, can establish, without 
coming under the fire of a single gun, a base on its shores, pass in 
and out at 3 have access to large quantities of valuable sup- 
plies of all kinds, and paralyze the great trunk railway lines crossing 
the head of the bay.” For this reason the board has considered the 
Hors of the entrance to Chesapeake Bay to require immediate at- 
ention. 


From his recent testimony before a subcommittee of the Ap- 
propriations Committee, among other things, I quote: 


The Endicott Board, as you may recollect, was appointed by Presi- 
dent Cleveland in the incumbency of Mr. Endicott as Secretary of 
War, and that board reported a comprehensive system of coast defenses, 
That was away back in 1886 or 1887, was it not? 

General CROZIER. 1886. It was appointed in 1885. 

Secretary Tarr. It was, of course, a system based on the then known 
methods of defense, and included a good deal that would now be 
obsolete if it had been adopted and carried out entirely. One of the 
great features of it was a floating defense system, which has not 
been adopted and is not approved now according to modern ideas, 
and it seems as if the plan had become so old that there ought to be 
a new investigation into the matter. Accordingly n board was ap- 
pointed, with the Secretary of War as the nominal head and a lot 
of very technical gentlemen who understood the business as the real 
committee, and they made a report supplementary to that of the En- 
dicott Board. 

$ $ + * s * * 

Just Why the Endicott Board did not make a provision for Chesa- 
peake Bay perhaps I can not state definitely, except to say that they 
probably had in mind these floating defenses, which were to be lo- 
cated near the mouth of the Le Chesapeake Bay, from a strategic 
standpoint, is the most vulnerable place in the United States, because 
it is possible now for an enemy to enter that bay and find a great 
many places where a landing could be effected without difficulty, 
free from the risk of storm, and without coming under the fire 6 
any guns; and 3 8 many places on the bay where we should be 
very much injured by attack, because you know there are a great 
many trunk lines that cross the bay-at various points, or cross- various 
5 of the bay, which ought to be protected against that kind 
of attack. ‘ 

The difficulty of fortifying the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay is 
that it is, so wide; and the only fortifications that have been deter- 
mined upon by the Board are those which involve the construction 
of an artificial island on what is called the “ Middle Ground.” In the 
appropriations that we ask to-day there is an item of $3,000,000, 
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400,000 of which is for the purchase of land on the Cape Henry 


$ 
side, and $2,600,000 for the construction of an island sufficiently large 
to make such fortification as will render that impregnable. 

Now it has been ently stated, and it is true, that as to an 
of the great harbors which are fortified under the Endicott Board, 
in those harbors it would probably be impossible for a foreign fleet to 
enter; but there are places where there are no fortifications, and 
Chesapeake „except at Fortress Baltimore, and Wash- 
ington, has no fortifications, and a fleet can enter without 
difficulty. 

* * * e 


* v kd 
After the island in the Chesapeake, I give you what is the most 
important things we have, and those are the insular possessions: 
For the construction of seacoast ce pag EA pine T Bay, Cuba, 
ce teary Honolulu, and Pearl Harbor, waii, $350,000 ; ‘Manila 
$2 a03 a and Subic Bay, P. I., $344,000, making a total of 


Monroe, 
hostile 


Col. F. V. Abbot, assistant to Chief of Engineers, in his testi- 
mony before the subcommittee, said: 


Mr. SMITH. There seems to be a good deal of talk about the defenses 
at Cape Henry as being part of the defenses of Chesapeake Bay. The 
or vip rated are referred to, substantially, as the same defenses, are 

ey no 

Colonel ABBOT. A fort on a natural island near Cape Charles, an- 
other on Cape Henry, and a heavy armament on this island consti- 
tute the only pro efenses for the entrance to Chesapeake Bay. 
Neither fort alone would hold the entrance without the others. 


island? 


Colonel ABBOT, Yes. 
Mr. SMITH. Are all of these substantially new projects? 
Colonel Ansor. Yes. No defense of the entrance of Chesapeake Bay 


was called for by the Endicott Board scheme, as that Board believed 
the entrance too wide to be held by s on shore and did not believe 
the cost of constructing an artificial was justified at that time. 
They thought floating enses were needed at the entrance. 

The defeat of a plan reported to this House, based upon a 
scheme of a certain board in the Navy Department, which came 
up in the Forty-eighth Congress led to the act of March 3, 
1885, which authorized President Cleveland to appoint the 
Endicott Board. That plan looked only to the appropriation 
of money to patch up our old ships. On February 20, 1885, I 
made a somewhat lengthy speech against it, and the result of 
the full consideration of the then pending bill was its defeat, 
and then Congress looked about for some plan to defend our 
coasts. The Endicott Board reported January 23, 1886, twenty- 
one years ago. It acted upon the best lights before it, and al- 
though it recommended in the body of its report (par. 3, p. 9) 
the importance of fortifying Chesapeake Bay at its mouth, it 
did not feel that it could make a satisfactory plan for the com- 
plete defense of the mouth of the bay. Since its report great 
progress has been made in the artillery and in matters of 
coast defense, such as has arisen by the introduction of new 
guns and long-range projectiles, searchlights, harbor-floating 
defenses, ete. 

The Taft or National Coast Defense Board was appointed by 
President Roosevelt and convened on January 31, 1905. The 
Board made its report on February 1, 1906. In the order con- 
yening the Board the President used this language: 

The report of the Endicott Board, submitted nineteen years ago, was 
very carefully considered by its distinguished members. It enunciated 
sound military principles and recommended the best application of 
these principles with the conditions then existing. It fully deserved 
the generous support it has received from Congress. 

Nearly two-thirds of the land armament recommended by the Board 
has been installed or provided for, but since the date of the report so 
many conditions then existing bave been materially modified, and the 
engines or implements of war have been so greatly improved, and 
others, 8 or unknown, of undoubted value developed. giving a 

ter advantage to the defense, that it is confidently belitved our 

rbor defense can be completed effectively and satisfactorily with a 
much less expenditure of money than has been heretofore estimated. 
With this object in view the Board will recommend the armament fixed 
and floating, mobile torpedoes, submarine mines, and all other defen- 
sive 5 1 that may be necessary to complete the harbor defense 
with the most economical and advan us expenditure of money. 

The Board will also recommend the order in which the proposed de- 
fense shall be completed, so that all the elements of harbor defense 
may be properly and effectively coordinated. 

The detail of the Board consisted of the following distin- 
guished officers of the Army and Navy, Secretary Taft being 
president of the Board: 

Hon. William H. Taft, Secretary of War, president of the Board. 

Lieut. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, Chief of Staff. 

Maj. Gen. George L. Gillespie, Assistant Chief of Staff. 

Signal Officer. 

ce. 

, General Staff. 
Engineers. 


Later there was added to the Board the following-named offi- 
cers of the Army: 


Maj. Gen. John C. Bates, Assistant Chief of 8 detailed by Gen- 
eral Orders, No. 99, June 28, 1905, vice Maj. Gen. G. L. Gillespie, re- 


tired, Chief of Staff, January 15, 1906. 


Brig. Gen. Samuel M. Chief of Artillery, detailed by General 
Orders, No. 106, June 30, 1 


The following are quotations from the report of the Taft 


The Endicott Board's report was submitted in 1886. princi- 
les of coast defense, so clearly stated therein, and the necessity of hav- 
ng our important and strategic and commercial centers made secure 
against naval attack, with as little delay as possible, are equally 
applicable to-day and need not be repeated. The wealth of the country, 
which has materially increased, offers even more tempting inducements 
to attack than was the case twenty years ago, while an increase of 

enables a hostile fleet to opt off our coast in a very much less 
period of time. It is more essen than ever that we should be pre- 
red along the line of our 4,000 miles of coast to ward off any hostile 
ew that may be attempted. 
* = + * * + 


* 

The Endicott Board, while attaching importance to defenses at the 
entrance to Chesapeake Bay, for the prot n of pampas Roads, Nor- 
folk, Newport News, Washington, and Baltimore, and at the eastern 
entrance to Long Island Sound for the approaches to New York, con- 
fined its recommendations to so-called “floating defenses" for outer 
lines. Floating defenses are defined to be “ floating batteries designed 
specially for operating in harbors or close to the lan rmored more 
heavily and armed th beavier guns than any probable adversary.” 
Guns provided with an efficient range-finding system can now bring an 
effective fire on all of wide channels and render unneces- 
sary the floating defenses,” which have never been bullt and which, 
if they had been, would be objectionable because of vulnerability and 
of the great cost of construction and maintenance. 

Commercially and strategically Chesapeake Bay is to-day, as it al- 
ways has been, of the very first importance. With the entrance as it 
is now, unfortified, a hostile fleet, should it gain control of the sea, can 
establish, without coming under the fire of a single gun, a base on its 
shores, pass in and out at pleasure, have access to large quantities of 
valuable supplies of all kinds, and paralyze the great trunk railway 
lines crossing the head of the bay. 

The completion of the fortifications at the entrance to Long Island 
Sound is placed second to C peake Bay only because there are some 
guns already mounted at the former, while there are none to defend the 
channel between Cape Charles and Cape Henry. * * + 

Since 1886 our territorial limits have been enlarged by the addition 
of the insular possessions. They are distant from the t centers 
and sources of supply and can not be held unless their principal ports 
are fortified before > outbreak of war. It is clear that the defense 
should be provided with as little delay as ble. Naval bases and 
coaling stations must be protected by fortifications, and, in addition, 
Manila, Honolulu, and San Juan are of sufficient military importance 
to deserve adequate defense. 


The order of the President of January 31, 1905, required the 
board to recommend which of the proposed defenses should be 
completed first. I quote again from the report of the board: 


It is required that the board shall give expression to the order in 
which the proposed defense shall be completed so that all the elements 
of harbor defense may be properly and effectively coordinated. 

6 > s . * * . . 
Among the places recommended to be defended, the following, in the 
order named, are considered of special importance: Entrance to Chesa- 
eake Bay, eastern entrance to Long Island Sound, Puget Sound, Subic 
ay, Guantanamo, and entrance to Manila Bay. Naval bases are in- 
cluded in all the places named. 


It will thus be seen that the Chesapeake Bay is unanimously 
recommended to be defended first of all our coast defenses. 
The committee of the Taft Board, reporting February 1, 1906, 
to the Secretary of War, uses this language: 


The importance of securing the entrance of the Chesapeake Bay at 
Cape Henry as an outer line of defense to Baltimore, Washington, New- 
po News, Norfolk, and the great railroads crossing the Susquehanna 

iver at the head of the bay can not be exaggerated and was recognized 
in the report of the Endicott Board (par. 3, p. 9). Any expenditure, 
however great, is justifiable for the protection of such vast interests. 

I offer in support of the views I have submitted some extracts 
from a letter of the Board of Trade and Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation of Norfolk to the Secretary of War, dated April 26; 
1905: 

In the absence of fortifications at that point the defense of the Nor- 
folk Navy-Yard and the Newport News shipyard would be left entirely 
to our harbor-defense vessels and Fort Monroe. If the former should 
be 8 by a superior naval force, the enemy’s ships could 
anchor in Chesapeake Bay, within 10} miles from the navy-yard at 
Norfolk and 93 miles from the Newport News shipyard, at a point 
where the guns of Fort Monroe would not be effective inst heavily 
armored ships. At these distances recent 8 n the Russo- 
Jap war have shown that great damage can done to unfortified 
sh peas or communities. 

hey could also pass up the bay in the direction of Annapolis, Balti- 
more, and Washington outside of effective range of the heavy guns at 
Fort Monroe; in fact, the nearest point of approach to the fortifica- 
tions at Old Point for ships of heavy draft bound for the above-named 
ports is 111 nautical miles. 


I also quote from resolutions of the directors of the Baltimore 
Chamber of Commerce passed March 12, 1906: 


Resolved, That the board of directors of the Baltimore Chamber of 
Commerce urges upon the Members of this State in Congress the neces- 
sity of giving the plan which contemplates the erection of a defensive - 
fortification at Cape Henry carefal and earnest thought and considera- 
tion, such a work ng deemed desirable both from a defensive as well 
as an economical point of view. 


I quote from the Norfolk Landmark of date of March 4, 1906: 


Now, what strikes the Landmark | peleana d in this is the refer: 
ence to the admitted inadequacy of the present land defenses of the 
Ch e Bay cities, in whi Norfolk, Portsmouth, and Newport 
88 as well as Annapolis, Washington, and Baltimore, may be in- 

uded. 

It is safe to say that no other country of any importance and en- 


1907. 


lightenment would have left unfortified, as this country has done, so 
vital a point as Cape Henry. Great Britain would long ago haye made 
it a Gibraltar. It is a far more important strategic point to the United 
States than Gibraltar is to England. It concerns the immediate safety 
of our own territory. 

The channel for large vessels passing between the ae capes 
is only about 4 miles from Cape Henry. Formidable war ships, there- 
fore, would be compelled, on attempting to enter, to come within close 
range of the modern big guns, which ca twice that far with ease. 

Many years ago the Endicott Commission recommended to the Goy- 
ernment the heavy fortification of this important point. A bill is now 
before Congress providing for the adoption of the advice then given, 
with suitable modern Improvements. here would be no exceuse for 
failure to adopt this bill, which has the hearty approval of the Secre- 
tary of War and all the military experts of the country. 

In the war of 1812 the national capital was burned by British ships 
which passed without difficulty through the Virginia capes. In those 
days ordnance did not carry so far as it does now, nor was it nearly 
so effective. It would be unworthy of a great nation to be caught to- 
day with its most Important body of water unguarded, when the one 
entrance could easily be made impassable in e of war by the ex- 
penditure of a reasonable sum of money in time of peace. 


I quote further, from an editorial in the Virginian-Pilot, Nor- 
folk, Va., dated March 11, 1906: 


The necessity of constructin, 
pointed out by the Endicott 
necessity has 


the 8 
of the Taft Board, of expert Army and 


News and Norfolk, with their important ae deg would be: in 

t Fortress Monroe 

is inadequate for the defense of Hampton Roads. - 
Under th 


enry. 

The following is. taken from the Washington Post, and it 
bears on the question of the necessity of fortifying our impor- 
tant defenses to relieve and release from coast or shore duty 
our battle ships and cruisers: 


Read correctly between the lines, this means that the British Ad- 
miralty pro S by the use of forty submarines not only to greatly 
strengthen their home harbor defenses, but to relieve and release from 
shore duty many battle ships and cruisers for active service on the 
high seas wherever they may be needed. 


I also present with approval an extract from a recent address 
of now Attorney-General of the United States, Hon. Charles J. 
Bonaparte—great nephew of the great Napoleon—late Secretary 
of the Navy, in which he expresses his views as to our country 
and its exposed condition and liability to foreign. attack, and 
as to the necessity for “a respectable defensive posture,” and ap- 
peals for the support “of the Commander in Chief of our land 
and naval forces of sea and land, under the Constitution, in as- 
suring our country’s peace by maintaining her strength for war,” 
and in which he concludes by an appeal in behalf of Congress 
for liberal “ provision for the national defense,“ such as will 
confirm the title of “ peacemaker. on our first public servant,” 
and give our country “such strength as may gain and guard 
for her the peace of righteousness: ” 


New York could be reached y by a powerful hostile army in one- 
fourth and San Francisco in one-half the time needed by any possible 
enemy under the most favorable circumstances to reach the most ex- 

great capital of Europe. 

Our detached and distant situation has ceased to be. The oceans 
which bathe our shores to the east the west are no an af safe- 
guards against serious invasion. Our ports are filled up th huge 
ractically all under foreign flags, which await but a word on 
the electric wire to become transports to their utmost capacity with 
trained soldiers or loaded down with munitions of war. 

Nor is this all. A hundred years ago weeks, even months, were 
needed to concentrate and embark any formidable force at any seaport 
of any nation with which we could then or now be at war. To-day 
this a matter of hours. The mere orders then took days, often weeks, 
in transmission. Now they hardly take seconds. 

While we have thus drawn prodigiously nearer to possible and cer- 
tainly dangerous enemies, we have also grown prodigiously bigger and 
richer and more obtrusive, and therefore vastly more likely to awaken 
enyy, distrust, and fear, or, In other words, to haye enemies. 

is not merely that Americans are twentyfold as many and a hun- 
Gredfold, nay, far more than a hundredfold, as rich as they were when 
Washington sought rest at Mount Vernon, that their empire stretches 
from sea to sen on this continent and has spread to the Antilles and 
the Isthmus, the jungles of Asia's islands, and the snows of Alaska. 

ides and beyond all this material change there has come a moral 
change, a change unsought by ourselves and unwelcome to many, per- 
bape to the most of us, whereby we feel and speak and are tempted to. 
act no longer as man separated by months of ocean from news of their 
nearest kindred and 
ters of the Pacific, bu 
of the world. 

Every morni 


an impenetrable wilderness from eyen the wa- 
as citizens of a nation great among the powers 


brings to the breakfast table of each one of us a day's 


n 
history of our follow-mnen of every race and in every clime. We can not 
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wholly shut our eyes to aught that goes amiss for humanity throughout 
the world; we can not wholly close our ears to any tale o planes pe 
however distant or alien may be the sufferers, and despite ourselves the 
thought, half formed and half conscious, PAg dally growing clearer to us 
and to others, forces itself upon our minds that the vast and terrible 
drama of human destiny a nation such as ours has grown to be must 
have its allotted, its enforced, part to play. 

An American may be as g. a ahah pes as our land can show and yet 
sigh for our early days of safety through obscurity and isolation; but if, 
like the ostrich, he refuses to own what his eyes would show if he 
refuses to open them to facts, namely, that for us the days of obscurity 
and isolation are gone forever and safety must now be sought else- 
where—he abdicates his reason and imperils his country. 

“ In time of peace prepare for war,” was a maxim in which Wasan 
ton repeatedly and emphatically asserted his belief; and as no public 
man ever wished or ed more consistently or more earnestly to pre- 
serve to his country the incalculable blessings of peace, so none was 
ever more invariably solicitous to maintain, so far as the poverty of our 
early days and the support of our National Legislature might permit, 
| rok Asem d e e necessary to keep us on a respectable de- 

I bespeak, then, of all thoughtful and patriotic citizens thelr aid to my 
successor in the great Department of our Federal Government but lately 
in my keeping, and to his colleagues in the administration of the sister 
service, and, most of all, to the Commander in Chief of our forces of 
land and sea, under the Constitution, in assuring our country's peace 
by maintaining her strength for war. 

I ask for the Congress a hearty support from public opinion in a lib- 
eral provision for the national defense, and, moreover, a loud and clear 
assurance of such support to drown the clamor of self-interest, of delu- 
sion, of prejudice, of parsimony in dealing with this great question, and 
as, with the world's approval, the noble title of “ cemaker” has been 
bestowed on our first public servant, I ask that the nation be qualified 
for a like honor in the F 5 judgment of mankind by giving her such 
strength as may gain and guard for her the peace of righteousness. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take a few 
moments to refer to one matter discussed by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIER]. I do not care to have his statements 
regarding the proposed defenses of the entrance to Chesapeake 
Bay go into the Record unchallenged. I desire that the com- 
mittee have before it the information which was before the 
Committee on Appropriations when it determined to eliminate 
or rather not to make appropriations for these proposed de- 
fenses. In 1886 a board, known as the “Endicott Board,” ap- 
pointed under the authority of Congress, prepared a compre- 
hensive plan for the defense of the coasts of this country. They 
prepared plans which included the defense of Chesapeake Bay 
and of the important cities access to which is had from the 
Chesapeake Bay. All of the important places within the bay 
are amply fortified to-day. That statement is based upon in- 
formation furnished by the Secretary of War and by men with 
the technical knowledge necessary to pass upon such questions. 
Last year a board was appointed by the President of the United 
States which is known as the “Taft Board,” and that Board 
made a report and recommended that there be erected at the 
mouth of the Chesapeake Bay an artificial island in order to 
make perfect the defense of the places within the bay. The 
Secretary of War asked an appropriation of $3,000,000 in order 
to erect or build this island. The estimate of the cost of the 
island was based upon no information from which an accurate 
estimate could be made, but was as nearly as could be a chance 
guess. The committee did not feel that it would be justified in 
authorizing the initiation of this project without some definite 
information as to its cost. More than that, there have been 
expended during the past eighteen years over $64,000,000 in 
fortifying the coast of this country in accordance with the plan 
of the Endicott Board. It will take some thirty-odd millions 
of dollars to complete the defenses outlined by that Board. 
The committee was of the belief that it would be wise to com- 
plete as far as now required the defenses originally planned by 
the Endicott Board before undertaking to initiate these new 
and additional defenses. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will. 

Mr. PRINCE. There were some hearings before the Military 
Committee of date January 11, 1907, in which it was stated 
by Captain Hagood that the actual amount which has been 
laid out in fortifications, gun batteries, seachlights, power 
plants, etc., is $76,000,000 instead of $64,000,000, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is true. In speaking of the 
amount expended in the carrying out of the Endicott Board's 
plan, a number of items mentioned by the gentleman are not in- 
cluded. As a matter of fact, since that report of the Endicott 
Board Congress has appropriated over $120,000,000. 

Mr. PRINCE. Let me suggest to the gentleman further 
that since the Endicott Board there has been expended over 
$126,000,000, which is the aggregate contained in the fortifica- 
tion acts. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is so; but it includes a number of 
items of expenditure which were not included within the plans 
of the Endicott Board. For instance, we built a gun foundry; 
we have maintained and erected arsenals; we have done a 
great many other things which were not within the contempla- 
tion of the plans of the Endicott Board. 
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As I was about to show, the imperativeness of this proposed f 


defense was never made apparent, never suggested, until this 
session of Congress. As far as I have been able to ascertain, 
the desirability of this particular defense is, and was first, ap- 
parent at joint maneuvers of the Army and Navy a year and 
a half or two years ago. It appeared to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that the Endicott Board believed it desirable to 
have certain additional defenses in the mouth of the Chesa- 
peake, and that board recommended the creation of so-called 
“ floating defenses,” which were to be in the nature of heavily 
armored and heavily armed harbor-defense boats, also eighteen 
torpedo boats, which were recommended for use there, and some 
other apparatus for the defense of the place. It was stated to 
the committee that no other method of defense was suggested, 
because the expense of any other method would have been pro- 
hibitive. The estimate that $3,000,000 would build this island 
is purely speculative. 

The plan proposed at present contemplates erecting an island 
of about 50 acres on a shoal which is now covered by from 15 
to 20 feet of water. There has never been a boring, there has 
never been an examination, there has never been any infotma- 
tion obtained upon which the engineers can base an accurate 
estimate of what it will cost to build such an island. It might 
be built for $3,000,000 or it may require the expenditure of 
_ $25,000,000. The Secretary of War stated to the committee that 
the Navy was more insistent upon this particular defense being 
erected than the Army officials. He stated that Norfolk, Rich- 
mond, Fort Monroe, and Newport News, the chief places 
within the waters, are all amply fortified. This island is prob- 
ably a desirable acquisition to the existing defenses if it could be 
erected at a cost that was not prohibitive; but the committee 
believes that with only about two-thirds, speaking roughly, of the 
plans of the Endicott Board carried out, with these plans having 
been in existence for twenty years before a suggestion is made 
that this island is imperatively necessary for the defense of the 
waters of the Chesapeake, with so much still remaining to be 
done in order to complete the system of defense laid down by 
the Endicott Board not repudiated by the Taft Board, that it 
was not desirable at this time to stop the completion of the work 
outlined by the Endicott Board and indorsed by the Taft 
Board in order to initiate this new project. The President, in 
his message transmitting the report of the Taft Board to Con- 
gress, called attention to the fact that up until about the civil 
war this country had a system of coast defenses that made our 
. principal ports and the seacoasts impregnable; that by the in- 
troduction and invention of rifled cannon about that time these 
defenses became obsolete, yet no attempt was made by Congress 
for twenty years even to obtain a plan to fortify in proper man- 
ner the coasts. A plan was then adopted. Congress has been 
appropriating for twenty years since then to obtain a perfect 
system of coast defenses, so far as they can be perfect. The 
members of the committee believed that it would be the part of 
wisdom to complete the defenses that all parties have agreed 
are imperative, particularly since it is admitted that the places 
within which this outer line of defense would be erected are 
amply fortified. I wished simply to have these facts go in the 
Recorp with the statement of the gentleman from Ohio, so that 
when the members of the committee take the matter up and in- 
vestigate its merits they might haye the reasons which actuated 
the committee in refusing at this time to initiate this project. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. I see on page 3, beginning with “armament of 
fortification ” and running over to line 13, page 5, appropriations 
for certain purposes amounting to nearly $2,000,000. Under the 
title of “Armament of fortification,” on reading that I find it is 
entirely possible to utilize these appropriations, without pro- 
curing any armament at all, in the erection of factories and the 
purchase of material by the Government to manufacture all of 
these things instead of buying them from regularly operating 
manufacturers of arms and ammunition in the United States. 
I would like to ask if it is the part of the seacoast defense of 
the United States to go into the manufacturing business and 
manufacture guns and ammunitions by the United States itself 
and provide for this in the fortification bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, that has been the practice since 
the gentleman has been a Member of the House. Some of these 
guns are manufactured at arsenals, and some, I understand, 
are obtained by contract. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. We now have a factory under the 
control of the Navy Department to manufacture guns there. Is 
it the purpose to duplicate the various manufacturing indus- 
tries under direct control of the United States under the War 
Department also and enter upon the construction of these 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; it is not the purpose to initiate 
anything new in this regard. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I want to inquire whether the 
language of this bill dees not authorize precisely that, the pur- 
chase of machinery for the manufacture of these guns and va- 
rious forms of ammunition? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It provides for the purchase, manufac- 
ture, and test of machine and automatic guns, not machines. 
The machine is an adjective referring to guns. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. “And the machinery necessary to 
their manufacture at the arsenals,” which follows in almost 
every section. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is true. That language has been 
carried in this bill eyer since the gentleman from Connecticut 
has been a Member of the House, and it has been employed in 
part for this purpose. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is it the purpose in this bill to in- 
crease the facilities of the United States for the manufacture 
of these articles? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. The object is to enable the 
head of the Bureau of Ordnance to replace some machinery of 
a not very extensive character which is required at the arse- 
nals where these guns are manufactured. Part of these guns 
are purchased, part of them are manufactured by the Govern- 
ment, and I understand the policy of the Department to be so 
to distribute the work as to keep both the private establishments 
and the Government establishments in as nearly a complete 
condition of operation as possible. There is no contemplated 
departure from the policy which has always existed. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. My reason for making the inquiry, 
I will state, Mr. Chairman, is that I think the policy of most-of 
the governments, of Europe at least, is to encourage the devel- 
opment of private manufactories in such a way as to have their 
use in times of war, and not to be solely dependent upon the 
facilities of the government itself. And it seems to me, not only 
in this case, but in many other cases, in the appropriation bills 
that come before us, the tendency is to a concentration of all 
this work, even to making the clothes of the soldiers, making 
the guns for the Navy, and the whole business in the hands of 
the various Departments of the Government, with the result 
that if it is continued it certainly can not be very long before 
the Government will be dependent solely upon itself and will 
have no alternate reliance upon any private manufacturer after 
a while. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. .The policy of this Government has beer, 
I imagine, the same as the policy of other governments. From 
some investigation I have made I find it has been necessary for 
Congress to some extent to develop the resources of the Govern- 
ment to supply munitions of war. I believe we have relied a 
little too much in this country upon the private manufacturers, 
and we have paid the price for so doing. I am one of those 
who believe that the Government itself should have the re- 
sources and facilities for furnishing war materials without 
depending entirely upon private manufacturers. I believe with 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] that to a reason- 
able degree the Government should encourage private enter- 
prise; but last year Congress was compelled to protect the 
Government and to authorize the commencement of a powder 
factory, because the members were convinced that a so-called 
powder trust was taking advantage of the inability of the Gov- 
ernment to supply its own needs in its own factories. When- 
eyer the manufacturer of these guns is in the same condition I 
shall favor the Government enlarging as rapidly as possible 
its own facilities, in order to protect itself from the rapacious- 
ness of the private contractors. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And yet the gentleman under- 
stands, of course, that the pursuance of the opposite policy is 
what has built up the great works of the Krupps in Germany 
and the Maxim-Vickers works in England, and those Govern- 
ments place large reliance upon the efforts of manufacturing 
institutions outside of their navy-yards and arsenals, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In this country the Government is en- 
tirely dependent upon the armor-plate concerns, and the proof 
has been quite conclusive, to my mind, that very frequently this 
Government has been coerced into paying twice as much as 
armor was worth. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. During the Spanish war they 
“held up” the Government of the United States in the matter 
of armor plate for our naked men-of-war. Mr. Chairman, be- 
fore the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] yields the 
floor I wish he would tell us something about the powder mo- 
nopoly or powder trust. I happen to have been told something 
about that privately, but I can not give my information to the 
public, although I wish I could. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not familiar with the question of 
the validity of the powder trust’s patents. All I am able to say 
is to repeat what I have already said, that Congress last year 
in this bill appropriated $165,000 for the purpose of starting a 
powder factory for supplying the needs of the Army. There are 
a great many questions connected with the so-called powder 
trust’s patents with which I am not very familiar, and I am un- 
able to give the desired information. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We started the powder factory 
several years ago and enlarged it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is a different powder factory.“ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That was smokeless powder. 
Now, is the Government embarrassed in making this powder 
in this powder factory because some monopoly has gotten hold 
of ail the patents? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know that. The committee 
was under the belief that perhaps the Government could manu- 
facture more cheaply than it could purchase. At any rate 
there was a desire to have larger facilities in this country for 
manufacturing powder for the use of the Army, and a start 
has been made by the appropriation of the money required. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much does this bill carry 
for that purpose? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It carries nothing for that purpose, be- 
cause the money already appropriated has not yet been utilized. 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MAY- 
NARD]. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from New 
York has just said, two fortification boards have reported the 
necessity of fortifications at the Virginia capes—the Endicott 
Board and the Taft Board. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman call my attention 
to that portion of the Endicott report, which I hold in my hand, 
which ever recommended any fortifications of this type at all 
there? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I did not say that the Endicott Board had 
recommended fortifications of this type. I stated that the Endi- 
cott Board recommended fortifications on or near the Virginia 
. capes to properly protect the Chesapeake Bay. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman— 
not at once, because that might embarrass him—but I would 
like him at some convenient time to indicate what page of the 
Endicott report contains such a recommendation. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] who has just taken his seat made the statement that 
the Endicott Board had made that recommendation, and as the 
gentleman is a member of the subcommittee that prepared this 
bill, I took it that the gentleman from New York was posted as 
to what the fortification board had reported and recommended to 
the Appropriation Committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will repeat to the gentleman that the 
Endicott Board recommended the establishment of floating bat- 
teries and the use of eighteen torpedo boats off the cape for the 
purpose of defending the coast, but it did not recommend the 
creation of this artificial island. 

Mr. KEIFER. But it did recommend the importance of forti- 
fications there. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; and we have fortified the Chesa- 
peake very thoroughly. 

Mr. KEIFER. Not there. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from Iowa having been an- 
swered by the gentleman from New York, I say again that the 
Endicott Board had suggested what they thought was needed 
for the protection of Chesapeake Bay and fortifications at or 
near the Virginia capes. A year and a half ago the maneuvers 
between the Army and the Navy established the fact beyond 
controversy that in certain kinds of weather it was impossible 
for the men on the fortifications at Fortress Monroe to discover 
an approaching hostile fieet which sought to go up the Chesa- 
peake and thus reach Baltimore and Washington. Now, follow- 
ing the realization of this fact, brought out by the maneuvers at 
that time; the Taft Board, after looking into this matter, has 
reported that it was of the first importance that the country 
should have fortifications at Cape Charles and Cape Henry, at 
the entrance of the Chesapeake, and they report in favor of an 
island about 50 acres in extent to be built upon the middle 
ground between the two channels at the entrance of Chesapeake 
Bay through the capes. If the island should cost $2,600,000, as 
claimed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Krtrer], or $6,000,000, 
as admitted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru], it is a 
small matter when you compare that with the commercial im- 
portance of Norfolk, Portsmouth, Richmond, Washington, and 
Baltimore, for if a hostile fleet could sail up through the capes 
they could destroy these cities or they could levy a tribute on 
them, and not only that, but in many, many places where the 


water is of sufficient depth they could land their troops, from 
which an attack could be delivered on Philadelphia and New 
York from a landing secured on the Chesapeake. 

Before the civil war this Government began in Hampton 
Roads to fortify an island known as “Fort Wool,” or the 
“Ripraps.” They are now spending money to complete fortifi- 
cations there. If they should build this island at the capes, on 
the middle ground between the two channels, there would be 
no further use of continuing this work at Fort Wool, which 
could only protect Norfolk, Portsmouth, and Richmond, and 
there.is no protection against a fleet coming through the capes 
reaching Baltimore, Washington, and Annapolis. 

But if the argument of the gentleman from New York is 
true, or the statement is true, that the committee did not have 
before it at the time it considered this matter sufficient informa- 
tion as to the true cost of the island, then they should have in- 
serted in the bill which they have presented to this committee 
for its consideration a provision covering the necessary expenses 
of getting the information, authorizing the War Department to 
get the necessary information, and providing a sufficient sum to 
get the information, so that at the next session of Congress or 
at some future session we could act intelligently with sufficient 
information. 

I propose, when the bill comes up under the five-minute rule, 
to offer this amendment: 

To make the n ms 
„„ T. SUUDETA OE whet JS 
would cost to construct the Prone artificial island for fortification 
between Capes Charles and Henry, Chesapeake Bay, and to ascertain 


whether the title to the site of sald proposed 5 Island can be 
obtained without expense to the United States, $3, 


Mr. Chairman, this is a small amount. I “nik this country 
ean well afford to spend $3,000 in making a survey to determine 
whether it is practicable and proper and what the actual cost 
would be of a fortification which has been recommended by two 
commissions appointed by action of Co’ 

Mr. Chairman, beginning with April 26 of this year we pro- 
pose to hold upon the waters of Hampton Roads the greatest 
naval review ever seen in the world. There we shall see repre- 
sentatives of all the navies of the world. We invite them to 
eome and participate with us in a great peace congress; but 
while participating in this great peace congress, we shall lay 
bare to them our unpreparedness to defend the entrance to 
the Chesapeake capes. I say it is time now for us to act in 
this matter. Although we only appropriate $3,000 for the pre- 
liminary survey to ascertain what the foundation should be, 
how deep we will have to go, and to fix the cost of the whole 
project, now is the time to let it be known that while we are 
unprepared, yet that we are putting ourselves in a position to 
construct such a fortification and such a defense that all the 
navies of the world could nothing do to make entrance into 
Chesapeake Bay. [{Applause.]} 

This is a more serious matter than the gentlemen who op- 
pose the fortification of the Chesapeake Bay would make you 
believe. We have several of the best cities of this great 
country lying at the mercy of any hostile fleet that should in- 
vade our waters. We are at peace with all the world, and God 
grant that we may remain so. We know not the day and we 
know not the hour when this peace may be broken; and when 
it is broken we want to be in such a state of preparedness 
that no hostile force can assail our shores with any hope of 
success. 

I shall, as I said before, offer this amendment under the five- 
minute rule, and I hope it will be the pleasure of the’ House 
to adopt the amendment. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
me for a moment? 

ari SMITH of Iowa. How much time does the gentleman 
want 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask a question. I call the 
gentleman's attention to the paragraph that begins, on line 4, 
page 4, “ For the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammuni- 
tion.” Does that word “ammunition ” cover smokeless powder? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It does. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I would ask the gentleman if it is 
in the contemplation of the Department to establish a factory 
for smokeless powder? And in that connection, I want to 
eall the gentleman’s attention to a document that was probably 
laid upon his desk—it was upon mine—treating of the sub- 
ject of smokeless powder, and of the extravagant expenditures 
that the Government have been compelled to make because of 
certain combinations of the manufacturers of smokeless powder. 
In that document it was stated that the Government had sent 
two of its officers to one of the arsenals, or to some Govern- 
ment work, for the purpose of studying the manufacture of 
smokeless powder; that they, in the time that belonged to the 
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Government, with the means that the Government furnished, 
with the aid of other employees of the Government, with its 
machinery and its material for experiment, discovered certain 
methods for the manufacture of smokeless powder; that they 
afterwards secured patents for their discoveries, discoveries 
made by them while in the employ of the Government, mind 
you, aided by Government facilities ; that they sold these patents 
to certain people now engaged in the manufacture of smokeless 
powder, who have entered into this combination and are compell- 
ing the Government, through the use of these patents, to pay 
something more than a hundred per cent above what is stated in 
this paper to be a fair compensation. I should like to ask the 
gentleman if the committee have considered that subject, if they 
have formed opinions with regard to the validity of those 
patents, and the right of anybody to exclude the Government 
from the use of its discoveries, made through its agencies; and 
if these men, now engaged in this combination, are thus using 
these patents that I should think might, in morals, at least, be 
said to belong to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it has been my purpose 
to reply briefly to the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman 
from Virginia. I had thought that I would defer that reply 
until to-morrow morning, but since the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Hix] is complaining because the Government is 
doing its own manufacturing and not letting its work by con- 
tract and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepstrn] is com- 
plaining because the Government is letting it by contract and 
not doing it itself, I shall attempt briefly to reply to both gen- 
tlemen upon that one topic to-night. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Iowa 
will permit me, I bave not uttered any complaint. I have con- 
tented myself with trying to draw from that fountain of wis- 
dom that I know the gentleman can open to us if he will upon 
this subject as to what the rights of the Government are in 
connection with these patents, and whether or not it has been 
wronged by improper and perhaps criminal methods. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. 
The gentleman says that I made a complaint; I have made no 
complaint. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I have not that com- 
plete mastery of the English teugue possessed by my colleague 
from Iowa and the gentleman from Connecticut, and I there- 
fore may have misrepresented my colleague from Iowa in say- 
ing that he complained, and I might have misrepresented my dis- 
tinguished friend from Connecticut—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman is absolutely right; 
he did. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I therefore will not indulge in any con- 
troversy as to the meaning of terms, but will proceed to reply 
the best I can to the suggestion made by the two distinguished 
gentlemen. 

As I understand the facts, Mr. Chairman, it is the practice 
of the officers of the United States Army and Navy to bestow 
their minds to the study of problems of their profession, and 
when something is discovered of value in those lines to patent 
that invention and immediately to convey to the United States 
the right to produce that article in unlimited quantity without 
the payment of any royalty whatever, it being assumed that as 
between an officer of the Army or Navy and the United States 
Government no royalty ought to be charged. But as between 
these officers of the Army and Navy and the ordinary producer 
for general consumption among the public of any article a roy- 
alty ought to be paid to the genius of that Army or Navy officer, 
the same as to any other citizen of the United States. 

And so patents upon smokeless powder were granted to these 
officers of the United States and the right to produce in un- 
limited quantities vested in the Government of the United 
States without the payment of any royalty whatever. If some 
American powder manufacturer wants to manufacture this 
smokeless powder for sale to any power on earth outside of the 
United States Government, I for one am willing that that power 
shall pay a royalty for the genius of that American officer in 
inventing the device or the powder. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman will allow me to pro- 
ceed I think I will make it clear. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is clear enough so far as the gentleman 
has gone. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am trying to get the whole situation 
before the House. In this identical case this is Just what was 
done. 

Mr. HULL. If I may be pardoned, I would like to ask the 
gentleman if this was granted to the United States for the Army 
and Navy or only for the Navy? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not positive. 


Mr. HULL. I think it was only for the Navy and not for the 


Army. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. At the last session of this Congress, 
for the purpose of testing the charges of Mr. Waddell, to whom 
the gentleman from Iowa refers, this very bill carried an ap- 
propriation to build an experimental powder plant to enable the 
United States Government to find out what it costs to produce 
the powder and whether it is being looted by the Du Ponts or 
not. That appropriation was for every dollar, that the Chief 
of Ordnance estimated was necessary to build that powder 
plant. We have given every dollar that anybody claims is nec- 
essary to establish such a plant as will ascertain the very truth 
as to whether the Du Ponts are obtaining extortionate prices 
from the Government or not. If when this powder plant is com- 
pleted for which we appropriated last year the price is extor- 
tionate—if the price that is being charged by the Du Ponts is 
extortionate—I am in favor of building more powder plants 
until we are enabled to protect ourselves against the Du Pont 
Powder Company. But if from this experimental plant it is 
demonstrated that Mr. Waddell is mistaken and that we are 
paying a fair price to the Du Ponts, then no necessity for it 
exists—no necessity for a vast Government expenditure in 
order to build powder plants. So much for that question. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not 
realize that the comparatively small sum of money provided 
for what he himself calls an experimental powder plant will not 
be a fair test of the cost of production? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not so conceive for a moment, 
because powder plants are constructed in comparatively small 
units anyway. No wise powder manufacturer would want to so 
concentrate his manufactory that the explosion of any part of 
ít would destroy all of his investments, and so they are oper- 
ated, unlike other enterprises, in small units, and this is a com- 
plete unit that we have provided for. g 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will say to the gentleman that the testi- 
mony taken before our committee went to show that a larger 
sum of money would be required in order to make a really 
fair test and to make powder economically. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Chief of Ordnance, who is the most 
capable man in the United States, in my judgment, upon this 
subject, got exactly what he asked for for this purpose, There 
was no shaving; no attempt to quarrel with him about the 
amount, but we gave him just what he said was enough to make 
a fair experiment upon this question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As a matter of fact, we increased it 
upon his suggestion that he had made an error and that he had 
not asked for enough. 5 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; after it had been put in he made 
that suggestion, that he had discovered the necessity for an in- 
crease, and we gave him that without any question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentleman not think it 
would be better for the United States to build its own powder 
factories and make its own powder than to be paying a bonus of 
25 per cent more than the powder costs to the American powder 
trust? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, Mr. Chairman, if I would concede 
all the premises of the gentleman from Missouri, yes; but I have 
no information that is reliable, and will have none until this 
Federal powder plant is put in operation, as to what the amount 
is that the powder company is charging as a profit. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman if Gen- 
eral Crozier did not state in an interview that they were now 
paying 25 per cent more for powder than the powder was worth, 
in order to encourage these private powder companies to keep on 
making powder? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Iowa will 
permit, I will state that was for metallic ammunition. He 
stated that in the hearings before the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that the purchase price for metallic ammunition was 25 
per cent more than it would cost the Government to manufac- ` 
ture, and we struck out the purchase and compelled the Govern- 
ment to manufacture. That did not refer to powder. I think 
the gentleman is confusing the two. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is a great deal of powder in 
metallic ammunition. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; but we buy the powder and put it in the 
metallic ammunition, the same as other manufacturers of me- 
tallic ammunition. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Since the gentleman is on his feet, 
T will ask him a question. Does the gentleman not think 
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the United States Government ought to make its own am- 


munition, whether metallic or otherwise, if it can do it 
cheaper? 
Mr. HULL. If it can do it more cheaply and fully supply 


the Government; yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
25 per cent more? 

Mr. HULL. And therefore we have stricken out the power 
to purchase, and now do no purchasing, but confine ourselves 
entirely to manufacture. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Iowa, 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. HULL], 
yield to a question before he sits down? 

Mr. HULL. I have no time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
yield to him. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I yield. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand the gentleman rep- 
resents the district in which is situated the Rock Island Ar- 
senal, where the Government makes a great many supplies for 
the Army. Will the gentleman tell the committee whether 
those products are made there or are they bought on the out- 
side? 

Mr. HULL. I do not represent that district. The Govern- 
ment buys nothing on the outside. We manufacture all our 
cavalry supplies, and artillery supplies, harness and saddles, 
and all the supplies of the Army which can be made at the 
arsenals; we manufacture all the canteens for the Army uses. 
We do not run in oppositon to private manufacturers, in buying 
part and manufacturing part, but we manufacture all that the 
Government uses. We make all our saddles and bridles, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How does the gentleman say that 
that does not come in competition with outside manufacturers? 

Mr. HULL. I say it does not come in competition in a 
way to compare cost. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why does the Government make 
even that amount of war supplies there? Why does not the 
Government buy it all on the outside? 

Mr. HULL. Because it makes there different things from 
what people on the outside use at all. We make there a line of 
goods that are not used by the general public at all, and we 
make something that suits the Army exactly, and make it 
cheaper than we can buy it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Ah! 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have here in 
my hand certified copies of two of these patents granted to 
naval officers, as I understand it, granting to the United States 
Navy Department the privilege of manufacturing at the United 
States naval powder works at Indian Head, and at any other 
places that may hereafter be built by the Navy Department of 
the United States, an invention described as an improvement 
in “colluloid explosive, and making same;” the other being 
identical excepting it uses the term “making smokeless pow- 
der.” It is called to my attention that these only grant the 
right to the Navy Department to manufacture these, and upon 
reflection, I am inclined to think that it has been the practice 
of the officers to thus limit the free use to their respective De- 
partment. Now, I want to say just a word in reply to the 
suggestion of my friend from Connecticut, and then I will ask 
the committee te rise. The gentleman from Connecticut sug- 
gests perhaps we are going too largely into the manufacturing 
business. These appropriations under the head of “Armament 
of fortifications” do authorize manufacture as well as pur- 
chase. The balance to the credit of the appropriation for the 
purchase, manufacture, and test of machine and automatic guns, 
including their carriages, etc., in December last was $257,000, 
of which $205,000 had been let to contracts. Six thousand five 
hundred and thirty-one dollars was assigned to the arsenals, 
and the entire record shows most of this work is in fact let by 
contract. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Let me interrupt the gentleman. 
Does not the gentleman think, as chairman of this committee in 
the preparation of this bill, that the Members of this House and 
the Senate in voting upon an appropriation bill of this kind 
ought to have the right to know how much of this is to be ap- 
propriated for supplies for the Army and how much is to be 
appropriated for manufacturing purposes? In other words, 
should the entire lump sum be placed in the hands of the De- 
partment to expend as they see fit, buy no guns, no ammunition, 
and expend it all, if they choose, for manufacturing purposes? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I dislike to question the right of this 
House to know anything that it can learn, but if the gentleman 
means that it would be proper for this House to insist upon 
knowing in advance how much was to be let to contract and 
how much to the manufacture in the arsenals, and how much is 


Didn't General Crozier say it costs 


Then I will ask his colleague to 


to be spent for machinery if they decide to manufacture at the 
arsenals, I say I would not think it desirable for the House to 
have that information, because the very object of giving this 
in the alternative is that the Department may determine which 
may be the more economical system to obtain these goods for 
the Government's use, and until after the money is appropriated 
and bids are made it is practically impossible for the Depart- 
ment to know which of these is more economical to the Govern- 
ment, and to say in advance you will determine how much shall 
be let to contract and how much shall be done at Government ar- 
senals would certainly be an error. I know what the gentleman 
is about to say, but it is only after the Department determines 
how much is to be spent at arsenals that it can be determined 
how much will be necessary to expend for machinery at ar- 
senals. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Let me ask another question. 
Under these seven or eight items, involving nearly $2,000,000, it 
is not necessary that the Department should buy one single 
dollar’s worth of ammunition or guns? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not a dollar’s worth under the law. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They could expend every dollar.of 
it for manufacturing purposes if they saw fit and have no am- 
munition and no guns. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Under the terms of the law? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But the gentleman said it was 
not necessary to buy any under the terms of the law. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But the primary purpose and object of 
this appropriation is to obtain these things for the armament of 
fortifications, ; 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But that primary purpose is 
not served in the language of this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Because they can spend every 
dollar of this $2,000,000 for preparing for the manufacture of 
the article needed. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; they are only entitled to spend 
money for the machinery in the manufacture of the articles 
that are produced in these items, and can not spend any money 
for machinery if they do not manufacture. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Mann, chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 28821—the 
fortifications appropriation bill—and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

COMMITTEE RESIGNATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following tele- 
graphic communication: : 
MALONE, N. Y., January 14, 1907, 
Hon. J. G. CANNON, 

Speaker, Washington, D. C.: 

I resign my position as member of the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Wm. H. FLACK. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resignation will be 
considered as accepted. 
_ There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The Chair announced the appointment of Representative 
Lirraver, of New York, as a member of the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, vice Representative FLACK, of New 
York, resigned. 

FOUNTAIN AT PADUCAH, KY. 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be discharged from 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 24047) to authorize 
Chapter No. 376 of the Daughters of the American Revolution to 
erect a fountain on the property of the United States at Pa- 
ducah, Ky., and that the bill be considered at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Chapter No. 376 of the Daughters of the 
American Reyolution be, and they are hereby, authorized to erect on 
the property of the United States at Fifth and Broadway streets, in 
the city of Paducah, Ky., a drinking fountain for persons. 

Sec. 2. That the plan of such fountain shall be submitted to and 
approves by the ps Peay Architect of the United States, and the 

ace where said drinking fountain is to be erected shall be fixed by 

he Supervising Architect, and the work of erecting same shall be 
under his direction or supervision. 

Sec. 3. That the foun herein authorized to be erected shall at 
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all times be subject to removal upon the order of the United States, 
and before erecting the same the said Chapter No. 376 of the Daughters 
of the American Revolution, shall execute bond in the penal sum of 
$1,000, conditioned to pay to the Government of the United States 
any damage it may sustain by reason of the erection of said fountain, 
or the bursting of any water pipe, or any damage or injury to the 
property of the Government. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether 
the United States Government would have to pay for the water 
used in the fountain? 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly not. The Government is to be at 
absolutely no expense whatever. 

Mr. MANN. Of course there is nothing in the bill on that 
point to indicate whether the city of Paducah donates the water 
or whether the Government would be charged for it. I am per- 
fectly willing to take the gentleman’s word for it. 

Mr. JAMES. There is no provision in the bill that would in 
any way bring cost upon the Government, and under the terms 
of the bond given by the Danghters of the American Revolution 
there would be no damage done to the United States in any way. 

Mr, PAYNE. What is this reservation used for? 

Mr. JAMES. It is the lot upon which the custom-house is 
situated. There is no drinking fountain there at all. This is 
to be erected in honor of the soldiers of the American Revolu- 
tion by the Daughters of the American Revolution. 

Mr. MANN. What use do they have for a drinking fountain 
in Kentucky? [Laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES. This is for women only, I think. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I notice the bill did not say whether it was to 
use water or not. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
assumes that they are going to use water, but the bill does not 
specify. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES. It is pure water. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask a question. It is the cus- 
tom when we haye public buildings erected in the country to 
have an open driveway of 50 feet all around the building when 
it is not adjacent to the street. Now, is there room for the 
fountain on the reservation and for this open way? 

Mr. JAMES. There is no room for a driveway around this 
public building at all. There is a driveway where the mail 
of the United States is put into the post-office. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is no complete driveway around that 
building now? 

Mr. JAMES. There is no room for any driveway around the 
building at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Ketrer] that the open space about a Government building is 
provided for fire purposes, and of course this fountain would 
not interfere with the fire purposes. 

Mr. KEIFER. The custom has been to have a place around 
these post-offices both for fire protection anda driveway. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; for fire protection. I think that is the 
language of the statute in each case. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JAMES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid upon the table. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE HON. ROBERT R. HITT. 

Mr. LOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That there be a session of the House on Sunday, Februa 
at 12 o'clock m., which shall be set apart for memorial 2 Kenes on 
the life, character, and public services of Hon. ROBERT R. late a 
Representative from the Thirteenth Congressional district a “Tilinots, 


The SPBHAKER. Without objection, the order will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I move that the House do now adjourn, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
56 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


17, 1907, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 


as follows: 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
L. A. Galyon, administrator of estate of Robert F. Galyon, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case. of 
William R. Testerman against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Michael Culler against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sarah Ellen Cady against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Murray Addison, administrator of estate of Anthony Addison, 
against The United States—to the. Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Caledonia S. Ayers against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Samuel Cones against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Attorney-General, submitting report 
of amount and rate of postage of mail matter mailed by the De- 
partment of Justice under the penalty provision from July 1 to 
December 31, 1906—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Reads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce — Labor, submit- 
ting a report of mail matter entered at the Washington post- 
office by the Department under the penalty provision from July 
1 to December 81, 1906—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of State sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for representation of the 
American National Red Cross Society at London in June, 1907— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the decision filed by the court in the case of 
Elizabeth Cessna and others against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting draft 
of legislation permitting the issue of a patent in fee simple to 
Fred Endsworth, Peoria aliottee—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs sub- 
mitting recommendations as to the cutting of certain timber on 
the Menominee Indian Reservation, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of supplemental appropriation for the Military Academy— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
the Alaskan Road Commission on a reconnoissance and prelimi- 
nary survey of land route from navigable waters of Tanana 
River to vicinity of Council City, in the Seward Peninsula, 
Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the commission on the proposed construction of a waterway be- 
tween the Chesapeake and Delaware bays—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and ordered to.be printed, with illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Indian River, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Withlacooche River, Florida—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the vice-president of the Chesapeake and Po- 
tomac Telephone Company, submitting the report of the com- 
pany for the year 1906—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a draft 
of legislation giving authority for the issue of patents in fee 
simple to Quapaw allottees generally—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secrétary of the Interior, submitting a 
recommendation that a patent in fee simple be issued to Frank 
Beaver, Peoria allottee—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
accompanying documents, a draft of proposed legislation to en- 
able an inyestigation to be made to ascertain the lawful claims 
against certain tribes in Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 21194) to authorize J. F. Andrews, J. W. 
Jourdan, their heirs, representatives, associates, and assigns, to 
construct dams and power stations on Bear River, on the south- 
east quarter of section 31, township 5, range 11, in Tishomingo 
County, Miss., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6378); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 21402) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Savannah River at Gregg Shoals, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6379) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 21677) to amend an act granting to the Daven- 
port Water Power Company rights to construct and maintain 
a canal, power station, and appurtenant works in the Mississippi 
River in Scott County, Iowa, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6380) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22135) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Ash- 
ley River, in the counties of Charleston and Colleton, S. C., re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6381); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23650) to quiet title 
to lands on Jicarilla Reservation, and to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to cause allotments to be made, and to dis- 
pose of the merchantable timber, and for other purposes, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6382) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23718) to authorize the Chicago, Lake Shore and South Bend 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Calumet 
River in the State of Indiana, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6383); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GRONNA, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. 81) au- 
thorizing temporary leayes of absence for homestead settlers, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6387); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 4023, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 744) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of James D. Lane, accompanied by a report 


(No. 6216) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. h 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the pill of the House H. R. 15661, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 745) referring to the 
Court of Claims the papers in the case of Elijah Edington, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6217); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
16531, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 746) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Co- 
lumbia Baptist Church, of Barnwell County, S. C., accompanied 
by a report (No. 6218) ; which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 18479, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 747) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the Oothcaloga Baptist Church, 
of Adairsville, Bartow County, Ga., accompanied by a report 
(No. 6219) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 18480, reported in lieu thereof a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 748) referring to the Court of Claims the pa- 
pers in the case of the Baptist Church of Calhoun, Ga., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6220) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
19140, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 749) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of A. R. 
Speaks, accompanied by a report (No. 6221); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 19356, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 750) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Steep Bottom Baptist Church, of Hampton 
County, S. C., accompanied by a report (No. 6222); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 19423, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 751) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Bethesda Baptist Church, of Bamberg County, 
S. C., accompanied by a report (No. 6223); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 20197, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 752) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Q. K. Underwood, 


deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6224) ; which said reso- ~ 


lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 22970, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 753) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of D. M. Sprague and William 
Tilton, accompanied by a report (No. 6225) ; which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23847), reported in lieu thereof a 
resolution (H. Res. 754) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of William Donnelly and Patrick Egan, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6226); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. LEB, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18478) for the relief of 
the trustees of Damascus Baptist Church, of Gordon County, 
Ga., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 6227); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 20261) granting 
an inerease of pension to Burris Subers, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6228); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23136) granting 
an increase of pension to Sylvanus Sloat, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6229); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23143) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Robbins, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6230) ; 
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which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21134) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Kriner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a, report (No. 6231); which 
‘said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20455) granting 
an increase of pension to Harvey McCollum, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6232); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20187) granting an increase of pension 
to John J. Duff, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6233) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19650) granting 
an increase of pension to A. W. Taylor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6234); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23299) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Goodlander, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6235) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19537) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward S. E. Newbury, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6236); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2049) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Arey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6237); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21133) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Cosgrove, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6238); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3002) granting 
an increase of pension to David C. Johnston, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6239); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23812) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Dewhurst, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6240); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 28644) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles J. Schreiner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6241); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 22440) granting an increase of pension’ 


to Daniel Mose, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6242); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22408) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron Preston, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6243); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22388) granting an increase of pension 
to Daniel A. Peabody, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6244); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22322) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria Cross, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6245); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22252) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Tyson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6246); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21764) granting 


an increase of pension to Ment Stannah, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6247); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22223) granting 
an increase of pension to Uriah Kitchen, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6248); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22020) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Keller, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6249); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21962) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Osterheld, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6250); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21787) granting 
a pension to Alexander Porter, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6251); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21120) granting 
an increase of pension to John Lynch, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6252); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. j 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21025) granting 
an increase of pension to Enoch May, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6253); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 20713) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Timothy Quinn, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6254); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17750) granting 
an increase of pension to John Gustus, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6255); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16020) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Brink, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6256); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11754) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles W. Helvey, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6257); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9655) granting 
an increase of pension to William Crooks, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6258) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6943) granting 
an increase of pension to Linas Van Steenburg, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6259); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22017) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Adolphus Cooley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6260); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 830) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hezekiah Dezarn, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6261); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23278) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James M. Morris, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6262); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23250) granting a pension to Georgie A. 
Mercer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6263); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 2 
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Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3720) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph McNulty, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6264) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3977) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Vorous, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6265); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5854) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonas Gurnee, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6266); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6880) granting 
an increase of pension to Marine D. Tackett, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6267); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8816) 
granting a pension to Mary Schoske, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6268); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7416) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph R. Boger, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6269); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from +he same committee, to which.was referred the 
bill of the Hous (H. R. 7415) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Brawner, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6270) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8164) 
granting an increase of pension to Jackson Mays, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6271); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8586) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton J. Timmons, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6272); which 
said bill and repert were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9073) 
granting an increase of pension to Melissa McCracken, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6273) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9450) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Brown, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6274); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, frem the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 10874) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Pfahl, reported the same 
-with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6275); which 
said bill and report were refefred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11523) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert L. Hamill, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6276) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11535) granting 
a pension to Margarette R. Bacon, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6277); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY; from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11693) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James H. Davison, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6278); 

which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
` endar. 

-Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11980) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William B. Boulton, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6279); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 11994) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha W. Wright, reported the 
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same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6280) ; 
riage said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6887) granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Taylor, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6281); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5856) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Offinger, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6282); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12355) granting 
a pension to Thomas B. Thompson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6283); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12496) granting 
an increase of pension to Hurlbutt L. Farnsworth, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6284); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14777) granting 
u pension to Mary A. Clark, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6285) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 15353) 
granting an increase of pension to Abby J. Bryant, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6286); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15903) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry S. Scudder, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6287); 
yaa said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13835) 
granting an increase of pension to William Crane, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6288) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 16322) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George C. Limpert, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6289) ;, 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16391) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Jackson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6290); 
8 said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 

ar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16907) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clarke S. Cole, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6291); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same conimittee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17061) granting an increase of pension 
to Iva O. Shepardson, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6292); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17618) granting 
an increase of pension to Anna F. Burlingame, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6293); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17831) granting 
an increase of pension to James Bowman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6294); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13681) granting 
a pension to Amos Vaughan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6295) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16046) 
granting an increase of pension to David Province, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6296) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.-17783) granting 
an increase of pension to James West, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6297); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18245) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel D. McCurdy, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6298); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20858) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Thompson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6299) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21039) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson J. Weller, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6300); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18450) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza Howell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6301); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18602) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James E. Netser, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6302) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20788) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Hawkes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6303); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21121) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Marcus Wood, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6304); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ‘to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21115) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sylvester Bickford, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 63805) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referréd the bill of the House (H. R. 21118) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Hartman, reported the 

‘same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6306); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21276) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Christian Roessler, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6307) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21356) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward C. Miller, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6308) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21515) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Wheeler, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6309); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 3 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21516) granting an increase of pension 
to James Murtha, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6310) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21618) granting 
an increase of pension to Leonidas W. Rearis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6311) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21740) 
granting an increase of pension to Maria R. Klindt, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6312); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21563) granting 
an increase of pension to Merritt M. Smart, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6313) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21853) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Whitaker, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6314) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21894) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob W. Pierce, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6315); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21923) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Sebastian Fuchs, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6316) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22715) granting 
an increase of pension to Terrance Doyle, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6317); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22927) granting an increase of pension 
to William A. Leach, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6318); which said-bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22978) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Adams, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6319); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23805) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Hamilton, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6320) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22153) granting a pension to Antonio Archuleta, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6321); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6491) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert Riley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6322); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23458) granting 
an increase of pension to Edgar D. Ellis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6323); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to . 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23468) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Becker, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6324); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23495) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Sliger, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6325); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23599) granting an increase of pension 
to Alfred B. Stansil, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6326); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23683) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas Phillips, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6327); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23684) granting an increase of pension 
to Harry C. Cadwell, reported the same without amendment, ne- 
companied by a report (No. 6328); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22276) granting 
an increase of pension to Warren Sherwood, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6329); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23770) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry D. Combs, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6330); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23811) granting 
an increase of pension to Theron Cross, reported the same with 
ameudment, accompanied by a report (No. 6331); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23153) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Quien, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6332); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3352) granting 
an increase of pension to George R. Roraback, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6333); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3204) granting 
an inerease of pension to Charles H. Anthony, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6334); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2246) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Damm, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6335); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1019) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel B. Bayless, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6336); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 529) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis L. Arnold, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6337); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. ` 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23279) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to D. H. Moore, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 63381; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23327) granting an increase of pension 
to Paul Sheets, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6339); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23371) 
granting an increase of pension to Clark Crecelius, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6340) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23423) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eldrige Simpson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6341) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19450) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C, Eastep, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6342); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19498) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah Neely, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6343) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19592) granting 
an increase of pension to W. B. Corley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6344); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19613) granting 
a pension to James A. Pryce, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6345); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Commitee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20126) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Pint, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6346); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20243) 
granting an increase of pension to Anton Heinzen, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6347); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20283) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry D. Bole, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6348); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20008) granting 
a pension to Caroline A. Smith, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6349); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23121) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank Vrooman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6350); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22007) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sanford D. Payne, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6351) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22022) grant- 
ing a pension to Josiah H. Shaver, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (Ne. 6352); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22036) granting 
a pension to Emma A. Hawkes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6353) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20125) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Kuchler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6354); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22068) granting 
an increase of pension to John P. Macy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6355); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22079) 
granting an increase of pension to James D. Grayson, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6356) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22222) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Booth, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6357); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22929) granting 
an increase of pension to John O. McNabb, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6358) } which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12154) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry E. Collins, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6359) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22746) granting , 
an increase of pension to Felix G. Cobb, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6360); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22838) granting 
an increase of pension to W. Ira Templeton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6361); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23703) granting 
an increase of pension to Clarendon Kelly, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6362); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which had referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20823) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Webb, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6363); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21257) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Morris, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6364); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21103) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Palmer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6365); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21461) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Huff, reported the same with 

_ amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6366); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22550) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonathan B. Reber, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6367); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21289) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jesse Lewis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6368); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21298) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John A. Pence, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6369); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21373) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Carrie E. Cosgrove, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6370); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22269) granting an increase of pension 
to John L. Rosecrans, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6371); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22359) granting an increase of pension 
to Louisa L. Wood, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6372); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22443) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lyman S. Strickland, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6373); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22462) 
granting an increase of pension to Aaron Chamberlain, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6374) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22620) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles S. Abbott, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6375); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22623) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Willison, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6376) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 14881, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 757) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of heirs of William Douthit, de- 
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6388); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 19959, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 758) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of heirs of Charles Ruffner, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6389); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GARBER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1561) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to grant an honorable discharge to 
Peter O'Neil, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6390) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rails of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: : 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on 


Appropriations: A bill (H. R. 24103) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other 
purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 24104) transferring Phelps 
County to the eastern division of the eastern judicial district of 
Missouri—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORRIS (by request) : A bill (H. R. 24105) to divide 
Nebraska into two judicial districts and for the establishment 
of judicial divisions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 24106) to provide for an an- 
nual appropriation for branch agricultural experiment stations, 
and regulating the expenditures therefor—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 24107) making 
a temporary addition to the compensation of the civil employees 
of the Government—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 24108) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 24109) to authorize the Nor- 
folk and Western Railway Company to construct sundry 
bridges across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 24110) granting 
rights of way and easements for the construction, use, main- 
tenance, and operation of roads, highways, canals, ditches, res- 
ervoirs, telephone and telegraph lines, and lines for the trans- 
mission of electric light and power within and through forest 
reserves on the public lands of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. : 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 24111) to authorize the Nor- 
folk and Western Railway Company to construct a bridge across 
the Potomac River, at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 24112) granting pensions 
to soldiers, sailors, and marines, etc.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 24118) restoring to 
entry certain ceded Indian lands withdrawn under the provi- 
sions of the act of June 21, 1906—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24114) to authorize the establishment of 
the town site of White Earth, on the White Earth Reservation, in 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24115) to amend an act entitled “An ac 
to provide allotments to Indians on White Earth Reservation in 
Minnesota,” approved April 28, 1904—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 24116) to authorize the 
issuing of bonds for the improvement of the waterways—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 24117) to establish an 
assay office at Dahlonega, Lumpkin County, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 24118) granting to the Cen- 
tral Colorado Power Company a right of way over certain public 
lands, for irrigation and electric power plants, in the State of 
Colorado—to the Committe on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 24119) to enable 
the Government of the United States to acquire certain real 
estate in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24120) providing 
for the adjudication of certain citizenship claims in the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw nations of the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24121) for the relief of certain Indians 
by blood for enrollment upon the legal rolls of their respective 
tribes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 24122) in reference to the 
expatriation of citizens and their protection abroad—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 24123) to amend an act requiring 
common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to make full 
reports of all accidents to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24124) to make addi- 
tional provision for the retirement of judges—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 24125) to ratify a cer- 
tain lease with the Senaca Nation of Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 24126) to amend sec- 
tion 2 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers 
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and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 24127) providing for the im- 
portation in bond of materials for constructing, repairing, and 
equipping ships, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 24128) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to purchase the Chesapeake and Dela- 
ware Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (II. R. 24129) to limit the issue 
and use of stocks, bonds, arid certain certificates of indebted- 
ness of corporations engaged as common carriers in interstate 
commerce, and to prohibit consolidation of such carriers and 
control of one carrier by another without permission from the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 24130) to increase the ef- 
ficiency of the personnel of the line of the Navy of the United 
States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 24131) to amend an act 
entitled “An act for the withdrawal from bond, tax free, of do- 
mestic alcohol when rendered unfit for beverage or liquid medic- 
inal uses by mixture with suitable denaturing materials,” ap- 
proved June 7, 1906—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 24132) directing the 
Secretary of War to put the United States snag boat C. R. 
Suter into service and employ her in clearing and keeping 
clear the channel of the Missouri River between the ports of St. 
Louis and Kansas City—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 24133) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to determine the destructive ef- 
fect of explosive gelatin-charged shell against a battle ship—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 24134) providing 
for the granting and patenting to the State of Colorado, free of 
price, desert lands formerly in the Ute Indian n in 
Colorado—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 24135) to amend an act ap- 
proved June 29, 1906, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 
An act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission *—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 24136) to reimburse officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Reyenue-Cutter Service 
to the Committee on Claims. s 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 744) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 4023—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 745) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 15661—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 746) referring to the 
Court of Claims the bill H. R. 16531—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 747) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 18479—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 748) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 18480—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 749) referring to the 
Court of Claims the bill H. R. 19140—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 750) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 19356—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 751) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 19423—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 752) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 20197—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 753) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 22970—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 754) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 23847—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A resolution (H. Res. 755) 
to pay J. M. Thompson and J. J. Constantine an. increase of 
salary—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A resolution (H. Res. 756) calling on the 
‘Attorney-General for information in relation to the harvester 
trust—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 217) favor- 


XLI——71 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1121 


ing annual appropriations for the improvement of waterways 
equal to those for the Army or Navy—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 757) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 14881—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 758) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 19959—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HUFF: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 218) authoriz- 
ing the building of dams and locks Nos. 1, 2, and 3, in the 
Youghiogheny River, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ue following titles were introđuced and severally referred as 
follows : 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 24137) granting an increase 
of pension to John Metz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24138) granting an increase of pension to 
Dayid Potts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 24139) for the relief 
of Peter G. Straub—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24140) granting a pension to Louise C., 
Edward J., Catherine M., and Mary A. Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 24141) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Juan Baca y Sais, alias Juan Baca No. 2— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 24142) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry S. Weir—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (II. R. 24143) granting an increase 
of pension to Asher McSwain—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 24144) granting a pension 
to John Washington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 24145) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the bark Baunen—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 24146) for the relief of 
John H. Butman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 24147) granting a pension 
to James Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24148) granting a pension to Jesse G. 
Lott—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 24149) granting 
a pension to George W. Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24150) granting a pension to John Al- 
bright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24151) granting a pension to John Mc- 
Conaghuy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24152) granting a pension to Philip Siler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24153) granting a pension to Oscar Wil- 

son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24154) granting a pension to Triphena 
Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24155) granting a pension to Richard N. 
Porter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24156) granting a pension to Mary Welch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24157) granting a pension to Freeman 
Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24158) granting a pension to Simon P. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 24159) granting an increase 
5 pension to Peter Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24160) granting an increase of pension 
to Jeremiah F. Pittman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 24161) 
granting an increase of pension to Hugh O’Neal—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 24162) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adam Zimmerman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24163) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Messick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24164) granting an increase of pension to 
Leander Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24165) granting an increase of pension to 
John Martini—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill! (H. R. 24166) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Grady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24167) granting a pension to William 
Tepe, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24168) granting a pension to Thomas 
Corten—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24169) for the relief of John H. Rhein- 
lander—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 24170) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Rogers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24171) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Finus M. Wyatt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 24172) granting an increase 
of pension to Henrietta Hull—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24178) to grant an extension of certain 
letters patent to the widow of Amos M. Kendall—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. - 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 24174) granting a pension to 
Charles H. Goldsmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24175) granting a pension to Daniel G. 
Crotty—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 24176) granting 
a pension to Tilden Aderholt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24177) granting an increase of pension to 
Harper Kellam—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 24178) granting an 
increase of pension to William Hamilton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24179) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph P. Pullis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24180) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Mahurin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 24181) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Rushaloo—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions. 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 24182) granting an increase of pension to 
John Delaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24183) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Joyce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24184) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Wiliam M. Reals—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 24185) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Weller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Buy Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 24186) granting an increase 
of pension to Jackson Sizemore—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24187) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy G. Reid—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 24188) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Moore—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24189) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Hoffner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 24190) for the relief of Ben 
Mahuren—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24191) for the relief of Leonard Keeling— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 24192) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24193) granting an increase of pension to 
William Glaze—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 24194) granting an increase 
of pension to William Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H. R. 24195) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles II. Milk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 24196) placing John W. Saville, 
passed assistant engineer, United States Navy, on the retired 
list with an advanced rank—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 24197) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Ann Foard—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 24198) for the relief of the 
minor heirs of Elisha Darity—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
cions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24199) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam T. Cottrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24200) to remove the charge of desertion 
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omits g against Jerry Fritts—to the Committee on Invalid 
ons. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R, 24201) for the relie? of 
John Lamb, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24202) for the relief of Charles H. Lock- 
wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 24203) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Dukette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 24204) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Loughmiller—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 24205) granting an increase 
of pension to James Meneeley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 24206) granting a pension 
to Catherine West—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24207) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 24208) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert Sunderland—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 24209) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Amanda Bonner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24210) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Maddox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24211) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth R. Bringhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 24212) granting an in- 
crease of ‘pension to Winslow H. Furrows—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 24213) for the relief of the 
heirs of Denis O'Callaghan, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24214) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Hodge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 24215) granting an increase 
oF pension to George Hoell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. `J 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 24216) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jonathan Dayidson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 24217) granting an in- 
crease of pension to August J. Sunden—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 24218) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Flagg—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 24219) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah E. Stockton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 2 r 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 24220) granting an increase 
of. pension to William P. Robbe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 24221) granting an increase 
of pension to H. Prescott Wilbur—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24222) granting an increase of pension to 
Rose Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 
Also, a bill (H. R. 24223) granting a pension to Martha A. L. 

Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 24224) for the refunding of 
certain moneys—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 24225) 
granting an increase of pension to William Iyans—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24226) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis J. Eachus, alias Frank Eachus—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 24227) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Swen Dahlberg—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24228) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse M. Sanders—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (II. R. 24229) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Dolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. $ 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 24230) granting 
a pension to. George W. Holland—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24231) granting an increase of pension to 
Absalom Sivley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 24232) granting a pension to 
Eliza Brady—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 24233) granting an increase of 
pension to James Kinsella—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24234) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob R. McCane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24235) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Richards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 24236) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Iden—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24237) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Crumrine—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24238) granting a pension to Nancy 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 24239) for the relief of Winfield 
S. Jennings—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24240) granting a pension to Charity E. 
Boman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24241) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Bristow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 24242) granting an increase of 
pension to John Doran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 24243) to cor- 
rect the military record of John Brechtel—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 24244) granting a pen- 
sion to Edward R. Houck—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 24245) granting an honorable 
2 to John W. Scott—to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 24246) to pay the Wood- 
ward Carriage Company, of San Antonio, Tex., for the loss of a 
horse while being used by the Department of Agriculture—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 24247) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of James Orange—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24248) granting 
an increase of pension to William P. Routt—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 24249) granting a pension 
to Mary I. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24250) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 24251) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin Peacock—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 24252) granting an increase 
of pension to John Coombs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 24253) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Franklin Grant—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 24254) 
for the relief of the heirs of Charles H. Foy, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 24255) granting a pension 
to Lavina W. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24256) to pay to the administratrix of the 
estate of George W. Fleming for services rendered as letter-box 
inspector from March 29, 1902, to June 13, 1903—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 24257) granting a pension 
to Harriet M. Waudell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 24258) granting an increase 
of pension to Evelyn G. Regan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 24259) granting an in- 
crease of pension to H. A. Johnson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 24260) granting a pension 
to W. L. Corum—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24261) granting an increase of pension to 
Junius A. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24262) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24263) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis F. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24264) to correct the military record of 
Charles J. Lanning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24265) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 24266) for the relief of Pay- 
master Ignatius Thomas Hagner, United States Nayy—to the 
Conunittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 24267) for the relief of the 


Bridgeport National Bank, Bridgeport, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24268) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa Olin—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 24269) granting an increase of 
pension to William L. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 24270) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Bogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 24017) granting an increase of pension to Tim- 
othy Hanlon—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24097, for the relief of Henry J. McBroom, and 
to correct his military record—Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of John A. Logan Post of Span- 
ish War Veterans, Danville, Ill., for restoration of Army can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Meyer Goldstein and about 2,500 other Ger- 
man-Americans of Greater New York, against the provisions of 
the pending bill for the restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Beaver Valley Lodge, No. 574, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers and Firemen, for Senate 
bill 5133 and House bill 9328—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of National Business League, for improvement 
of land laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Metz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of National Business League, for consular im- 
provement—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pittsburg Coal Exchange, for 9-foot channel 
in Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of Nathan Barnert, oppos- 
ing passage of Dillingham-Gardner bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Franco-American Food Company, praying for 
relief of the words “ Inspected and passed” in meat-inspection 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of Chicago Lumber 
and Coal Company, favoring additional transportation facili- 
ties—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Howard D. Beach et al, 
Buffalo, N. Y., against amendment to copyright bill relative to 
photographs in newspapers—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: Petition of East Chester Citizen, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Liberty. Council, No. 40, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (8. 
4403)—-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of the States of 
Illinois, Tennessee, Texas, Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, Florida, 
Kansas, New York, Arkansas, Iowa, Kentucky, Oregon, Colo- 
rado, Michigan, Nebraska, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Okla- 
homa, against the enactment into law of the bill (S. 5221) to 
regulate the practice of osteopathy, etc., in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the following States against Sen- 
ate bill 5221, to regulate the practice of osteopathy in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: Indiana, Kansas, New York, Missauri, Texas, 
Arkansas, South Dakota, Colorado, Ohio, South Carolina, Mich- 
igan, Mississippi, Illinois, Massachusetts, Alabama, Connecticut, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Pennsylyania—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition from officers of the Depart- 
ment of the District of Columbia, United Spanish War Vet- 
erans, urging the restoration of the Army canteen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Pa- 
cific Lodge, No. 64, of St. Louis, Mo., urging the passage of the 
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Gilbert anti-injunction bill (H. R. 9328)—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William M. Schofleld-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of civil war veterans and Span- 
ish war veterans, for restoration of Army canteen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of Young People’s City Union, South 
Bend, Ind., and Associated Charities of South Bend, for amelio- 
ration of condition in Kongo Free State—to the Committee o 
Foreign Affairs. 4 

Also, petition of the Sunday News, South Bend, and Daily 
Tribune, South Bend, against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Protest of German-American Al- 
lianee, against Dillingham-Gardner bill relative to immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURGESS: Letter asking that the Norwegian bark 
Baunen be given an American register—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH; Papers to accompany H. R. 28243, for 
me relief of Charles P. Ryan—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Napoleon, 
Ohio, urging the passage of bilt H. R. 16955—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. ; 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of O. Pierre Havens, of 
Jacksonville, Fla., to amend copyright bill favorable to photo- 
graphie work on newspapers—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Christian Standard and Evening Record, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also petition of Camp No. 1, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
Jacksonville, Fla., for the merchant-marine shipping bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of 275 members Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Trainmen, Lodge 94, for Senate bill 5133 and H. R. 9328— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. Horgan, jr., Scranton, for amending copy- 
right bill favorable to photographic work on newspapers—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of R. L. Martin and Admiral Dahlgren. Section 
of the Navy League of the United States, favoring the Navy per- 
sonnel bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Adolph C. Hottenroth, for legislation to im- 
prove currency laws—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, petition of Association of Army Nurses of the Civil War, 
for the Dalzell bill (pensions to ex-prisoners of war)—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against utter- 
ances of President relative to Japanese in schools of said city— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Camp, Pennsylvania State Camp, 
and New York State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. X 

Also, petition of New Immigrant Protective League, against 
Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. : 

Also, petition of National Business League, for improve- 
ment of land laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Joint Executive Committee on Improvement 
of Harbor of Philadelphia, for improvement of channel of Dela- 
ware and Schuylkill rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. . 

Also, petition of engineers on the Delaware and Hudson sys- 
tem of railways, against the sixteen-hour bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of International Seanten’s Union of America, 
against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Charles K. Harris, for favorable considera- 
tion of section 25 of copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, petition of Arthur E. Paige, for appropriation for con- 
tinuous care of Patent Office model exhibit in Philadelphia—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Charles A. Crow, Caruthersville, Md., for 
reduction of appropriation for carrying mails by railways—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Keystone Powder Manufacturing Company, 
favoring bill for Government powder manufactories—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, £ ; 


Also, petition of American Artists for Free Art, for repeal of 
duty on art works—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of National Business League, for 
permanent consular improvement and commercial enlargement— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DENBY: Petition of Detroit Abendpost and Michigan 
Volksblatt, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of New 
York, for House bill 17347, for increase of artillery—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Onondaga Council, No. 47, 
Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of National Business League, 
sa Pape in land laws—to the Committee on the Publie 

ands. 

Also, petition of National Business League, for improvement 
in consular service to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 19502, 
to correct the military reeord of F. A. Taylor—to. the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Nancy Lipps—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of National Business League, for 
ene in land laws—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 8 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Robert S. Waddell, against the 
Dupont powder trust—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Camp, Patriotic Order of Americans, 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4408)—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Open Court, against tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of International Seamen’s Union, against ship- 
subsidy bill—to. the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of J. B. Castle, of Sandwich, III., for amend- 
ment to railway rate law, to permit interchange of advertising 
for transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign: 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper to accompany bill fer relief of 
William Glaze—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
W. Sayille—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Adolph C. Hottenroth, John 
Haffen, S. Feust, and Judson G. Wall, of New York, for im- 
mediate currency reform—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of National Business League of 
Chicago, for permanent consular improvement and commercial 
enlargement—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, report of committee on legislation of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Pittsburg, for the passage of the bill providing for 
the increase of the salaries of letter carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Barney Dreyfus, of Louisville, Ky., against 
the passage of the immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of twenty-two trainmen of Pittsburg Pa., against 
certain features of the La Follette sixteen-hour bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of committee on rivers and harbors of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Pittsburg, and the Joint Executive Commit- 
tee on the Improvement of the Harbor of Philadelphia, opposing 
the idea of local participation in the expense of improving the 
rivers and harbors of this great nation—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of National Business League of Chicago, for the 
conservation of the public domain, ete.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of R. L. Martin, of Philadelphia, asking support 
of the navy personnel bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Adolph C. Hottenroth, John Haffen, S. Feust, 
and Judson G. Wall, of New York, for immediate currency re- 
form—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Franco-American Food Company, for 
amendment to the pure-food law favorable to honest firms—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 22253, granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Hadfield; papers to accompany H. R. 
22252, granting an increase of pension to W. W. Tyson, and 
papers to accompany H. R. 9439, granting an increase of persion 
to Elizabeth J. Coates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Association of Army Nurses of the Civil War, 
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for passage of bill to place the volunteer nurses on an equality 
with those pensioned under act of 1892—to the Committee ‘on 
Pensions. : . 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of Charles K. Harris, asking for 
the passage of Senate bill No. 6330 - to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War. asking for the passage of the Dalzell bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Patriotic Order Sons of America, indorsing 
Senate bill No. 4403—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. : 

Also, petition of Hon. J. H. Worst et al., for appropriation to 
3 land by drainage—to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

Also, petition of Franco-American Food Company, for amend- 
ment to meat-inspection law favorable to honest packers—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of International Seamen’s Union of America, 
against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany claim of J. A. 
Palmer, census enumerator, Athens, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also petition of trainmen of Cincinnati and Muskingum Val- 
ley Railway, Lancaster, Ohio, protesting against the La Follette 
sixteen-hour bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. f 

By Mr. HALE: Papers to accompany bill for relief of estate 
of Horace L. Bradley and of Joseph Cox—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin L. Law- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of village of Buch- 
anan, Pa., against parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John S. 
Lupton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of J. N. Teal, favoring appro- 
priations for iinprovement of waterways—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of New England Waterworks 
Association, favoring larger appropriations for stream measure- 
ments—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Danbury Business 
Men’s Association, for increase of salaries of post-office clerks 
in first and second class offices—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Fairbury (Nebr.) Lodge 
and Cleveland Lodge, Brotherhood Locomotive Engineers and 
Firemen, of Omaha, Nebr., for passage of sixteen-hour bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of ©. B. Rodgers, of Wymore, Nebr., and 20 
trainmen of Fairbury, Nebr., against passage of sixteen-hour 
bill—to the Commfttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Joseph F. Lindsey, and papers to accompany bill H. R. 23750, 
for the relief of J. B. Mason, Theo. G. Moren, D. R. Brock, and 
J. ©. McKee, trustees of Laurel Seminary—to the Committee 
on War Claims. . 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William T. Gullett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of New Jersey 
State Horticultural Society, for minimum duty on green and 
dried apples by German Government-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of New Jersey State Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, for regulation of child labor in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Monday Afternoon Club, Passaic, N. J., for 
national forest reserve—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Louis Miller (previously referred to Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of National Business League, fer 
legislation for commercial improvement by improving consular 
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Business League, for improvement 
of land laws of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. A 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Merchants’ Association. of San 
Francisco, for bill H. R. 21671, for construction of fifteen sub- 
marine boats for coast defense—to the Committee on Nayal Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
Nef of Thomas W. Quine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of National Business League, for improvement ` 
of consular seryice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance, against the Dill- 
ingham bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of E. M. Youtz, against amendment to copyright 
bill affecting photographs in newspapers—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, petition of National Business League, for improvement 
of land laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Youngstown Chamber of Commerce, for in- 
crease of salaries of clerks in the postal service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George Hoell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of New York, for pas- 
sage of House bill 17346, to increase the efficiency of artillery of 
the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Theo. F. Adkin, Rochester, N. Y., for the 
Crumpacker bill (fraud order)—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Adolph C. Hottenroth, for legislation to im- 
prove the currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Robert S. Waddell, against the Dupont pow- 
der trust—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Louis Calais, for appropriation of $50,000,000 
annually for deep waterways—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Cincinnati ex-prisoners of war, for pension 
bill S. 3195 and Dalzell bill in House—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of New Immigrant Protective League, against 
the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. = 

Also, petition of Woman’s Republican Club, for House bill 
17562, for inyestigation into woman’s work—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob Hartman, 
Jeremiah Burke, and William Lewis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Samuel H. Sipsbey, for amendment to copy- 
right law favorable to photographic work in newspapers—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of members of Lawton Camp, Span- 
ish War Veterans, of Bay City, Mich., for restoration of the 
Army canteen—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Tri-City Labor Congress, for 
investigation of conditions of child labor—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of George C. Clegg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for 
increase of pension for Absolom Sirley—to the Committee on 
Pensions. > 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension to George W. 
Holiand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORÐ of Pennsylvania: Petition of National Busi- 
ness League, for improvement in land laws—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of National Business League, for improved con- 
sular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. H. Winstead and Thomas J. Lawson—to the Committée on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Elijah W. Ad- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of National 
Business League of Chicago, for permanent consular improve- 
ment and commercial enlargement—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Adolph C. Hottenroth, John Hafen, S. Feust, 
and Judson G. Wall, of New York, for immediate currency re- 
form—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of National Business League of Chicago, for 
the conservation of the. public domain, ete.—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Lodge No. 453, Brotherhood 
of Railway Trainmen, indorsing Senate bill 5133, for restric- 
tion of hours of labor on railways—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Gunpowder Agricultural Club, of Baltimore 
9 8 Md., for parcels-post system to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. . 

By Mr. POLLARD: Petition of board of directors of the Lin- 
coln Commercial Club, for the Wilson bill for increase of sal- 
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aries of all postal clerks in first and second class offices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Associa- 
tion, for legislation favorable to simplified spelling—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Petition of cotton raisers 
of Louisiana, for the Heflin antibucket-shop bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REID: Papers to accompany claim of Winfield S. 
Jennings for supplies taken during war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Philadelphia Association of 
Union Ex-Prisoners of War, requesting that the bill drawn in 
their behalf and offered at the last session of Congress be 
f. ri reported by the committee—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, petition of William H. Dow, against amendment in copy- 
right bill relative to photographs in newspapers—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petition of citizens of Hot 
Springs, relative to an act conferring jurisdiction on United 
States commission at Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Zerelda P. 
Allen and estates of William B. Pod and Mrs. Mollie Amanda 
5 ap Jefferson County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of National Business League, for 
revision of the public-land laws—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, resolutions of National Business League, for consular 
improvement and commercial enlargement—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, to increase the efficiency of the artillery of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Adolph ©. Hottenroth, 
John Haffen, S. Feust, Judson G. Wall, of New York, for im- 
mediate currency reform—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of National Business League, of Chicago, Ill., 
for permanent consular improvement and commercial enlarge- 
ment—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Business League, of Chicago, IIL, 
for the conservation of the public domain, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary Johnson, George W. Irwin, and Sebastian Gerhardt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of citizens of Indian Terri- 
tory, asking improvement of upper Red River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 24034 granting increase 
of pension to Mary I. Banta—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolution of constitutional convention of new State of 
Oklahoma, asking improyement of upper Red River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Dennison Board of Trade and city council 
and citizens of Colbert, Ind. T., in behalf of improvement of 
upper Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Daily Advocate, of Paris, Tex., against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of the Daily Sun, Jackson, Tenn., 


against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of Woodward Carriage Company, 
asking for settlement of claim for loss of horse in Department 
of Agriculture—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Isaiah Biddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Tri-County Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolution of Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of New York, indorsing Senate bill 4403—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of Seymour, Conn., 
against the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Trades Council, New Haven, Conn., for ship- 
subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of New England Waterworks Association, 


against reduction of $50,000 appropriation for Geological’ Sur- 
yey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Coombs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Alabama, 
sy at ed passage of bill H. R. 21400—to the Committee on Nava 

rs. . 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of heirs of Charles H. Foy—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of estate of B. L. Rob- 
inson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Camp Henry W. Lawton, 
Army of Philippines, Detroit, Mich., for House bill 18276 (badges 
= service in Philippines)—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of New Jersey State Horti- 
cultural Society, for minimum duty on dried and green apples 
by German Government—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New Jersey State Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, for regulation of child labor in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Thomas Smith et al., 
Niagara Falls, N. V., against proposed amendment to copyright 
bill—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. WEEMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
W. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of The Reporter, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition-of State Camp of New York, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Wisconsin State Federation of Labor, against 
ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Sheboygan Association of Stationary Engi- 
neers, against increased postage on trade and technical papers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of American Pilots’ Association, against bill 
H. R. 5281 (pilotage bill)—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of International Seamen’s Union of America, 
against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. s : 

Also, petition of National Camp, Patriotic Order Sonssof 
America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Mr. WELBORN: Petition of citizens of Springfield, Mo., 
fayoring enlargement of powers of Hague peace conference—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: Resolution of New Jersey State Federation 
of Women’s Clubs, in favor of regulating child labor in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Michigan National Guard, Mon- 
roe, Mich., asking the reestablishment of the Army canteen—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 15, 1907. 


Prayer by Rev. JoHN Van SCHAICK, Jr., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CuLBEerson, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approyed. 


ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the peti- 
tion of John Wadsworth for the removal of restrictions upon 
the alienation of his allotment in the Quapaw Agency, Ind T.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior transmitting a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, together with the draft of proposed 
legislation in the matter of issuing a patent in fee simple to 
Frank Beaver, Peoria allottee No. 60, Quapaw Agency, Ind. T.; 
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which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
D. M. CARMAN, MANILA, P. J. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War transmitting, in further re- 
sponse to a resolution of December 17, 1906, a letter from the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army, making certain corrections 
in a previous report transmitted by him relative to the claims 
of D. M. Carman, of Manila, P. L, arising out of his contracts 
with the Department for lighters, cascos, or other means of 
transportation in the Philippines, etc.; which, with the accom- 
perying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordvred to be printed. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, recommending certain 
legislation authorizing the inspection of tribal records of the 
Five Civilized Tribes at any time by the Secretary of the In- 
terior or his legal representative, and providing a penalty for 
refusal, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. : 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION MAIL MATTER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a statement of the mail matter en- 
tered at the Washington City post-office under the penalty privi- 
lege by the Smithsonian Institution and its bureaus from July 
1 to December 31, 1906, inclusive ; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF CHESAPEAKE AND POTOMAC TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company of the 
District of Columbia for the year 1906; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills with amendments; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 6364. An act to incorporate the National Child Labor Com- 
mittee; and 

S. 6578. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amenda- 
tory thereof approved June 20, 1906. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R.9976. An act to provide for the appointment of an ad- 
ditional district judge in and for the southern district of the 
State of Ohio; 

H. R. 17624. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
section 4405 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1905; 

H. R. 19568. An act vacating Alexander place and Poplar 
street in the subdivision of a part of a tract called Lineoln, 
District of Columbia, and vesting title in the present owner; 

H. R. 20990. An act to create a new division of the southern 
judicial district of Iowa and to provide for terms of court at 
Ottumwa, Iowa, and for a clerk for said court, and for other 


purposes ; 

H. R. 23201. An act to amend the act approved March 1, 1905, 
entitled “An act to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘An act re- 
lating to the Metropolitan police of the District of Columbia,’ ap- 
proved February 28, 1901;” 

H. R. 23218. An act to authorize the Kentucky and West Vir- 
ginia Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork 
of Big Sandy River at or near Williamson, in Mingo County, 
W. Va., to a point on the east side of said river in Pike County 
Ky. ; 

H: R. 23219. An act to authorize Majestic Collieries Company, 
of Eckman, W. Va., to construct a bridge across Tug Fork of Big 
‘Sandy River, about 24 miles west of Devon, W. Va., a station on 
the Norfolk and Western Railway ; 

H. R. 23556. An act prohibiting the purchase or procurement, 
sale, gift, or disposition, of intoxicating liquors to minors by 
unlicensed persons; and 

H. R. 24047. An act to authorize Chapter No. 376 of the 
Daughters of the American Reyolution to erect a fountain on 
the property of the United States at Paducah, Ky. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the Howes 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 14811. An act to authorize George T. Houston and Frank 
B. Houston to construct and operate an electric railway over the 
national cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss. ; and 

H. J. Res. 214. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 
16,000 copies of Senate Document No. 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, 
second session. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the confer- 
ence of the foreign mission boards of the United States and 
the Dominion of Canada, praying for an investigation into 
the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of 101 citizens of Pennsboro, 
W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Troy, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for a reclassification and increase in the salaries of 
clerks in all first and second class post-offices; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel Stephen Y. Seyburn 
Camp, No. 13, United Spanish War Veterans, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to repeal the 
present anticanteen law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of John T. Ryan, of the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation 
for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of 
the Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 598, 
Patrons of Husbandry, North Manlius, N. X., remo) ating 
against the enactment of legislation providing for the free 
distribution of seeds and plants; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Delanson, N. Y., and a petition 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Delanson, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Burke; of Helen A. Palmer, of Plattekill; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Yorkshire; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Cortland, and of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Malone, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented the petition of John Crotty, of 
Texas, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of 
Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Vol- 
unteers; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURKETT presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 6071) granting an increase of pension to George W. Pat- 
ton; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Dark Tobacco Planters’ 
Protective Association, of Tennessee, Kentucky, and Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the tax on 
leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of 255 citizens of Surprise, Nebr., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Am- 

boy, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
. Mr. BLACKBURN presented a paper to accompany the bill 
(S. 5319) for the relief of Joseph E. Lindsey, surviving partner 
of John Lindsey & Son; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5265) for 
the relief of C. B. Kinnett ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5274) for 
the relief of the estate of John H. Seebold, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Charles F. Wonson, of 
the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legis- 
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lation for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers 
of the Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Dorset and Rupert, in the State of Vermont, praying for an in- 
vestigation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of Arthur D. Wyatt, of Brat- 
tleboro, Vt., remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
amendments to the present copyright law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PENROSE presented the petitions of George W. Earl, jr., 
George C. Clegg, Mary E. Clark, Robert C. Q. Clark, and Robert 
S. Hansburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 


enactment of legislation for the relief of Joseph V. Cunning- 


ham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Joint Executive Committee 
on the Improvement of the Harbor of Philadelphia and the 
Delaware and Schuylkill Rivers, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
that an appropriation be made providing for a survey of the 
Delaware River for the purpose of securing a channel of ade- 
quate width and 35 feet in depth at mean low water from that 
city to the sea; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Shunk, Pa., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7768) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo P. Mann, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7034) to incorporate the International 
Sunday School Association of America, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 7214) respecting proceedings in 


the courts of the United States in the western district of the 
State of Missouri, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7147) to amend section 2536 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to assistant appraisers at the port of New 
York, and further defining their powers, duties, and compensa- 
tion, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7146) to provide for the compensation of the appraiser 
of merchandise at the port of New York, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. T800) to authorize 
the Norfolk and Western Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Potomac River at or near Shepherdstown, 
W. Va., asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce; which 
was agrced to. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7271) for the relief of Rathbun, Beachy & 
Co., reported it without amendment. 


ADDITIONS TO ROCK CREEK PARK, 


Mr. SCOTT. I am directed by the joint committee authorized 
hy section 25 of an act to increase the limit of cost of certain 
public buildings, ete., to take into consideration the advisability 
of purchasing a proposed addition to Rock Creek Park, the so- 
called “ Meridian Hill site,” the so-called “ Carpenter and Penn- 
sylvania Avenue Heights tracts,” and the so-called “ Montrose 
tract,” on Georgetown Heights, for park purposes, to submit a 
report. I ask that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to lie on the 
table, and to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: ¢ 
To the Congress: 


The joint committee authorized by section 25 of an act to increase 
the limit of cost of certain public buildings, etc., to take into con- 
sideration the advisability of purchasing a proposed addition to Rock 
Creek Park, the so-called “ Meridian Hill site,” the so-called , Carpen- 
ter and Pennsylvania Avenue Heights tracts,” and the so-called“ Mont- 
rose tract,” on Georgetown Heights, for park purposes, beg leave to 
report as follows: 

Your committee has given much attention to the hearings held at 
various times before the District Committees of both Houses, and, after 
thoroughly examining the testimony presented, made a careful personal 
inspection of each of the propo ed sites. 

t found, in reference to the proposition for the purchase of the sọ- 


called“ Carpenter tract,” ‘that beyond the Eastern Branch of the Ana- 
cosita River there is no large public park, and that there is a popular 
demand and necessity for such a reservation. This tract Is beautifully 
located, covered with timber, and affords a magnificent view of the city. 
It contains about 140 acres and can be purchased at a much lower price 
now than in the future, 

The committee found that that section of the city formerly known 
as Georgetown is entirely lacking in parks, and are of the opinion that 
the Montrose tract, on Georgetown Heights, is the most desirable and 
reasonable in that locality. 3 

The proposed addition to Rock Creek Park runs along the western 
boundary of Rock Creek and extends up the valley of a small branch 
running approximately parallel to Massachusetts avenue. The valley 
of this branch is very deep, and the land abutting the creek is covered 
with a growth of large and beautiful trees. This land has been owned 
by two or three different estates, and up to the present time the prop- 
erty remains undeveloped. It comprises about 88 acres, and its Radi - 
tion to Rock Creek Park would be of great benefit not only to that 
section of the city, but to the beautification of the park itself. It is 
easy of access.and within a few years will undoubtedly be surrounded 
by quite a dense population. 

The acquisition of the land contained in Hall and Elban's subdivision, 
or Meridian Hill, is belleyed to be particularly desirable, About 10 
acres lie between Euclid street, Columbia avenue or Fifteenth street, 
W street or Florida avenue, and Sixteenth street extended. The res- 
ervation proposed is similar to the smaller reservations or parks now 
existing throughout the District of Columbia, such as Lincoln Park, 
1 Square, Franklin and Lafayette squares. There are no parks 
of this type north of Florida avenue nor south of Pennsylvania ave- 
nue, the 8 spaces nearest thereto being located about a mile 
from each of said sections. The territory surrounding it is being 
rapidly improved, and a park in the midst of one of the densely popu- 
lated portions of the city would demonstrate its utility as well as its 
beauty. In addition, this proposed reservation might also be utilized 
for governmental purposes, such as the construction of buildings, the 
laying out of gardens, etc. From the crown of the hill there is a 
commanding view of the city and the Potomac River. : 

For these reasons your committee are unanimously of the opinion 
that the bills now pending before Congress should be enact into 
laws. It is believed that the prices indicated are as good as can be 
secured and considerably less than they will be for many years to 
come. The Senate has already grace itself on record as favoring the 
procurement of these tracts, and it is hoped that the House will take 
similar action, 

N. B. Scorr. 


J. II. GALLINGER. 
Jo. C. S. BLACKBURN. 


RICHARD BARTHOLDT. 
E. C. BURLEIGH. 
J. II. BANKHEAD. 


INSANE ASYLUM IN OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. DICK. The bill (H. R. 18675) to ratify and confirm the 
acts of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, 
passed in the year 1905, relating to an insane asylum for the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and providing for the establishment and 
maintenance of an insane asylum for the Territory of Oklahoma 
at Fort Supply, in Woodward County, Okla., and making appro- 
priations therefor, was reported from the Committee on Terri- 
tories on a poll of the committee. For the purpose of making a 
formal report, I ask that the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DICK. I now report the bill back from the Committee 
on Territories favorably without amendment, and I ask for its 
present consideration. ; 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Sonore as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONFERENCE. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following order, which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the report of the Commissioner for the United States 
on the International Prison Commission of the proceedings of the 


seventh International Prison Conference, held at Budapest, September 
3-9, 1906, be printed as a dotument, 


PUBLIC DOCUMENTS FOR THE PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. PLATT. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 
19754) to provide for the distribution of public documents to 
the library of fhe Philippine government at Manila, P. L, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It directs the superintendent of documents to supply 
one copy of each document delivered to him for distribution to 
State and Territorial libraries and designated depositories to 
the library of the Philippine government, in the city of Manila, 
P. I.; and the Public Printer is directed to print, bind, and 
deliver to the superintendent of documents the extra number of 
documents required to comply with this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 7819) granting a pension to 
Joseph Logsdon ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
cusp on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7820) granting an increase of pension to anou 
B. Cravens; 

A bill (S. 7821) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Cummings; and 

A bill (S. 7822) granting an increase of pension to William 
N. Bronson. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 7823) for the relief of the 
estate of Evelina V. Busby (née Blackman), deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7824) authorizing the 


extension of Forty-fifth street NW.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 7825) granting an increase 
of pension to Garrett Rockwell; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 7826) for the relief of 
the heirs of John R. Elliott; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7827) permitting the build- 
ing of a railway bridge across the Mississippi River in Morrison 
County, State of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7828) to authorize the 
extension and enlargement of the post-office building in the city 
of Fremont, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WHYTE introduced a bill (S. 7829) to amend sections 
190, 193, and 194 of the Code of Law for the District of Co- 
lumbia in relation to the coroner of the said District and inqui- 
sitions before him; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 7830) granting an increase 
of pension to Wilbur A. Stiles; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7831) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Grandaw; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 7832) for the relief of 
Samuel P. Martin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 7833) for the ex- 
tension of School street NW., District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

. He also introduced a bill (S. 7834) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to divide the judicial 
district of North Dakota,’ approved April 26, 1890,” approved 
June 29, 1906; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 7835) granting an increase of 
pension to Zachariah T. Houseman; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7836) for the relief of David W. 
Stockstill ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 7837) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia, regulating proceedings 
for condemnation of land for streets ;” which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 7838) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ole Gunderson; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill. (S. 7839) granting to Peter 
MeMillen and Lewis L. Allen the right to bring suit in the Court 
of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 


y A bill (S. 7840) granting an increase of pension to Lewis A. 
owne; 

A bill (S. 7841) granting an increase of pension to Frank De 
Noyer; and 

A bill (S. 7842) granting an increase of pension to E. C. 
Stevens. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 7843) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac Oakman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7844) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Royal B. Bentley; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 7845) granting a pen- 
sion to Lola B. Hendershott and Louise Hendershott; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7846) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Louis Kahn; 

A bill (S. 7847) to reimburse A. J. Caufman, of Girard, Erie 
County, Pa., in the sum of $300, together with interest thereon 
from October 16, 1862, for soldier furnished United States, be- 
ing the amount paid by him to one Charles Morton, as a sub- 
stitute; and 

A bill (S. 7848) for the relief of the Corn Exchange National 
Bank, of Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 7849) granting thirty days’ leaye of absence with 
pay each year to members of the Metropolitan police of the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 7850) to construct a road along the south bank of 
the Anacostia River. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7851) for the relief of 
J. M. Bloom; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7852) to amend section 1754 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committe on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred. to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7853) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Keniston ; 

A bill (S. 7854) granting a pension to George W. Schmidt, or 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 7855) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Brewer (with accompanying papers) ; 

k A bill (S. 7856) granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
mith ; 

A bill (S. 7857) granting an increase of pension to Orlando 
Dieffenbach ; 

A bill (S. 7858) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
A. Wehr (with accompanying paper) ; 


A bill (S. 7859) granting an increase of pension to Christian 


Paul; 

A bill (S. 7860) granting an increase of pension to Ignatz 
Gresser ; 

A bill (S. 7861) granting a pension to Hannah Tomlinson; 

A bill (S. 7862) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Loughner (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7863) granting an increase of pension to John 
Manley ; 

A bill (S. 7864) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Gross (with accompanying papers) ; 

Apu (S. 7865) granting an increase of pension to Emily S. 
Beale; 

A bill (S. 7866) granting an increase of pension to John 
Moore (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7867) granting an increase of pension to Robert R. 
Beatty (with an accompanying paper) ; ; 

A bill (S. 7868) granting an increase of pension to Roderick 
Frazier; ‘ 
1805 bill (S. 7869) granting an increase of pension to John 

urns; 

A bill (S. 7870) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Bennington ; 

A biil (S. 7871) granting a pension to Catharine C. Hayes; 
coe (S. 7872) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert II. 

eck; 

A bill (S. 7873) granting a pension to Ella K. Wolf; 
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A bill (S. 7874) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Keller (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7875) granting a pension to William Redman; 

A bill (S. 7876) granting a pension to Sarah Schafhirt; 

A bill (S. 7877) granting an inerease of pension to Thomas D. 
Marsh; and 

A bill (S. 7878) granting an increase of pension to Richard J. 
Gibbs (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. KNOX introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 83) authoriz- 
ing the building of dams and locks Nos. 1, 2, and 3 in the 
Youghiogheny River, Pennsylvania; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. BRANDEGED (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 19003). for the 
allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved 
Mareh 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and 
to provide for the payment of French spoliation claims recom-- 
mended by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the acts 
approved January 20, 1885, and March 3, 1891, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $140,000 for the acquisition of about 16,000 acres of land 
adjacent to the military reservation at Fort Robinson, Nebr., 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $8,200 to pay certain Sioux Indians at the Rosebud 
Agency, S. Dak., for losses claimed to have been sustained by 
these Indians on account of property taken from them by the 
United States military authorities in the years 1876, 1877, and 
1878, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Ile also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,000 for completing the industrial and domestic building, ete., 
at the Indian school at Flandreau, S. Dak., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$6,000 for the erection of a laundry building at the Canton, S. 
Dak., Indian Insane Asylum, intended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask that there may be a reprint of the bill 
(S. 4403) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the im- 
migration of aliens into the United States,” approved March 3, 
1903, as amended by the House of Representatives and now in 
conference between the two Houses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks for the reprint of a bill. Is there objection? The Chair 
‘hears none, and it is so ordered. 


HENRY W. BLAIR. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 7337) granting a pension to Henry 
W. Blair. The bill was reported favorably from the Committee 
on Pensions yesterday. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “seventy-five” and 
insert fifty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the tsa pes and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
W. Blair, late lieutenant-colonel Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the amendment by sub- 
stituting “seventy-two dollars“ for “fifty dollars.” I think 
this is a case that does not need any argument, so I will leaye it 
to the Senate. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that Senate resolution 208 be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution indicated by the Senator from Ohio, which will 
be stated. : 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 208, directing the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to investigate the Brownsville (Tex.) 
affray, ete. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, yesterday when I yielded the 
floor I was in the midst of a colloquy with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon], with whom I agree in part, but with 
whom I am compelled in part to disagree. I would not 
minimize, and never have consciously, the power of Congress, 
nor would I exaggerate in anywise the power of the Executive, 
My proposition—and I do not intend to spend much time upon 
it—concedes to Congress the full power which I think it pos- 
sesses under the Constitution with reference to the Army, and 
it is very large, of course. 

is given power to raise and maintain armies and to 
provide a navy. The size of the Army is entirely for Congress 
to determine. The character of the Army as to different 
branches of the service is entirely for Congress to determine. 
The grade of officers and the number of officers are for Con- 
gress to determine. The oath of enlistment, the contract of en- 
listment are for Congress to determine. The duration of the 
term of enlistment is for Congress to determine. The pay and 
all that is for Congress to determine. The establishment of ~ 
military tribunals, the definition of military offenses, the method 
of military trials, and the punishment that is to be administered 
are for Congress to determine. Congress determines where it 
mn have military posts and where it will not, in time of peace, 
at least. 

Congress may reduce the Army and provide for the muster 
out of officers, as it has often done, and may provide for the dis- 
charge of enlisted men, as it has always done, and which is al- 
ways a part of the contract of enlistment. Congress can not 
make a contract for service in the Army with an officer, or, I 
think, with an enlisted man, which would be a contract pro- 
tected by the Constitution of the United States against the 
power of the same or a succeeding Congress to reduce the Army, 
muster out officers, and discharge enlisted men. 

See Crenshaw v. United States, Mr. Justice Lamar (134 U. S. 
99). 

The power of Congress to make rules for the “government and 
regulation” is a large one, but it is manifestly to be exercised 
in the manner clearly indicated by the clause itself. 

I can not agree with the Senator from Georgia that the Com- 
mander in Chief, either in time of peace or war, is under the 
supreme control of Congress. The Constitution need not have 
made the President the Commander in Chief. Wisely, however, 
it did so, combining with executive power the power of com- 
mand. It is conceded by the distinguished Senator-from Ohio 
that in the absence of Congressional rules the President as 
Commander in Chief, the Congress having raised and appropri- 
ated money for the support of an army, but having failed to make 
rules for its government would, er necessitate rei, have the 
power to make those necessary for the government of the Army 
and Navy. That would not be simply because of necessity, I 
think, but because the Constitution has made the President 
Commander in Chief without defining the functions. This in- 
volves the power to do those things which inhere in the office 
or are n to the discharge of the duties of the office. 

The Constitution is to be read as a whole, and provisions pari 
materia are to be read together, each in the light of the other. 
No clause in the Constitution is to be so construed as to destroy 
another clause or clauses. 

Now, I admit the power of Congress over the subject of enlist- 
ment. I admit Congress may say properly that no enlisted man 
shall be discharged before the expiration of his term of enlist- 
ment except upon the finding of a board of officers. I admit that 
the Congress may provide that no man shall be reenlisted unless 
his service during the preceding term was honest and faithful. 
This is one of the “rules” made by Congress now in force. I 
admit that Congress might provide—it would not—that men 
who shall have been dishonorably discharged by sentence of 
court-martial may be reenlisted in the Army upon making sat- 
isfactory proof to a board or complying with such others terms 
as the Congress might provide as showing changed bthayior. 

But there must be a distinction between the words “ Congress 
may make rules for the government and regulation of the land 
and nayal forces” and the words “ Congress shall govern the 
land and naval forces.” The one would make the power to gov- 


ern absolute; the other is restrictive as to the manner in which 
the governmental power of Congress sball be exercised. I re- 
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peat on the point a few sentences already read, which certainly 
declare the law. 


It is true_that the Constitution has conferred upon Congress the 
exclusive power “to make rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces; that the two powers are distinct; neither 
can trench upon the other; the President can not, under the disguise 
of military orders, evade the legislative regulations by which he in 
common with the Army must be governed, and Congress can not in the 
disguise of “rules for the government” of the Army impair the author- 
ity of the President as Commander in Chief. (28 Court of Claims, 
221.) 


Mr. FORAKER. ‘Will the Senator give the citation? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is 28 Court of Claims, the Swaim case, 
page 221. In that case it was held, and affirmed by the Supreme 
Court, that the President by virtue of his function as Com- 
mander in Chief may order a general court-martial. z 

Now, Mr. President, is there no function that is not subject 
to the control of Congress inyolyed in the designation “Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States?’ 
I have never heard it denied until yesterday that the assignment 
of officers to particular commands and the disposition of troops 
throughout the country was not a part of the power of command, 
and I was amazed that a lawyer of the great ability of my 
friend from Georgia should suggest—I do not know that he 
would contend for it—that Congress can provide that a par- 
ticular officer shall be assigned to a particular troop or that 
where a regiment or a company has been assigned by the Com- 
mander in Chief to a particular State Congress can by reso- 
lution, which has the effect of law, countermand that order. 
If that is correct, it may fix the designation or location to which 
that command shall be transferred. I never heard it suggested 
before, Mr. President, that as commander of the Army and 
Navy the President has not the power to send the war ships 
hither and yon as in his judgment is best for the country and 
the people. 

The President, as Commander in Chief, acting through the 
Secretary of War, having lawfully assigned a colored battalion 
or a coiored regiment to Texas for duty, Congress could not 
constitutionally pass a resolution revoking that order, or, if it 
had been executed, requiring the President to transfer those 
troops from ‘fexas to some other State. If the intense con- 
struction which the Senator from Georgia puts upon the word 
government“ in this clause is the law, the Constitution did not 
constitute the President Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy, but constituted him the Adjutant-General of the Congress, 
and gaye him no power to issue a military order in time of peace 
not revocable and supplantable by a joint resolution of Congress. 

Pomeroy says of the powers of the Commander in Chief, 
inter alia, on page 472: = 

The President's duties in respect to these various subjects may thus 
bė clearly defined and controlled by the legislature— 

Indicating matters of Congressional jurisdiction with which 
I agree— 

But in time of peace he has an independent function. He com- 
mands the Army and Navy; Congress does not. He may muke all 
dispositions of troops and officers, stationing them now at this post, 
now at that; hé may send out naval vessels to such parts of the world 
as he pleases; he may distribute the arms, ammunition, and supplies 
in such quantities and at such arsenals and depositories as he deems 
best. this is a work of ordinary routine in time of peace, and is 
probably left, in fact, to the Secretaries of War and of the Navy and 
to military officers high in command. 

The inevitable effect of the construction contended for by the 
Senator must lead to its rejection. If the power of Congress 
over the Army and over the Commander in Chief of the Army 
is as broad as he suggests, there is no order in time of peace 
which the President can make himself or through the Secre- 
tary of War which can not be countermanded or set aside by 
an act of Congress dealing solely with that order. If the Com- 
mander in Chief makes a lawful order discharging A. B. from 
the Army for the good of the service, he or some friend appeals 
to a Senator or Member of Congress to introduce and work for 
the passage of a joint resolution restoring A. B. to the Army, 
or, in effect, reyoking the order of the Commander in Chief. 
It would be contended that a stigma had been put unjustly 
upon this man; that he had been discharged from the Army 
without a hearing; that he had been denied the right, which 
all men should haye, to a “day in court.” There would be no 
limit to the cases in which Congress would be asked to sit as a 
court of appeals for the review of errors committed by the Com- 
mander in Chief in individual cases and to set them aside. All 
through the Army the Congress, not the Commander in Chief, 
would be the ultimate power in the minds of enlisted men, 
and if anything can be imagined which would be destructive 
of discipline in the Army it would be such a system. Does 
-the Senator think that an order lawfully made by the Com- 
mander in Chief, discharging without honor A. B., could be re- 
yoked by the Congress. 

Mr. BACON. I do not want to interrupt the Senator; I did 


not expect to take any part in this debate; I am agreeing with 
the Senator upon the conclusion he reaches; but I am simply 
differing from him as to the particular road over which he 
travels to reach it. But as the Senator directs himself to me so 
pointedly in the inquiry he has just propounded, without under- 
taking to go into any general discussion of the matter—which I 
am sure he recognizes would be improper and which I would not 
desire to do at this time—I simply call his attention, in re- 
sponse to the inquiry directly addressed to me by the Senator 
himself, to the fact that I presume he has in innumerable 
instances voted to correct the military record of soldiers who 
have been convicted by courts-martial of desertion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. And correcting their record by name, legislat- 
ing directly upon the point. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. : 

Mr. BACON. Of course, the Senator will excuse me from 
elaborating or answering at large; but I simply suggest the 
possibility that that may be a reply to the inquiry propounded to 
me by the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, there can be no ques- 
tion but that would not be a rule for the regulation and goy- 
ernment of the Army. 

Mr. BACON. No; but, as I understood the Senator, his in- 
quiry was addressed to the point whether or not Congress 
could legislate as to the particular individual, regarding anything 
which had been done by the direct order of the President. An 
order of a court-martial is under the authority of the President; 
and when a man is discharged by the judgment of a court-martial, 
he is practically discharged by order of the President. The 
inquiry of the Senator was, whether or not Congress could by 
legislation directly-overturn the order of the President dis- 
missing a man. It can overturn the order of a court-martial 
and restore a man to the rolls with honor, and make him 
eligible to draw a pension. It seems to me that that probably 
would be a ease such as the Senator suggests. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President. There are a great many 
cases, thousands of them, cases that occurred during the war, cases 
as to officers and cases as to enlisted men, having nothing what- 
ever to do with the current discipline of the Army, cases in 
which, during the excitement and the haste and the tumult of 
war, injustice has been done to soldiers, dishonorable discharges 
and dismissals from the Army by the President, and all that, in 
which Congress has afforded relief. But Congress has never 
passed an act upon the theory that it restored those men to the 
Army; that it made void the act of the President or the act of 
the court-martial. 

Mr. BACON, I think that was done in the case of General 
Fitz-John Perter. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the case of the naval cadets who had 
been dismissed by a court-martial, ard as to whom we acted a 
year or so ago, they were not eligible under the law to reentry in 
the Naval Academy, and we passed a bill authorizing the Presi- 
dent, in his discretion—thus removing the bar which Congress 
itself had imposed upon a reenlistment except for good and 
faithful service—authorizing the President to reappoint those 
men to the Naval Academy. So in the case of Fitz-John Porter. 
Mr. President, there was no attempt to review or to set aside 
the sentence of the court-martial or the order discharging him 
pursuant to its sentence. That was not reviewed, except for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether Congress would authorize 
the President to reappoint him. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Did not the President veto the Fitz-John Porter 
bill on the precise ground that Congress had no power to compel 
bim to appoint any given man? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; the bill was yetoed—unquestionably. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts if he will not kindly repropound the in- 
quiry? I did not hear it. 

Mr. LODGE. I said that President Arthur had vetoed the 
Fitz-John Porter bill on the ground, as I recall it, that Congress 
had no right to compel him to appoint any man by name. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Which view has been universally sustained ever 
since. Now, when we wish to restore a man either to the Army 
or to the Navy we simply give the President discretion to do it 
if he chooses, and he need not do it if he does not want to. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. Now, if the Senator from Wis- 
consin will pardon me a moment 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. There is no doubt about the correctness of the 
statement of the proposition made by the Senator from Massa- 
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chusetts, but it has no relation whatever to the question. The 
absence of the right of Congress toname a man who shall be ap- 
pointed is dependent upon the clause of the Constitution which 
distinctly gives to the President of the United States the power 
of appointment both in civil and in military cases. It has no pos- 


sible relation to this question. But in the case of the soldier 
who has been convicted of desertion and whose disabilities are 
distinctly removed, there arises no such question. There is a dis- 
tinct proposition on the part of Congress to set aside that which 
had been determined by a court-martial under the authority of 
the President as Commander in Chief, not generally, but as to 
the distinct individual. It is done here every day; more often 
than I think it ought to be done. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think so, too. There have been too many, 
but they do not bring the men back into the Army. They do 
not impeach the validity of sentences of a court-martial, or of 
executed orders lawfully made. A man whose service has been 
lawfully terminated can hot again become a member of the Army 
except by reenlistment. That contract is at an end, and he can 
not become a member of the Army without a new contract. The 
bar of reenlistment might be removed by a general rule. I do 
not think it can be as to an individual case, or in individual 
cases similar to thousands of other cases. Of course Congress 
has absolute control over pensions. 

I have never heard it claimed that Congress could revoke a 
valid order discharging a man, and thereby bring him back into 
the Army, or require that the President should reenlist him. 

An act restoring these men or one of them to the Army would 
not in any sense whatever be a rule for the government and reg- 
ulation of the Army. It would be an order or edict revoking 
the order made by the President for their discharge. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the Senator from Georgia is correct, there is no order 
which the Commander in Chief may make under the Constitu- 


tion or the law which the Congress can not revoke and set. 


aside; and that is, I submit, a dangerous proposition. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. BACON. I repeat I do not desire to pursue the discus- 
sion, because I want the Senator to go on with his argument; 
but I desire simply to have my position correctly understood, 
and then I am perfectly willing for the Senator to combat it. 

The Senator says that it is a dangerous proposition that Con- 
gress has supreme control over the Army and over the Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army. I simply desire to state, in 
response to that, that to my mind there could be no more 
dangerous proposition than that the great power of the Army 
and of the Navy, with all of the men who are embraced in them, 
and all the power given by the consolidation of all of these 
men, with all of their arms and munitions at the will of one 
man—there could be, to my mind, no more dangerous propo- 
sition than that that immense power, that irresistible power, is 
in the control and under the power of any one man, free from 
the control of the lawmaking power of this Government. That 
is my proposition. 

So far as its discussion is concerned, of course that is mani- 
festly impossible in colloquy, and I shall endeavor, unless the 
Senator appeals to me very directly, not to interfere with the 
course of his argument. I am content with a statement in op- 
position to what he has stated as to what I consider the danger- 
ous proposition. I think just exactly the opposite to what he 
does as to where the danger lies. The danger does not lie in the 
control of Congress. No people were ever yet subjugated or had 
their liberty permanently overturned by a deliberative body. 
Many peoples have had them overturned and been subjugated 
when power was lodged in the hands of one man. 

If there was one single principle which was sought to be 
embodied in our Constitution, one single principle upon which 
republican government must rest for its security, it is that ab- 
solute power shall not be given to any one man, and if there 
is one influence which runs through the entire Constitution it 
is the influence which seeks to take away from any one man 
supreme power and put in the Congress of the United States, 
in the lawmaking power of the United States—which consists, 
as the Senator knows, both of the Congress and the President— 
all of that supreme power. As I said on yesterday, in allud- 
ing to the second division, I think it is, of the first article of 
the Constitution, all the great powers of government are enu- 
merated in that splendid delegation of power. In the powers 
delegated to Congress every royal power heretofore exercised 
by kings—let Senators analyze it and see whether or not I 
make too broad a statement—eyery solitary sovereign power 
theretofore exercised by kings, with the single exception of the 
pardoning power, was distinctly delegated to the Cougress with- 
out exception. 


If there is any possibility of doubt as to whether or not the 
construction the Senator puts upon it is correct—and of course 
there must be a possibility, or he would not contend for it; 
there must be a probability, or he would not contend for it 
to my mind there can be no question of the general purpose of 
the Constitution to put the power in Congress and not rest it in 
the power of any one man. If that were the purpose it would 
be defeated if the Constitution is to be construed so that the 
word “government” can be qualified, because if it can be 
qualified to one degree it can be qualified to another, and if it 
can be qualified it is a question as to who shall qualify it. The 
President? Then he can qualify it so as to say that while this 
particular element of government is within the Congress when 
it comes to the Army, there is another particular feature of it 
which belongs to him, and ultimately, as I said on yesterday, 
the whole thing can be chipped away until the power of Con- 
gress becomes a mere shadow, and the substance of it is in the 
Executive. I beg the Senator's pardon for intruding so long. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not look at the Senator again, for if 
I do he considers that I am attacking him or his views. 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Sosa SPOONER. I have heard the Senator make that speech 
ore. 

Mr. BACON. If I could make it well, if I could express the 
idea in my mind, I could not make it too often. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator always makes it well; but, Mr. 
President, it is absolutely inaccurate; it is in distinct contra- 
diction of the whole philosophy of this Government; it is in 
utter disregard of the Constitution itself and of the distribution 
by the Constitution of power. 

Absolute power in government in some degree has to be lodged 
somewhere. In our Government it is divided. The executive 
power, including power in respect of civil or military affairs, is 
given by the Constitution to the President, not to the Congress. 
The legislative power of the Government—and all lawyers know 
what that means—is giyen absolutely into the hands of Congress. 
The President has been given the power, when, in his judg- 
ment, it is wise, to say stop; to afford a locus pœniten- 
tie to the Congress—an opportunity to reconsider—but under 
the Constitution it is in the absolute power of Congress, not- 
withstanding the President's objections, after they have been 
considered, to enact the law without his signature. If there 
be not a sufficient number to override the veto of the Presi- 
dent, of course, the bill fails; but if it is the general sentiment 
of the Congress to enact a law, the President can not prevent it 
any more than the Congress, after the law has been enacted, can 
execute it. 

And so of the judicial power, Mr. President. That is “ vested 
in one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the Con- 
gress may from time to time ordain and establish.” The judicial 
power of the Constitution is beyond the reach of the Congress 
and of the Executive. Neither can exercise judicial func- 
tions. 

The validity of the President’s order of discharge can be 
tested any day. Any one of the 167 men who were discharged 
by this order can go into the Court of Claims and sue for his 
pay and test the question whether the President in ordering 
this discharge was beyond his lawful authority. It is a judi- 
cial function. Congress may properly only investigate with a 
view to changing existing rules for future operation. a 

In all these cases, Mr. President, except as to Members of. 
Congress, there is but one remedy for the abuse of power. 
That is a remeđy provided by the Constitution directly and in- 
directly, and it is the exclusive remedy. 

Congress can not remoye a judge of a “constitutional court” 
of the United States; the President can not remove a judge of 
a “constitutional court” of the United States. They can be 
impeached, but they can only be removed by the judgment and 
sentence of the men who sit in this Chamber, having taken an 
oath to act as judges. 

Each House is given the power to protect itself against cor- 
ruption in its membership, and that is a power that is absolute. 
It is not open to review by any other branch of the Government. 
It is beyond the reach of courts and Presidents. It is the power 
of expulsion. 

Great discretionary power has been given to the President 
of the United States. Early in the history of the Government 
the President was given the power to call into active service—I 
have referred to it before— > 

Whenever the United States shall be invaded— 

It dees not say when he thinks it shall be invaded— 


Whenever the United States shall be invaded, or be in imminent dan- 
fcr of invasion from any forei nation or Indian tribe, it shall be 
awful for the President of the United States to call forth such number 
of the militia of the State or States most convenient to the place of 

the scene of action, as he may judge necessary to repel such 
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The exercise of that power by the President was attacked 
upon the ground that there was no invasion, nor imminent 
danger of invasion. That is a tremendous power. 

Mr. BACON. That is a statutory power. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; it is a statutory power. 

Mr. BACON. I simply desire to say, for fear that I might be 

' misunderstood by those who did not hear me make the state- 
ment previously, that I entirely agree with the Senator that the 
President had the right to summarily discharge these troops. 
The only point of difference between the Senator and myself 
“is that the Senator thinks the President has that right as a 
constitutional power, which ‘can not be taken from him 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not claimed that. I am not obliged 
to claim that. 

Mr. BACON. I think that he exercises the power under the 
statutes and under the Army Regulations, passed in pursuance 
of statutory law. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is sufficient. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; I think it is amply sufficient. 

Mr. SPOONER. If he has lawfully exercised it. 

Mr. BACON. I think he has. 

Mr. SPOONER. If he has abused his power or usurped a 
power under circumstances for which he should be called to 
account, this is not the place to investigate it. 

Mr. BACON. Now, the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will leave that out. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has reached a point now on which 
I am not taking issue with him, and I have very grave doubts 
myself as to the contrary of what he states being true. I shall 
be very glad to hear from him on that line. 

Mr. SPOONER. Human agencies, of course, must be employed 
in human governments, and in all human agencies there is the 
weakness; common to humanity. The framers of the Consti- 
tution knew when they drew this instrument that power, abso- 
lute power, must be lodged somewhere. They lodged the 
power of pardon absolutely in the President, left it entirely 
to his discretion, not subject to restriction or review by the Con- 
gress or by the courts. That is a great power. It weuld be an 
awful power in bad hands—the power to let loose, if a President 
were insane enough, the vilest of murderers and the most dan- 
gerous of assassins, lawbreakers, all over the land. But the 
pewer was lodged with the Pregident, responsible only to public 
opinion for its exercise, and of course responsible in the manner 
provided by the Constitution for a corrupt exercise of it. 

There has never been much abuse of power by the President 
in this country from the civil or military standpoint. There 
has been as much by Congress. If my recollection serves 
me aright, I have heard great denunciation at times against the 
legislation of Congress in the reconstruction acts and in various 
acts which affected sections, and in the light of to-day we can 
all see action by the Congress which was unwise. The Congress 
is not perfect. It is not the embodiment of human wisdom in 
the aggregate. It makes mistakes that are hurtful to the 
people, but it is responsible only to the people, and its acts are 
to be set aside only by the tribunal appointed for the purpose 
under the Constitution. 

But, Mr. President, I pass from this phase of the subject, 
greatly regretting, notwithstanding its undoubted importance, to 
have spent so much time upon it. I have discussed it because 
it is the basis of my objection to the pending resolution, which 
is essentially a resolution to investigate the discharge of these 
men which was the act of the President. The distinguished 
Senator from Ohio has stated that he does not care merely for 
form of words, and his willingness to so remodel his amendment 
as that it shall provide for an investigation of the facts of the 
Brownsville affair without reference to the discharge of the 
enlisted men. There may be excellent reasons. oftentimes why 
Congress should investigate facts, solely for the purpose of as- 
certaining whether or not reason exists for changing existing 
laws for future operation either as to the Army or otherwise. 

Mr. President, I am not opposed to this investigation and 
have not been. I feally do not know of anyone who is. I would 
have been better satisfied if the President had ordered a court 
of inquiry or a board of officers, entitled under the statute to 
summon witnesses, to administer oaths, so that under the forms 
of judicial procedure, with examination and cross-examination, 
this matter might have been investigated and every method 
known to such procedure exhausted, in order that those who 


were guilty might be identified, thereby identifying also the |. 


innocent. But it is plain enough that the President had a right 
to choose the method. He could have chosen either of the 
former, or he could lawfully commit the investigation to the 
officials of the Army, which he did. I am not sure what any of 
us would have done in his place differently from what he did. 


Further inquiry into it is, at all events, without an investigation, 
probably impossible. 

If the President had not included in his order the provision 
forever disqualifying the discharged soldiers from reenlistment, 
its legal effect would have been the same, for section 2 of the 
act of August 1, 1804, volume 28, page 216, provides that 


Hereafter all enlistments in the * shall be for the term of three 
years, and no soldier shall be again ted in the Army whose service 
2 77 — ie last preceding — 2 of 5 has not been honest and 

a 


A discharge without honor, under article 4, by the proper au- 
thorities would be a bar under the statute to reenlistment. I 
think, therefore, that part of the order is merely declaratory of 
existing law, except, possibly, as to the use of the word “ for- 
ever.” Of course its use could not prevent the Congress from 
enacting a rule upon the subject of reenlistments which would 
include these men. I see no thepry upon which the validity of ` 
the portion of the order which attempted to forever or at all 
bar the discharged soldiers from serving in any civil capacity 
under the Government can be sustained. That disqualification 
could not be imposed upon conviction by a civil court, unless the 
law had provided it as part of the punishment. The message of 
to-day informs us that the President has reached that con- 
clusion and, with characteristic promptness, has revoked that 
part of the order. The prophecy of the Senator from Ohio, in 
his speech the other day, that the President would, if he be- 
came convinced that the order was in any respect invalid, 
promptly revoke it was well justified. 

POWER TO DISCHARGE. : 

Mr. President, I have proceeded upon the assumption that, 
barring the disqualification to which I have just referred, the 
order of the President was lawfully made, and I come now to 
the question whether the President possessed authority to dis- 
charge these enlisted men without honor. 

Of course it is true as to this case, as the Judge-Advocate- 
General decided in 1891, in the case of the Fourth Cavalry, then 
stationed at Walla Walla, that the President has no power to 
disturb the legislative organization of the Army. Congress has, 
in the exercise of an unquestionable power, settled that matter. 
It has. determined how many companies shall constitute a regi- 
ment of infantry and of cavalry and artillery, how many men 
shall constitute the maximum and the minimum of each; and 
this organization can not be changed except by Congress. If 
all the members of a company are destroyed it would not destroy 
the organization. It could be filled up by transfer or enlist- 
ment. There is no pretense that the President attempted to 
affect the organization. His order discharged without honor 
certain men, members of companies B, C, and D of the Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, serving at Brownsville, August 13, 1906. It did 
not embrace all the enlisted men of either company. It did not 
deal with organizations. 

Mr. MALLORY. He discharged the men. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; he discharged individuals. I presume 
by this time the organizations have been filled up. Men were 
ordered transferred from other companies, so as to give each 
company in the battalion its minimum, including those who were 
not discharged. 

Mr. President, the question of power turns altogether, I think, 
on the construction of article 4 of the Articles of War, as fo 
which able arguments have been made by Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber and by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Loner] on this side. I think he is the only Senator on this side 
of the Chamber who has spoken, aside from the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker], who, with his accustomed ability, has cer- 
tainly said all that can be said upon his side of the question. 

I do not care to repeat much of what has already been said, 
but to my mind it is a perfectly plain proposition that the 
President had lawful power, to be exercised in his discretion, 
not in yours or mine, to discharge these men n honor 
from the military service of the United States. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] showed that this 
article, in substance, has been in force as long as the Army 
of the United States under the Constitution, almost, has been 
in existence. I do not believe it will ever be repealed. I do not 
believe the time will ever come when the Congress will deal such 
a blow to the discipline of the Army as to deprive the Com- 
mander in Chief of the power to discharge from the service men 
whom he thinks ought not for the good of the service to remain 
in it. 

One man, without committing a court-martial offense, can de- 
moralize the discipline of a good part of a company. Senators 


who have been soldiers have known it to be done. He may be 


guilty of mischief, of things that are not cognizable by court- 
martial, exerting influence of one sort or another which renders 
it absolutely adverse to the public interest that that person shall 
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remain in the Army. I remember one such instance in my own 
experience. There are a great many times when the public 
interest requires the discharge of a man or more than one man 
from a company, and for reasons, too, which would not justify 
a dishonorable discharge, which would not justify a sentence by 
court-martial, and for reasons, sometimes, which might hardly 
justify a discharge without honor; but the public interest 
demands the severance of the man’s relation with the Army. 
The fourth article of war is as follows: 


No enlisted- man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the ‘service 
without a discharge in writing. 


That is absolute. Even a man sentenced by court-martial to 
be dishonorably discharged gets his discharge paper. No 
man,” it says; and the discharge is to be— 


signed by a field officer of the regiment to which he belongs, or by the 
commanding officer when no field officer is present, 


This follows: . 


and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man BEFORE HIS TERM 
OF SERVICE HAS EXPIRED, except by order of the President, the Secretary 
of War, the commanding officer of a department, or by sentence of a 
general court-martial. 


It is not necessary to discuss whether the President, as 
Commander in Chief, possesses inherent power to terminate 
the contract of enlistment. Some lawyers think he does. 
Others think he does not. I do not know. This language does 
not negative it. It is restrictive language. No one can give a 
discharge to an enlisted man before the expiration of his term 
of service except these named officials and a court-martial; and 
of course naming the two who, without this authority, could 
not do it, if they had not named the President it would seem as 
if it were an attempt to exclude him. 

So it stands now that the President, the Secretary of War, 
the department commander, or a court-martial can discharge 
an enlisted man from the service before the expiration of his 
term of service. Will some one tell me what limitation is 
put by that statute upon this power? The Senator from Ohio 
seems to think there is some. How and to what extent may this 
power to discharge enlisted men be exercised? The statute 
contains no limitation. It may be exercised as to one man or 
fifty men or a hundred and fifty men without violating any 
express or implied limitation in the statute. One looks in vain 
for any limitation upon the power. Will some one tell me what 
definition it makes as to the grounds upon which this power 
may be exercised? That also is left entirely without definition. 

Another part of the statute qualifies it to this extent, that no 
man shall be dishonorably discharged except by the last-named 
power—a court-martial. I am unable to find either in logic or 
in the statutes anything which abridges the discretion of the 
President, the Secretary of War, or the department commander 
in the exercise of this power. Perhaps it ought to be restricted. 
The Congress may conclude some time to define the grounds or 
reasons which shall regulate its exercise. I do not believe it. 
At all events, the Senator who asserts that there is a limitation 
as to the number or as to the grounds upon which the power 
may be exercised ought to point it out. It has not been done. 
It can not be done, in my opinion. 

The article uses the words “shall be given.” That might 
imply that this power is only to be exercised—and my good 
friend, the Senator from Ohio, has almost implied that—upon 
the request of the soldier. That will not answer, because no 
soldier ever “requests” to be sentenced by a court-martial, and 
this word “ given” applies also where the discharge is by sen- 
tence of a court-martial. 

The Supreme Court, in the case of United States v. Sweet 
(189 U. S., 471), had occasion to consider the meaning of the 
word “discharge,” in connection with travel pay, and also 
generally. Senators remember that it is provided by the Re- 
vised Statutes, section 1289, as amended by act of February 
27, 1877 (19 Stat. L., 243), that travel pay, etc., is allowed 
“when an officer is discharged from the service, except by way 
of punishment for an offense.” The same thing is provided as 
to enlisted men by section 1290, Revised Statutes. 

In this case a lieutenant from Minnesota, by the name of Sweet— 
he was a second lieutenant of volunteers in the Army—tendered 
his resignation and was honorably discharged October 15, 1898, 
having been mustered in at St. Paul, his residence being Minne- 
apolis, and he was not allowed travel pay. He sued for it in 
the Court of Claims, contending that under the statute every 
one discharged from the Army, officer or soldier, was entitled to 
the travel pay, unless he was discharged by way of punishment 
for a specific offense. The court held in the case, in accordance 
with the long-established rule of the Army, administered so 
long and so uninterruptedly as to have the force of law, that he 
was not entitled to travel pay because he had resigned. The 
court, through Mr. Justice Holmes, said: 

It follows that the only question is whether the meaning of the long- 
used phrase is too clear for almost equally long-established practice to 


control. It seems to us not to be so. It is quite true that In the 
military service the word “ discharge" Is the word applied to an order 
ending the service of an officer at his own request. But in other con- 
nections it conveys the notion of a movement beginning with the supe- 
rior and more or less adverse to the object, as, for instance, when we 
speak of discharging a servant. Usually it is a slightly discrediting 
verb. If it is taken in its ordinary meaning here, the exception in case 
of a discharge by way of punishment raises no difficulty, because a dis- 
charge on resignation is not within the meaning of the principal clause. 

And then they add that it is usual to state, as it is, on all 
discharges, ercept by way of punishment, that the soldier is 
entitled to travel pay. : 

I only read this with reference to any possible misconstruc- 
tion of the word “given.” The word “ discharge“ does not 
apply only to a discharge given on application, but is used as 
covering the whole ground where it is adverse and against the 
will of the soldier as well as where it is a favor to him. 

This power has long existed, often been exercised, and rarely, 
if ever, abused. At all events, it certainly exists, The Con- 
gress has treated this power as entirely discretionary. It did 
so by chapter 860 of the Thirty-first Statutes at Large, page 
708, which provides: 

That when the Secretary of War, in the ezercise of his discretion, has 
directed the discharge of any enlisted man of the regular or volunteer 
forces of the Army, and the orders or instructions “directin such dis- 
charge stated that such enlisted men were entitled to travel pay, such 
order or direction shall be sufficient authority for the payment to the 
soldiers of the traveling allowances provided for by section 1290 of the 
Revised Statutes, etc. 

This Congressional interpretation is confirmatory of the con- 
struction which the President and Secretary of War have placed 
upon it and for which we contend here, that it is an uncon- 
trolled one. It is left uncontrolled in the faith that it will not 
be abused, but it is not so left that even an abuse of it affects 
the validity of its exercise, subject to the limitation to which I 
have alluded. 

Mr. President, it will be observed that article 4 does not 
classify discharges. It covers the whole subject of discharges, 
honorable discharges, dishonorable discharges, discharges at 
expiration of term, discharges before expiration of term. It 
uses the word “ discharge“ in its generic sense. 

A discharge without honor, which is neither an honorable nor 
a dishonorable discharge, but rather midway between the two, 
is the creature of regulations established and promulgated by 
the Secretary of War, with the approval of the President. The 
classification which includes it has been in effect about fifteen 
years, with the acquiescence of Congress. I do not doubt its 
validity. I do not remember to have heard it questioned. 

I do not contend that the power of the President, directly or 
through the Secretary of War, to establish Army regulations 
is without limit. Such a proposition can not be maintained. 
The law upon the subject was declared by the Supreme Court, 
through Mr. Justice Harlan, in the case of The United States v. 
Symonds (120 U. S., 46), as follows: 

The authority of the Secretary to issue orders, regulations, and in- 
structions, with the approval of the President, in reference to matters 
connected with the naval establishment is subject to the condition, 
necessarily implied, that they must be consistent with the statutes 
which have been enacted by Congress in reference to the m: He 
may, with the approval of the President, establish regulations in exe- 
cution of, or supplementary to, but not in conflict with, the statutes 
defining his powers or conferring rights upon others. ‘The contrary has 
never been held by this court. What we now say is entirely con- 
sistent with Gratiot v. United States (4 How., 80) and Ex parte Reed 
(100 U. S., 13), upon which the Government relies, Referring in 
the first case to certain Army regulations and in the other to certain 
Navy regulations, which had been approved by Congress, the court 
observed that they had the force of law. (See also Smith v. Whitney, 
116 U. S., 181.) In neither case, however, was it held that such regu- 
lations, when in conflict with the acts of Congress, could be upheld. 

That these regulations are in execution of and supplementary 
to, but not in conflict with article 4 or any other statute seems 
to be plain. 

I have wished that the phrase “without honor” could be 
changed. I hive tried to think of some expression which would 
improve it. It is difficult to find one. Perhaps it can be done. 
This form of discharge evidently grew out of the Walla Walla 
affair, which occurred. in 1891 and was in many of its features 
much like the Brownsville affair. Hunt, a gambler, shot and 
mortally wounded at Walla Walla a soldier of the Fourth Cay- 
alry, a white man. He was arrested by the civil authorities 
and incarcerated in the jail. There was evidently great want of 
discipline in the command. (The colonel commanding at the 
time was afterwards tried by court-martial for neglect of duty, 
found guilty, and punished, for not having adopted proper safe- 
guards to prevent what occurred.) A party of enlisted men 
of the Fourth Cavalry, from thirty to fifty in number, on the 
evening of April 24, 1891, surrounded and demanded entrance 
to the jail, and by means of threats to blow it up induced the 
sheriff to unlock the door and permit them to enter. They took 
Hunt into the jail yard and shot him to death. They not only 
committed a murder, but invaded the peace and dignity and 
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violated the laws of, a State in which the force for the time 
was located. The matter was investigated by a board of officers 
conyened for the purpose. 

It was impossible to identify the men. President Harrison 
then ordered a court of inquiry consisting of three very distin- 
guished and experienced officers of the Army, each one of whom 
was a model soldier, to investigate and report upon the transac- 
tion—Brig. Gen. A. V. Kautz, Col. W. P. Carlin, a general during 
the war, and Col. Thomas M. Anderson, afterwards a general. 
With all their investigation they could not identify the men, and 
they knew how to investigate, and they understood the honor of 
the Army and knew what was essential to discipline and what is 
due from the soldier to the law. ` 

They recommended in their report, among other things, as 
follows: 

That in consideration of the fact that the enlisted men of the garri- 
son of Fort Walla Walla have withheld and neglected to give informa- 
tion which would lead to the identification of the soldiers implicated 
in the killing of A. J. Hunt, the court further recommends that a reason- 
able time be given to the officers and enlisted men of the four troo 
of the Fourth Cavalry at Fort Walla Walla, Wash. (A, C, D, and H), 
to surrender to the civil authorities for trial all the enlisted men guiity 
of the crime attempted on the night of April 23, 1891, and actually 
committed on the night of April 24, 1891; and if upon the expiration of 
such period the guilty parties aforesaid shall not have been delivered 
up for trial, that the four troops of the Fourth Cavalry named be, in 
such manner as may be for the interests of the service, disbanded. 

The Judge-Advocate-General advised that the recommendation 
to disband the companies or troops could not as matter of law 
be executed; that the Congress had provided that each regiment 
of cavalry should consist of a fixed number of companies, each 
company of a specified number of noncommissioned officers and 
privates. He advised that the President possessed authority to 
discharge all the men of the companies, enlisting others in their 
places, but that the discharge would be in law honorable as to 
the innocent and guilty alike; that the guilty could reenlist; 
that such a discharge would be a premium on crime. He ob- 
served, moreover, as to the demeanor of the members of the com- 
mand, as follows: j 3 

As to the demeanor of the enlisted force at Walla Walla, the com- 
ments of the court are fully borne out by the testimony in the record, 
It is also understood that these men had been similarly reluctant and 
secretive in their attitude toward the prosecuting officers, pona jury, 
etċ., in the civil proceedings. This standing mute is evidently the 
result in part of a consciousness of guilt and in part of a false esprit 
de corps. The guilt of those who took part in the killing of April 24 
is aggravated by the fact that Miller was living at the time, and their 
crime was clearly murder. The reticence of the rest—those who were 
cognizant of the violence committed, though not present—places them 
in a position equivalent or analogous to that of accessories after the 
fact. Their offenses, therefore, were of the gravest character. 

I do not stop to discuss the question whether an officer or an 
enlisted man who knows of the commission of a crime against 
the laws of a State by an enlisted man and withholds that 
knowledge is punishable before a court-martial. I think he is. 
It is not so written, but it is probably to be considered conduct 
prejudicial to good order and military discipline. 

But, Mr. President, whether punishable by court-martial or 
not, it is inherent in the contract of enlistment. It is essential 
to honest and faithful service. It is the duty of a soldier to 
maintain the honor of the corps. Self-respect requires a soldier 
to do it; loyalty to his organization and commander requires a 
soldier to do it; allegiance to and respect for law and order and 
good citizenship, all of which enter into it, require a soldier to 
do it. 

The situation is not at all to be compared with the pranks of 
college students and the college code of honor, which precludes 
one student from “telling on” others. Such pranks are almost 
always purely mischievous, sometimes annoying, but rarely ever 
harmful or brutal. They are generally pardoned by the publie 
because of the known tendency of young men banded together to 
make a noise and “have a time,“ and the refusal of one partici- 
pant to betray another is generally commended, not reprobated. 
But what, would be said of the conduct of a student who knew 
that one of his fellows had made a yiolent assault upon a girl, 
or had knocked down and robbed a roommate, or had done some 
other mean, cowardly, wicked thing and should conceal it? 

The distinction between the two, Mr. President, is as broad as 
the sea. In one there is a sort of honor, a spirit of comrade- 
ship that hurts nobody, that is born in manly boys. In the 
other there is not a sense of honor; there is not the sense of 
pride which should lead a right-thinking man to feel “I am dis- 
honored by this occurrence; my class and the college are de- 
graded by it; we must have him out from among us or our 
standard among ourselves is lowered and degraded, and by our- 
selves.” 2 

At that time there was no regulation which enabled the 
Government to discharge in the interest of the service the guilty 
and the innocent without honoring the guilty as well as the inno- 
cent on the one hand or dishonoring the guilty and the innocent 


on the other. That such an one was a necessity was clearly 
developed. So to meet such a case they adopted this regula- 
tion for the discharge without honor; and I venture to say, Mr. 
President, if the regulation had been in existence at that time 
and those four companies as individuals had been discharged 
without honor, the people of the United States would, without 
distinction of color, have applauded it as a proper exercise and 
a necessary exercise of discipline in the Army. I believe it. 

Paragraph 148, upon the subject, is as follows: 

Blank forms for discharge and final statements will be furnished by 
The 9 Secretary of the Army, and will be retained in the per- 
sonal custody of company commanders. Those for discharge will be of 
three classes: For honorable discharge, for dishonorable discharge, and 


for discharge without konor. They will be used as follows: 
1. The blank for honorable discharge when the soldier's service has 


been honest and faithful, in which case he would be entitled to char- * 


acter at least good. 
15 te blank for discharge without honor when a soldier is dis- 
charged; 

(a) Without trial, on account of fraudulent enlistment. 

(b) Without trial, on account of paving, become disqualified for sery- 
ice, physically or in character, through his own misconduct. 

íc) On account of imprisonment under sentence of a civil court. 

(d) Where the service has not been honest and faithful; that is, 
where the service does not warrant his reenlistment. 

(e) When discharge without honor is specially ordered by the Seo- 
retary cf Wer for anv other reason. ¢ 

3. The blank for dishonorable discharge, for dishonorable discharge 
by sentence of a court-martial or military commission. 


That latter (e) leaves the discretion with the Secretary of 
War, recognized by the statute to which I called attention a 
little time ago, just as the statutes left it, without limit. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] argues—and argues, of 
course, with sincerity—that the President violated the law in 
discharging these soldiers without honor without first giving 
them thirty days’ notice each, if possible, in accordance with 
paragraph 146, and an opportunity for investigation and deter- 
mination by a board as to the character which should be giyen 
the discharge. P 

The Senator found in that evidence of great concern—he em- 
phasized, I expect, that word a little—for the interest of the 
enlisted man by Congress. That regulation is not an act of 
Congress. It did not originate in Congress, as I recollect it, 
but was entirely the action of the President. Perhaps it was 
authorized. I have not examined the statutes to ascertain. . 

Mr. FORAKER. The regulations made by the President are 
authorized by act of Congress, and when the President and 
Secretary of War make new regulations and Congress ac- 
quiesces, the courts have held that that is the approval of Con- 
gress, s 

Mr. SPOONER. I know that. 

Mr. FORAKER. So that it is just as I stated, and I was 
careful to say that these regulations z 

Mr. SPOONER. But they were not enacted by Congress in 
the first place, x 

Mr. FORAKER. No; they were enactéd by Congress only in 
the sense that the President and the Secretary of War had pre- 
scribed these regulations by authority of Co 

Mr. SPOONER. Then what I said, that this concern for the 
enlisted man, this safeguarding of the enlisted man from in- 
justice by a company commander, originated in the War Depart- 
ment, the executive department of the Government, and not in 
Congress is accurate. I am not prepared to believe that the 
Congress, which is not brought into very close connection with 
the Army in its personnel, as a rule, has more care for or in- 
terest in the good of the enlisted men of the Army than the 
officers who command them—than the President and the Secre- 
tary of War. 

Upon what possible theory is it that the Senator from Ohio 
or any Senator can contend that paragraph 146 applies to the 
discharge of these enlisted men or that it is violated by the 
discharge of these enlisted men? Mr. President, the President 
is not above the law, and if Congress enacted these regulations 
he must be bound by them; but so long as they are regulations 
in force only because he made them, and Congress has not acted 
upon them, he is above them, for he can change them either as 
to individual cases or generally, provided only he does not 
violate an act of Congress. 

When a soldier is entitled to discharge, not by favor of ary 
one, but by virtue of his contract, he is entitled to have his true 
character as a soldier placed upon that discharge: It is impor- 
tant to him, very important to him, because it not only affects its 
value to him as a soldier and a man, something to be proud of or 
not, but it affects his right to reenlist, and it was a wise thing 
and a just thing for the President, through the Secretary of War, 
not to leave this matter of fixing the character of a soldier, when 
he was discharged at the end of his term, entirely to the man who 
has commanded him. There is pretty close daily contact between 
the captain of a company and his men. The captain of a com- 
pany and the lieutenants of a company get to know not only 
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each man by name, but to know each man through and through. 
It is a close relation, and it often happens that officers have 
more or less friction with the private soldier and the com- 


missioned officer. I know I found it so myself, My company 
commander had friction with me and I had friction with some 
men of my company; but I hope that if a man had been a good 
soldier, if his average had been good, I could not haye done him 
an injustice or have permitted my judgment in fixing his charac- 
ter as a soldier to be governed or affected by my prejudice. I 
may be mistaken, There is a danger of it. 

So it is provided by paragraph 146 that the character given 
on a discharge will be signed by the company or detachment 
commander, and great care will be taken that no injustice is 
done the soldier; that honest and faithful service shall entitle 
the soldier to character at least “ good;” that where the com- 
pany commander deems the service not honest and faithful he 
shall, if practicable, so notify the soldier at least thirty days 
prior to discharge. He shall notify at the same time the com- 
manding officer, who is in every case to convene a board of three, 
if practicable, to determine whether the service has been honest 
and faithful, before which board the soldier shall have a hear- 
ing. If the company commander is the commanding officer he 
is obliged to report the facts to the next higher commander, 
who will conyene the board. The finding of the board, when 
approved by the convening officer, is final. A discharge without 
honor can be given only on the approved finding of such board 
of officers. That is just, and therefore right. 

But, Mr. President, with all deference to the Senator from 

Ohio—and no one likes him better or more admires him—I can 
not see any foundation whatever for connecting this paragraph 
and the proceedings under it with the discharge of the soldiers 
of this battalion, or with any discharge under the last clause 
of article 4, by the President, the Secretary of War, etc. 
In the first place, Mr. President, no company commander; no 
regimental field officer unless he is commander of a depart- 
ment, can give an enlisted man a discharge at all before his term 
of enlistment has expired. That will not be disputed. The 
power to discharge can not be more explicit. 


No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the service 
without a discharge in writing, signed by a field officer of the regiment 
15 ihah be belongs, or by the commanding cflicer when no field officer 
s present, ` 


If there is a field officer, and a man is entitled to his discharge, 
it is to be signed by a field officer or by the immediate com- 
manding officer only when no field officer is present. 

Then, what follows? An absolute prohibition of the discharge 

of any man from the service before the expiration of the term 
of enlistment except by the President, by the Secretary of War, 
by a department commander, or by general court-martial. 
+ Analyzing the clause a little, Mr. President, how is it possible 
that the Senator from Ohio can be right in connecting para- 
graph 146 with a discharge under the last clause of article 4 
of enlisted men prior to the expiration of their term of enlist- 
ment? The character of a discharge by court-martial is irre- 
vocably fired by the court itself. Certainly the Senator from 
Ohio can not successfully contend that where a man is sentenced 
to dishonorable discharge, or to discharge without honor, by a 
court-martial, before he shall be given such a discharge the 
character is to be fired by his company commander or by a board 
of officers, under the provisions of paragraph 146, That, of 
course, is inconceivable. 

The power of the President, the Secretary of War, and the 
commanding officer of a department to discharge with honor or 
without honor involves a power equally with the court-martial 
to fir the character of the soldier, except that only the court- 
martial can dishonorably discharge, 

The term “ without honor” fires the character. How remark- 
able it would be to hold that where the President of the United 
States, in the exercise of his statutory authority, discharges a 


soldier, in his discretion, without honor, a company commander 


is to try again the question of character, notify the soldier that 
“without honor” will be put on his discharge, and, upon the 
demand of the soldier, a board of officers convened and to deter- 
mine whether the President was right in the character which he 
fixed for the discharge! Congress made article 4, the latter 
clause, applying to discharges before expiration of term, being 
without limit as to number or reasons. The Secretary of War, 
with the approval of the President, made the regulations, in- 
cluding paragraph 146. It is not possible, aside from other 
reasons, to suppose they intended to restrict themselves in a 
power given by Congress, or make their exercise of it subject to 
the approval of a captain or lieutenant commanding a company, 
or a board of regimental officers. It is manifest that paragraph 
146 applies to discharges at expiration of term of enlistment. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. Paragraph 146 does not require that the 
soldier shall make the demand. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know it. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator, then, 
hended what he was saying a while ago. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is right. 

Mr. MALLORY. It does not so require. I have it here in my 
hand. It expressly makes it obligatory upon the officer to notify 
the soldier, without any request from the soldier at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that is right, and it ought to be so. 
If I said otherwise, it was inaccurate. Just consider that a 
moment, Mr. President. The President, the Secretary of War, 
the department commander, a court-martial, and no one else, 
may discharge a man before the expiration of his term of 
enlistment. The President makes these regulations. The Presi- 
dent, in the exercise of that power, orders the discharge of a 
man from the service “ without honor.” What a situation would 
be necessarily involyed if the contention of the Senator from 
Ohio is correct! 

It has always been, so far as I know the rule, that where an 
entisted man or an officer has been dishonorably discharged from 
the service by sentence of a court-martial, there is put on the 
discharge the character fixed by the court-martial, and a reference 
is made in the discharge to the sentence of the court-martial. 
So, where the President or the Secretary of War or the depart- 
ment commander orders the discharge of a man “ without honor,” 
while the proper subordinate official signs the discharge, no 
function is left to him to determine the character of the 
discharge. They are commanded by a lawful authority at the 
head of the Army to discharge “ without honor.” They enter on 
the discharge papers the number and date, perhaps, of the spe- 
cial order. Any other theory would involve an absolutely gro- 
tesque situation. 

Higher tribunals sit in judgment upon the decisions of lower 
tribunals, but a lower tribunal does not sit in judgment on ap- 
peal from a higher tribunal. When the President or the Secre- 
tary of War or a department commander or a court-martial has 
determined upon the discharge and its character that is the end 
of it. Subordinates are but to obey. : 

THE DISCHARGES WERE NOT “ PUNISHMENT.” 

Now, Mr. President, I come to another branch of this matter. 

The Senator from Ohio, with great ability and ingenuity, 
contends that the President has usurped a function. Not de- 
nying his power to discharge particularly, he contends he 
had no right to exercise this power as to these men. Why not? 
The Senator says that the President has no power to punish. I 
agree to that, He has not. The President can not make a 
charge against an enlisted man, try him before himself, con- 
vict him himself, sentence him himself, and execute the sen- 
tence himself. If the President has inflicted — not from the 
standpoint of the newspapers or words in the orders or the 
instructions or the messages—punishment in the legal sense, and 
the word is here used in its legal sense, for it goes to his 
power—his action is void. Has he done this? 

The Senator says these men have been charged with a crime. 
Every man charged with a crime, in the Army or out of it, is 
entitled to his day in court. He is entitled to know, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by specifications adequate in clearness, setting forth the 
offense with certainty, if in civil life, by a presentment of a 
grand jury, or information in some States; if in military life for 
a military offense, by charges and specifications, to which he 
may plead “ guilty ” or “ not guilty.” No witness can be exam- 
ined against him without his consent, except in his presence. 
He is entitled to cross-examine witnesses through his counsel. 
If he has not counsel, a civil court assigns counsel to help 
him, and it is the sworn duty of the lawyer, as an officer of the 
court, to do it. If it be a military court; a military officer is as- 
signed to defend him if he can not employ counsel. There is no 
possible disagreement between the Senator from Ohio and my- 
self as to that. He is entitled to be heard in argument on the 
evidence and on the law. 

But where is there any charge against these men in a sense 
which warrants the Senator from Ohio or anybody else in im- 
peaching the validity of the President's action? A charge, Mr. 
President, in a newspaper is not a charge in the sense of the 
law. A charge in a message is not a charge upon which a law- 
yer can logically base the argument, involving a question of 
power or jurisdiction under the contention which has been urged 
here. 

I want all the circumstances and facts of this transaction 
investigated. But when the investigation is had, these men will 


evidently misappre- 


not be having a day in court, except in the phraseology of the 
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hustings. They will not be haying a day in court as lawyers 
understand the term and as the law books use it. Nor, Mr. 
President, going to the question of power, is there any charge 
made against any one of these men. I am speaking from the 
legal standpoint, not from the oratorical standpoint. 

Discharge by way of punishment? No. The Supreme Court 
has really settled that question, as I will try to show. I am 
sure that no thought or purpose or assumption of power to con- 
vict and punish any of these men can be imputed to the Presi- 
dent. On the contrary, his message has not excluded the belief, 
nor has anything uttered, as I remember, by the Secretary of 
War, that some of these men are innocent even of knowledge. I 
do not myself believe that knowledge of this scheme was widely 
distributed. These men, if they could be identified as partici- 
pating in that assault, would be turned over to the civil authori- 
ties for trial and punishment, and if they were convicted by 
the civil authorities it would be impossible afterwards to do 
anything with them, I expect, but to bury them. If they were 
convicted of murder, they would be punished for murder. 
Why were they not turned over, Mr. President, to the civil 
authorities? For the same reason that they could not be 
charged and tried before a court-martial. 

The same difficulty which confronted the grand jury and con- 
fronts it to-day confronted the President—the impossibility up to 
this hour of identifying the perpetrators of this crime. Thir- 
teen of these men were arrested and were held under mili- 
tary guard pending the consideration by the grand jury of the 
case after the warrants had been served upon them, or rather 
upon their officers for them. They continued after service of the 
warrants to be held by the military authorities. Why were they 
held? They were held, after consultation and with the concur- 
rence of the civil authorities, because of the tremendous excite- 
ment there, not unnaturally, following such a transaction, and the 
danger that the people might in the passion of the hour forget 
the duty of the citizen and take the law into their own hands and 
punish without trial, which is a crime not only against the 
victim, even if he be guilty, but a crime, Mr. President, against 
society, a crime against the State, against the county, against 
good order and ciyilization—a crime which, alas, in the heat 
and passion and weakness of our common humanity is com- 
mitted now and then in communities North and South, East 
and West, but which is always regretted by thoughtful men and 
good citizens everywhere and allowed to pass in silence—neyer 
yaunted and glorified. 

Mr. President, no man can justly doubt that it was with keen 
regret and reluctance that the President reached the conclusion 
that men from this battalion, clad in the uniform of the United 
States Army, belonging to a military organization alongside of 
which he and soldiers of another color, the men of his own regi- 
ment, had seryed in Cuba, sharing with him, black as they are, 
and with his white companions equally the glory and pride and 
fame cf gallant service there. 

Did the grand jury fail to find an indictment because they 
doubted that the soldiers committed this crime? No. No one 
who reads this record can say that. Why were none of these 
men indicted? Because none could be identified as guilty. 
And no man’s behavior could be better in the midst of great pop- 
ular excitement than the conduct of Judge Welch, the presid- 
ing judge of that court. He found the people there in the 
tensest excitement. He found the women shuddering and the 
children crying. He had no doubt that the soldiers committed 
this crime. He said to the grand jury: 


I know, geotienen of the jury, that it takes a long time for blood to 
cool when it is raised to fever heat by such terrible outrages as your 
people have had to endure, but in this second test of their high moral 
courage you, as their special representatives, must be calm, wise, and 
just, and for the sake of the g name of your community you can not 
and must not Indulge in a single thought of vengeance.” You must 
present for trial before the courts of our State only those against whom 
evidence is adduced sufficiently pertinent and strong to warrant con- 
vicon Py a trial jury, and going beyond mere suspicion or even strong 
proba Š 


No, no, Mr. President; and that is true of the military court 
as it is of the civil court. Proof that an offense has been com- 
mitted is the first and fundamental step. Proof connecting the 
defendant accused, by evidence beyond a reasonable doubt, with 
the offense is the next, and without either there can be no 
honest conviction. These men therefore were discharged from 
arrest, the warrants revoked, upon the failure of the grand jury 
to find an indictment, and they failed to find an indictment be- 
cause the men could not be identified. That failure is an in- 
superable bar to conviction and punishment equally in civil and 
military law. 

It is not strange if these men did this thing that they were 
not identified. It is not very easy to identify colored men 
in the night. But the troops had been there but a couple of 
weeks. Whatever moyements were made there were made with 
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great celerity, by whomever they were made. In the darkness 
and with the surprise and fright, the wonder is only that anyone 
is able to testify even to the general appearance of those who 
perpetrated it. 

Mr. President, I said something yesterday about the record 
of this regiment. Colored troops have been at Brownsville a 
number of times before this. General Corbin commanded col- 
ored troops at Brownsville, and other officers well known com- 
manded colored troops at Brownsville, and before this there 
had been no trouble. I will not talk about the officers of that 
battalion, for I deem it improper. They are awaiting trial, 
and it would not be decent, far away as they are and in the 
position in which they are placed, to comment here upon them. 
They are entitled to their day in court. There is no difficulty 
about that, for they are known and charges have been preferred 
against them. 

Now, what was the President to do? Transfer those men to 
some other southern community? Why take them away from 
Brownsville and quarter them somewhere else among the peo- 
ple? Why take them from the South and send them to some 
village in the North? What community would be willing to 


have stationed in its midst a battalion of troops a portion of ` 


whom, undiscovered and undiscoverable, had made a midnight 
attack upon a city with Government weapons and ammunition, 
shooting indiscriminately, killing one man, wounding the lieu- 
tenant of police, necessitating amputation of his arm, shooting 
at a woman as she stood near her window, shooting into lighted 
houses, where they might kill the mother and her babe as she 
lay sleeping, caring nothing for childhood or sex or old age? 
What should the Commander in Chief do? Nothing but transfer 
the honest and faithful men of the battalion, with the murder- 
ers of that battalion, to some other community, emboldened by 
successful concealment of identity to do the same and worse the 
next time somewhere else, or discharge them all without honor 
from the service. 

The President’s duty in such a case was not to the battalion 
or for the good of the Army alone, but he owed something 
to the communities of the United States, among whom some 
where this battalion would be stationed. Even Mingo Sanders, 
with twenty-six years of service, with a character “ good” and 
“very good” and “ excellent,” a hero in many frontier battles, 
a hero in Cuba, a hero in the Philippines, discharged without 
honor, is served with notice by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TuLMAN] that he must not go to the State of his birth 
lest he should be shot down as a possible perpetrator of or 
participant in this affair at Brownsville. What about the bat- 
talion as a whole and other communities and States? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would you like to have him sent to Wis- 
consin? 

Mr. SPOONER. So far as he is concerned, I would not have 
the slightest objection, for anything I know. But I will have 
something to say about that before I finish, and I ought to be 
through. 

Mr. President, in order to fairly judge another and another's 
acts we must put ourselves in his place. It is easy enough, 
after the fact, to criticise. The methods might have been dif- 
ferent. That was a mutter, as I said, to be determined by the 
President. But given the correctness of his conclusion, what 
else could he have done in justice to the Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
in justice to the colored people, in justice to the honor of the 
Army, and in justice to the public interest than that which he 
did? 

Undoubtedly it is true that if the President or the officials 
could haye identified the men who composed .this platoon or 
squad they would have been turned over to the civil authorities 
for trial and punishment. If it were known that some of the 
men were parties to it—I mean parties to it in the mere matter 
of knowledge after the fact—it is true they probably could be 
sent before a court-martial and be tried under the sixty-second 
article. But it has been impossible to send these men or any of 
them upon any charge before a court-martial, for it has been 
impossible to identify any of them as guilty of any specific 
offense, and it dces not follow that the President must be able 
to establish a charge under the Articles of War against a man 
to enable him to lawfully discharge him from the service with- 
out honor, if he thinks the good of the service requires it. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] said—I do not remem- 
ber his precise language—that the President is estopped from 
raising this question or alleging it. He does not raise it. I 
raise it. And I am discussing this matter from my own stand- 
point, as I would discuss it in the Senate if the President were 
a Democrat or if he were my enemy. The Senator from Ohio 
said charges were preferred against thirteen of these men. 
That is true. Why was it done? I believe it was after the 
grand jury had met and found no bill of indictment. An officer 
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down there was ordered to prefer charges against these thirteen 


men. Was it not after the grand jury had acted? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think so. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator is mistaken about that. The 
grand jury investigated this case some time after these charges 
were preferred. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will bear with me a mo- 
ment : 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. FORAKBER. These men were arrested, I believe, on the 
23d day of August, the day before the battalion left Brownsville. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. They were to have been left behind, accord- 
ing to the first understanding that was arrived at between the 
military officers and the civil authorities. Later a different ar- 
rangement was entered into, whereby the civil process was re- 
called, and the men were released from arrest. , As soon as that 
was ascertained and reported to Washington, instructions were 
given to prefer charges under the sixty-second article of war. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is immaterial—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I would not have interrupted the Senator 


from Wisconsin if he had not asked me the question. 55 


Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I think h 
would have a right to be offended at what he thinks I meant. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not offended, but I do not want to be 
lectured in public for answering a question when the Senator 
propounded it to me. Í 

Mr. SPOONER. What I meant to say was that it is imma- 
terial to what I want to say. : 

Mr. FORAKER. That is different. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would have said that, if the Senator from 
Ohio had permitted. It is immaterial for the purposes of what 
I want to say about that whether the preferring of these charges 
against these men was before or after the action of the grand 
jury. Anyone who reads the record here knows that these 
charges were not preferred against these men in order or 
with the expectation that they would be brought to trial on 
those charges. No court was instituted for that purpose. I 
think it was not expected that any court would be instituted 
for that purpose. The charges were made against these men 
for a legitimate purpose, not adverse to them, not by way of 
prejudgment of their guilt or innocence, not because the Goy- 
ernment had identified them directly or indirectly as guilty 
of participation in this transaction at Brownsville. They were 
the same thirteen men who had been charged and arrested by 
the civil authorities. The charges were preferred against them 

In order to put their officers in position lawfully to protect them 
against being taken by habeas corpus from the military custody, 
possibly to be lynched. Those charges, and the papers clearly 
enough show it 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I dislike exceedingly to interrupt the Sen- 
ator, but he is evidently under a misapprehension as to the 
point I made or else I fail to understand him now. What I 
said was that when I first spoke on this point I went to the 
trouble to cite authorities to show that the charges against 
these men were cognizable under the sixty-second article of 
war. When I spoke on the occasion to which the Senator 
refers, I said that after I had done that, I had ascertained by 
looking through Senate Document No. 165 that The Military 
Secretary, with the approval of the President and the Attorney- 
General, had taken the same view of it—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. And they had directed charges to be filed 
under the sixty-second article of war. I said that for no other 
purpose, and gaye no other purpose to it, than to show that if 
there was any ground upon which to make any such charge, it 
might be tried. I did not indicate that there was any evidence 
to sustain the charge. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know that. I am glad the Senator has 
made that statement. I have never disputed, nor do I now, that 
a court-martial would have cognizance of a charge against these 
men under the sixty-second article, but what I say is that there 
has never been the slightest evidence under which any one of 
them could be sent before a court-martial under the sixty-second 
article of war. 

Mr. FORAKER. That everybody to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; let us see. It does not follow 
from that that there is not in this battalion a band of mur- 
derers, and {t does not follow from that either that there are not 
men in the battalion who were cognizant and who are cog- 


nizant of the perpetrators of that outrage. But that is neither 
here nor there. I would have said anyway what I repeat, that 
these charges were ordered to be filed against these men in 
order to enable their officers to make adequate return to a writ 
of habeas corpus that they were held in the custody of the 
United States under charges. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. For a question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I only want to ask a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I understand it, thirteen men were sin- 
gled out, or whose names were put in the warrants, as probably 
the guilty ones. Some of them were on guard 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. As sentinels. 

Mr. SPOONER. Next week will do just as well for the Sen- 
ator to ask the question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator asks a question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have got to explain what I mean. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is sometimes very rapid of 
speech. I wish he would ask the question. What is it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will not interrupt the Senator if he will 
not permit me to ask it in my own way. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ask it, but do not preface it with a speech. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not going to preface it with a speech. - 
When I want to speak I generally do it, and I generally do it 
directly, so that nobody misunderstands me. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You never have misunderstood me at least. 
You- have misinterpreted me sometimes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Out of charity I have brought myself to 
the conclusion sometimes that I had misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, with your permission, I will ask my 
question in my own way or I will sit down—whichever you 
want. ` 

Mr. SPOONER. No; go on. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was saying that the men who were on 
guard and the sergeant in charge of the gun racks and who 
must have known, in the view of the grand jury and of the 
military officers, something about this transaction were among 
the thirteen who were arrested as suspected. I want to ask the 
Senator whether or not the men who were guilty of not keeping 
the guard and allowing the men to go out of the garrison and 
the men who were guilty of allowing the gun racks to be opened 
and the guns taken out, were not amenable to court-martial, 
and if it was not a military offense worthy of investigation? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that the question? 

Mr. TILLMXN. I leave you to judge whether it is a question 
or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the affidavits of all the men 
having charge of the gun racks were that the gun racks were not 
opened until the call to arms; that the keys had been in 
their possession all of the time; that the racks had only 
been opened to allow the gums to be taken out for the guards 
and to be put back by the men whose tour of duty was ended. 
That is sworn to-by the sergeants themselyes, except as to one 
rack, that of Company C. which it was said the men at the 
time in their hurry for the arms broke open. I fail to dis- 
cover 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has not said anything about 
the crime or the omission to do their duty being an offense 
which was triable by court-martial. It is not a question of 
the affidavits which were offered. I think the Senator agrees 
with me that there haye been a good many lies sworn to. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is not asking me any question. 
A reply to it would be difficult or, if made, would not elucidate 
in any way the question which I am discussing. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator was making an assertion, 
though, and I wanted to answer it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What assertion did I make? 

Mr. TILLMAN. You say these men, if I recall it, were not 
triable, that they had done nothing that would give any excuse 
for a court-martial. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That was the meaning of your words, if I 


understood the language. f 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not understand my lan- 
guage. I said the President believed that a part of the battalion 
perpetrated this offense, and that others knew It; that every 
one of them made an affidavit that he did not know it; that the 
President did not know who did it, and there was nothing 
for him to send to a court-martial; and that it did not follow, 
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as it does not, that while the offenses, if the perpetrators 
could be identified, would be cognizable by a court-martial, 
that where the perpetrators could not be identified, the Presi- 
dent, if he thought they were guilty, but.could not prove it, 
might not discharge them legally without honor from the service 
of the United States. And that it what he did. There is no man 
who believes, Mr. President, that if there had been evidence in 
the possession of the President to enable him to make a case, 
against men as having been participants in this transaction he 
would not have done it. He would, I doubt not, as would any 
generous, manly man, have been delighted beyond the power 
of expression to be able by the identification of the guilty to 
identify the innocent. But from the reports made to him by 
officers who investigated it and by the commander of this 
battalion, Major Penrose, that he believed men of the battalion 
were guilty, and from all the moral evidence the President 
came to the conclusion that men of that battalion did it 
But to this hour there is no evidence that I know of as to in- 
dividual soldiers who did it. 

Mr. President, when the commander of a company or a bat- 
talion reports that he believes his men or men from his com- 
mand have committed an outrage which has shocked the whole 
country the President is entitled to base much upon it, for nat- 
urally the commander stands by his men—— 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; not now. He stands by his men when 
he can. It is a part of the comradeship of the officer and men 
that he should. Moreover, no man could haye a higher, intenser 
interest in the determination that his command was guiltless 
than Major Penrose, for he knew it would involve himself, as it 
has involved himself. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not discussing that part of it. That 
is not the point which I want to make. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. It depends on the nature of the question. 

What is it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will make it like a bullet. 
rand SPOONER. Well, you shoot your bullet very slowly. 

o on. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I like to look in the Senator's eyes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Go on. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why did not the President, if he had so 
much regard for this officer’s recommendation, follow it in re- 
gard to employing detectives and enlisting them in the com- 
pany and—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. -Try to get at the facts in that way? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the President of the United States 
will never require any defense against the assaults of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. It has become a mania with the 
Senator from South Carolina. Mr. President, I haye been sur- 
prised at the attitude of the Senator from South Carolina more 
than I ever was by the attitude of any other Senator. The 
Senator from South Carolina is so filled with animosity against 
the President of the United States and has so often taken öc- 
casion here to express it that I do not believe the people of this 
country regard his assaults as entirely disinterested. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; not yet. , 

Mr. TILLMAN. Surely the Senator will let me come in? 

Mr. SPOONER. When I get through. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is that part of the speech through? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not through with that part of it. I 
did ont intend to make this part of it, but the Senator invites me 
to it. The Senator“ associated“ himself with the Senator from 
Ohio. The Senator began by charging these men, all of them, 
with being brutal, cowardly, treacherous murderers. That was 
the first. Then the Senator expressed his conviction that this 
outrage was perpetrated by men from this battalion. That is 
the second. This battalion, as a whole, he characterizes as mur- 
derers. Then the Senator attacks the President, and in harsh, 
bitter words, unreasoned and unjust, impeaches his motives and 
his justice. What about the justice of the Senator from South 
Carolina to the balance of these men who did not participate in 
this outrage? 

The Senator based his attack upon the President upon his 
fundamental undying love for justice and liberty. ‘Phe idea 
that the President of the United States, even in a case where 
it was impossible to identify the perpetrators of a cowardly and 
a wicked crime, should discharge them without a trial shocked 
the Senator’s sense of liberty and justice. 

How could he try them or send them to trial if he could not 
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identify them? I never was so touched as I was by the won- 
derful attachment and loyalty of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina to that glorious and fundamental principle of liberty, that 
no man shall be judged except upon trial, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do not misquote me. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I put it mildly. 
quote you. Quote yourself, if you please. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I said it is the fundamental principle of Eng- 
lish and American liberty that every man shall be considered 
innocent until he is proved guilty—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Proved guilty where? ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. In a court, of course. And that ten guilty 
had better escape than one innocent suffer. Does the Senator 
object to that? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the statement is accurate, 
generally speaking, but with what grace can the Senator, usisg 
that as a foundation, charge usurpation in this case and a viola- 
tion of fundamental principles of liberty upon the President of 
the United States? Is not that principle applicable to a black 
man in the South as well as to the white man in the South or 
the white man in the North? The Senator, who says, “ We shot 
them, we killed them, and we will do it again,“ on a former oc- 
casion 

Mr. TILLMAN. May I get in? 

Mr. SPOONER. What do you want to get in for? I wan 
to finish. What is it? - 

Mr. TILLMAN. How much provocation will you giye a man 
before you give him a chance to strike back a little? 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, strike back; go on. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On this proposition which you are discussing 
you first branch off on one phase of it. You had better sit 
down a little, if you please. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not intend to yield for a speech. 
The Senator can answer me later. If be wants to ask me a 
question, he is welcome. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is that all? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is all. 

Now, Mr. President, I would do the Senator from South Caro- 
lina no injustice. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin, however, turns 
himself directly to me, mentions me by name, speaks of things 
I haye said and of my motives, and all that sort of thing, and 
then says I may answer him hereafter, but he will only let me 
in now for a question. k 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to finish what I want to say. What 
is the question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not start to ask a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Start to ask it. 

Mr TILLMAN. I said I did not start to ask a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I decline to allow the Senator to make a 
speech. I am anxious to get through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, I believe in law. I 
believe that wherever a man perpetrates a crime, or a crime is 
committed and the perpetrator or suspected perpetrator can be. 
identified, the law should seize him. I believe he is entitled 
to a trial before sentence. I believe he is entitled to a day in 
court. 

I am opposed, Mr. President, to any man making himself 
judge, juror, and executioner. I look upon it as shocking be- 
yond expression in civilized communities, Mr. President, for the 
populace to seize a human being, charge him with crime, drag 
him to a tree protesting his innocence, and hang him or burn 
him at the stake. “In the corrupted currents of this world” it 
sometimes happens. All just men deplore it. No man ought to 
encourage it. It is a crime against civilization to encourage it. 

I have looked with peculiar honor and pride upon the brave, 
continued, efforts of southern governors to conserve the law, 
to maintain peace, to make that a real shield which the law in 
every civilized community is intended to throw around a man 
accused of crime. I have admired Governor Vardaman for it; 
I have admired the governors of other States in the South for 
it; I admire the governor anywhere who has done his uttermost 
to prevent lynching and to punish lynching. 

And, Mr. President, I have been shocked more than once. I 
was shocked the other day here by the statement of the Senator 
from South Carolina justifying it and supporting its continu- 
ance. If there is one man under the sky who ought not to do it 
it is a maker of the laws which govern the people. 

Mr. President, this is not an attack nor is it intended to be 


I do not intend to mis- 
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upon the Senator from South Carolina. It is a plea for good 
government, orderly government, real liberty—not the liberty 
of one man, but the liberty of all. What is liberty? It is not 
license. Liberty was once well defined to be“ freedom to do that 
which the law permits.” That is what liberty is. I say again 
that any man here or elsewhere who encourages lynching, mur- 
der, lawlessness, will have much to answer for, and the higher 
his position and the weightier his influence the more he will 
have to answer for. 

Mr. President, what I started to say when led off into this is 
that no man can come with very good grace to berate and vitu- 
peratively impeach the President of the United States for hay- 
ing discharged men without honor from the Army without trial 
because he could not identify the guilty and single them out 
from the innocent, who comes to that accusation from a lynch- 
ing bee or from justifying one. There ought not to be one law 
for the white man and another law for the black man. The law, 
Mr. President, is for all. Every man in the land is entitled to its 
protection, and every man in the land, if he violates it, should 
feel its weight and punishment after trial and conviction, 
They have no more right in one State than in another to con- 
demn men and execute them without trial whatever the offense 
may be. Mr. President, I am sorry to have been led off into 
this. I come back to the point I was making. 

The Senator from Ohio calls this discharge without honor a 
punishment. Is it a punishment? Mr. President, to my mind, 
in the legal sense, it is not possible for anyone accurately to 
characterize it as a punishment. As to the men who are 
guilty, if any are guilty—and the President was satisfied of 
that—it certainly is not a punishment; as to the men who are 
innocent it is not a punishment, although it is a great hardship. 
Punishment by order is not permitted in the Army of the 
United States. (Digest Opinions Judge-Advocate-General, par. 
2322, and note, p. 654.) It only fellows upon the judgment of a 
court-martial. Used in any other than its legal sense it has no 
place in this debate in support of a claim that the President 
has usurped the function of a court-martial and punished with- 
out authority. The statute provides that an enlisted man dis- 
charged, except by way of punishment, shall be entitled to 
travel pay. I suppose the word punishment in that clause 
means just what it means in the Articles of War, and means 
just what it means to the lawyer anywhere and everywhere. 
This was not punishment. 

In United States v. Kingsley (138 U. S., 90) the Supreme 
Court had occasion to define the word punishment, in section 
1290, Revised Statutes, which provides that— 

when a soldier is discharged from the service, except by way of punish- 
mént, he shall be allowed e iol mpgs and subsistence from the place 
of his 1 d to the plate of his enlistment, enrollment, or original 
muster into the service, ete. 

Kingsley was a marine and was discharged for unfitness for 
the service and general bad character. He sued for retained pay 
under section 1831, Revised Statutes, and for transportation 
and subsistence. 

It was held by the Court of Claims that “ to deny his right to 
retained pay a forfeiture must have been considercd and de- 
clared by d court-martial or other military authority having 
jurisdiction in the premises,” and judgment was given him for 
his retained pay and for his transportation and subsistence. On 
appeal the Supreme Court reversed the judgment, with direction 


-to the lower court to set aside the judgment and enter a new 


one for the transportation and subsistence, saying: 


(1) Claimant's right to retained pay depends upon Revised Statutes, 
section 1281, which reads as follows: “To the rates of pay stated in 
the preceding section $1 per month shall be added for the third year of 


‘enlistment, $1 more per month for the fourth year, and $1 more per 


month for the fifth year, making in all, $3 increase per month for the 
last year of the first enlistment of each enlisted man named in said sec- 
tion. But this increase shall be considered as retained pay, and shall 
not be paid to the soldier until his discharge from the seryice, and 
shall be forfeited unless he serves honestly and faithfully to the date 
of discharge.” 


That is the statute. 


To entitle the soldier to this retained pay it is therefore necessary 
to show, first, his discharge from the service; second, an honest and 
faithful service to the date of discharge. It was held by the Court 
of Claims, however, that to deny his right to retained pay a forfeiture 
must have been considered and declared by a court-martial or other 
military authority having jurisdiction in the premises, and that the 
question of honest and faithful service, required by the section, was 
not one that could be tried in a_collatera . We are un- 
able to concur in this opinion. By his enlistment e soldier con- 
tracts for honest and faithful service, and the rendition of such service 
is a condition precedent to his right to recover his retained pay. 
The fact that he has not rendered such service may be shown as weil 
by his military record as by the judgment of a court-martial. * * + 


The court cites United States v. Landers (92 U. S., 77), and 
continues: 


Different considerations apply to his claim for transportation and 
subsistence from the place of discharge to the place of tment. The 
right to this depends upon section 1 


`“ When a soldier is discharged from the service, except by way of 
punishment for an offense ”— 


These words are italicized by the court— 


“he shall be allowed e and subsistence from the place of 
his discharge to the place of his enlistment, enrollment, or original mus- 
ter into the service.“ 

We think this statute contemplates a discharge as a punishment in- 
flicted by the judgment of a court-martial or other military 9 
for a specific offense, and not such a discharge as was issued in th 
case, ie unfitness for scrvice and general bad character. While this 
ma ustify the proper authorities in ordering the discharge of the 
soldier as a worthless member of the service, we can not consider such 
a discharge as “a punishment for an offense” within the meaning of 
the statute. The question whether such punishment must necessarily 
be awarded by the judgment of a court-martial is not presented by 
this record, and we express no opinion upon the point. 

Mr. President, every right that would not follow a discharge 
by way of punishment did follow these discharges without 
honor. The men forfeited nothing except the right to reenlist. 
Upon what theory it can be called a “ punishment” I am unable 
to discover. 

I do not intend, Mr. President, to go at any length or 
thoroughness into the mass of reports, affidavits, statements, 
and documents bearing upon the question of fact. I may in- 
corporate some extracts in my remarks, if permitted to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, leave 
is granted. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have read attentively everything which 
has been sent to the Senate upon the subject. That an attack 
was made at midnight upon the city of Brownsville by armed 
men, resulting in death, wounds, and terrorism, can not be dis- 
puted. I have been unable to escape the conyiction that it was 
perpetrated by soldiers of the battalion of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry, not simply from the statements of. those who swear 
that they saw the men, that they were in uniform and colored, 
and somewhat under command, but from moral evidences in- 
herent in the situation. The suggestion that this shooting was 
done by citizens of Brownsville in order to bring obloquy upon 
the battalion, which would lead to its removal from that post, 
has, for a variety of reasons, seemed to me not only untenable, 
but grotesque. 

The discussion of the whole subject by the President and 
by the Secretary of War seems to me unanswerable. I incline’ 
strongly to the opinion that the heart of the trouble was in 
Company C. With one exception, as I remember it, the soldiers 
who had trouble with citizens belonged to Company C. 

There seems to me to be a lie out on this record as to the 
gun racks of Company C. The affidavit—and I read it that 
it may have attention hereafter—of D. W. O’Browner, of Com- 
pany C, on the 14th day of August, the day after this affair 
occurred, is as follows: 

I was in charge of the company quarters of Company C, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, on the 13th and 14th of August, 1906. I locked the 
arm racks in the company quarters between 10 and 11 o'clock a. m. 
August 13. There were 53 in the racks, which, with the 4 rifles in the 
hands of the members of the guard, made up to the total number issued 
to the men of Company C; that is, 57 rifles in all. The keys of the 
arm racks were constantly in my possession. The arm racks were not 
opened until about 12.15 a. m., August 14, 1906, for any reason except 
that about 2.30 o’clock p. m., August 13, 1906, one rack was opened for 
a moment to allow the supernumerary of the guard to get his vie in 
order to take the place of a member of the guard who was taken sick, 
and whose rifle was at the same time placed in this arm rack. 

About 12.15 a. m., August 14, 1906, I was awakened by a corporal of 
the company, who told me that shooting had been going on and that 
call to arms had been sounded, and to get up and open the arm racks. 

I went down to the first sergeant and asked him what I should do, 
whether I should open the arm racks, and he said, “Wait for orders.” 
Corporal Madison, whom I met as I was returning to the squad room, 
told me ‘orders of the commanding ms 7 were to open the arm racks. 
I then opened three racks, the fourth having been broken open by the 
men trying to get their rifles from the racks to fall in when call to arms 
sounded, 

It seems a little strange to me that the men of Company C 
alone could not wait, as the members of the other companies 
had waited, for the gun racks to be unlocked, especially in view 
of the testimony of O'Browner that he unlocked three of the four. 
Then comes the affidavit of First Sergeant Harley, of Company 
©. He says: à 

He met noncommissioned officer Sergeant Browner in charge of 
quarters; Sergeant Browner asked him, “Shall I open the racks?” 
to which he replied, “ Wait for orders.” He then met Corporal Wash- 
ington, who informed him that the call to arms had been sounded. He 
then instructed Corporal Washington to inform Sergeant Browner to 
let the men hace their guns and get downstairs as quickly as possible. 
Some of the men were already downstairs withont their guns, and he 
sent them back for their rifles. Major Penrose asked why they did 
not have their guns, and a member of the company replied that they 
could not get their guns from the racks, as they could not get in them. 
Major Penrose ordered them to get their guns if they had to break open 
the gun racks. Sergeant Browner opened as fast as he could the 
racks in the dark, but the men broke open one rack. He reported to 
Lioutenant Grier, who took of the company at once. 

It will be noticed that the affidavit of O’Browner, made August 
14, and the affidavit of Harley, made November 24, are not in 
conflict. O’Browner swears that he asked Harley whether he 


should open the racks, and that Harley said, “ Wait for orders.” 
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Harley says that O’Browner asked him, “Shall I open the 
racks?” to which he replied, “ Wait for orders.” Here they 
agree, Harley says he instructed Corporal Washington to in- 
form Sergeant O’Browner to let the men have their guns and 
get downstairs as quickly as possible. O’Browner swears that 
Corporal Madison, whom he met as he was returning to the 
squad room, told him the orders of the commanding officer were 
to open the arm racks. 

Harley further swears that as some of the men were already 
downstairs without guns, he sent them back for their rifles. 
-When Major Penrose asked why they did not have their guns 
and a member of the company replied that they could not get 
their guns from the racks, Major Penrose ordered them to get 
their guns if they had to break open the racks. 

It will be noticed in the affidavit of O’Browner, August 14, he 
not only does not claim to have heard any such orders from 
Major Penrose, but that he was on his way back to the squad 
room and was informed of the orders to open the racks by Cor- 
poral Madison. 

On the 24th of November Sergeant O’Browner made for the 
Constitutional League an affidavit, as follows: 

Arripavit S.— W. O’Browner, Company C. Aroused by firing. 
TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, County of Canadian, 88: 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, duly au- 
thorized to administer oaths in and for the county and Territory afore- 
said, one Sergt. Darby W. O’Browner, of Company C, 8 
United States Infantry, who deposes and says that he has been in the 
United States Army for a period of fourteen years—in Cuba, El Caney, 
and Santiago, in the Philippines April, 1900, to August 1, 1902. 

That on August 13 he was garrisoned at Fort Brown and was de- 
tailed in charge of e Company C; between 12 and 12.20 he was 
aroused by firing. which sounded like it was a distance over the brick 
wall in town, and that he rushed downstairs to find his first sergeant, 
ànd received orders as to opening up the gun racks. He found Sergeant 
Harley, who said, “ Wait for orders.“ While standing there he heard 
Major Penrose say: “ Open those gun racks and fall in line prémptly, 
und if yos can not find noncommissioned oficer in charge of quarters 
break them open and fall in line promptly. He rushed upstairs and 
one that he could not get open was broken open and he found all of 
the guns intact. The men ran promptly and fell in line, and the roll 
was called and the men were all present and accounted for. He lighted 
æ lantern and found all of the gun racks intact except the one broken 
open. He remained in charge of quarters. 

Amant further deposes and says that to his best knowledge no fire- 
arms were gone or used by any members of the Twenty-fifth United 
States Infantry at Fort Brown prior to call at arms as stated. He 
means by members of Company C. $ 

DARBY W. O'BROWNER. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th any of November, 1906. 

. T. BARBOUR, 
Notary Public. 


My commission expires July 20, 1907. 

It will be observed that he failed to remember the statement 
made under oath on the 14th of August, that Corporal Madison 
communicated to him the order to open the gun racks as he was 
returning to the squad room, and that he does not mention Cor- 
poral Madison at all. He did not pretend in his affidavit the 
day after the occurrence that he had seen or heard from Major 
Penrose, but in the foregoing affidavit he makes oath that at the 
time Sergeant Harley told him to wait for orders, and while he 
was standing there, he heard Major Penrose say: “Open those 
gun racks and fall in line promptly, and if you can not find the 
noncommissioned officer in charge of quarters break them open.” 
This is all new and in conflict with his former affidavit. With- 
out taking time to further analyze it, the difference between the 
two affidavits is significant and sinister. 

In Major Penrose’s report from Fort Brown, August 15, 1906, 
page 68, Senate Document No. 135, second session Fifty-ninth 
Congress, he says: 

I have the affidayits from three noncommissioned officers who were 
in charge of quarters on the day and night, and ey swear positively 
the rifles were verified and the racks locked after drill (practice mare 
of Companies B and D, drill of Company C), and the old guard returned 
to the quarters; that they never left the 8 and that the keys to 
the locks of the racks were never out of their possession, and that the 


ee were not opened until call to arms sounded and were then opened 
y them, 


When in connection with the discrepancy in these affidavits 
one turns to the speech of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CUr- 
BERSON] there is an exhibit under oath which, if true, throws a 
flood of light upon this matter. 

Mr, CARMACK. What page? 

Mr. SPOONER. Page 28. It is the statement of W. H. 
Sharpe. I have endeavored to ascertain who W. H. Sharpe is. 
He was the post blacksmith. He is not a black man; he is a 
white man, who went with this company from Fort Brown to 
their present post—Fort Reno, I think, or whatever their des- 
tination was—and is still in service there. He is an employee 
of the Quartermaster’s Department, and he makes this state- 
ment under oath: 

I live at Fort Brown. I am the post blacksmith. On the th of 
August, the day after the riot, I received verbal orders from the post 
33 Lieutenant Greer, through O. M. Sergt. Roland Alisby, 


o repair four gun racks, which were brought to my shop. These 
racks belonged to Company O, as I heard, but I do not know so from 


my own personal knowledge. The staples which held the locks had 
been pulled out, and I replaced them. The piece of tron on which the 
staples are riveted is 2 inches wide and one-fourth of an inch in thick- 
nesas it would require considerable force to break the staples out of the 
ron. 


But he swears that on the four gun rackg they were broken 
out of the iron— 


The upper part of the racks, which hold the pistols, showed marks 
(gashes) as if made with an ax, but the locks had not been disturbed. 


When the time comes that phase of this matter A 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I should like to make an in- 
quiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. : 

Mr. CARMACK. Is not that which the Senator just read a 
sworn statement in the testimony before the grand jury? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a sworn statement, and a very signifi- 
cant thing, Mr. President, which will call for investigation. 

Mr. President, I am as anxious as any man can be that, if it 
is possible to do it in the proper exercise of legislative power, 
it shall be determined whether the men from this company and 
battalion did it. I hope with all my heart it will be possible to 
identify those who did do it, but I believe that the President 
has acted entirely within his power and in a manner which he 
believes, and which I believe, to have been in the interest of the 
people, for the good of the Army, and for the good of the race 
to which the discharged soldiers belong. 

Now, Mr. President, a word and I shall have finished, apolo- 
gizing to the Senate for taking so much time and for having 
allowed myself to discuss some matters not strictly involved. I 
realize as well as any man in the North the complicated and 
troublesome and, perhaps, in some ways dangerous situation as 
to both races in the South. I am not able to say that in deal- 
ing with the Southern States at the end of the war meas- 
ures were not adopted which, from the standpoint of to-day, 
might not better, in some aspects of it, have been pretermitted. 
In the situation as it presented itself to the Congress of north- 
ern men, fresh from the struggle to suppress insurrection against 
the Government in a war to preserve the Union, it was, of 
course, inevitable. ; 2 

It is always dangerous to confer the suffrage upon a mass of 
people unfitted by education for its exercise. I do not intend 
to adyert, except by a word, to the fact that, as I understood 
it then, and as I understand it now, the suffrage was not se- 
cured to the colored man in a party interest, but to protect him, 
by giving the ballot as a weapon of defense, against codes, which 
you will find collated to some extent only in the dissenting opin- 
ion of Mr. Justice Harlan in the Slaughterhouses cases (109 U. S., 
36), codes which were thought in the North practically to re- 
pudiate the pledge contained in Abraham Lincoln's emancipa- 
tion proclamation, afterwards written by the people into the 
Constitution of the United States. 

I am far from forgetting the difficulties which then beset the 
southern people. 

It was difficult for southern men to realize, when the Confeder- 
ate flags were furled and laid away and they returned to their 
homes, that the black people whom they had left at home as 
Slaves had become when they next looked upon their faces free 
men. It was a sudden dislocation of a long-continued status, 
and of course it took time to adjust their relations to it. 

We once attempted—I did my part of it, for which I haye 
neyer apologized, nor will I—to safeguard, in the interest of 
the people at large, the right of the colored man to vote in ac- 
cordance with the constitutional amendments. That bill did 
not pass. I have been glad it did not pass, although I did 
honestly all that I could to secure its passage. That it did not 
pass has been better, I think, for the white men of the South 
and infinitely better for the colored men of the South, where 
the Anglo-Saxon and the negro race live side by side and will 
continue so to live, doubtless, as long as this Government lasts. 

They can live in peace, I hope and pray and believe. It will 
require the utmost of patience and calmness and justice on the 
part of the white people of the South. The colored men are not 
cowards; they are ambitious. They are human beings; they 
were born in this country; they were made by the fourteenth 
amendment citizens of the United States. 

In respect of the suffrage, which the Southern States have 
adjusted to suit themselves, their administration of it has 
been left without Congressional interference, even without re- 
cent agitation. Of course, our people feel that the just consti- 
tutional equilibrium between the States has been distorted and 
disarranged because of the situation. The South has a larger 
representation in the electoral college and in the House of Rep- 
resentatives because of the colored vote. The vote has been de- 
creased in one way and another, but the representation hus 
remained. 
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Senators will bear me witness that it is a good many years 
since this subject has been discussed at all on this side of the 
Chamber. When I first came to the Senate it was often de- 
bated with a violence which is almost always inseparable from it. 
Silence upon it has not been a surrender, except in this way, 
that it has come to be felt by our people at large that the deli- 
cate and difficult problem down there can be best settled with- 
out agitation from without. 

Now, Mr. President, I think the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution, which makes the colored man and all persons born 
in this country citizens of the United States, which guaran- 
tees to them equality before the law, the equal protection of the 
laws, and those rights of liberty, conscience, property, to which 
all men are entitled in any decent government, must live. I 
have no notion that the great body of the people of any section 
of this country think otherwise. The law must be equally a 
shield for all entitled to its protection; and I feel sometimes 
when I recall the conversations I had years ago with some 
splendid and chivalrous ex-Confederate soldiers who have gone 
from this Chamber, and some stiil here, upon this difficult and 
sensitive subject in the South, that it requires more than any 
other problem in history patience, considerateness, and justice 
on the part of the leaders of southern thought, instead of vehe- 
mence and vituperation. 

When I listen to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] in his impassioned utterances, to the opprobrious terms 
which he sometimes applies to the colored race, uttered in public 
places, carried broadcast throughout the land, to wound the 
self-respect and the hearts and the pride of every black-skinned 


man, woman, or child in the land, I can not help saying to: 


him, in all kindness, that I think he, and he more than others, 
because of his ability and his prominence and his leadership, is 
exciting and begetting trouble sometime in the South which all 
good men ought to strive to avert, strive by fair speech and 
kindliness and considerateness, not social equality but justice, to 
avert. ; 

Somebody has sent me a copy of the speech the Senator from 
South Carolina made in Chicago. I do not know that it is a fair 
report of it. In one part of the speech, after a man had inter- 
rupted him, he is reported to have said: 

Oh, shut up, will you? Let me go on. I have forgotten more about 
the race question than you could learn in forty years. 

That is probably true. : 

Reference was made by the Senator to the recent defeat of Mr. Bar- 
nett for municipal judge. The Senator said that after Barnett—whom 
he did not mention by name—had been elected by white votes “and 
by the votes of these baboons,” looking toward several colored men in 
the house, “ you houn 

Speaking to the white men in the audience— 
counted him out—a disgrace that would not happen in the State of 
South Carolina.” 

In another part of the same speech he is quoted as saying: 


We have in days past stuffed ballot boxes, used shotguns, and 
elected white men, no matter what the nigger yote, but we never com- 
mitted the infamy of nominating a negro on our ticket and of later 
counting him out. 


Then when some one in the course of the Senator's speech 
on the race question spoke of the constitutional amendment, or, 
I suppose, referred to that— 

“ How about the law?” the auditor asked. 

The Senator is reported to have replied: 

The law i 

This says the Senator shouted, but I can not believe that pos- 
sible—the Senator replied: 

To hell with such law. 

Now, Mr. President, I take the liberty of saying that speeches 
like those in which the Senator from South Carolina indulges—I 
am not lecturing the Senator; I am talking about a subject— 
are not calculated to bring about the future kindly, friendly, 
and necessary arrangements and relations between the white 
people and the colored people in the South, and I do not believe, 
and I think the people of the North do not believe, as the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. PATTEnSON] said the other day, that in 
these vehement outbursts on this subject the Senator from South 
Carolina speaks the real sentiments of the leading thoughtful 
people of the southern section. 

The South owes much to the negro. The negro is not a 
baboon, Even in slavery days the Constitution referred to the 
negroes as persons, dividing them into free persons and bound 
persons; and I think the spirit which will settle the southern 
question, which is yery different in its language and motive 
from that of the Senator from South Carolina, is expressed in 
what I read from another distinguished southern leader, the elo- 
quent Grady, unhappily now gone, considerate, kindly, self-re- 
specting, and tender : 


What of the negro? This of him. I want no better friend than the 


black boy who was raised by my side, and who is now trudging pa- 
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tiently with downcast eyes and Ere 4 figure through his lowly way 
of life. want no sweeter music an the crooning of my old 
“mammy,” now dead and gone to rest, as I heard it when she held 
me in her loving arms, and bending her old black face above me stole 
the cares from my brain and led me smilling into sleep. I want no 
truer soul than that which moved the trusty slave, who for four years 
while my father fought with the armies that barred his freedom, slept 
every night at my mother’s chamber door, holding her and her children 
as aao as if her husband stood guard, and ready to lay down his 
humble life on her threshold. History has no parallel to the faith. 
kept by the negro in the South during the war. 

And it was faith indeed well kept, for every negro knew that 
as the blue lines of the Federal Army, marching under its flag, 
pressed southward, it carried liberty to them, but even that did 
not woo them to infidelity. - 

Often 500 negroes to a single white man, and yet through these 
dusky throngs the women and children walked in safety and the un- 
protected homes yested in peace. Unmarshaled, the black battalions 
moved patiently to the fields in the morning to feed the armies their 
idleness would have starved, and at night gathered anxiously at the 
big house to hear the news from marster,” though conscious that his 
victory made their chains enduring. Everywhere humble and kindly ; 
the bodyguard of the helpless; the rough companion of the little ones; 
the observant friend; the silent sentry in his lowly cabin; the shrewd 
counselor, and when the dead came home, a mourner at the open 


grave. A thousand torches would have disbanded every southern 
army, but not one was lighted. 

When the master, going to war in which slavery was involved, sald 
to his slave: “1 leave my home and loved ones in your charge,” the 
tenderness between man and master stood disclosed. And when the 
slave held that charge sacred 5 storm and temptation he gave 
new meanng to faith and loyalty. rejoice that when freedom come 
to him after years of waiting it was all the sweeter, because the black 
hands from which the shackles fell were stainless of a single crime 
against the helpless ones confided to his care. 


These beautiful words breathe the spirit which I believe in- 
spires the white people of the South in their efforts and purpose 
to work out the destiny of the Anglo-Saxon and the colored 
races in that region. May God lead them to a solution of the 
great problem which will be at once honorable and beneficent, 
The spirit which moves a few prominent and powerful white 
leaders to make and encourage constant attacks upon the colored 
race because of their color; to the constant assertion of their 
inferiority as a race; to the constant advocacy and defense of 
lawlessness against them is very, very far from the spirit of 
Walthall and of Grady and other great southerners whom I 
have had the honor to know; far away, I hope and believe, 
from the general spirit and sentiment of the South, which will be 
infinitely more helpful to a solution which in peace and friendli- 
hess ‘will give scope to both races than that.exhibited by my 
friend from South Carolina. I do not know of a more cer- 
tain way to precipitate a struggle between the two races in such 
an environment than to be constantly violently declaring it to be 
imminent and inevitable. : 

I beg pardon of the Senate, Mr. President. 
galleries. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Applause is not allowed under the 
rules of the Senate. 

During the delivery of Mr. Spooner’s speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin will 
suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Wisconsin will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. Spooner’s speech, 

Mr. CARMACK obtained the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CARMACK, Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I had expected, Mr. President, to have a few 
brief words to say to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
in view of the direct personal attack he has made on me this 
afternoon, but the latter part of his speech has widened the 
scope of the reply I wish to make, and I therefore will take 
occasion in the near future to have something to say on this 
question and in answer to some insulting allusions he has made. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CARMACK, Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
whether he would prefer to go on this evening—it is now half 
past 4—or would he like, rather, to proceed in the morning. 

Mr. CARMACK. I believe I would prefer to go op to-morrow 
if it would suit the convenience of the Senate and be satisfactory 
to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? a 


[Applause in the 
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Mr. CARMACK. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I sincerely hope we may go on with the con- 
sideration of the pending resolution this afternoon. I do not 
want to inconvenience any Senator, but the debate has been con- 
siderably protracted and there are such a number of Senators de- 
siring to speak that I fear we will not be able to close the dis- 
cussion to-morrow unless we hear this afternoon from the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee or somebody else of the number desiring to 
speak. If the Senator from Tennessee says he is not prepared 
to go on, or for any important reason does not desire to go on 
now, I will not insist upon it. But to-day is Tuesday; Thurs- 
day, day after to-morrow, I believe we have set apart as a day 
for memorial exercises in honor of the late Senator from Tennes- 
see, Mr. Bate; and so, the first thing we know, we will be at the 
end of the week without having taken any action. 

There are a number of reasons why I desire to press this 
matter to a vote, but I will not take the time of the Senate now 
to state them. With this suggestion I submit it to the Senate. 
However, my preference is that the Senator from Tennessee 
should go on now. 

Mr. CARMACK. I can not say that my reasons for wishing 
to go on to-morrow are important, because it is a matter of no 
importance whether I speak at all or not. It is just a matter of 
preference with me, but I do not wish to press it at all. I de- 
sire to suit the convenience of the Senate and conform to the 
wishes of the Senator from Ohio. I can go on to-day. 

Mr. LODGE. . I made the inquiry because we ought to have 
an executive session. I am no more desirous of delaying this 
matter than is the Senator from Ohio. I wish we could get a 
vote at once. But I do not know whether we shall gain time 
< by. compelling the Senator from Tennessee to proceed at this 

moment. We ought to have an executive session. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am entirely willing to leave the matter 
to the Senator from Tennessee, so far as he is concerned, but 
there are two or three other Senators who haye told me they 
desire to speak briefly, only for a few minutes, It might suit 
the convenience of some other Senator to speak now. If some 
Senators are not heard this afternoon, I doubt whether we 
shall be able to conclude the discussion to-morrow, as I have 
been hoping we might do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. CARMACK. With pleasure. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am quite certain that we shall not be 
able. to finish the debate on the resolution to-morrow, and for 
another reason than the desire of the Senator from Tennessee. 
I wish we could take the balance of the afternoon in the consid- 
eration of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar. They will 
have to be taken up, of course, at some time, and if the Senator 
from Tennessee would just as soon make his remarks to-mor- 
row morning after the routine morning business, I will take oc- 
casion to move the consideration of the pension Calendar. 

Mr. CARMACK. That would be satisfactory to me for sey- 
eral reasons, not only because I would rather go on to-morrow. 
but I share with the chairman of the committee, of which I 
am a member, the desire to have the pension bills on the Cal- 
endar considered. ‘Therefore I put myself in the hands of the 
Senator from Ohio. I am going to be governed by his wishes 
and views in the matter. If he would prefer that I should 
proceed this afternoon, I will do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. When the Senator from Tennessee puts it 
in that way, I dislike to decide it. I have already expressed 
my preference, that we might make some progress this after- 
noon. But if the Senator from Tennessee has a preference, I 
will yield. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is a desire on the part of some 
Senators that we have an executive session, which I take it 
will not last more than a short time, and we can then return 
to legislative business, at which time I should like to ask 
that we proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension 
cases and bills for the correction of military records. 

Mr. KEAN. And transact no other business. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No.other business to be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. KEAN. We are going to have an executive session 
first. 

Mr. LODGE. The executive session first. I beg pardon. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. Lopez). Move it now. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion’ was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
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consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


STEPHEN M. HONEYCUTT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will announce the 
first bill on the Calendar, under the order for the consideraticn 
of pension bills and bills for the correction of military records. 

The bill (H. R. 3498) for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt 
was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, on page 2, line 1, after the word “ sixty- 
five,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become 
due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to amend the records of the War De- 
partment in such manner as to show that Stephen M. Honeycutt, 
piran of Company E, Third Regiment North Carolina Mounted 

olunteer Infantry, was enrolled—that is, enlisted and mustered into 
the military service of the United States—on the 25th day of March, 
1864, and honorably discharged at Knoxville, Tenn., on the 8th 
day of August, 1865: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolu- 
ree gies shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this 
act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL BAKER, 


The bill (S. 7105) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Baker, 
late of Companies E and D, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
ELIZABETH S. REESS. 


The bill (S. 5542) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth S. Reess was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
S. Reess, widow of Martin F. Reess, late of Company K, Nine- 
teenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to. be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN HOLLEY. 


The bill (S. 1495) granting an increase of pension to John 
Holley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Holley, late 
of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
FREDERICK CAREL. 


The bill (S. 7056) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Carel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendements, in line 6, before the word “musician,” to in- 
sert “late;” in the same line, before the word “Fourth,” to 
insert “ band; and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “ thirty-six” and insert “thirty ;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension oll fanne irs is 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Carel, late musician, band, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. TES Pee monti 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET E. GUTHRIE. 
The bill (S. 1594) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Guthrie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
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amendments, in line 7, after the word “sergeant-major,” to 
strike out “and adjutant ;” and in line 9, before the word “ dol- 
lars,“ to strike out “twenty” and insert “ twelve;“ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to mee on the pension roll, gee gh to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 

aret E. Guthrie, widow of Watson H. Guthrie, late sergeant-major, 
ixty-second Regiment . Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SANFORD H. MOATS. 


The bill (S. 3681) granting a pension to Sanford H. Moats 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “eighteen” and insert “twelve;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sanford 
H. Moats, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
_ the third time, and passed. 


FELIX G. MURPHY. 


The bill (S. 5672) granting an increase of pension to Felix 
G. Murphy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ battalion,” to strike 
out the name “Powell” and insert “ Powell’s;” in line 8, 
before the word “and,” to insert “ war with Mexico; and in 
the same line, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ thirty ” 
and insert“ twenty ; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Felix G. 
Murphy, late of Company B, Powell's battalion Missouri Mounted Vol- 


unteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. HENDERSON. 


The bill (S. 1797) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Henderson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of 
the U. S. S. Dahlia” and insert “acting third assistant engi- 
neer; ” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert“ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John E. 
Henderson, late acting third assistant engineer, United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. $ 


CHARLES M. BROUGH. 


The bill (S. 6947) granting an increase of pension to C. M. 
Brough was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Charles M. Brough, late 
of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles M. Brough.” 


JOHN ADSHEAD. 


The bill (S. 5106) granting an increase of pension to John 
Adshead was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Adshead, late 
of Company A, Fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. : 

WILLIAM E. CUMMIN. 


The bill (S. 6223) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Cummin was considered as. in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to insert “ first 
lieutenant Company F, and;” in line 7, after the word“ Com- 
pany,” to strike out the letter“ F“ and insert I;“ and in line 
9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ fifty“ and insert 
“ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
E. Cummin, late first lieutenant Company F, and captain Company I, 


Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. SHECKLER. 


The bill (S. 7162) granting a pension to William H. Sheckler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word“ month,” to insert“ in 
lieu of that he is now receiving ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of William 
H. Sheckler, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Sheckler.” 


SARAH R. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 6510) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
R. Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Engineer,” to strike 
out “ United States; ” and in line 8, before the word “ and,” to 
insert “ United States Army; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
R. Williams, widow of Ferdinand Williams, late first lieutenant, Engi- 
neer Corps, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE B. DRAKE. 

The bill (S. 7094) granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Drake was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George B. 
Drake, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


GEORGE F. FORD. 

The bill (S. 5991) granting an increase of pension to George 
F. Ford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George F. Ford, 
late of Company A, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. y 

DANIEL LOOSLEY. 

The bill (S. 5836) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Loosley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Loosley, late first lieu- 
tenant, Fourteenth Regiment, and captain, Twenty-third Regiment, 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GILES M. CATON. 

The bill (S. 7378) granting a pension to Giles M. Caton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “late,” to strike out 
surgeon“ and insert “of Company M;“ so as to make the bill 
rend: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Giles M. 
Caton, helpless and 9 —— son of Giles W. Caton, late of Company 
M. Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA J. COLLINS, 

The bill (S. 7377) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
J. Callins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “ widow,” to strike out 
the name “ Callins” and insert Collins,” and in line 7, before 
the word “late,” to strike out the name “ Callins” and insert 
“Collins; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
J. Collins, widow of Howard Collins, late of Company E, Second Regi- 


ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. s 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the tbird time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha J. Collins.” 

ANDERSON HENRY. 

The bill (S.-6625) granting an increase of pension to Anderson 
Henry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Anderson Henry, 
late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHARLES H. TRACY. 

The bill (S. 6736) granting a pension to Charles H. Tracy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ seventy-two ” and insert “sixty; “ and in the same line, after 
the word“ momh,“ to insert “in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Charles H. Tracy, late of Company A, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Tracy.” 


ESTHER ELDRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 6800) granting an increase of pension to Esther 
Eldredge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “ widow,” to strike out 
the name “Eldredge” and insert Eldridge;” and in line 7, 
before the word “ late,” to strike out the name “ Eldredge” and 
insert Eldridge; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Esther Eldridge, widow of Daniel D. Eldridge, late of Company F, 


Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Esther Eldridge.” 

THERON HAMNER. 

The bill (S. 6590) granting an increase of pension to Theron 
Hammer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “late,” to strike out the 
name “Hammer” and insert Hamner; “ and in line S. before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out thirty“ and insert“ twenty- 
four; “ so as to make the bill read: i 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of eron 
Hamner, late of Company E, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 


ma and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The. bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 5 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theron Hamner.” 


LUKE M. LEWIS. 


The bill (S. 7349) granting an increase of pension to Luke 
M. Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Second,” to insert “ Regi- 
ment;” in line 7. before the word“ Sharpshooters,” to insert 
“ Volunteer ;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty“ and insert “ thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Luke 
M. Lewis, late of Company E, Second Regiment United States Volun- 
teer Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lleu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ' 

MARVIN OSGOOD. 


The bill (S. 6372) granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
Osgood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ and,” to strike out “ In- 
fantry ” and insert“ Cavalry;” and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ fifty” and insert“ thirty;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marvin 
Osgood, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Cav- 
airy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL G. HEALY. “ 

The bill (S. 6915) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. Healy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel G. 
Healy, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire 
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Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


NATHAN E. STOVER. 

The bill (S. 6916) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
E. Stover was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nathan E. 
Stover, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 1 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DAVID A. EDWARDS. 

The bill (S. 6325) granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Edwards was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David A. 
Edwards, late of Company B, Fifth Battalion Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DANA H. M’DUFFEE. 

The bili (S. 6670) granting an increase of pension to Dana H. 
Mebuffee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the words “of the,” to insert 
“U. S. S. Monongahela and Ohio; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to K on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dana 
I. MeDuffee, late of the U. S. S. Monongahela and Ohio, United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. Š 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD DODGE. 


The bill (S. 7350) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Dodge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the sion laws, the name of Richard ge, late of 
Company D, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and Company D, Second Regiment, and Company K, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment, Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANNA D. BARNES. 


The bill (S. 6733) granting a pension to Anna D. Barnes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: A z 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna D. Barnes, widow of 
Joseph H, Barnes, Tate lieutenant-colonel Twenty-ninth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 7 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna D. Barnes.” 

GEORGE MAYBURY. 

The bill (S. 6835) granting an increase of pension to George 
Maybury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty ” and insert“ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill 
rend: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geo: 
rpi de late of Company D, Second I Regiment Maine Volunteer Car. 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now rectiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NATHANIEL GREEN. 

The bill (S. 5912) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Green was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
. thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secret 
hereby, authorized and directed to eon „ parlors nd 
the 88 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan- 

sreen, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 


28 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM B. SAYLES. 


The bill (S. 6963) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Sayles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William B. 
Sayles, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS ASHTON. 


The bill (S. 6960) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Ashton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Ashton, 
late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
WILLIAM KIRKWOOD. 


The bill (S. 4033) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kirkwood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Kirkwood, 
late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, ind to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN A. WILLIAMS, 


The bill (S. 6573) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John A. Wil- 
liams, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARTHA M. LAMBERT. 

The bill (S. 4108) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
M. Lambert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martha M. 
Lambert, widow of Henry R. Lambert, late of Company L, Sec- 
ond Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EDWARD W. GALLIGAN. ° 

The bill (S. 6050) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
W. Galligan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward W. 
Galligan, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
und passed. 
HENRY W. MAHANEY. 


The bill (S. 6687) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
W. Mahaney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henr 
W. Mahaney, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JACOB NIEBELS. 


The bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Jacob Neibels was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. the name of Jacob Niebels, late of 
Company E, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Niebels.” 


ANNA WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 3295) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “and,” to strike out 
Volunteers“ and insert“ Corps; “ so as to make the bill read: 

‘Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby. autho and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
Williams, widow of John C. Williams, late of Company C, One hun- 
dredth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, 
Third Hextinent Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


KEZIAH WALKER. 


The bill (S. 6958) granting an increase of pension to Keiziah 
Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Keziah Walker, widow of 
Carmi W. Walker, late of McLain’s independent battery, Colorado Vol- 
unteer Ay Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Keziah Walker.” 


ESTHER A. CLEAVELAND. 


The bill (S. 7099) granting an increase of pension to Esther 
A. Cleaveland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert“ boatswain;“ and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “twenty-four” and insert twenty; “ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Esther 
A. Cleaveland, widow of Charles H. Cleaveland, late boatswain, United 
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States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES CARPENTER, JR. 

The bill (S. 6811) granting an increase of pension to James 
Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “late,” to insert 
“junior;” in the same line, after the word “late,” to strike 
out “of” and insert “second lieutenant; “ and in line 9, before 
the word “ dollars,” to strike out “sixty ” and insert “ twenty- 
four; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Carpenter, jr., late second lieutenant Company H, Eighty-sixth Regi- 


ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move to amend the amendment in line 9 
by striking out “twenty-four” and inserting thirty“ before 
the word “ dollars.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Carpenter, jr.“ 

DANIEL N. M/CARTER. 

The bill (S. 2780) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
McCarter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Daniel,” to insert the 
initial “ N.;“ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
N. McCarter, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel N. McCarter.” 


WILLIAM I. ROSS. 


The bill -(S. 6571) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Ross was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William I. oss, late of 
Company B. One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and Company G, Ninth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. ê 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 5 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William I. Ross.” 

WILLIAM “ARNOLD. 

The bill (S. 6722) granting an increase of pension to William 
Arnold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Arnold, 
late surgeon Thirty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


THOMAS P. WAY. 


The bill (S. 6710) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
P. Way was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
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poses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas P. Way, 
late of Company F, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


JOHN B. M’COY. 


The bill (S. 7265) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
McCoy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John R. McCoy, 
late of Company B, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DELL E. PERT. 


The bill (S. 4113) granting an increase of pension to Dell E. 
Pert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty ” and insert “ sixteen,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pera on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dell 
E. Pert, widow of Stephen R. Pert, late of Company I, Ninety-fifth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at tbe rate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SOLOMON DRAPER. 


The bil! (S. 7053) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Draper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


— 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of Company D” and insert“ hospital steward ; ” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Solomon 
Draper, late hospital steward, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. PATTIRSON. 


The bill (S. 7294) granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
Patterson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William P. Pattirson, late 
of Company D, Ninety-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William P. Pattirson.” 


JOHN W. M’WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 5854) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
McWilliams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. 
McWilliams, late of the Signal Corps, United States Army, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
Saing: 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


COLUMBUS B. MASON. 


The bill (S. 6708) granting an increase of pension to Columbus 
B. Mason was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “captain,” to strike 
out late; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Colum- 
bus B. Mason, late lleutenant-colonel Thirteenth Regiment and cap- 
tain Company A, One hun and ninety-third iment Ohio Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lien of that he is Dow recelving ae 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN CARPENTER. 


The bill (S. 6459) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: - 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Carpenter, widow 
of Sidney B. Carpenter, late captain Company B, Fourteenth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month 
additional on account of minor child of the said Sidney B. Carpenter 
until he reaches the age of 16 years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. i 

ROSA OLDS. JENKINS. 

The bill (S. 4769) granting an increase of pension to Rosa 
Olds Jenkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “lieutenant,” to insert 
“and quartermaster; ” in line 8, before the word“ Infantry,” to 
strike out “ Volunteer” and insert “ National Guard;” and in 
line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “eighteen” and 
insert “ twelve; ” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosa 
Olds Jenkins, widow of Charles E. Jenkins, late first lieutenant and 

uartermaster, Twenty-eighth Regiment ‘New York National Guard In- 
antry, and pay her a pension at the rate $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SILAS G. CLARK. 

The bill (S. 6350) granting an increase of pension to Silas G. 
Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” to strike 
out “ Mounted; “ and in the same line, before the word “ In- 
fantry,” to insert“ Mounted;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas G. 
Clark, late of Company C, Third Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month - 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. JACKSON. 

The bill (S. 6726) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word“ late,” to strike out “of” 
and insert“ first lientenant;” in line 8, before the word “ and,” 
to insert “war with Mexico;” and in line 9, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “twenty-five” and insert “ twenty;” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject ta 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE: 


1149 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Jackson, widow of Thomas J. Jackson, late first lieutenant, First Regi- 
ment United States Artillery, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW J. WEST. 


The bill (S. 6351) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. West was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Mounted,’ to insert 
“ Volunteer; ” and in the same line, before the word “ Infan- 
try,” to strike out “ Volunteer; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. West, late of Company A, Second Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 


Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON D. GRAY. 


The bill (S. 6589) granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
ington D. Gray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ and,” to strike out 
„C, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry“ and in- 
sert M, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Ar- 
tillery;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wash- 
ington D. Gray, late of Company M, First Regiment New Hampshire 


Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him n pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MICHAEL J. SPRINKLE. 


The bill (S. 5292) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
J. Sprinkle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael J. 
Sprinkle, late second lieutenant Company C, Third Regiment 
North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARSHALL JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 7069) granting an increase of pension to Marshall 
Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars.” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert twenty-four;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 
shall Johnson, late of Company D, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regi- 


ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a sion at the r: 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving oe 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. z 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET KEARNEY. 


The bill (S. 5021) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Kearney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “and,” to strike out 
„Heavy Artillery“ and insert Cavalry ;” so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby. autborized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 

aret Kearney, widow of James Kearney, late of Company A, Third 

‘egiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate cf $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ARTHUR HATHORN, 


The bill (S. 6588) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Hathorn was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Arthur Hathorn, late of 
First Battery Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NOAH JARVIS. 

The bill (S. 7192) granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Jarvis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Noah Jarvis, late 
of Company I, Fifty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

RUTH E. OLNEY. 


The bill (S. 5023) granting an increase of pension to Ruth E. 
Olney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert“ twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ruth E. 
Olney, formerly widow of Francis W. Potter, late of Company E, 
Seventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and y her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she i now re- 
ceiving. 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID c. BENJAMIN. 


The bill (S. 7193) granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Benjamin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David C. Benjamin. late of 
Company D, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
captain Company I, Thirty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and Company B, One hundred and second Regiment United Stktes Col- 
ered Volunteer Infantry, and pax him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

JOHN H. NIBLOCK. 


The bill (S. 6703) granting an increase of pension to John II. 
Niblock considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty ” and insert twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Niblock, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment 
5 Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
ef $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 8 
ELIAS H. PARKER. 


The bill (S. 3320) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
II. Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty ” and insert“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provision and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elias 
H. Varker, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. BERRY. 


The bill (S. 7246) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Berry was considered as in Committee on the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pars on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Berry, late 
of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NANCY J. MULLALLY. 


The bill (S. 4055) granting a pension to. Nancy J. Mullally 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “mother,” to insert 
dependent; and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “thirty” and fnsert “twelye;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That ‘the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy 
J. Mullally, dependent mother of George S. Mullally, late of Company 
C, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL DOOLITTLE. 


The bill (S. 4813) granting an increase of pension to Samuel f 


M. Doolittle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the name“ Doolittle,” to strike 
out the letter“ M.;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authcrized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Doolittle, late of Company H, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Doolittle.” 

AUSTIN 8. DUNNING. 


The bill (S. 7157) granting an increase of pension to Austin 
S. Dunning was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Austin S. 
Dunning, late of Company I, Second Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ROBERT JENKINS. 


The bill (S. 6936) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Jenkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Jenkins, 
late of Company H, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
-that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. s 


MICHAEL ROSBRUGH, 


The bill (S. 6937) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Rosbrugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to, place on the pension roll the name of Michael Ros- 
brugh, late of Company ©, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

: WILLIAM R. NEIL. 


The bill (S. 6935) granting an increase of pension to W. R. 
Neil was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of” where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the letter“ W.” and insert“ William ;” 
and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ thirty ” 
and insert“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
R. Neil, late of Company A, Forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
increase of pension to William R. Neil.” 


GEORGE A. TYLER. 


The bill (S. 7161) granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Tyler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 10, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty“ and insert“ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
A. Tyler, late of Company M, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and One hundred and fourth Company, Second Bat- 
talion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN HAGER. 


The bill (S. 7160) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hager was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Hager, late of Troop 
C, First Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed.“ 


JOSEPH DANIELS. 


The bill (S. 6532) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Daniels was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Daniels. late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 


“A bill granting an 
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ORLANDO O. AUSTIN. 


The bili (S. 1516) granting an increase of pension to O. O. 
Austin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. . 

The bil was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of” where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the letter“ O.” and insert “ Orlando; ” 
in the same line, after the word “late,” to strike out “of” and 
insert captain; and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,“ to 
strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty-four; ” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orlando 
O. Austin, late captain Company I, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN 8. LEWIS. 


The bill (S. 7075) granting an increase of pension to J. 8. 
Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,” where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the letter “J.” and insert John;“ and 
in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “forty ° and 
insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisione and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8. 
Lewis, late of Company L, Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Lewis.” 


WILLIAM JENKINS, 


The biH (S. 7074) granting an increase of pension to William 
Jenkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “and,” to insert “ Mis- 
souri Home Guards; ” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “ forty ” and insert“ twenty-four; “ so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Jenkins, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment United States Reserve 
Corps, Missouri Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE E. VANDERWALKER. 


The bill (S. 6233) granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Vanderwalker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert“ twenty-four ; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
E. Vanderwalker, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
INCREASE OF PENSIONS OF ARMY NURSES. 


The bill (S. 695) increasing the pensions of Army nurses was 
announced as the next pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not think that bill comes under this order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; it does not come under the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 


JAMES M. BULLARD. 


The bill (S. 862) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Bullard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James M. Bul- 
lard, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company E, Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reperted to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passd. z 
HELEN C. LETTENMAYER. 

The bill (S. 7428) granting an increase of pension to Helen C. 
Lettenmayer was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “twenty” and insert “sixteen;” so as to make the bill 


rend: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
C. Lettenmayer, widow of Otto Lettenmayer, late of Company G, Four- 


teenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and ogy her a 
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT F. PEPOON. 


The bill (S. 5586) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
F. Pepoon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty“ and insert“ forty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
F. Pepoon, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. — 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. MICKLER. 


The bill (S. 6226) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Mickler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “and,” to insert “ Flor- 
ida Indian war,“ and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,“ to 
strike out“ twenty“ and insert“ twelve; “ so as to make the bill 
rend: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pao on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Mickler, widow of James A. Mickler, late of Captain Mickler's com- 
pany, Florida Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. * 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADELAIDE D. MERRITT. 


The bill (S. 5699) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
D. Merritt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“major, United States Army, retired,” and insert “ captain, 
Twenty-fourth Regiment United States Infantry; “ and in line 
9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ fifty” and insert 
„twenty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adelaide 
D. Merritt, widow of Thomas E. Merritt, late captain, Twenty-fourth 


Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported-to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES M. DARLING. 


The bill (H. R. 8631) for the relief of James M. Darling was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the word “ Volunteers,” 
to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no pay, allowances, bounty, or other emoluments shall 
become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: i 

Be it enacted, etc., That James M. Darling shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been ny discharged from the milita 
service of the United States on July 11, 1864, as captain Compan $ 
Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers : Provided hat no 


pay, allowances, bounty, or other emoluments shail become due or pay- 
able by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES B. MULFORD. 


The bill (II. R. 3357) granting an honorable discharge to 
James B. Mulford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 10, after the word “act,” to insert 
tlie following proviso: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become 
due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That James B. Mulford be held and considered 
to bave been mustered into service as a private of Company B, Seventy- 
ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as of date of August 18, 1862, 
and to have been honorably dischar; as of date of October 21, 1862, 
and that the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
issue an honorable discharge in accordance with the provisions of this 


act: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become 
due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. BENNETT. 


The bill (H. R. 15769) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Bennett was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty“ and insert“ thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W. Bennett, late major and lieutenant-colonel Eleventh Regiment New 


York Volunteer Cava y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS M. WILCOX. 

The bill (H. R. 1026) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Wilcox was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Thomas M. Wilcox, late of Battery L, First Regiment United 
States Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTIN ALPHONS LUTHER. 

The bill (H. R. 18677) granting a pension to Martin Alphons 
Luther was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Martin Alphons 
Luther, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. GASKEY. 

The bill (H. R. 21578) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Gaskey was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Andrew J. Gaskey, late of Company D, First Battalion Alabama 
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Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu-of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH T. EAGLER, 


The bill (H. R. 18887) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph T. Eagler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph T. 
Eagler, late of Company D, Forty-second Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. WORLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 10804) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Worley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John II. 


‘| Worley, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI DODSON. 


The bill (H. R. 10958) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Dodson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Levi Dodson, 
late of Company C, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. HAYS. 


The bill (H. R. 8563) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Hays was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Hays, late of Company I, One hundred and third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. HARRIS, 


The bill (H. R. 10751) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Harris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
Harris, late of Company F, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company I, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC N. S. WILL, 


The bill (II. R. 20617) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. S. Will was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac N. 8. 
Will, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G. BINKLEY. 


The bill (II. R. 10531) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Binkley was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William G. Binkley, late of Company C, One hundred and 
twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
quartermaster-sergeant Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Emer- 
gency Militia Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EUGENE DEMERS. 


The bill (H. R. 19970) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene Demers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eugene 
Demers, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $65 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ANNA FLYNN, 


The bill (H. R. 10755) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Flynn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Anna Flynn, 
widow of James Flynn, late of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT TURLEY. 


The bill (II. R. 20714) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Turley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert 
Turley, late of United States Marine Corps, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BRADLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 20559) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bradley was considered as in-Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Brad- 
ley, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB L. HATTON, 


The bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
L. Hatton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob L. Hatton, 
late of Company D, Fourth Regiment United States Colored 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiying. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. M’ATEE. 


The bill (H. R. 15004) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. McAtee was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William J. McAtee, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Mis- 
souri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE C. DEAN, 


The bill (H. R. 7476) granting an increase of pension to 
George ©. Dean was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George C. 
Dean, late of Company I, One hundred and ninth Regiment, and 
Company I, Fifty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI CHAPMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 8789) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Chapman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Levi Chap- 
man, late of Company C, First Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. TURNER. 


The bill (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Turner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William J. 
Turner, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES L. ALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 3855) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James L. 
Allen, late of Company B, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM R. SEARS. 


The bill (H. R. 19390) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Sears was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William R. 
Sears, late of U. S. S. Shamrock, United States Navy, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOWARD BENNETT. 


The bill (H. R. 19725) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard Bennett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Howard 
Bennett, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a thiyd reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GAINFORD N. UPTON. 


The bill (H. R. 15763) granting an increase of pension to 
Gainford N. Upton was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Gainford N. Upton, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment, and 
Company C, Twenty-third Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES B. 0. HORBACH. 


The bill (H. R. 20623) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. O. Horbach was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James B. O. Horbach, late of Company A, One hundred and 
forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EARL K. CHILDS. 


The bill (H. R. 2422) granting an increase of pension to Earl 
K. Childs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Earl K. Childs, 
late of Company K, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Engi- 
neers and Mechanics, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 


THOMAS LONERGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 3297) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lonergan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Lonergan, late of Company G, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILTON S. COLLINS. 


The bill (H. R. 3195) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton S. Collins was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Milton S. Collins, late of Company H, Eleventh Regiment Penn- 
Sylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL DOYLE. 


The bill (H. R. 8228) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Doyle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael 
Doyle, late of Company L. Eighth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month ir 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN P. PATTERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 10364) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Patterson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the rame of 
John P. Patterson, late of Company A, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER REEDY. 
The bill (H. R. 2290) granting an increase of pension to Peter 


Reedy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Peter Reedy, late 
of Company I, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL MAHONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 2761) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Mahoney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael 
Mahoney, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI GATES. 


The bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Gates was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Levi Gates, late 
ef Company D, Brackett’s battalion Minnesota Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB T. WISE. 


The bill (H. R. 2909) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
T. Wise was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob T. Wise, 
late of Company C,-First Regiment United States Volunteer 
Sharpshooters, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HARVEY. 


The bill (H. R. 3194) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Harvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Har- 
vey, late of Company H, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RUSH DESKINES. 


The bill (H. R. 3234) granting an increase of pension to Rush 
Deskines was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Rush Deskines, 
late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIMEON D. CHELF. 


The bill (H. R. 3733) granting an increase of pension to Sim- 
eon D. Chelf was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Simeon D. 
Chelf, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK G. HAMMOND. 


The bill (H. R. 3980) granting a pension to Frank G. Ham- 
mond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Frank G. Ham- 
mond, late of Company H, Thirty-seventh Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported with an amendment to the title, so as to 
make it read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank 
G. Hammond.” ` 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. : 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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ALBERT A. TALAM. 

The bill (H. R. 3494) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
A. Talham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert A. Tal- 
ham, late of Company H. Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD WALTON. 


The bill (H. R. 3496) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Walton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward Wal- 
ton, late of Company K, Second Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company F, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELI STOVER. 


The bill (H. R. 15471) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Stover was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Stover, late of 
Company C, Eighth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSIAH P. HIGGINS. 


The bill (H. R. 13455) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah P. Higgins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Josiah P. 
Higgins, late of Companies G and D, First Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Volunteer Cavalry, and U. S. S. Sybil, Red Rover, and 
Grampus, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 


WAITMAN T. MATHERS. 


The bill (H. R. 20968) granting an increase of pension to 
Waitman T. Mathers was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Waitman T. Mathers, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUGH BLAIR. 


The bill (H. R. 20891) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Blair was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Hugh Blair, 
late of Company H, Eighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES BARNELL, ALIAS RICHARD NORTH. 


The bill (H. R. 14543) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Barnell, alias Richard North, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Charles Barnell, alias Richard North, late of Com- 
pany B, Two hundred and thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK ROSCHDIANTZEY. 


The bill (H. R. 522) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Roschdiantzky was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Frederick Roschdiantzky, late of Company D, Forty-third Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. MOHN. 

The bill (H. R. 562) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Mohn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John F. Mohn, 
late of Company I, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 


1907. CONGRESSION 


NAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1155 


and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OLIVER N. M’LAIN. 

The bill (II. R. 600) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
N. McLain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver N. 
McLain, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company A, Seventh Regiment Veteran 
Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 747) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Smith, late 
of Company B, Third Regiment Tennessee Mounted Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET E. LOUNSBURY. 

The bill (IT. R. 1060) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Lounsbury was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Margaret E. Lounsbury. widow of Herbert Lounsbury, late of 
Company H, Twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and U. S. S. New Hampshire, Pawnee, and Vandalia, 
United States Navy, aud to pay her a pension of $16 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB BENDER. 

The bill (H. R. 1067) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bender was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Bender, 
late of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM S. QUIGLEY. 

The bill (II. R. 1068) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam S. Quigley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William S. 
Quigley; late of Company C, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JENNIE E. EDSON. 
The bill (II. R. 1673) granting an increase of pension to Jen- 


nie E. Edson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jennie E. 
Edson, widow of Joseph M. Edson, late of Company I, Fourth 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

3 JAMES C. DALY. 

The bill (H. R. 1687) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Daly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James C. 
Daly, late of Company A, Battalion Volunteer Cavalry, Miss- 
issippi Marine Brigade, and to pay him a pension of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read tbe third time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. WASHBURN. 

The bill (H. R. 1706) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Washburn was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George H. Wasbburn, late of Company C, Twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRICE P. MUNNS. 

The bill (H. R. 1709) granting an increase of pension to 

Brice P. Munns was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Brice P. 
Munns, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment Missouri Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill as reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA J. INGLE. 


The bill (H. R. 1800) granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Eliza J. Ingle, widow of Willlam 
T. Ingle, late a member of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SIMEON YORK. 

The bill (II. R. 1891) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon York was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Simeon York, 
late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NELSON R. SATTERLEE. 

The bill (H. R. 1904) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson R. Satterlee was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Nelson R. Satterlee, late of Company E, Eighty-first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS B. FOUTTY. 

The bill (H. R. 1938) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Foutty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas B. 
Foutty, late of Company C, Second Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, arid passed. 

OLIVER P. PIERCE. 

The bill (H. R. 1169) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver P. Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver P. 
Pierce, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. FULK. 

The bill (H. R. 1249) granting a pension to William R. Fulk 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions-and limita- 
tious of the pension laws, the name of William R. Fulk, late of 
Company F, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month, the same to be paid to him under the rules of the 
Pension Bureau as to mode and time of payment without any 
deduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments 
or erroneous payments of pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPHINE I. RICHMOND. 

The bill (II. R. 1372) granting a pension to Josephine I. Rich- 
mond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Josephine I. Rich- 
mond, widow of Obediah Richmond, late of Company A, Fifth 
Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMILY J. SHERMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to Emily J. Sherman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Emily J. Sherman, helpless 
and dependent daughter of Nathan P. Sherman, late of Company 
E, Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her u pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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DAVID WILBORN. 


The bill (H. R. 10789) granting a pension to David Wilborn 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of David Wilborn, late of 
Company A, Ninth Battalion Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Spain, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BARLOW DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 18454) granting an increase of pension to 
Barlow Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Barlow 
Davis, late of Brady’s company, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and second lieutenant Company B, Thir- 
tieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH E. CANNELL. 


The bill (H. R. 19482) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Cannell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah E. 
Cannell, widow of Thomas N. Cannell, late of Company A, One 
hundred and third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN REMICK. 

The bill (H. R. 14298) granting an inerease of pension to John 
Remick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Remick, 
late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ZELINDA E. ODENBAUGH. 

The bill (H. R. 4886) granting an increase of pension to 
Zelinda E. Odenbaugh was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Zelinda E. Odenbaugh, former widow of John N. Thompson, late 
of Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A. DEDRICK. 

The bill (H. R. 4648) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Dedrick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. 
Dedrick, widow of Albert C. Dedrick, late assistant surgeon, 
Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS SNELL. 


The bill (H. R. 4656) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Snell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Snell, late of ‘Company G, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HORACE B. TANNER. 

The bill (H. R. 4663) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace B. Tanner was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Horace B. Tanner, late of Companies C and G, First Regiment 
Rhode Island Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET E. PALMER. 

The bill (H. R. 4705) granting a pension to Harriet E. Pal- 
mer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Harriet E. Pal- 
mer, widow of Henry J. Palmer, late of Company E, Tenth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SILAS V. WHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 4834) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
V. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Silas V. White, 
late of Company G, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ASSOV HARELSON. 

The bill (H. R. 19296) granting an increase of pension to 
Assoy Harelson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Assoy Harel- 
son, late of Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN V. BARNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 18742) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tin V. Barney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martin v. 
Barney, late of Company K, and second lieutenant Company B, 
Third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
8 pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS HANER. 


The bill (H. R. 13241) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Haner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis 
Haner, late of Company C, Twenty-eighth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMBROSE S. DELAWARE. 


The bill (H. R. 12911) granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose S. Delaware was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ambrose 8. 
Delaware, late second lieutenant Company F, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALVIN N. D. KITE. 


The bill (S. 6624) granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. 
Kite was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name Kite,“ to insert the 
letter“ D.;“ and in line 7, before the word “ and,” to strike out 
Infantry“ and insert “ Cavalry;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions snd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alvin 
N. D. Kite, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alvin N. D. Kite.” 


MOLLIE J. MITCHELL. 


The bill (S. 6623) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Mitchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mollie J. Mitchell, widow 
of Richard P. Mitchell, late surgeon First Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Light Artillery, and pay her a nsion at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event 
of the death of Samuel H. Mitchell. helpless and dependent child of 
said Richard P. Mitchell, the additional pension herein granted shall 
cease and determine: And provided further, That in the event of the 
death of Mollie J. Mitchell the name of said Samuel H. Mitchell shall 
be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


aa. 
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of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the 
date of death of said Mollie J. Mitchell. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mollie J. Mitchell.” 


ELIZABETH B. BOYLE. 


The bill (S. 4404) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
B. Boyle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and: directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth B. Boyle. widow 
of Henry G. Boyle, alias Henry B. Miller, late of Company C, Mormon 
Battalion, Iowa Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT H. NASH. 


The bill (S. 6948) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
H. Nash was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “Company,” to strike 
out the lettér “ K“ and insert G; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pannon laws, the name of Albert 
H. Nash, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and first lieutenant and adjutant First Regiment New York 
Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET M’CULLOUGH. 


The bill (S. 7069) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
. McCullough was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “and,” to insert “ war 
with Mexico;” and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “twenty-five” and insert “twelve;” so as to make 
the Dill read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marga- 
ret MeCullough, widow of Thomas J. McCullough, late of Compass D, 
Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. s 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LORENZO F. HARMON. 


The bill (S. 1879) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
F. Harmen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words “late of,” to insert 
Company ;“ and in line 8, before the word dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert twenty; so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo 
F. Harmon, late of 55 C, Mormon Battalion, Iowa Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS H. DE CASTRO. 


The bill (S. 7402) granting an inerease of pension to F. H. De 
Castro was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions: with 


an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to. the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of cis H. Castro, late 

U. S. S. P „ Great Western, and Missouri, United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
erease of pension to Francis H. De Castro.” 


AUGUSTA T. EICHHOLTZ. 


The bill (S. 7353) granting an increase of pension to Augusta 
T. Eichholtz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the wotd “ Company,” to strike out 
the letter“ K“ and insert L;“ and in line 9, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ thirty“ and insert twenty; so as to 
make the bill read: 3 2 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the yaar laws, the name of Augusta 
T. Eichholtz, widow of Hugh Eichholtz, late of Company L, Fifteenth 


Regiment, New York Volunteer Hea Artillery, and pay her a sion 
at the rate of $20 per month in len at that she is pa 3 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. KUMLER. 


The bill (S. 7623) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Kumler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “Infantry,” to strike 
out “ Volunteer” and insert “ National Guard;” and in line 9, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “twenty-four” and 
insert “ twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 


the provisions and limitations of the en laws, the name of Sarah 
er, late of Company A, One hun- 

dred and sixty-seyenth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DAVID TURNER. 


The bill (S. 7358) granting an increase of pension to Dayid 
Turner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ and,” to strike out 
“and unassigned Ohio Volunteer Infantry;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject te 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Turner, late of Company D, Forty-second ment Ohio Volunteer 


rty. 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY LOUISE LAN. - 


The bill (S. 6408) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Louise McLean was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interi $, 
and directed to lace on the 8 pin 10 — 8 
limitations of nsion laws, the name of Mary Louise McLean, 
widow of Nathaniel C. McLean, late brigadier-general, United States 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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ANNA M. LOOMIS. 


The bill (S. 4509) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
M. Loomis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out fifty“ and insert “ thirty-six ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
M. Loomis, widow of Orlando M. Loomis, late captain Company I, 
One hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNA E. HOOD. 


The bill (S. 5886) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
E. Hood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Anna E. Hood, 
widow of Charles F. Hood, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cayalry, and Company A, Sixty-second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

STEPHEN H. S. COOK. 


The bill (S. 7640) granting an increase of pension te Stephen 
H. S. Cook was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out of” 
and insert “second lieutenant ;’ and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “forty ” and insert“ twenty-four; so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 

2. Cook, late second lieutenant Company G, Ninety-first Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN MONROE. 


The bill (S. 7062) granting a pension to John Monroe was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word “ month,” to insert “ in 
lieu of that he is now receiving; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ape ae to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Monroe, late of Company E, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Monroe.” 


MARY M’GILL. 


The bill (S. 3896) granting a pension to Mary McGill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty,” and insert “ twelve ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
McGill, widow of Patrick McGill, late of Troop A, Fifth Regiment 
Unirea States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. KELSEY. 
The bill (S. 6436) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Kelsey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
om 85 „ and insert “ twenty-four; ” so as to make the 

read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension voll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Kelsey, late of Company D, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY MORGAN. 


The bill (S. 7556) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Morgan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension rol! the name of Mary Morgan, 
widow of James Morgan, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


THOMAS SPANTON, 


The bill (S. 7558) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Spanton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Spanton, 
late of Company A, One hundred and fifth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SAMUEL WISE. 


The bill (S. 2693) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Wise was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Wise, late 
of Company B, One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. WRIGHT. 


The bill (S. 6633) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
Wright, late of Company E, Second Regiment California Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in. lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES J. EUBANK. 

The bill (S. 6637) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Eubank was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James J. Eubank, 
iate of Company C, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company M, Fifth Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FREDRICK MIDDAUGH. 


The bill (S. 6933) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Middaugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,” where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the name “ Frederick ” and insert “ Fred- 
rick; and in the same line, after the word “Company,” to 
strike out the letter “B” and insert E;“ so as to make the 
bill read: ‘ 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fredrick 
Miadaugh. late of Company E, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Fredrick Middaugh.” 


EDMUND FILLIO. 


The bill (S. 7067) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
Fillio was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Infantry,” to strike 
out “ Volunteer” and insert“ Militia;” and in line 8, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out“ fifty“ and insert “thirty ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary cf the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the a berg and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ed- 
mupd Fillio, late of Company B. Forty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts 
Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HELEN L. WOODWARD. 


The bill (S. 3461) granting a pension to Helen L. Woodward 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ twelve” and insert “elght;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ote., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
J. Woodward, widow of Frederick S. Woodward, late hospital steward, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JULIA C. R. BAIRD. 


The bill (S. 7339) granting a pension to Julia C. R. Baird was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “ and,” to insert United 
States Army, retired ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it ted, ete., That the Secreta f th 
8 authorized op directed By ‘placo on the pension piri — 9 E 

e provisions an ation: 3 
Cc. R. Baird. widow of W. Bald, late . United 


erates Army, retired, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
on 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for .a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ` 


ROBERT B. M’CUMBER. 


The bill (S. 7543) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. McCumber was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert B. 
McCumber, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


TIMOTHY DREW. 


The bill (S. 7066) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Drew was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “Regiment,” to insert 
“and Company K, Eighth Regiment; and in line 9, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert “ twenty- 
four;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of 
hereby, authorized and directed to ci peri on . — = — 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Timothy 
Drew, late of Company A, Forty-ninth ment, and Company K, 


Highth Regiment, Massachusetts Volunteer Infant and him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is — 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


KATE O'DONNELL WOOD. 


The bill (S. 3583) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
O'Donnell Wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “seventeen” and insert “twelve;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate 
O'Donnell Wood, widow of Frederick B. Wood, late of Company A, 
Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. CROFT. 


The bill (S. 3319) granting an increase of pension to James 
E. Croft was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty” and insert“ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: A 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
E. Croft, late of Twelfth . isconsin Volunteer Light Artil- 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. PEABODY. 


The bill (S. 4818) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Peabody was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out“ thirty“ and insert twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it engcted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
hereby, — idr RE and directed to place on the pension rell. subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
W. Peabody, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. = 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. l 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ABBY L. BROWN. 


The bill (S. 5190) granting an increase of pension to Abby L. 
Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Abby L. Brown, 
widow of Richard A. Brown, late of Company G, Fifth Regi- 
ment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay ‘her 
a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM P. PARRILL. 


The bill (S. 2565) granting a pension to William P. Parrill 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “and,” to insert “war 
with Spain;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
P. Parrill, iate of Company M, First — West Virginia Volunteer 


marani, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. $ 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 3 ‘ 
HENRY HUMBLE. 


The bill (S. 6278) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Humble was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Company,” to strike out 
the letter “F” and insert “I;” and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the konnen laws, the name of Henry 
Humble, late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JULIA A. VROOM. 


The bill (S. 5580) granting a pension to Juila Vroom was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Vroom, widow of 
John Vroom, late of Company K, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and Battery A, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Julia A. Vroom.” 


AMELIA R. RANDOLPH. 


The bill (S. 7554) granting an increase of pension to Amelia 
R. Randolph was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert“ twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amelia 
R. ndolph, widow of George F. Randolph, late captain Company K, 
Sixty-ffth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. g 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
5 DELPHINE DARLING. 


The bill (S. 3882) granting an increase of pension to Delphine 
Darling was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Delphine Darling, 
widow of Thomas Y. Darling, late of United States Marine 
Corps, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM J. WELLS. 

The bill (S. 6273) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Wells was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William J. Wells, 
late of Company I, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE DOWNING. 


The bill (S. 7361) granting an increase of pension to George 
Downing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on.the pension roll the name of George 
Downing, late of First Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES T. STEWART. 

The bill (S. 6706) granting an increase of pension to James 

T. Stewart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James T. 
Stewart, late of Company B, First Regiment United States 
Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ‘ 2 


LEMUEL T. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 6875) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
T. William was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lemuel T. 
Williams, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN WHITE. 


The bill (S. 7293) granting an increase of pension to John 
White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “and,” to strike out 
Infantry“ and insert“ Cavalry; “ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
White, late of Company C, First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. < 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ` 


VICTOR H. COFFMAN, 


The bill (S. 7617) granting an increase of pension to Victor 
H. Coffman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “one hundred“ and insert thirty ;¥’ so as to make the bill 
read: 4 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Victor 
H. Coffman, late surgeon Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
sg & and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JESSE L. PRITCHARD, 


The bill (S. 6876) granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Pritchard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “and,” to insert “ and 
Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry ;” and in line 9, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “forty” and insert 
„thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse I. 
Pritchard, late major, Third Regiment Colorado Volunteer Infantry and 


Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move to amend the amendment of the 
committee by striking out the word “thirty” before the word 
dollars“ and inserting in lieu thereof “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments ñs amended were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER M. COWGILL. 

The bill (S. 7513) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander M. Cowgill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Company,” to insert the 
letter G;“ in line 7, before the word “ Regiment,” to strike 
out “ Fifteenth ” and insert “Third; ” and in the same line, be- 
fore the word “and,” to strike out “Infantry” and insert 
Cavalry; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 
ander M. Cowgill, late of Company G, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 8 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES DUBY, ALIAS LOUIS DESHEMEAN. 


The bill (S. 2259) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Duby was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word “ late,” to insert “ alias 
Louis Deshemean ; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Duby, alias Louis Deshemean, late of Company H, Eleventh Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 5 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Duby, alias Louis Deshemean.” 

LOUIS T. FRECH. 

The bill (S. 549) granting a pension to Louis T. Frech was 
considered as in Committee of the Whote. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- | 


sert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis T. Frech, late of 
songy F, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain. P 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill. was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES J. FREESE. 


The bill (S. 7445) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
J. Freese was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “and,” to insert 
“United States Navy;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
J. Freese, late of U. S. S. Minnesota, William Bridges, and Dragon, 


United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN ANSLOW. 


The bill (S. 7566) granting an increase of pension to John 
Anslow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “ Regiment,” to strike 
out “ K, Fourth” and insert B, Sixty-fourth;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Anslow, late of Company B, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 


Pratl 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
antendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MICHAEL BOGUE. 


The bill (S. 7505) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Bogue was considered as in Committee of the Whole. - It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Michael Bogue, 
late of Company A, Twenty-seventh Regiment Michigan Volun- 
ieer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. J 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


GEORGE H. M’LAIN. 


The bill (S. 5697) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. McLain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in lise 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
rend: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 

McLain, late of Company D, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer I — and pay him a pensſon at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BYRON A. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 7486) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
A. Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars.“ to strike 
out “ fifty.” and insert thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the dane and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Byron 
A. Williams, late of Company E, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT C. WAGHER. 


The bill (S. 7489) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
C. Wagher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert“ twenty-four ; so as to make the bill 
read: i 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
C. Wagher, late of Company A, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. PUTNAM. 


The bill (S. 7488) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Putnam was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
cut“ thirty“ and insert“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W. Putnam, late of Company K, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SILAS N. PALMER. 


The bill (S. 6964) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
N. Palmer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the words “ late of,’ to insert 
“Company G, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and; ” 
so as to make the bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas 
N. Palmer, late of 8 G, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and Companies D and B, Second Regiment United States Veteran Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in Heu of that he is now receiving. $ pe 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
HENRY M. BULLARD. 


The bill (S. 6820) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Bullard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hen 
M. Bullard, late of Company G, Seventeenth Re; ent Wisconsin Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I moye to amend the amendment of the 
committee by striking out the word “twenty,” before the word 
“ dollars,” and inserting in lieu thereof “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 4 

HIRAM SIEGFRIED. 


The bill (S. 6957) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Siegfried was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ Infantry,” to strike 
out “ Volunteer” and insert “Drafted Militia ;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
Siegfried, late of rey, I, One hundred and seventy-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Drafted Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL E. COOVER. 


. The bill (S. 7484) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
E. Coover was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel E. 
Coover, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THEODORE J. SWEETING. 


The bill (S. 6827) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
J. Sweeting was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Theodore J. 
Sweeting, late of Company G, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


DAVID HARVEY. 


The bill (S. 2994) granting an increase of pension to David 
Harvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of David Harvey, 
late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JUSTUS B. COOMER, 


The bill (S. 7243) granting an increase of pension to Justus 
B. Coomer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Justus B. 
Coomer, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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CATHERINE MATIMORE. 

The bill (S. 7101) granting an increase of pension to Cather- 
ine Matimore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Catherine 
Matimore, widow of Michael Matimore, late of Company B, 
Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
aet £ pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to.be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ANNA B. L. WALKER. 

The bill (S. 1897) granting an increase of pension to Anna L. 
Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “Anna,” to insert the let- 
ter“ B.; and in line 8, before the word“ dollars,” to strike out 
“ fifty ” and insert “ forty ; ” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to poce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
B. L. Walker, widow of Ivan N. Walker, late lieutenant-colonel Seventy- 
third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna B. L. Walker.” f 


MELVIN L. LE SUER, ALIAS JAMES FRENCH. 


The bill (S. 7177) granting an increase of pension to M. L. Le 
Suer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: $ 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melyin L. Suer, alias, 
James French, late of 8 D and I, Eighth Regiment United 
States Infantry, war with Mexico; Battery L, Fourth Regiment United 
States Artillery, and Troop D, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Melvin L. Le Suer, alias James French.” 

LEWIS A. GRANT. 

The bill (S. 6943) granting an increase of pension to L. A. 
Grant was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out the 
letter L.“ and insert Lewis; in line 7, before the words 
United States,” to strike out “of;” and in line 8, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “ one hundred” and insert “ fifty ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
A. Grant, late brigadier-general and brevet major-general, United States 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis A. Grant.” 

CHARLES C. BURT. 

The bill (S. 7335) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
C. Burt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty ” and insert twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 2 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
C. Burt, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
fantry, and Seventh ttery, Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
- the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. NORTHROP. 


The bill (S. 6143) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Northrop was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
J. Northrop, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MOSES FEYLER, 


The bill (S. 2104) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Feyler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses 
Feyler, late of Company A, Twenty-first Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that is is now receiving. Í 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. š 


ASAPH H. WITHAM. 


The bill (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension to Asaph 
H. Witham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
rend: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Asaph 
H. Witham, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

- The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
SIMON PETER WALLERSON. 


The bill (S. 6793) granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Peter Wallerson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “forty ” and insert twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: j 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simon 
Peter Wallerson, late of Company I, Third Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN TREFRY. 


The bill (S. 6732) granting a pension to John Trefry was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Trefry, late of Com- 
pany G, Fifty-nin Regiment, and Company G, Fifty-seventh Regi- 


ment, Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Trefry.” 

ELIZA BRUSIE. 


The bill (S. 6139) granting an increase of pension to Eliza A. 
Brusie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name “ Brusie,” to strike out 
the letter A.; “ and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to 
1 out “twenty” and insert “sixteen;” so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to para on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
Brusie, widow of Cornelius Brusie, late of Company H, Ninety-first 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eliza Brusie.” 

JOHN HEATH. 


The bill (S. 6584) granting an increase of pension to John 
Heath was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Heath, late 
of Company B, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MOSES ROWELL. 


The bill (S. 6582) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Rowell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Moses Rowell, late 
of Company I, Eleventh and Sixth Regiments New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 33 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DANIEL L. SEAVEY. 


The bill (S. 6830) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
L. Seavey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel L. 
Seavey, late of Company E, Thirty-eighth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ; 
PAGE G. POTTER. 


The bill (S. 7398) granting an inċrease of pension to Page 
G. Potter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Page G. 
Potter, late of Company B, First Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ALBERT T. BARR. 


The bill (S. 6914) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
T. Barr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Albert T. Barr, 
late of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM S. GRAY. 

The bill (S. 4681) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

liam S. Gray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


1164 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William S. 
Gray, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HORACE P. MARSHALL, 


The bill (S. 6671) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
P. Marshall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Horace P. 
Marshall, late of the First Independent Battery, New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 3 

JOSEPHINE BRACKETT, 


The-bill (S. 7744) granting a pension to Josephine Brackett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Josephine Brackett, widow 
cf Samuel B. Brackett, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment 
Mane Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bil was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DWIGHT SIMPSON. 


The bill (S. 7740) granting an increase of pension to Dwight 
Simpson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
#n amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ seventy-two ” and insert thirty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Dwight 
Simpson, late of Company I, First Regiment United States Veteran 


Volunteer Engineers, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $80 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. pore 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN KIRCH. < 


The bill (S. 4756) granting an increase of pension to John 
Kirch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “and,” to insert 
“and Company I, Fourth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps;” 
so as to make the bill read: $ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Kirch, late of Company B, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, Fourth Regiment Veteran 
Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the tate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


R. SMITH COATS. 


The bill (S. 6431) granting an increase of pension to R. Smith 
Coats was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the peanon roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of R. 
Smith Coats, late of Company F, Forty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer, Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES T. M’REYNOLDS. 


The bill (S. 6769) granting an increase of pension to James 
T. McReynolds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions witb 
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an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “forty” and insert“ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pac on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the penslon laws, the name of James 
T, cReynolds, late of Company €, Fifty-eighth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer poranit y. and pey him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month In leu of t he now receiving, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES BOXMEYER. 

The bill (S. 7119) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Boxmeyer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Box- 
meyer, late of Company C, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ‘ 

MARVIN F. BARTON. 

The bill (S. 1511) granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
F. Barton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Marvin F. 
Barton, late of Company H, Fifty-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This completes the Calendar. What 
is the further pleasure of the Senate? 

EDWARD L. CARPENTER. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ask if the Senate passed 
the bill (S. 1425) granting an increase of pension to Edward L. 
Carpenter? I did not hear it called. I notice it is on the Cal- 
endar. $ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was not passed. It was passed 
over. Does the Senator wish to have the bill considered? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I know of no reason, or at least I do not 
recall any reason, why it should not be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If, as I am advised, I asked that it go over 
ut some other time, I will ask that it lie over now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without preju- 
dice. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 37 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Jan- 
uary 16, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
æecutire nominations received by the Senate January 15, 1907. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry Arm. 


Second Lieut. Robert L. Collins, Second Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 2, 1906, vice Norvell, Eighth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Infantry Arm. 

First Lieut. Lawrence D. Cabell, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from January 9, 1907, vice Spence, Eleventh Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Corps of Engineers. 

Lieut. Col. Clinton B. Sears, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel 
from January 11, 1907, vice Livermore, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. Curtis McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel from January 11, 1907, vice Sears, promoted. 

Capt. Charles Keller, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
January 11, 1907, vice Townsend, promoted. 

First Lieut. Albert E. Waldron, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from January 11, 1907, vice Keller, promoted. 

Second Lieut. De Witt ©. Jones, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from January 11, 1907, vice Waldron, promoted. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Civil Engineer Frank O. Maxson to be a civil engineer in the 
Navy with the rank of captain from the 26th day of November, 
1906, vice Civil Engineer Mordecai T. Endicott, retired. 
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Civil Engineer Richard C. Hollyday to be a civil engineer in 
the Navy with the rank of commander from the 26th day of 
November, 1906, vice Civil Engineer Frank O. Maxson, pro- 
moted. 

Civil Engineer Frank T. Chambers to be a civil engineer in 
the Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander from the 26th 
day of November, 1906, vice Civil Engineer Richard C. Holly- 

day, promoted. 

Boatswain John S. Croghan to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy, to rank with, but after, ensign, from the 10th day of 
May, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ service, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of an act of 5 approved March 
8, 1899, as amended by the act of April 27, 1904. 

Surg. John E. Page, who was Soned to fill a vacancy oc- 
curring on April 20, 1904, to take rank as a surgeon from March 
8, 1904, in accordance with an opinion of the Attorney-General 
dated April 24, 1906. 

Surg. John M. Moore, who was promoted to fill a vacancy oc- 
curring on January 1, 1905, to take rank as a surgeon from 
March 3,-1904, in accordance with an opinion of the Attorney- 
General dated April 24, 1906. 

Naval Constructors Daniel C. Nutting, jr., and Holden A. 
Evans to be naval constructors in the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant-commander from the 10th day of October, 1906, to 
correct the date from which they take rank as confirmed on 
December 11, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Russell B. Putnam to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the ist day of July, 1906, vice First Lieut. 
Arthur McAllister, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin A. Lewis to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 6th day of July, 1906, vice First 
Lieut. Thomas A. Mott, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur Stokes to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 1st day of August, 1906, vice First Lieut. 
Fred A. Udell, who failed to qualify for promotion after being 
due therefor. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin S. Berry to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 15th day of August, 1906, to correct 
the date of his promotion as confirmed on December 19, 1906, 

“which is made necessary by the failure of Second Lieut. Till- 
man Bunch to qualify for promotion after being due therefor. 

Lieut. Commander Harold P. Norton to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 10th day of October, 1906, vice Commander 
John C. Fremont, promoted. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Edward S. Wiggins, of Oklahoma, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Woodward, Okla., his term having expired. (Reap- 
pointment.) 

MARSHAL. 


Frank W. Wait, of Michigan, to be United States marshal for 
the western district of Michigan (a reappointment), his term 
expiring January 18, 1907. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

Frederick W. Smith to be postmaster at Williams, in the 
county of Coconino and Territory of Arizona, in place of Fred- 
erick W. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1907. 

i ARKANSAS. 

Carl O. Freeman to be postmaster at Berryville, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Alexander Jackson to be postmaster at Hoxie, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Robert ©. Vance to be postmaster at Benton, in the county of 
Saline and State of Arkansas, in place of Milton P. Westbrook, 
resigned. 

CALIFORNIA, 

Matthew W. Grace to be postmaster at Lindsay, in the county 
of Tulare and State of California. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

COLORADO. 

George W. Shuler to be postmaster at Holyoke, in the county 
of Phillips and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

CONNECTICUT. 

H. Guy Linsley to be postmaster at Branford, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of H. Guy Linsley. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 

FLORIDA. 

Mary B. BARD to be postmaster at Eustis, in the county of 
Lake and State of Florida. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1907. 


Edwin N. Bradley to be postmaster at Green Cove Springs, in 
the county of Clay and State of Florida. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

George F. Fernald to be postmaster at Tarpon Springs, in the 
county. of Hillsboro and State of Florida. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

George E. Koons to be postmaster at Palmetto, in the county 
of Manatee and State of Florida. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Fred M. Taylor to be postmaster at Titusyille, in the county 
of Brevard and State of Florida, in place of Fred M. Taylor.. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 


IDAHO. 

Millie R. Longfellow to be postmaster at Mountain Home, in 
the county of Elmore and State of Idaho, in place of William 
J. Turner, resigned. 

ILLINOIS. 

Charles D. Clark to be postmaster at Utica, in the onthe of 
La Salle and State of Illinois, in place of Charles D. Clark. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Theodore Disosway to be postmaster at Henry, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Lilinois, in place of Charles A. Camp. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Ulysses E. Smith to be postmaster at Metropolis, in the county 
of Massac and State of Illinois, in place of Frederick R. Young, 
resigned, 

Cyrus Thompson to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Illinois, in place of John E. Thomas. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 11, 1906. 

Gaither C. Walser to be postmaster at West Salem, in the 
county of Edwards and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

INDIANA. 

L. A. Bachelor to be postmaster at Vanburen, in the county of 
Grant and State of Indiana, in place of Henry Whitecotton. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Arthur A. Holmes to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the county, 
of Sullivan and State of Indiana, in place of William R. Nesbit. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1906. 

W. F. Moore to be postmaster at West Baden, in the county of 
Orange and State of Indiana, in place of Elvet B. Rhodes. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

IOWA. 

Andrew H. Bjorgo to be postmaster at Kensett, in the county 
of Worth and State of Iowa, in place of Andrew H. Bjorgo. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 1907. 

Charles E. Carmody to be postmaster at Mapleton, in the 
county of Monona and State of Iowa, in place of Charles E. 
Carmody. Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

James H. Dunlap to be postmaster at Clarinda, in the county 
of Page and State of Iowa, in place of James H. Dunlap. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

William H. McClure to be postmaster at Fontanelle, in the 
county of Adair and State of Iowa, in place of William H. Me- 
Clure. Incumbent's commission expired January 7, 1907. 

J. Ken Mathews to be postmaster at Mediapolis, in the county 
of Des Moines and State of Iowa, in place of J. Ken Mathews. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 29, 1907. 

Charles J. Mills to be postmaster at Ossian, in the county of 
Winneshiek and State of Iowa. Oflice became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

George A. Sedgwick to be postmaster’ at Hawarden, in the 
county of Sioux and State of Iowa, in place of Arthur S. Colby. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

KANSAS, 

Nelson M. Cowan to be postmaster at Kensington, in the 
county of Smith and State of Kansas. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1907. 

MAINE, 

Frank L. Averill to be postmaster at Oldtown, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine, in place of Frank L. Averill. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

John M. Jewell to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

John M. Oak to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in place of John M. Oak. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Frank R. Purinton to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the 
county of Somerset and State of Maine, in place of Frank B. 
Purinton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 6, 1907. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Lorenzo B. Crockett to be postmaster at North Easton; In the 
in place of 


county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, 
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Lorenzo B. Crockett. 
11. 1907. 
David L. Small to be postmaster at Harwich, in the county 


Incumbent’s commission expires February 


of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 
MICHIGAN. 

John Amesse to be postmaster at Lake Linden, in the county 
of Houghton and State of Michigan, in place of John Amesse. 
Incumbent's commission expires February 7, 1907. 

Joshua Braun to be postmaster at Sebewaing, in the county of 
Huron and State of Michigan, in place of Joshua Braun. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 9, 1907. 

Charles M. Fails to be postmaster at Wolverine, in the county 
of Cheboygan and State of Michigan. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1907. 

MINNESOTA. 

Edward F. Gummer to be postmaster at Frazee, in the county 
of Becker and State of Minnesota, in place of Edward F. Gum- 
mer. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1906. 


MISSISSIPPI. 

Annie B. Wood to be postmaster at Louisville, in the county 
of Winston and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

MISSOURI 

John C. Lark to be postmaster at Steelville, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

NEBRASKA. 

Frank Israel to be postmaster at Benkelman, in the county of 
Dundy and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. : 

Henry E. Langevin to be postmaster at Curtis, in the county 
of Frontier and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

John H. MeGuire to be postmaster at Benson, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

William R. Pedley to be postinaster at Bertrand, in the county 
of Phelps and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Frank R. Wild to be postmaster at De Witt, in the county of 
Saline and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1907. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Caroline E. Condit to be postmaster at Millburn, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in place of Caroline E. Condit, 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 

Marcus Mitchell to be postmaster at East Orange, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, in place of Marcus 
Mitchell. Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 

NEW MEXICO, 

James A. Duff to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
of San Juan and Territory of New Mexico. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

NEW YORK. 

Joseph A. Douglas to be postmaster at Babylon, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Theodore-C. 
Fletcher. Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 

Frank W. Higgins to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the 
county of Allegany and State of New York, in place of Frank W. 
lliggins. Incumbent's commission expires February 12, 1907. 

‘Charles C. Horton to be postmaster at Silver Creek, in the 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of 
Charles C. Horton. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
4, 1907. 

i Benjamin C. Moore to be postmaster at Pleasantville Station, 
in the county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of 
Wiliam T. Bailey. Incumbents commission expired January 
7, 1907. 

Robert Murray to be postmaster at Warrensburg, in the 
county of Warren and State of New York, in place of Robert 
Murray. Incumbent's commission expired December 15, 1906. 

James L. Taylor to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of James 
L. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Fred A. Upton to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York, in place of John S. Burr, de- 
ceased. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Willis Perceval Edwards to be postmaster at Franklinton, in 
the county of Franklin and State of North Carolina. Office be- 
came Presidential January 1, 1906. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 

Otis Beardsley to be postmaster at Underwood, in the county 
of McLean and State of North Dakota. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1906. 3 

OHIO. 

Joel P. De Wolf to be postmaster at Fostoria, in the county of 
Seneca and State of Ohio, in place of Joel P. De Wolf. Incum- 
bent's commission expires January 19, 1907. 

John M. Gallagher to be postmaster at Quaker City, in the 
county of Guernsey and State of Ohio, in place of John M. 
Gallagher. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1907. 

Joseph E. Hall to be postmaster at Bucyrus, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio, in place of Joseph E. Hall. Incum- 
bent's commission expires March 3, 1907. 

Jacob C. Irwin to be postmaster at Degraff, in the county of 
Logan and State of Ohio, in place of Jacob ©. Irwin. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 

OKLAHOMA, 

Elmer E. Brown to be postmaster at Oklahoma, in the county 
of Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Elmer E. 
Brown. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 1907. 

OREGON, 

Louis A. Githens to be postmaster at Athena, in the county of 
Umatilla and State of Oregon, in place of Louis A. Githens. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7. 1907. 

Fletcher E. Wilcox to be postmaster at Milton, in the county 
of Umatilla and State of Oregon, in place of Fletcher E. Wilcox. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

PENNSYLVANIA. z 

John H. Bishop to be postmaster at Millersville, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John H. 
Bishop. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 

Joseph M. Brothers to be postmaster at Knox, in the county 
of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Joseph M. 
Brothers. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 

Joseph J. Delp to be postmaster at Windgap, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

Silas E. Dubbel to be postmaster at Waynesboro, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Silas E. 
Dubbel. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 

Samuel H. Jackson to be postmaster at Claysville, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Samuel H. Jackson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
26, 1907. 

Herman H. North to be postmaster at Bradford, in the county 
of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Herman H. 
North. Incumbent's commission expires February 11, 1907. 

Charles A. Passmore to be postmaster at Gap, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

William H. Pennell to be postmaster at Duncannon, in the 
county of Perry and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
H. Pennell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 

Thomas K. Pullin to be postmaster at Confluence, in the 
county of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Thomas K. Pullin. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 
1907. 

Rosella M. Russell to be postmaster at Glassport, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylyania, in place of Rosella M. 
Russell. Incumbent's commission expires January 26, 1907. 

John H. Thomas to be postmaster at Carbondale, in the county 
of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John H. 
Thomas. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 

Robert B. Thompson to be postmaster at Freeport, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
John H. Holmes. Incumbent's commission expires January 26, 
1907. 

Sylvester B. Woollet to be postmaster at McConnellsburg, in 
the county of Fulton and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1907. 

TEXAS, 

Frank P. Varley to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

VERMONT. 

John S. Sweeney to be postmaster at Island Pond, in the 
county of Essex and State of Vermont, in place of Ora M. Car- 
penter, resigned. 

Frank T. Taylor to be postmaster at Hardwick, in the county 
of Caledonia and State of Vermont, in place of Frank T. Tay- 
lor. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

James H. Viele to be postmaster at Essex Junction, in the 
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county of Chittenden and State of Vermont, in place of Warner 
B. Nichols. Incumbent's commission expired January 14, 1907. 
VIRGINIA. 
Willard B. Alfred to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the 
county of Mecklenburg and State of Virginia, in place of Wil- 
lard B. Alfred. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 


Robert A. Anderson to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
of Smyth and State of Virginia, in place of Robert A. Anddrson. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Jacob H. Lindsey to be er at Bridgewater, in the 
county of Rockingham and State of 3 Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1907. 

WASHINGTON. 

Ernest L. Darr to be postmaster at Sumner, in the county of 
Pierce and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

T. N. Henry to be aster at Prosser, in the county of 
Benton and State of Washington, in place of Nelson Rich, re- 
signed. ; 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Fannie E. Heimick to be postmaster at Thomas, in the county 
of ‘Tucker and State of West Virginia, in place of Albert C. 
Helmick. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

WISCONSIN. 

Edward M. Crane to be postmaster at Oshkosh, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Wisconsin, in place of Edward M. 
Crane. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 

Francis R. Dittmer to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county 
of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin, in place of Francis R. 
Dittmer. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Charles Kimnach to be postmaster at Cudahy, in the county 
of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles Kim- 
nach. Incumbent's commission expires March 3, 1907. 

William H. Landolt to be postmaster at Wauwatosa, in the 
county of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin, in place of Wil- 
liam H. Landolt. Incumbent's commission expires February 4, 
1907. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 15, 
1907. 


SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


George B. Cortelyou, of New York, now Postmaster-General, 
to be Secretary of the Treasury, to take effect March 4, 1907. 


SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


James Rudolph Garfield, of Ohio, now Commissioner of Cor- 
porations in the ent of Commerce and Labor, to be 
Secretary of the Interior, to take_effect March 4, 1907. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


George v. L. Meyer, of Massachusetts, now ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary to Russia, to be Postmaster- 
General, to take effect March 4, 1907. 

COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 

Herbert Knox Smith, of Connecticut, now Deputy Commis- 
sioner of Corporations, to be Commissioner of Corporations in 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

PENSION AGENT. 


John R. King, of Maryland, to be pension agent at Washing- 
ton, D. C., his term haying expired. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Antoine J. Murat, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander George W. McElroy, an additional num- 

ber in grade, to be a commander in the Navy from the 7th 
day of January, 1906. 

Frank H. Stibbens, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 4th day of January, 1907. 

Midshipman Roy F. Smith, United States Navy, to be au 
assistant civil engineer in the Navy from the 3d day of Janu- 
ary, 1907. 

Gunner Wilhelm H. F. Schluter to be a chief gunner in the 
Navy from the 1st day of August, 1906, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress 3 March 3, 1899, as amended by the act of 
April 27, 1904. 

MARSHAL. 


Dewey C. Bailey, of Colorado, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Colorado. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuespay, January 15, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
YAKIMA RESERVATION. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 
190. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 190) extending protection of second pro- 
zio of section 1 of the act of December 21, 1904, to certain en- 
rymen. 


Resolved, etc., That where entries were allowed by the local a 
office prior to December 21, 1904, of lands purchased from 
who were bona fide settlers on March 5, 1904, such entrymen shall be 
entitled to the protection extended by the second proviso of section 1 
of the act of mber 21, 1904, they have continued to comply 
in good faith with the requirements of the settlement laws. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. The 
bill itself contains no information of value to the Members of 
the House, and I suggest that the gentleman explain the pro- 
visions of the resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the situation is 
simply this: Under the act passed in December, 1904, opening 
the Yakima Indian Reservation and recognizing the claims of 
Indians to certain lands, there was a proviso that where on 
the 5th of March, 1904, settlers were occupying certain of these 
lands that the rights of those settlers should not be interfered 
with and that the moneys expended upon the reservation for 
irrigation purposes should be considered as full compensation 
for those lands—in other words, they extinguished the Indian 
title. But before the notice of the Land Office withdrawing 
these lands from settlement had reached the local office three 
or four settlers who resided on the land on the 5th of March, 
1904, and protected by the act, relinquished that land and sold 
their rights to other persons, who in good faith went on the 
land and had their cases accepted by the local land office. 
This act simply extends to those individuals the same rights as 
were given to the others. It affects only three or four indi- 
viduals. The bill has the unanimous recommendation of the 
Committee on Public Lands and of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. It is simply to protect these three or four settlers who 
acted in perfect good faith. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Were those people upon these lands there in the first instance 
rightfully? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. They were. 

Mr. MANN. How did they nappen to. be on lands belonging 
to the Indians? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. There was much dispute be- 
tween the Indians and the Government as to the right to those 
lands. As a matter of fact, the Government did not recognize 
the claims of the Indians, and held it out to the public as sub- 
ject to entry ever since the reservation was established. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to recon- 


sider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was 
laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CALUMET RIVER, INDIANA. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 23718) to authorize the Chicago, Lake Shore and South 
Bend Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Calumet 
River in the State of Indiana. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Ch 
Rallwa Company, a ‘corporation — — under the laws of the State 
of Ind successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge, and ap- 
proaches thereto, across the Calumet River in the southeast quarter of 
section 34, township 37 north, range 9 west, in Lake County, in Be 
State of Indiana, in accordance with the 3 of the act entitled“ 
act to regulate the construction of bri over navigable waters,” = 
proved March 23, 1906. 


„ Lake Shore and South Bend 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is this a unanimous report, Mr. Speaker, 
from the committee? 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Les; this bill is in the regular form, 
and unanimously reported from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And is in the form required by law? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is in the form required by law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Complying with the provisions required? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is in the usual stereotype form. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘Then, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 21574. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of 
the following titles, asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. McCumber, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. ‘TALIAFERRO as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate: 

S. 6833. An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie May 
Vose; x 

S. 5041. An act granting au increase of pension to George A. 
Tucker ; 5 

S. 4908. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Kimball; and . 

S. 822. An act granting a pension to Michael V. Hennessy. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee as indicated below : 

S. 976. An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, 
soldiers, and officers who served in the civil war and the war 
with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 


TEMPORARY LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 81, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Toint resolution [S. R. 81] authorizing temporary leaves of absence for 
homestead settlers. 

Resolved, etc., That homestead settlers upon the public domain, in 
those sections where climatic conditions and other causes of an un- 
usual nature exist resulting in personal hardship, are hereby granted 
a leave of absence from their land for a period of three months from 
the date of the approvgl of this resolution. All homesteaders seri- 
eusly affected by such conditions or causes shall make application, sup- 
ported by afidavit, setting forth the facts justifying the leave of ab- 
sence applied for to the register and receiver of the land office of the 
district in which their land is situated, and settlers granted such leave 
shall forfeit no rights by reason of the absence allowed hereunder: 
Provided, That the period of such actual absence shall not be de- 
ducted from the full time of residence required by law. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: s 

Strike out the lines 4 and 5 and insert in lien thereof North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Wyoming, Minnesota, and Montana.” 

Strike out all after the word “resolution,” in line 8, down to the 
. word “ Provided,” in line 14. 

Strike out the word “such,” in line 14; and insert after the word 
absence,“ in line 15, the words under this resolution.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman explain to the House the necessity for this 
legislation? 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, we are experiencing an unusu- 
ally severe winter in North Dakota. We have on an average 4 
feet of snow on the level. This snow has drifted so that on 
nearly all the branch lines of our railroads the service has been 
practically suspended. Many of the new settlers who are living 
in the western part of the State are without fuel, and some of 
them without provisions, and this resolution simply gives them 
the privilege of moving from their lands, if they so desire, for a 
term of three months. The people living in the eastern part of 
our State will not take advantage of this law because they haye 
good houses, but the relief under this resolution will be given to 
the new settlers, who are living in poor houses, shanties, you 
might say. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
people ought to live in warmer climates, is it not? 
better for themselyes and everybody else. r 

Mr. GRONNA. That is perhaps a matter of opinion, depend- 


This is an inculcation of the lesson that 
It would be 


ing on the latitude in which a person happens to be born. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I haye no objection. r 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Speaker, why not amend the resolution 
so that it would apply to those persons who haye entered land 
there and whose time expires for moving onto the land during 
the winter. They can not get any fuel either. If they do not 
move onto the land within six months, then their entry expires. 
Why would it not be well to amend the resolution so as to apply 
to those people, as well as to the people who are now on the land? 

Mr. REEDER. This would cover them. 

Mr. GRONNA. I think the gentleman misunderstands the 
resolution. It will cover the cases of the people he speaks of. 

Mr. STERLING, Does it apply to any particular part of 
those States? : 

Mr. GRONNA. No; it simply grants all a leave of absence 
outright for three months. 

Mr. STERLING. The reason I ask is this: A number of 
people from my county have entered land in Butte County, 
S. Dak. They must be there in February, and what I wish to 
know is whether this extends their right to go there? 

Mr. GRONNA. Yes; it does. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. y 
The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries may 
have authority to sit during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries may have authority to sit during the sessions of the 
Ilouse. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 


DESERT-LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21567) 
extending the time for making final proof in desert-land entries. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the time for making final proof and pay- 
ment for all lands located under the desert-land laws of the United 
States in township 13 south, ranges 12 and 13 east; sections 6, 7, 17, 
18, 19, 20, 29, 30, 31, of township 13 south, range 14 east; township 
14 south, ranges 12 and 13 east; township 15 south, range 12 east; 
sections 5, 6, and 7, township 15 south, range 13 east; township 16 
south, range 12 east; township 17 south, ranges 12 and 13 east; sec- 
tions 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 of township 17 
south, range 14 east, San Bernardino base and meridian, in the county 
of San Diego, Cal., proof and me he mesh of which has not been made, be. 
and the same is hereby, exten for the period of two years from the 
time proof and payment would become due under existing law. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I think this is rather im- 
portant legislation, especially in view of the fact that the Presi- 
dent has virtually recommended the repeal of these desert-land 
laws, and I shall, for the present at any rate, object. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I wish you would allow me to 
make an explanation, reserving your right to object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand it is a bill to extend the time 
for perfecting title under these desert-land laws. I think the 
laws ought to be repealed. 

Mr. SMITH of California. But you probably would not 
undertake to destroy rights that have been acquired by these 
people while the law is in existence. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would not, but I would not extend that 
right. I would not enlarge it. 
Mr. SMITH of California. 

listen to my explanation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of California. This land is under a system of 
irrigation, the water being derived from the Colorado River, 
about which the President’s message spoke. The head of the 
canal irrigating this land has been washed out. Under the law 
settlers of desert lands must make final ptoof within four years 
from entry. These people settled there about four years ago. 
Their time for final proof will expire this spring. It will be 


I think you would if you would 


impossible for them to restore the canal system by that time, 
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The law requires that when they make final proof they must 
show that the land is actually under irrigation. 

Mr. MANN. It is under water now. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Not at all; this is land that is 
above the lake and which is affected only by the destruction 
of their canal. Unless we extend the time and preserve their 
rights, they are going to default in final proof through no fault 
of theirs, but through an extraordinary act of natural forces. 

Mr. MANN. Is not this the case: That these people are now 
asking the Government of the United States to rebuild a large 
portion of the work there for the purpose of permitting them 
to irrigate their land; and if the Government does expend this 
money rebuilding these works, why should we then present them 
with the land? ‘ 

Mr. SMITH of California. That would lead to a discussion 
of the President’s message. My present impression is that the 
people of that valley are not at all interested in the enact- 
ment of the legislation proposed by the President. 

Mr. MANN. If it should be determined by Congress to ex- 
rend there from one million to forty million dollars on this 
place, there might be some equity in not presenting the land to 
them. If it should be determined by Congress not to expend 
the money, it is time to give these people relief afterwards. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I only desire to have this ques- 
-tion settled that these people may be relieved of the anxiety 
under which they now exist. The Government under this prop- 
osition will not reconstruct the head of this canal; that would 
be left to the settlers. This is only a question of giving them 
the time which they will actually require to reestablish by 
their own efforts and expenditures the head of that canal 
system. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman refers to the “ head of the canal 
system.” I am not familiar with it, but it all comes from the 
canal leading from the Colorado River? 

Mr. SMITH of California. It is a branch of that canal, and 
when the Government work as proposed by the President is 
completed, if it should be, it would still be necessary for these 
people, by their own efforts and their own expense, to rees- 
tablish this distributing canal and lead the water to their 
ands. 

Mr. MANN. They would receive the benefit of the money ex- 
pended by the Government in establishing the large canal which 
leads from the Colorado River without expense to themselves. 

Mr. SMITH of California. In common with others, I hope 
the gentleman from Illinois will not get off with the idea that 
the people of this valley are asking for the legislation proposed 
by the President. y 

Mr. MANN. I can not understand who is asking for it if the 
people of the valley are not asking for it. If the people of the 
valley there do not want it I do not know who does. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I am as ignorant on that point as 
the gentleman is. 

Mr. MANN: I hope the gentleman will wait, then, until we 

` can find out. . . 

Mr. SMITH of California. I was as much surprised at the 
arrival of the President's message as the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see how the gentleman could be sur- 
prised. It has been announced in the newspapers frequently 
during the whole month and eyer since this session of Congress 
commenced that the President was intending to do this identical 
thing. 

Mr. SMITH of California. There haye been various state- 
ments about that, but of course I am not the guide and director 
of the President. 'The relief sought in this bill is recommended 
by the Interior Department and has the unanimous recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Public Lands. As an act of 
justice to these people who have inchoate rights in the land, 
who are likely to lose through no fault of theirs, if we do not 
extend this time, I think this measure ought to pass. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this is the unani- 
mous report from the Committee on Public Lands, of which I 
am a member. The matter came up and the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Saar] stated about this, in substance, iat he 
wished to extend the privilege, as you may call it—not so much 
a right as a privilege—to perfect their rights to these lands 
which they have been prevented from doing by a flood of some 
kind, for which they were not at all responsible. 

By reason of that visitation of God, you might say, they were 
not able to make out their land rights; hence I voted to extend 
the time of these people to make out their rights which they 
would have done but for this flood. Now, those are the merits of 
the case, as I understand it, and that is the reason why I yoted 
to report the bill, and the bill was agreed to in committee. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 


tleman a question. Would the passage of this bill make a prece- 
dent that would in any way commit the United States Govern- 
ment to this scheme of remedying the destruction that has been 
caused out there by a private corporation? 

Mr: SMITH of California. Absolutely not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, Mr. Speaker, in view of the informa- 
tion conyeyed to me by the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
Garnes], that this is a unanimous report of the committee after 
having gone into the matter carefully, I shall not now object. I 
do think, however, that the legislation is somewhat incautious. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, for the present I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the fortification ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the fortification ap- 
propriation bill, with Mr. Mann in the chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state before 
the debate is resumed that, in my judgment, the time allowed 
for general debate will not all be consumed, so that the members 
of the committee may know that the reading under the five-min- 
ute rule will probably start before the expiration of the time 
fixed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state for the benefit of the 
committee that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Samir] has re- 
maining to his credit forty-nine minutes and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] one hour and eleven minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Iowa for information about when he will 
commence under the five-minute rule? I desire to ask some 
questions for information when we get to that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not able to give a definite answer 
to that question, because certain gentlemen are to speak and I 
do not know how long they will consume. There are two hours 
left, and I do not think the time will be consumed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How long does the gentleman ex- 
pect the bill to run under the five-minute rule—just a mere 
guess? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
to-day. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is very short. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
of my remaining time as he may desire to 
Illinois [Mr. GRAFF]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 
reserve five minutes for me, if he can. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa 
that through the courtesy of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
FITZGERALD] I have been assured that we may have such time as 
we may desire on this side to debate the bill. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. GRAFF] is a member of the committee, and I 
do not want to limit him as to his time, but I am quite sure that 
time will be provided for the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] without doubt. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I listened yesterday to a pa- 
triotie speech, filled with proper pride of the power and pres- 
tige of the Republic, and very properly indulged in by a gallant 
soldier, as was my colleague upon this committee, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer]. I think it is quite natural that a 
man who gave so much of the best part of his life to a soldier’s 
career during that great civil war should naturally be enthu- 
siastic and perhaps a little restive about speedy fortification of 
our country; but I believe that patriotism can be shown else- 
where than on the field of battle and that the best way in 
which patriotic qualities can be shown by a Member of Con- 
gress is by an economic and wise expenditure of the people’s 
money. This committee can well afford to defend very confi- 
dently the course which it has pursued with regard to its ap- 
propriations for the coast defenses of the United States. The 
plan for our coast defense has been one of slow development, 
commencing away back in 1883 with the passage of an act cre- 
ating the Gun Foundry Board,” which made a report in 1884, 
and which resulted in the act of March 3, 1885, creating the so- 
called “ Endicott Board,” whose plan, as reported by it January 
23, 1886, has been the general basis for all of the subsequent ap- 
propriations that have been made by Congress for that purpose. 
The first appropriation was made, I think, in 1888, and appro- 
priations have been continuously made from year to year ever 
since, I believe, without interruption. While it is true that the 
Taft Board, appointed by the President of the United States, 
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and which made its report last year, which report was trans- 
mitted by the President of the United States in a message on 
March 5, 1906, stated that the report of the Endicott Board and 
its findings were still valuable in the main as to their general 
recommendations, yet as to the construction of the emplace- 
ments and the batteries and the guns it would have been prac- 
tically valueless if the country had proceeded without any va- 
riation in adopting those plans and carrying out those works 
and building them during the past twenty years, on account of 
the tremendous changes made in ordnance and fortifications 
since that time. 

At the time of the report of the Endicott Board there was no 
such thing known as a “disappearing gun.” Expensive turrets 
were made. At that time there was practically unknown any 
such thing as a long range gun Smoothbore guns were then used. 
Rifle guns have been subsequently introduced.. And if the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, through its subcommittee on fortifica- 
tions and coast defense, had followed the recommendations of 
the Signal Corps, the Ordnance Board, and the artillery of the 
War Department and made appropriations in accordance with 
their recommendations year by year for the full amount, it 
would have resulted in our having fortifications behind the 
times and utterly out of line with the possibilities of subsequent 
development of military science. I say that the appropriations 
made by the committee and afterwards ratified by the act of 
both Houses of Congress have the commendation of the experi- 
ence of the last twenty years. Nor have we been slow. We 
have fully kept up with the needs of the times. We have to-day 
completed two-thirds of the entire plans of the Endicott Board 
and the Taft Board combined, which is considered to be fully 
adequate for the full protection of the entire coast line of the 
United States on the Atlantic and Pacific without the aid of the 
Navy, for these coast defenses are recommended with the idea 
that the Navy itself shall be engaged in offensive operations 
and that these coast defenses shall be adequate for the defense 
of our coasts without the cooperation of the Navy. It is now 
estimated that $99,000,000, in round numbers, is sufficient to 
complete all of the projects recommended by the Endicott Board 
in a modern method in accordance with the recommendations 
of the best military scientific thought on the subject. Now, 
then, when the Endicott Board made their recommendations 
smokeless powder was not in existence. Strange as it may seem, 
that board did not include in their estimate the cost of ammuni- 
tion or of reserve ammunition or the cost of sites or the main- 
tenance and construction of barracks for the Coast Artillery, 
and of this $99,000,000 estimate, which is now considered suffi- 
cient to carry out the recommendations of the old Endicott 
Board, the cost of ammunition and the cost of these other ar- 
ticles, which were not included by the Endicott Board, are not 
included in the estimate of the $99,000,000. 

When the Taft Board reported last year they recommended 
the abandonment of some four or five different points which had 
been included in the Endicott plan, which would make a deduc- 
tion of something like $2,600,000 from the estimate, but they 
added some six places which were not included in the Endicott 
plans, which would add some $22,000,000 to the $99,000,000 to 
enable us to carry out all the plans recommended by the Endi- 
cott Board and the Taft Board combined. Of the $99,000,000 total 
necessary to carry out fully the plans of the Endicott Board, 
we have already appropriated some $64,000,000, showing a two- 
thirds completion, as I stated, for continental United States. 
The estimates of the head of the Coast Artillery is that when 
the plans of the Taft Board are completed and our fortifications 
in the United States are finished it will make necessary a 
Coast Artillery of 47,000 men. At present we have in continental 
United States a Coast Artillery of 10,000 men, 4,000 short of au- 
thorization on account of its being impossible—— 

Mr. HULL. Fourteen thousand authorized and 3,000 short; 
there are 11,000 in now. 

Mr. GRAFF. Three thousand two hundred short, I will state, 
is the testimony exactly, making 11,000 men whom we actually 
have. This is due to the small inducement at the pay given 
offered to young men to enlist in these prosperous times. 

Mr. HULL. That is about right. 

Mr. GRAFF. ‘Therefore we have not now near enough men to 
properly man the guns which are already in place and ready for 
operations, and that makes it necessary for us at present to have 
care takers for the guns at various points on the different coasts 
of the United States. That is not suggested as an argument 
why we should not go on toward the completion of this entire 
scheme, but it does furnish some reason why we should not at 
least move any faster than other committees of Congress show 
a willingness to provide the supply of men to adequately operate 
these fortifications which we are now building. I think I may 
say safely that there was something said either in the hearings 
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this year or last year to the effect that the fortifications as they 
now stand without any further work upon them are without com- 
parison in any other country on the globe, so that the talk about 
the flag being in danger or continental United States having any 
particular cause to fear by reason of our coast defenses does not 
seem to have any great foundation; but I think that it is a part 
of the business of the Committee on Appropriations, in making 
appropriations for fortifications, as everything else, to consider 
its fair proportion of the total expenditures of the Government 
which ought to be devoted to that particular purpose, and T- 
think that when this Congress adjourns and has finished its 
work it will never be charged that we have not devoted an 
adequate amount of the people’s money toward the preparation 
for war and defense in war. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Does this bill provide for the increase of 
men necessary with which to man the fortifications? 

Mr. GRAFF. That is not a part of our duty. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I was afraid it was not. Under what bill 
will that come up? 

Mr. GRAFF. That goes to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GRAHAM, I think that is a very important question and 
very necessary. : 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GRAFF] will 
permit me, what was the question asked by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]? 

Mr. GRAHAM. The procuring of men with which to man the 
guns in these fortifications. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will yield just a minute, I will 
say that the Committee on Military Affairs has practically com- 
pleted a bill increasing the artillery some 5,000 men only, but 
making the increase in pay of certain officers and noncommis- 
sioned officers and electricians that they will enlist up to that 
point now authorized by law. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I am glad to know it. I think it very neces- 


sary. 

Mr. GRAFF. This bill appropriates in all $5,411,883, which 
is in excess of the appropriation made last year for the same 
purpose in the sum of $357,890. And if the general average of 
the appropriation bill is made, of all of them which have been 
made since 1888, it will be found that this is an average amount 
and not below the average. In other words, we are not lessen- 
ing our speed for the completion of these fortifications. The 
per cent is 3 per cent of the total amount necessary for carry- 
ing out the scheme of the Endicott Board. Of this sum, 
$3,800,000, in round numbers, is devoted to the projects in the 
coast defense of continental United States, and $1,592,940, or 
about $1,600,000, is devoted to our insular possessions. Now, 
then, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], my colleague, 
stated that we were “ cheeseparing” in our appropriations for 
these great purposes. While he did not devote a great deal of 
time in attacking the economical mood of the committee with 
reference to the general appropriation for fortifications, he laid 
particular stress upon two subjects, and one of them was our 
failure to appropriate some $2,600,000 for the purpose of build- 
ing an artificial island at the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay, be- 
tween Fort Henry and Fort Charles. The other was his 
criticism for our alleged“ homeopathic” appropriations for our 
insular possessions. There never has been any serious recom- 
mendations for a fortification at the mouth of Chesapeake Bay 
except within the period of a year. The reference by the Endi- 
cott Board in 1886 to the Chesapeake Bay was a matter of sug- 
gestion. It did say, by way of suggestion, that it might be well 
to establish floating batteries at certain points—at a point in 
Long Island Sound and at two or three other points—and men- 
tions that at the mouth of Chesapeake Bay, all in a single line, 
and—if there is any significance in that—Chesapeake Bay being 
the last point mentioned. 

The committee has never had an opportunity to receive any 
light upon this subject except that which has come to us in the 
last year. And there appeared before us the officers of the War 
Department and the Secretary of War himself, advocating the 
buildin& of this island. There does not appear in the hearings 
any adequate foundation for the result of their estimate of 
$2,600,000. It seems to me that in a scheme at one point, which 
alone is to cost some $6,000,000, it is not unwise for Congress to 
demand a little time in order that the merits of the proposition 
shall be at least gravely considered, that we shall at least know 
two things, approximately the real cost of the project, and, sec- 
oudly, the force of the demand for its necessity. It is signifi- 
cant that throughout Secretary Taft's testimony in favor of this 
island at Chesapeake Bay he puts the greatest burden of respon- 
sibility for his recommendation upon the Navy, and does not 


1907, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1171 


assume himself to have technical knowledge sufficient to weigh 
the real merits of the proposition. In addition to that, he does 
make it clear that that island is not needed there for the 
proper protection of the cities within Chesapeake Bay and on 
the rivers which are tributary thereto. On the contrary, he 
states that these cities are already amply protected, and that 
there is no danger of any fleet entering Chesapeake Bay at the 
present time and successfully attacking any of the cities which 
surround the borders of the bay or on the rivers which run 
into the bay. And he himself says that the reason why, and 
the only reason why, the naval officers desire to have this island 
built there is because they fear that a hostile fleet would find in 
Chesapeake Bay a place in which to operate as a base of its 
operations. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the committee were wise at 
least in postponing action upon this comparatively new proposi- 
tion of large dimensions until we can get further details both in 
regard to its naval necessity and in regard to its probable cost. 

The next proposition upon which the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Kerrer] takes issue with the committee is the amount of 
our appropriations for our insular possessions. We have been a 
great deal more liberal and we have been a great deal more 
rapid in our appropriations for our insular possessions than we 
have for continental United States. 

The total recommendation of the Taft Board for all our in- 
sular possessions, including fortifications at San Juan, Porto 
Rico, Guantanamo, Hawaiian Islands, Guam, and the Philip- 
pine Islands, is $22,716,360. Of that amount we have appro- 
priated thus far, including last year, $3,202,920. If the amount 
of the appropriations recommended in this bill is accepted by 
this House and the Senate, and signed by the President, we 
shall have a total appropriation for the Philippine possessions 
of $4,795,860, or over 20 per cent of the total amount recom- 
mended by the Taft Board for the entire insular possessions. 

But I apprehend that the interest of the House is chiefiy in 
the fortifications of the Hawaiian Islands and in the Philippine 
Islands. These are the two points to which the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] chiefly gave his attention in his speech. 
Now, then, the total appropriation as recommended by the Taft 
Board for their entire scheme for the fortification of the Ha- 
waiian and Philippine islands, is $11,671,262. And therefore 
we recommend at this time 14 per cent of the total amount neces- 
sary for the Hawaiian and Philippine islands. We recommend 
this year, for instance, in one item, $600,000 for seacoast batter- 
ies in the Hawaiian and Philippine islands. 

Mr. STERLING. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. GRAFF. Certainly. 

Mr. STERLING. Do I understand that the Department 
asked for this appropriation of $14,000,000 at this time? 

Mr. GRAFF. Oh, no. 

Mr. HULL. ‘That is the total. 

Mr. GRAFF. I was only speaking of the total amount neces- 
sary to complete the plans, which is $11,000,000. 4 

Mr. STERLING. And this is the amount to be used for this 
year? : 

Mr. GRAFF. This year we appropriate the amount to be 
used this year. 

I have here an estimate for 1908 for which we are now ap- 
propriating. The estimates for this year, sent in by the War 
Department, are $5,074,500. We recommend $1,592,940 for in- 
sular possessions. 

There is another thing to which I might advert, and that is 
that, experience has shown us in the hearings that large avail- 
able balances, and not always allotted, have been disclosed in 
almost every item where there are recommendations; showing 
that of the appropriations which are actually made—less, of 
course, always than are recommended—the War Department 
hardly keeps up in its work with the actual amount that is 
appropriated. That seems to me a very significant fact. 

Now, then, with reference to the actual experience of the 
House. There are those in this House who do not believe in 
fortifications for the Philippines. There are those in this 
House who, like my friend from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], believe 
in carrying out at once and as rapidly as recommended by the 
Department full appropriations for the Philippines. Last year 
we had an item in our appropriation bill exactly the same as 
we have to-day—$600,000 for coast defense in the Hawaiian 
and Philippine Islands, worded exactly as it was worded then. 
A very sharp conflict took place in this House, and a consider- 
able difference of opinion was manifested even on this side of 
this Chamber as to the wisdom of fortifications, especially at 
Subig Bay. It finally passed the House and went to another 
body, and there it was reduced to $260,000; and that sum was 
appropriated to the Hawaiian Islands alone. The Philippines 
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to $260,000. There is some conflict as to whether the Philip- 
pines went out in the legislation or not; but, at all events, it 
was allotted to the Hawaiian Islands, and that was the result 
of the effort and initiative started by this appropriation com- 
mittee to get through the selfsame appropriation which is made 
at this time. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Has that been expended? 

Mr. GRAFF. That has not yet been expended. I am glad 
the gentleman asked me that question. It must not be for- 
gotten that while Army and Navy officers are entitled to the 
greatest respect for their judgment upon all technical questions 
pertaining to their profession, yet when it comes down to the 
question of general business judgment it perhaps would be 
just as well to leave the decision of those questions where the 
Constitution placed it—upon the House of Representatives. 

Now, then, in regard to the fortification of the Philippine 
Islands. My distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] 
spoke with pride of the fact that we now vied with England 
in having the sun never set upon our domain. I take just 
as much pride in that fact as he does; but I take more pride 
in the hope and belief that our beneficent influence will 
stretch beyond our territory. [Applause.] But let us see; 
some fear that we may be attacked in war by possibly Japan, 
und that the forces of that country will at once wrest the 
Philippine Islands from us. The Philippine group consists 
of thousands of islands, and many of them of considerable 
size. The island of Luzon, I believe, is somewhat longer than 
Cuba; at least 500 or 600 miles long. It is not even proposed 
that there shall be complete fortifications and defense of the 
single island of Luzon, but plans only are made for Subig 
Bay and the protection of the city of Manila by defending 
the harbor of Manila, principally by placing fortifications upon 
the island of Corregidor. Now, does anyone believe that the 
defense of the city of Manila is going to furnish us with an 
adequate protection against. the invasion of the Philippine 
group? It takes three days for Japan to reach the Philippine 
group with her soldiers and Jand them, as I am informed, chiefly 
with lighters, being able to land on almost any coast; while 
it takes twenty-five days for us to reach the Philippine Islands 
with our soldiers from the California coast. Does anyone 
suppose for a minute that we can expect to rely principally 
upon fortifications in the Philippine Islands for the defense 
of that territory? Ah, no. We can not rest upon that sort of 
a defense. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
him a question? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. . Suppose it became necessary to transport 
5,000 soldiers from any part of the United States in time of 
war to the Philippine Islands, what would you carry them on? 

Mr. GRAFF. I would carry them on Government transports. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How many Government transports have 
we? 

Mr. GRAFF. I could not say. I know we have some. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it a fact that when we undertook to 
send 2,500 troops down to Cuba we had to employ foreign ships 
to carry them? 

Mr. GRAFF. 
my argument. 
marine. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Inasmuch as the gentleman was talking 
about the defense of the Philippine Islands, it occurred to me 
that we might take into consideration the fact that in time of 
war with any great European power that would command neu- 
trality we would have to go afoot in order to get there. [Laugh- 
ter.] , 

Mr. GRAFF. I believe in a naval base in the Philippine Is- 
lands, but I believe that the great source of our protection in 
the Philippine Islands will be the knowledge of any nation 
which attacks us of the ultimate consequences to that nation 
after it takes possession. Does anyone think for a minute that 
Japan would suppose that because the Philippine Islands are 
adjacent and even unfortified that ske might safely enter upon 
that group of islands and take possession of them without taking 
into calculation the war strength of the great Republic and the 
ultimate consequences that would be visited upon her? Why, 
certainly not. We want a naval base either at Subic Bay or at 
Cavite. I am willing to leave that to the technical information 
of those who have charge of that and are skilled in that profes- 
sion, and I believe that in making an appropriation of $1,600,000 
in adyance of the decision of the question of the location of that 
naval base we are making an ample appropriation at this time. 
It is the largest sum which has ever been recommended by any 
committee for the defense of insular possessions, notwithstand- 
ing we have been making appropriations for our insular pos- 
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sessions since 1905. The largest appropriation next to this one 
was passed in 1905, which was for the sum of $1,318,920. The 
War Department have already commenced the work of con- 
structing the emplacements on Corregidor Island and at Subic 
Bay, and we have proceeded as fast as good judgment would 
dictate. We must all remember that these appropriations are 
peculiar in the fact that they remain available in the Treasury, 
no matter how long they continue unexpended, and the War De- 
partment understand this, and in the commendable enthusiasm 
for pushing energetically these schemes which have been outlined 
there is no doubt that they want to pile up as much of a surplus 
as possible, and if Congress should see fit to segregate sufficient 
money to complete these schemes, no matter if it took a decade 
to carry out the construction, the War Department would con- 
sider it a good thing, because it is not the duty of that Depart- 
ment to give concern to the question of national economics. 

We must remember that as we appropriate more liberally 
than wisdom teaches, we thereby lessen the opportunity for 
devoting public money to other needed and commendable pur- 
poses. So we have been moved by caution and, I trust, by 
patriotism, and our hearings have been extended. The officers 
haye been summoned before our committee, and for the total 
amount appropriated we have gone very fully in detail as to 
the work and the manner of performing it, the need of its im- 
mediate construction, the immediate necessity for the money. 
These things have all been inquired into, as they always are. 

I have no fear but that we will complete the fortifications in 
continental United States away ahead of any probable war, 
and if within a few months we should be threatened, the world 
would find the United States the best fortified country on the 
globe. [Applause.] r 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. TowNseNp having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, 
from the President of the United States was communicated to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. Larra, one of his secre- 
taries, who also informed the House of Representatiyes that 
the President bad approved and signed bill of the following 
title: 

On January 14, 1907: 

H. R. 21951. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee 
and Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across 
the Tombigbee River in the State of Alabama. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 
remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BENNET]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire 
to have read in my time the paper which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Memorial unanimously adopted at ae mass meeting of citizens in 
Cooper Union, New York City, January 3, 1907. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists respectfully represent that: 

This mass meeting of citizens convened at Cooper Union, New York 
City, January 3, 1907, in the annual celebration of the emancipation 
proclamation, believes with the author of that proclamation that mas- 
tership and servitude should be supplanted by true manhood, regardless 
of race or color. j 

We therefore call upon Congress and upon all Americans to accord 
to the colored e of this country not only the rights, but the 
respect due to worthy American citizens to the end that United States 
soldiers shall neither be insulted nor discriminated against use 
of their color, and that, because of color, the right to vote shall not 
in practice be anywhere denied. 

e appeal to the American people for justice and fair play and for 
protection from the ignorant and malicious writers and speakers who 
stimulate race hatred or seek to force the colored people into a peas- 
antry of disfranchised servitors. 

We further respectfully memorialize the Congress to cause an im- 
partial tribunal to hear and determine the assert in the President's 
message, based upon ex parte proceedings, made against soldiers of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry, who thereupon have been subjected to a 
life-long penalty. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Attested by the officers of the 8 

V. CHARLES S. Morris, 
Jhairman, 
H. G. MILLER, Secretary. 

Mr. BENNET’S time expired during the reading of the paper, 
and, by unanimous consent, he was giyen leave to have the bal- 
ance printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fifteen min- 
“utes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES}. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday a 
subject was touched upon that I think is of very great impor- 


tance. It was alluded to by the distinguished gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] in a colloquial debate between the gentle- 
man from Iowa and his colleague [Mr. SmirH]. Later I made 
some inguiries of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGER- 
ALD] on the same subject; that is, the subject of the powder 
monopoly and the patents that have been issued, and the good 
policy or impolicy of permitting officers of the Army or Navy 
to procure patents, etc.,.to make Army supplies when the dis- 
covery is made while acting for and by order of-the Government. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], in his usual 
trenchant way, used this language—it will be found on page 1108 
of the RECORD: 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I would ask the gentleman if it is In the contem- 
plation of the Department to establish a factory for smokeless powder? 

Right there I will state that the smokeless-powder process was 
patented by an officer of the Navy, Professor Monroe, while in 
his line of duty, and for that reason he turned the patent over to 
the Government of the United States. Now, it seems that some 
powder monopoly has got hold of that patent and that monopoly 
is defying the Government of the United States and putting up 
the price of powder, and we are trying to extricate the Govern- 
ment by making appropriations to, build a smokeless-powder fac- 
tory. I. shall refer to that a moment later. The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Herpurn] goes on to say: > 

And in that connection I want to call the tleman's attention to a 
document that was probably laid upon his k—it was upon mine— 
treating of the subject of smokeless powder, and of the extravagant ex- 
penditures that the Government have been compelled to make use 
of certain combinations of the manufacturers of smokeless powder. In 
that document it was stated that the Government had sent two of its 


officers to one of the arsenals, or to some Government work, for the 
purpose of studying the manufacture of smokeless powder. 

Now, here is an important statement: 

That they, in the time that belon to the Government, with the 
means that the Government furnished, with the aid of other employees 
of the Government, with and its material for experi- 
ment, discovered certain methods for the manufacture of smokeless 
powder; that they afterwards secured patents for their discoveries, 
discoveries made them while in the employ of the Government, 
mind you, aided by Government facilities; that they sold these patents 
to certain people now en in the mannfacture of smokeless powder, 
who have entered into this combination and are compelling the Govern- 
ment, through the use of these patents, to pay something more than a 
hundred per cent above what is stated in this paper to a fair com- 
pensation. I should like to ask the gentleman if the committee have 
considered that subject, if they have formed opinions with regard to the 
validity of those patents, and the right of anybody to exclude the Gov- 
ernment from the use of its discoveries, made through its agencies; and 
if these men, now engaged in this combination, are thus using these 
patents that I should think might, in morals at least, be said to belong 
to the Government of the United States? 

Mr. Chairman, that is a very clear statement of the subject, 
and a subject that, I regret, has not been more thoroughly dis- 
cussed by Members. It is a matter that came to the attention 
of the Government of the United States in 1898, and was dis- 
cussed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], and myself, as the RECORD of 
April 30, 1898, shows. Now the question comes up—and I allude 
to the fact that Attorney-General Cushing years ago passed upon 
it—has the Government of the United States, or rather should 
the Government of the United States educate a young man in 
the Army or in the Navy to be a soldier or a sailor, and should 
that young man take the Government's time while he is in the 
employment of the Government, take the money of the Govern- 
ment, take the machinery of the Government, take everything 
that the Government can give him, and after discovering a mili- 
tary device, patent it and put it in his own pocket or go outside 
and sell it to a private concern? Should he go and sell it to a 
foreign government? Later on that same patent, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Iowa, of smokeless powder has come back 
into the hands of a powder monopoly that threatens the powder 
business of the country as well as the revenues of the Treasury. 
That question, Mr. Chairman, was passed upon, as I say, a num- 
ber of years ago by Attorney-General Cushing, and he said that 
the patent belongs to the Government of the United States in the 
case I have stated. 

Now, I find that the Senate Report No. 1453, pages 49-50, 
Fifty-fourth Congress, which I have before me, says: “Charles 
E. Munroe, chemist, torpedo station, smokeless powder, applica- 
tions 426445 and 426446.” 

Professor Monroe secured a patent, about which this report 
says: 

Right to manufacture under these patents granted August 14, 1891. 

I turn now to the speech which I delivered in 1898, where I 
find that I quote Secretary Herbert and also Senator PERKINS, 
who was a member of the Senate committee that compiled the 
report which I have here on this subject. Senator PERKINS, 
in the course of his remarks in this committee, stated as follows: 


In this connection I wish to state that Professor Munroe, now con- 
nected with the chair of chemistry in Columbia College, discovered 
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smokeless wder when in the Nayal Academy filling the chair of 
chemistry there, and he felt that the invention belonged to the Govern- 
ment, and it was placed by him at the disposal of the Government. 

I find on the next page that I inserted in that speech of mine 
parts of this official Senate report showing a number of patents 
have been issued to Army and Navy officers for discoveries 
made in the line of duty except, I believe, three. 

Secretary Herbert inserted there a list of these patents in the 
hearings, and then said: ` 

With the exceptions of Nos. 1, 4, and 3, all the devices were designed 
by officers in the line of duty and, beyond the mere expense of taking 
out patents, do not cost the Government anything. 

Smokeless powder, says Senator PERKINS, was discovered by 
Professor Munroe when working in the line of his duty. 

Mr. Chairman, I intended yesterday to simply drop into the 
Recorp the syllabus of two cases that I now inyite to the atten- 
tion of the committee. One is the Solomon case—Solomon v. 
United States, 137 United States, page 342—and the other is 
Gill v. United States, reported in 160 United States, page 435. 
The Supreme Court in discussing this question in the Gill case 
says: 

There is no doubt whatever of the proposition laid down in Solomons 
case that the mere fact that a person is in the employ of the Govern- 
ment does not preclude him from making improvements in the machines 
with which he is connected and obtaining patents therefor as his indi- 
vidual property, and that in such case the Government would have no 
more right to seize upon and appropriate such property than any other 
proprietor would have. On the other hand, it is equally clear that if 
the patentee be employed to invent or devise such improvements his 

atents obtained therejor belong to his employer, since in making such 
eee he is merely doing what he was hired to do. Indeed, the 
Solomons case might have been decided wholly upon that ground, irre- 
spective of the question of estoppel, since the finding was that Clark 
had been assigned the duty of devising a stamp, and it was understood 
by aol bbe that the scheme would proceed upon the assumption that 
the best stamp which he could devise would be adopted and made a part 
of the revised scheme. In these consultations it was understood that 
he was acting in his oficial capacity as Chief of the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing, but it was not understood or intimated that the 
stamp he was to devise would be patented or become his personal prop- 
erty. In fact, he was employed and paid to do the very thing which 
he did, viz, to devise an improved stamp; and, having been employed 
or that purpose, the fruits of his inventive skill belonged as much to 

is employer as would the fruits of his mechanical skill. So, if the 
inventions of a patentee be made in the course of his employment, and 
he knowingly assents to the use of such inyentions by his employer, he 
can not claim compensation therefor, especially if his experiments have 
been conducted or his machines have been made at the expense of such 
employer. 

I will now read a part of the syllabus in the Solomons case: 

When a person in the cipio of the United States makes an inven- 
tion of value and takes out letters patent for it, the Government, if it 
makes use of the invention without the consent of the patentee, be- 
comes thereby liable to pay the patentee therefor. 

Ifa pons in the employ and pay of another, or of the United 
States, Ís directed to devise or perfect an instrument or means for 
accomplishing a 5 result and he obeys and succeeds and takes 
out letters patent for his invention or 8 he can not, after suc- 
cessfully accomplishing the work for which he was employed, plead 
title thereto against his employer. 

Mr. Chairman, let us carry those principles a little further, 
the general principle that I have discussed. Suppose the Goy- 
ernment of the United States would equip a ship and place upon 
it our Navy officials and direct them to go out into the waters 
and discover a new country, as Columbus was directed to do. 
Would the captain of that ship take possession of that country in 
the name of the captain of the ship, or would the captain of the 
ship take possession of it in the name of the United States? 
In the name of the latter, of course. So, Mr. Chairman, are 
these men educated to do exactly what they are doing, to wit, 
to devote their lives to their country in the military and naval 
service. Suppose the teachers at West Point did not strive to 
give the pupils in those schools the full benefit of their knowl- 
edge and intelligence as teachers. Suppose they used, say, 75 
per cent of their knowledge and ability to teach—brought only 
a part of their knowledge into action. Would it for a moment 
be contended that they were doing their full duty? Do we not 
employ those teachers and do we not employ the Army and 
Navy officers to do their full duty, and do they not agree when 
they enter the Army and Navy service to devote their time and 
attention and military skill and genius to- carry on the Gov- 
ernment of the United States from a military and nayal stand- 
point to the fullest extent of their abilities? They do. I want 
to encourage inyentions by Army and Navy men, but we should 
see to it that they do not put us in an embarrassing status at 
home and abroad by reason of their inventions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a bad policy to let this practice go 
on without a statute regulating it, and Secretary Herbert rec- 
ommended that a statute be enacted to do so. We see what 
trouble we have gotten into. Here is Professor Munroe, who has 
invented smokeless powder, and I do not know of any other 
patent on the subject. Mr. Chairman, I stop here to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sarr] how many patents there are 
of smokeless powder? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I only personally know of two. I do 
not say, however, there are not others. ; 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who are those patentees 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I ean not now give them from memory. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman had some patent 
papers in his hand yesterday and I thought possibly he could 
recollect. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I had two certified copies here yester- 
day of patents upon smokeless powder or the equivalent of it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can the gentleman put those in 
the Recorp, so we can all see them? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I regret I can not go a little fur- 
ther in this matter. It is certainly something over which Con- 
gress should take charge. We are here giving rights or allow- 
ing practices that may sometime come back to plague us—evils, 
indeed, we ought to regulate. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not see the gentle- 
man from New York present upon the floor, but I am authorized 
to state that such portion of time as may be required by myself 
to close this general debate in addition to my time is yielded 
by him. I do not wish to weary the committee with any pro- 
longed discussion of this bill, but there are a few matters that 
have not yet been made quite so plain, it seems to me, as they 
might be. I may say in response to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that I fully agree with him that if an officer of the Army 
or Navy makes a discovery in the time of the United States and by 
use of material of the United States, and the United States wants 
to use any invention the product of those efforts on his part, the 
United States ought to haye the right to do so without the pay- 
ment of any royalty whatever. I want to say further that, as 
I understand it, there is no claim by any human being that the 
United States has not the right to make smokeless powder for 
its own use. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the gentleman will pardon me, 
I understood the gentleman yesterday to say in reply to the 
gentleman from Iowa that the Government was given the right, 
and I inferred from that we had to pay for the use of the right. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, the gentleman misunderstood me. 
The language of the license was in substance that the Navy 
Department might at its then existing powder factory or at any 
factories that might hereafter be established by it produce this 
powder without the payment of royalty. If there be any criti- 
cism upon the license at all, it is because it leaves it doubtful 
as to the right of the Government to produce this powder with- 
out royalty for the Army. ? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What makes it doubtful? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Because the license only runs upon its 
face to the Navy Department to manufacture, but I am of the 
impression the Government might buy from the Navy De- 
partment for the War Department unlimited quantities of this 
powder without the payment of royalty. Now, the Government 
is about to determine whether it is paying excessive prices for 
its powder or not, and if it is, we will go ahead, as I understand 
it, and make our own powder, and I do not know anybody who 
is claiming that we have not that right. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell the com- 
mittee, please, whether or not the Du Pont Powder Company is 
using the Munroe smokeless powder patent? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think it is making a powder which, 
perhaps, is not identical with that, but involves the use of the 
patent. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do not they claim to own the 
patent? x 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think so; but nobody, at present at 
least, denies the right of the Government, so far as I am advised, 
to produce this powder for Government use without the pay- 
ment of royalty. What may be the contention of the company, 
I know not, but we are going ahead in our powder factory to 
make the powder, and I do not think there is any contention that 

there is any right to claim a royalty from the Government. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the gentleman’s statement be 
correct, and I do not doubt it is, then it is inconsequential as 
to any contention about royalty. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think so; until at least some one 
claims a royalty. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the Government has the power 
and right, as I think it has, to make this powder these people 
could not get any royalty. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. By virtue of what right; the 
gentleman is a good lawyer and could tell us? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I claim the right by the Government to 
produce this powder without payment of royalty; first, upon the 
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grounds stated by the gentleman himself, and also upon the 
ground the Government is licensed to manufacture this powder 
without the payment of any royalty. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a proposition of law. If 
the Government owns this patent, and if it does not own it it 
should own it, and a monopoly gets hold of it, the Government 


should take it away from any monopoly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not know that there is any connec- 
tion between the ownership of a license to manufacture without 
royalty and the ownership of a patent. They are two separate 
and distinct things. The gentleman contends the Government 
owns the patent, because the Government agents made the dis- 
covery by the use of its machinery and appliances, and I haye 
not disputed it, but even if he was not correct in that the Gov- 
ernment has the license to manufacture. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Tell us what the Government is 
doing to determine whether or not it has the right to make this 
powder? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As long as nobody is claiming any roy- 
alty and we are going ahead and manufacturing the powder, 
why should the Government insist on having a lawsuit with 
somebody to see whether they are entitled to a royalty or not? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman used the word 
determine“ just now with reference to what the Government 
is doing 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We are going to determine whether we 
can manufacture this powder cheaper than the Du Pont people. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think the proof is that we can, 
and I hope the Goyernment will. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all I want 
to say about the powder question. I want now to call atten- 
tion to the testimony before the committee of General Murray, 
the Chief of Artillery of the United States, as follows: 

Mr. Situ. Now, to man the guns proposed to be mounted by the 
Taft Board would take more than 50,000 men, would it not? 

General Murray. It would take exactly 55,110 men, which includes 
our insular possessions and also the Isthmus of Panama. 

Mr. SMirH. How many for the continental United States? 

General Murray. In the United States, for the defenses completed and 
projected by the Taft Board, 47,709 men. 

It would then appear that between 7,000 and 8,000 men would 
be required to man the proposed fortifications in the insular 
possessions and more than 47,000 men to man the fortifications 
in the United States, making an aggregate of more than 55,000 
men, The whole Army of the United States now amounts to 


less than 60,000 men, and the annual Army bill is for about 


$70,000,000. In other words, counting the pay and maintenance 
of the troops and the new barracks and those things that are 
eyery year appropriated for, it costs about $1,200 for every man 
in the American Army. So that if we were to man the proposed 
Taft Board’s fortifications it would cost this Government 
$66,000,000 a year to so man them as to furnish a sufficient num- 
ber of men, with each man serving theoretically twenty-four 
hours. F 

It is not so important what we appropriate in any given forti- 
fication bill as it is important as to what is to be the constant 
and yearly expense. imposed upon the Government for the 
manning of the fortifications ; and the proposed plan contemplates 
adding to the expense of this Government more than $50,000,000 
a year forever. It is as against the rapid growth of an insti- 
tution which is expensive—not in what it costs to establish it, 


but in what it costs to maintain it—that I have always resisted’ 


too rapid progress in the fortifications at home and abroad. I 
am a hearty believer in the “big stick.” but I do not believe 
in carrying a stick so large that we will be worn out with the 
mere weight of the stick and can not wield it when the hour of 
emergency comes. It is important that we do not squander our 
military resources, all of them, in time of peace, but reserve 
some strength for the hour of struggle. R 

And so your committee has tried at once to provide defenses 
suitable for this country and our insular possessions, but which 
will not impoyerish the people by the cost of a great army to 
man them in time of profound peace. My distinguished col- 
league from Illinois [Mr. Grarr] has well pointed out to the 
House that, owing to the exposed condition of the insular pos- 
sessions, the committee has, in effect, recommended a progress 
in the Philippines and in Hawaii five times as rapid as the 
progress we have made in the defense of our own homes and 
our own hearthstones. And yet, notwithstanding this fact, and 
notwithstanding the fact that we are giving $600,000 more for 
the insular possessions this year than we gave last year or year 
before, it is contended that we are not yet proceeding fast 
enough. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. . 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Without expressing any opinion 
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as to the merits of what the gentleman is saying, because I am 
very interested in what he does say, does he not think that, ow- 
ing to the exposed condition of our insular possessions, more 
rapid progress should be made than upon continental soil? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I certainly do, Mr. Chairman, and so 
stated in opening the debate of this bill. But how much faster? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. As much in proportion as our in- 
sular possessions are exposed to a greater extent than those 
upon this continent. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not grant that, Mr. Chairman. I 
would say that in determining the relative speed at which we 
should fortify insular and continental United States we ought 
to take into consideration the greater danger to which the insu- 
lar possessions are exposed, and also the fact that they are of 
less importance than continental United States. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I agree with the gentleman on the 
less importance. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Now, I shall say nothing further upon that subject at this 
time; but I do want to speak, but briefly, about the proposition 
to fortify the mouth of Chesapeake Bay. We are told in the 
hearings, and told in the report of the Taft Board, that the 
Endicott Board realized the importance of fortifications at the 
mouth of Chesapeake Bay, but condemned them as being too 
extravagant or too expensive to be considered at that time. I 
have in my hand the report of the Endicott Board, covering 400 
pages. That report fails to bear out the statement made with 
reference to the judgment of that board. The report, on page 
25, contains an estimate for floating batteries, including arma- 
ment. In that estimate Chesapeake Bay is not mentioned, but 
on page 9 this language is used: 

Besides the floating batteries hereinafter specifically recommended, 
the board desires to point out that while not required at present, others 
may be useful to guard the eastern end of Long Island Sound and the 


approaches by that side to New York, and the Chesapeake Bay as an 
outer line of defense to Baltimore, Washington, and Hampton Roads. 


The Endicott Board recommended no artificial island and no 
fortification there, and no floating batteries. But it recom- 
mended floating batteries at the places named on page 25, and 
then on page 9 said it might be—it was possible—that floating 
batteries could be made useful at the mouth of Chesapeake Bay. 

This is all there is in the Endicott Board report tending to 
sustain the contention that the Endicott Board believed that 
this artificial island ought to be constructed, and failed to rec- 
ommend it because of its expense. 

But suppose I should concede that the Endicott Board wanted 
aù artificial island at the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay, and 
fuiled to report it because of its expense. The Endicott Board 
reported a scheme of fortifications of the coast at an expense of 
$126,000,000. The Taft Board reported a scheme of fortifications 
of the coast at a cost of $125,000,000, or less money. If the En- 
dicott Board thought this island so expensive that they would 
not enter upon it, how comes it that the Taft Board thinks that 
it is cheaper? 

The Endicott Board was a Congressional board. The Endi- 
cott Board had power to spend money. The Taft Board was 
created by Executive order, and never had a dollar at its dis- 
posal from beginning to end for the purpose of making sound- 
ings or borings of any kind. If I should concede, as claimed, 
that the Endicott scheme left this out because of its expense, I 
should say that the Taft Board, that recommended it, never 
made any investigation to find out how expensive it would be. 
Why do I say that? Because that is the testimony of Colonel 
Abbot, of the Engineer Corps. Colonel Abbot says $2,600,000 
was for the creation of an artificial island. 

That is as accurate an estimate as can be made without boring, etc. 
Such preliminary estimates can not be as correct as if we had made sur- 
We have to make assumptions as to some things. ‘That sum 
will be approximately what will be required to create an area of some 
50 acres, which the artillery say will be necessary for the number of 
guns planned to go on that island. 

But they say the Endicott Board was in favor of this scheme, 
but thought it too expensive. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Who says it was too expensive? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Colonel Abbot says that the Endicott 
Board thought that; and the Taft Board, which did not have a 
dime available for borings, and has not made any at all, is in 
favor of the creation of this artificial island and the establish- 
ment of a fortification at the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay. 
Secretary Taft when before the committee declared that all the 
cities upon the Chesapeake Bay were impregnably fortified. 
This fortification is regarded as in the nature of an outer line of 
defense. 

The Congress of the United States has had many examples 
of entering upon great works without accurate estimates. It 
may not be without interest to know that on the 22d of February, 
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1855, Mr. Stanton, of Kentucky, offered, while the House had 
under consideration the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
an amendment “for removing the then present Dome on the 
central portion of the Capitol and the construction of one upon 
the plan designed by Mr. T. U. Walter, architect of the Capitol 
extension, $100,000.” . 

In the debate upon that bill, Mr. Stanton said it was im- 
portant that the appropriation should be made at once, as he 
understood the change could be made before the meeting of the 
next Congress, 

That was an assertion that this $100,000 was to be in full 
for removing the old Dome and constructing the new one, be- 
cause he said the change would be completed, if the money was 
given, before the next meeting of Congress. = 

When Congress next assembled the old Dome had been torn 
away, so that Congress could not recede, and a roof had been 
put over the Rotunda. Congress was informed on March 14, 
1856, by the Hon. Jefferson Davis, Secretary of War, that the 
sae estimated it would take $945,000 to build the new 

me, 

On March 2, 1867, the last $15,000 of $965,000 was appropri- 
ated for the construction of the Dome. 

Such has been the history of enterprises thus heedlessly en- 
tered upon by Congress. Without a boring to know what they 
are going to build this island on, without any knowledge whether 
the ground under Chesapeake Bay is such that they can there 
dredge the material to build the island of or must go elsewhere 
for it, without a survey, without an estimate, they come to Con- 
gress and demand $2,600,000 upon the guess of somebody of 
how much it will cost to build an artificial island, when they do 
not know whether the foundation is rock or quicksand and do 
not know whether the material adjacent to it in the bay, that 
normally would be dredged to make the island, is rock or sand. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman submit to a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MAYNARD. How are you going to arrive at what would 

be the cost of building this island unless you make some pro- 
vision in the bill for an appropriation to pay for a survey? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I take great pleasure in answering the 
gentleman. For many years the fortification bill has carried 
an appropriation for the reclamation of sites, out of which 
surveys and estimates for such purposes have been made. I 
have in my hand a memorandum of an answer received by tele- 
phone this morning from the Treasury Department, stating 
that there is unexpended a balance in the Treasury to the credit 
of this fund, available for this purpose, of $151,876. The En- 
gineer’s Department estimates that it will take $3,000 to make 
these surveys, borings, and estimates. There is the sum of 
$151,876 available for that purpose now unexpended in the 
‘Treasury. 

Now, if the War Department deems this of paramount im- 
portance, it will certainly assign the necessary money for these 
surveys from this large sum at its disposal. And if the War 
Department does not deem it sufficiently important to make 
a survey before demanding that we give $2,600,000 upon a proj- 
ect that may, like the Dome of the Capitol, cost ten times the 
amount originally estimated, I for one will not vote to give it 
any money at all. j 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to detain the Committee 
longer, and unless the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] has some time that he wishes to yield, I will call for 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is nobody on this side who de- 
sires time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For construction of fire-ccntrol stations and accessories, including 
urchase of lands and rights of way, and for the purchase, installa- 
jon, operation, and maintenance of necessary lines and means of 
electrical communication, including telephones, dial and other tele- 
graphs, wiring and all special instruments, apparatus, and materials, 
coast signal apparatus, and salaries of electrical experts, engineers, 
and other necessary employees, connected with the use of Coast Artil- 
lery; for the purchase, manufacture, and test of range finders and 
other instruments for fire control at the fortifications, and the ma- 
chinery necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals, $700,000. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, in line 8, after the word “ dollars,” insert the following: 

“To make all necessary surveys, borings, and other investigations 
necessary for and the preparation of an accurate detailed estimate of 
what it would cost to construct proposed artificial island for fortifica- 
tions between Capes Charles and Henry, Chesapeake Bay, and to ascer- 
tain whether the title to the site of said proposed artificial island can 
be obtained without expense to the United States, $3,000.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against this amendment that this was not coyered by the 
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Endicott scheme and not authorized by law to be executed, and 
therefore the proposition is not authorized by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa inform 
the Chair what authority of law there was for the Endicott 
3 and whether the Endicott scheme has been adopted by 
aw? i 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I 
understand that Congress in 1885, shortly after the report of 
the Gun Foundry Board, passed a law creating a board to re- 
port a plan of fortifications, and that board reported in 1886. 
There has been no express act of Congress adopting the plans 
proposed by that board. They were prepared, however, by 
direct authority of Congress, and Congress has from time to 
time appropriated money for carrying out the plans of the 
Endicott Board. Last year the President, without any author- 
ity from the legislative branch of the Government, appointed a 
board to revise these plans. This project here referred to 
originates in the report of this executive board. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman inform the Chair 
whether the fortification bills in the past making new appro- 
priations included ‘any report of the Endicott Board? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I may say that they never so expressed 
upon their face. Reports accompanying all of the bills, as far 
as I now recollect, state that they are in furtherance of the 
execution of the plan of the Endicott Board. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia wish 
to be heard now? 

Mr. MAYNARD. No; I will yield now to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Ketrer]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I understand the point of or- 
der to be that this proposed amendment offered by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Virgina [Mr. Maynarp] is not in line 
with-any preexisting law, or in line with the recommendations 
of the Endicott Board appointed by President Cleveland by 
virtue of the act passed in 1883. I presume, Mr. Chairman, if 
that rule should be applied, that at least nine-tenths of the en- 
tire appropriations provided for in the bill would go out on a a 
point of order. This is a general fortification bill; it is a bill 
that has to come from the Appropriations Committee to provide 
generally for fortifying our seacoast and for other like purposes. 
If there is anything in the bill that exactly and specifically pro- 
vides for any defenses that are provided for by law, I do not 
now recollect it. There is not an appropriation anywhere 
except where they have been generally recommended by either 
the Endicott Board, the Taft Board, or the War Department 
perhaps, or officers of the War Department, and are not in ac- 
cordance or in pursuance of any specific plan at particular 
places. 

One of my criticisms upon the bill which has been emphasized 
to-day by the eloquent remarks of both the gentlemen from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Grarr] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sarre] 
is that we do not do anything in a substantive way under our 
proposed appropriations. They both come here to-day, admit- 
ting what I charged, and that is that it is not proposed to make 
any definite, conclusive, complete appropriations for any fortifi- 
cations in the United States, but the highest per cent for any 
of these appropriations is to be only 14 per cent of all that is 
asked for, and nothing in any case sufficient to complete anything, 
Are any of these appropriations in pursuance of existing law? 
It is within the jurisdiction, Mr. Chairman, of the committee and 
of the House to appropriate for all that Congress thinks will be 
needed to safeguard our seacoasts so as to provide general de- 
fenses at particular places, naval stations, and so on, in the 
island possessions. But the point of order is now made in order 
that the most important of all recommendations for defensive 
fortifications that have been made shall not have a dollar ex- 
pended in the direction of preparing to make them—not even to 
make the necessary investigations at that place. The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Sarr] has just demonstrated that as long ago 
as 1885 and 1886 the Endicott Board looked to the matter of the 
importance of appropriating money to defend the mouth of 
Chesapeake Bay. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
mit a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. As the amendment is offered the latter 
part of it reads as follows: f 


And to ascertain whether the title to the site of said proposed arti- 
ficial island can be obtained without expense to the United States, 


3, 
If this amendment is adopted as it reads, will it not commit us 
to the whole scheme? 
Mr. KEIFER. I don’t care if it does. 
Mr. MAYNARD. Suppose it does. 
Mr. KEIFER. I want to be committed to that scheme, which 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per- 


the great naval and military men of our country and the Secre- 
tary of War and the President of the United States think is of 
the first importance in the matter of our coast defenses. Does 
anybody dispute that? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then the record must be looked into as to the 
report of the Taft Board and the messages from the President 
and the reports of the Secretary of War to confirm what I 
have said, and the Recorp of to-morrow’s proceedings contain- 
ing my speech will cite or quote from all or most of them. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be somewhat satisfied with the point 
of order if I felt that there was any possible way by which we 
were to get at this most important matter. Gentlemen would 
indicate that they were willing to fortify the mouth of Chesa- 
peake Bay if somebody will voluntarily, at his own expense, for 
that is what it means, make the necessary investigations and 
then perform that wonderful feat of informing the distinguished 
gentlemen sufficiently to convince their minds that the dis- 
tinguished people who do this work in advance are right. It 
is said that we have a law now that authorizes the expenditure 
of money to make these investigations. If that is so, according 
to the statement of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SMITH !, 
then this is in line of existing law. I do not believe this is 
exactly true. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not the law that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Sarr] referred to, authorizing these expenditures— 
the law which authorizes the expenditures to be made within the 
recommendations of the Endicott Board, which is the Board 
created by act of Congress? 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
ney], the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, has given a complete answer to that long argument of 
the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sarre], in which 
he attempted to show that these people could go with the pres- 
ent state of the law and find out whether it was practicable or 
feasible to build an island in the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay. 
This proposition is in general line with the appropriations 
needed, following not alone what the Endicott Board recom- 
mended, as will be found on page 9 of that Board’s report, but 
following the unanimous report of the Taft Board, and it asks 
that some steps shall be taken in the direction of finding out 


whether it is practicable and feasible to build an island or erect | 
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some other kind of defense in the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay. | 


So, Mr. Chairman, I think we are in proper line with all that is not claim his amendment is in order. 


JANUARY 15, 


bills for the expenditure of money for fortification purposes, 
usually in general language making appropriations for purposes 
general in their nature, to be expended by the War Department. 
In a few cases appropriations have been made for specifie pur- 
poses, but as a rule in general language. 

In the opinion of the Chair, expressed with some doubt; under 
the practice of the House at least, the items in the appropriation 
bill in general language are probably in order, though the Chair 
does not undertake to rule upon the question at this time; but 
the Chair thinks that the introduction of a new item for a work 
not in progress is not in order, and the Chair therefore sustains 
the point of order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I understood from the gentleman from Iowa 
that $151,000 is appropriated in this bill for surveys; that it is 
in the Treasury and available. Now, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Virginia that he offer an amendment making $3,000 of 
that specially available for this survey. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr, Chairman, I desire to write an amend- 
ment to offer. I want to give notice that I desire to offer the 
amendment at this point and I shall ask later that we return 
to this item that I may offer that amendment. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not understand the gentleman's 
motion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. My request was that I desire to offer an- 
other amendment at this point, and I desire to prepare the 
amendment and shall ask to return to this item later in order 
that I may offer the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York objects. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

On page 2, in line 8, after the word “ dollars,” insert the following: 
“to make all necessary surveys, borings, and other investigations 
necessary for and the preparation of an accurate detailed estimate of 
what it would cost to construct proposa artificial island for fortifica- 
tions between Capes Charles and Henry, Chesapeake Bay, and to ascer- 
tain whether the title of the site of said proposed artificial island can 
be obtained without expense to the United States, $3,000, out of any 
money in the Treasury which may now be ayailable for this purpose.“ 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the 
point of order against this proposed amendment, and I think 
I can make it so plain that the gentleman from Virginia will 
In the argument I re- 


to be found in the bill, in so far as this amendment is con-| ferred to the fact that money was available in the hands of 


cerned, and we are in line, too, with the general purpose so 
clearly stated and emphasized by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Grarr] this morning, just supplemented by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Smiru], that we are not in the work of making 
defenses for our country, but we are in the work of building by 
piecemeal patches to that work, following an unbusinesslike 
idea that no individual or corporation eyer adopts. Think of 
a farmer who wanted a house to cover his family and a barn for 
his stock and grain who would say: “I have so much money, 
but I will not build a house or a barn. I will not make any 
completed improvements; I will freeze to death first. But I will 
put in the foundations for both house and barn this year, and 
in seven years“ following the rule of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Sutrul—“ maybe I will have something under cover. If 
I live long enough, if I am not frozen to death, I will be all 
right in time.” That is the theory upon which we are proceed- 
ing, and that is the theory of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia [ Mr. MAYNARD]. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this 
amendment is in order. The Endicott Board was authorized by 
act of Congress, and the report of that board was submitted to 
Congress and adopted by Congress, and, as admitted by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Surry], on page 9 of that report that 
board made certain recommendations and, to use the language of 
the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smira], which I 
presume is the language of the report, said that it might be nec- 
essary to create defenses and fortifications at Cape Charles and 
at Cape Henry. The bill which is being considered by this com- 
mittee is in furtherance of that report, and in offering this 
amendment to the bill it is carrying out the report of the 
Endicott Board, so that we may determine by an accurate sur- 
yey what kind and how costly a class of defense is needed at the 
mouth of Chesapeake Bay, and I think it is entirely pertinent 
and in order at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that in the 
act of Congress authorizing the appointment of the Endicott 
Board Congress by law provided that that report should be 
adopted or that any act of Congress has been enacted since that 
time specifically adopting the report of the Endicott Board. On 
the other hand, Congress has provided in annual appropriation 
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the War Department to make this survey. In the acts for a 
number of years, including the act passed in 1904 for the year 
1905— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa make the 
point of order against the amendment? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the assumption it has been reported 
to the House. Pending that, does the gentleman from Virginia 
desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will submit the question to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, while, as the 
Chair stated before, the matter is in doubt and it may be to a 
certain extent an arbitrary ruling, the general appropriation 
under the practice of the House might probably be used by the 
War. Department for the purpose of making the survey pro- 
posed by the amendment, but, in the opinion of the Chair, it is 
not within the province of the House, contrary to the rules, 
on this appropriation bill to provide for a work not in progress, 
This work is not in. progress, and the Chair therefore sustains 
the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction of sea walls and embankments, $25,000. 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit an amend- 
ment at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by including, on page between lines 23 and 24, the fol- 
lowing words : 


“ For the purchase of land adjoining Fort Hamilton, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
and necessary for the enlargement of said fort and the maintenance 
and preservation of the fortifications at said fort, the sum of 
$250,000." i 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa 
point of order. 

Mr. WALDO. Will the gentleman reserve his point of order? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman from New York re- 
gue at I reserye the point of order, and I see no objection 
to that. 


9 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter that has been 
repeatedly recommended by the War Department. They are 
now constructing at Fort Hamilton very heavy fortifications, 
but the reservation is too small and the improvements there too 
little to accommodate sufficient force to take care of fortifica- 
tions already constructed at an expense of $2,500,000. This 
addition to the fort and the construction of other barracks for 
the purpose of accommodating the necessary force to take care 
of such fortifications as already exist, were recommended by 
Colonel Greenough, commandant at this place for several years. 
It is also recommended by Secretary Taft and by Gen. Freder- 
ick D. Grant, the commandant of that department. This was 
especially called to my mind by a resolution adopted by the 
Chamber of Commerce in the city of New York on the 3d day 
of January, 1907, calling attention to the fact that the artillery 
force was not sufficient at New York City to take care of the forti- 
fications that were there at present. There are not barracks 
enough, there is not room—not the proper parade grounds, or 
anything else at this place—and the Government before expend- 
ing large sums of money on insular possessions certainly ought 
to take care of the metropolis of the country. This bill pro- 
vides for over a million and a half of dollars to be expended 
principally in new fortifications in the Philippines. It is a very 
grave question whether any money ought to be expended in the 
Philippines until the coast of our country is properly protected. 
A proposition has been made by citizens residing in the neigh- 
borhood of this fort, that the Government either ought to aban- 
don the fort or it ought to take care of it. Anyone who has 
been through that fort lately knows that its condition is shame- 
ful; that the fortifications that have been put there at large 
. expense—I am informed over $2,500,000 within the last few 
years—are going to rack and ruin. The guns are rusty, every- 
thing shows lack of proper repair and preservation, because 
there is no place there in which to keep a sufficient force to take 
care of the fort. This is a matter, it seems to me, that requires 
the prompt attention of Congress. I see no reason why any 
objection should be made to the expenditure of this small sum 
for this very necessary purpose. 

I will ask that the resolution to which I have referred, from 
the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York, be appended 
to my remarks. ; 

The resolution is as follows: 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF New York, 
New York, January 10, 1907. 


At the monthly meeting of the chamber of commerce, held January 
8, 1907, the following in reference to House bill No. 17347 to reor- 
ganize and to increase the efficiency of the artillery of the United States 
Army was unanimously adopted: 

“Whereas this chamber feeling a deep solicitude that this great and 
most important harbor and entrance for the commerce of the United 
States should be amply protected by all possible and practicable local 
fortifications and be supplied with the most modern and effective 
weapons of war, did on January 4, 1900, pass a series of resolutions in- 
tended to impress upon Congress the great value and absolute necessity 
of action to remedy this defect in our system; and 

“Whereas Congress and the United States authorities, under its ac- 
tion and approval and furtherance of this idea and desire, passed 
requisite acts and have created and mounted at its forts at the entrance 
of the harbor suitable guns, ete., as suggested by the chamber, and for 
which 1 chamber does hereby express its gratitude and acknowledg- 
ment; an 

“Whereas the necessity of an important addition to the personnel of 
qualified officers and men acquainted with the new and changed charac- 
ter of the equipment and needed to supply the additional work required 
in all parts of such changes and additions, do hereby most earnestly 
ask and urge upon Congress the adoption and passage of House bill 
17347, entitled ‘A bill to reorganize and to increase the efficiency of the 
artillery of the United States Army,’ calculated to supply the actually 
needed additions, etc.” 


Attest: 
GEORGE WILSON, Secretary. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa 
Sarin] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the 
point of order. = 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to my col- 
league that I am heartily in favor of some provision being made 
for the enlargement and proper repair of the fort at Fort Ham- 
ilton. A number of Army officials from time to time have 
strongly urged that additional land be acquired at that place 
and that certain changes be made in the present arrangement of 
the buildings. If this reservation is to be enlarged it should 
be at once or in the near future. Otherwise it will be im- 
possible for the Government to acquire lands for that purpose 
at this place. Land in the neighborhood of this fort is worth 
to-day between $10,000 and $15,000 an acre, and the price is rap- 
idly enhancing, so that if the Government is ever to enlarge this 
fort the land should be acquired now while the prices are within 
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reason and not wait until it will be utterly impossible to acquire 
the lands. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per- 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I wish to inquire for information how 
long it is since old Fort Hamilton was completed in its present 
state? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. “The memory of man runneth not to 
the contrary.” I do not know. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Government, then, as I under- 
stand, bought all the land that was then deemed necessary, and 
completed a fort; and this is to enlarge or extend that work 
which has heretofore been once completed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The system of coast defenses requires 
in the vicinity of Fort Hamilton a large number of modern guns 
that were not contemplated at the time Fort Hamilton was es- 
tablished. There is necessity for accommodation for a much 
larger number of troops than was contemplated when the present 
site for a reseryation was acquired. The result is that from 
time to time various officials have requested and recommended 
that this additional land be acquired. In the last session of 
Congress, when the sundry civil appropriation bill was under 
consideration, this item estimated for by the Department was 
considered very briefly and hastily by the committee, and a 
remark that was made by an official. gave the impression to the 
subcommittee that it was not an imperative need at that time. 
The fact is that if the Government intends to enlarge this reser- 
vation—and it has been recommended by every official who has 
been on duty in that vicinity, and has received the approval of 
the Secretary of War on several occasions—provision should be 
made soon, because the price of land in that vicinity is very high 
and rapidly increasing. The people of the neighborhood are not 
anxious for the enlargement of this reservation. This is not 
a land scheme. Within the past month residents of the locality 
petitioned the gentleman from New York [Mr. Warpo] to have 
the entire fort abandoned, as they believed it was a detriment 
to the property in the vicinity. Upon the request of the gentle- 
man from New York a report was made by the Secretary of 
War, based upon information called for by him from several 
officials, who said that this fort was an essential feature of the 
defense of the city of New York, and that it was necessary to 
enlarge the fort. If this be true, something should be done; 
and if it can not be done in this bill, I wish to assure my col- 
league that I shall do everything in my power to have the com- 
mittee provide for this item in the proper bill—the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. These reports that have been made must be 
considered, and if the land desired can not be acquired at this 
time it will be impossible for the Government in the future to 
acquire the land at all. I simply wish to say this, so that my 
colleagues on the committee will realize that during this present 
session of Congress it will be necessary to consider this item 
seriously and to determine definitely whether the land shall be 
acquired or whether the plans of the Department, so far as the 
renovation and enlargement of this fort are concerned, shall be 
abandoned. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard 
‘on the point of order? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I desire to insist upon the point of 
order simply upon this ground, Mr. Chairman: It is practically 
conceded, and it is true, that Fort Hamilton is completed. It 
has been a fort since the memory of man runneth not to the 
contrary. It is proposed to enlarge the inclosure around the 
existing fort. Those appropriations haye never been carried 
on the fortification bill. This land is not desired for fortifi- 
cation purposes, There is nothing to show that it is proposed 
to put a battery upon this land, and there is no design to put 
a battery upon this land. But it is proposed, perhaps, to have 
barracks and have quarters aud haye something incident 
thereto to enlarge this fortification site. 

Now I would like and need, greatly need, an appropriation 
to enlarge the Federal building in my own town; and yet it 
is not “a continuance of a work in progress.” That building 
has been completed, and it is not in continuation of a work in 
progress to enlarge the site or that building. This Fort 
Hamilton has been completed. This proposition here now is 
to enlarge it, and is no more a continuance of a work in prog- 
ress than to put an appropriation on the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill for every public building in America to enlarge and 
extend it. Such appropriations are never carried on the forti- 
fication bill, and never should be carried in the sundry civil 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it the contention of the gentleman that 
at amendment will be subject to the point on this particular 
bill? 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I contend that it is not in order at 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, it is. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa (continuing). And second, it is espe- 
cially not in order upon this particular bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman think that no appro- 
priation for the purchase of land for forts would be in order 
upon the fortification bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no; I would not say so, because it 
has been the practice from very early time, and the practice 
may be stated as defined in the rules of the House, to carry 
general appropriations for sites for seacoast batteries, not for 
any specific site at all, but generally for sites. But here is a 
proposition to enlarge an existing, established, and completed 
fort. That, I say, is not in order upon this bill. I do not 
think it will be in order upon the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it was held in order upon 
the sundry civil appropriation bill at the last session of Con- 


gress, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman say that it was so 
held? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was held to be in order. 
can get a ready reference to that ruling, I am sure. 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, in the first place, it is not a 
completed fort. The new fortifications that were commenced 
here are not completed. This additional land is now needed to 
take care of the troops just as much as the land between two 
guns, 


The Chair 


In the first place, there are already provisions in this bill for 
the purchase of land, one for the purpose of establishing elec- 
trical plants in fortifications, and another to buy land in the 
Philippines for new fortifications. This amendment, it seems to 
me, is for the preservation of a fortification rightly to be con- 
sidered as still under construction. One thing must be con- 
structed anyway and that is quarters for the troops, because they 
have been practically all burned down. Whenever the barracks 
are to be constructed, they ought to be constructed as they are in- 
tended’ to remain permanently, be in such size and form as will 
take care of the proper force; that is as much a continuance of a 
work under way as anything provided for in any line the gen- 
tleman has in his bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York permit 
the Chair to ask him a question with reference to the language 
of the amendment: 

Necessary for the enlargement of said fort— 

And so forth. Is the declaration that this land is necessary 
a change of existing law or not? 

Mr. WALDO. I think it is not, for the reason that it is not 
only an enlargement, but it is necessary for the preservation 
and care of the present fortification. That is the language of 
that amendment. The War Department has repeatedly so de- 
clared. Every commandant of that fort for the last ten or fif- 
teen years has so declared. The present commander of the De- 
partment of the East has so declared, and there is nobody else 
in authority who can give any more information or better infor- 
mation than we now have. 

The CHAIRMAN. While the Chair thinks there may be some 
question in reference to the form of amendment making a decla- 
ration that this purchase of land is necessary, and that possibly 
that might be construed to be a change of existing law, yet the 
Chair assumes that that is more a matter of argument than it 
is a declaration of law. The rulings haye been that where the 
Government owns land, or a site, the purchase of adjoining land 
is not subject to a point of order and is a continuance of a work 
in progréss. The Chair, therefore, overrules the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that 
two arguments haye been made in support of this amendment, 
under the reservation of the point of order, I simply desire to 
urge upon the committee that it would be unwise to incorporate 
this amendment, for this, if for no other reason: Estimates of 
this character are sent to the subcommittee on the sundry civil 
bill. This subject was never brought before the committee 
having consideration of this bill. There has been no considera- 
tion of it, or opportunity for that committee to go into the merits 
of the proposition. I say it in all kindness, but my distinguished 
colleague from New York, the gentleman who speaks in favor 
of this amendment, never called it to the attention of the sub- 
committee of which he is a most useful member. Not the slight- 
est consideration has been possible at our hands of an estimate 
made for another bill, where this amendment, if proper, would 
be considered by the committee. And for this House to incor- 
porate large additional appropriations for items that have not 
been considered and could not be considered, because not re- 
ferred to the committee in charge of this bill, would not only 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 15, 


establish a bad precedent, but it is unwarranted, even upon the 
opinion, in my judgment, of such capable Members as the two 
gentlemen who haye spoken in favor of the amendment. I 
therefore submit that the amendment ought to bé voted down, to 
let the estimate of this expenditure be investigated by the sub- 
committee to which the estimate has gone for this enlargement. 
I personally know nothing as to its merits, and that is the situa- 
tion of all the subcommittee except the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish the gentleman would take my as- 
surance that it is a perfectly proper appropriation to make at 
this time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman’s assurance is perfectly 
good with me on almost any subject; but I do think that when 
he wants $250,000 on this bill, he might, in kindness to the rest 
of us, tell us about it before the bill is reported, so that we may 
know that the subject is coming up. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The reason it was not called to the at- 
tention of the subcommittee considering this bill was that I 
understand that, under the practice of the House, it properly 
went to a different subcommittee. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is undoubtedly true. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it is proper for me to say this in 
explanation of my own position. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is undoubtedly a good explanation, 
but it is also a good reason why the House should not now 
vote in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My colleague [Mr. WALDO] has so well 
presented the reasons for this appropriation that, inasmuch as 
it is in order upon this bill, it seems to me we can not do less 
than to urge all those reasons upon the members of the com- 
mittee and ask them to accept the statements and vote the 
money for this very necessary and proper work. 

Mr. GILLETT. Has the sundry ciyil bill been reported or 
considered at this session? 

Mr. FITZGERALD.. I am not a member of the subcommittee 
that considers that bill, and I am unable to state from my own 
knowledge whether the bill has been considered by that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GILLETT. I will ask the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The sundry civil bill, as I understand 
it, has been printed for the use of the subcommittee and con- 
tains this item for consideration by the subcommittee. 

Mr. GILLETT. So that there is still opportunity for this item 
to be considered by the proper committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And it will be considered and accurate 
knowledge obtained as to the merits of the project, if oppor- 
tunity is given to that committee to investigate it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman is as favorably im- 
pressed by the soundness of the argument made in favor of this 
item by my colleague [Mr. Wa po] and myself, it seems to me 
that we are justified in urging the amendment at this time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am always favorably impressed with 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr.. Frrzceratp] is possibly familiar with these waters and 
with the system of defense from Sandy Hook up to New York 
City. Now, I want to ask him if he honestly believes that Fort 
Hamilton to-day is any more essential to the defense of New 
York City than a battery would be in the middle of Central 
Park? ` 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The men best equipped to express an 
opinion on that point have stated within three weeks that this 
feature is absolutely necessary for the defense of New York. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I ask the gentleman from New 
York what his opinion is, with his familiarity with the whole 
location? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from New York is not 
so presumptuous as to give an opinion upon that point against 
the expressed opinion of the experts of the War Department. I 
read with much interest the statement that was made by these 
gentlemen, that the guns erected at Fort Hamilton will control 
Ambrose channel, which is now in course of completion. They 
say that they are essential for the defense of the harbor at that 
point. I assume that the officials of the Department are able to 
determine that question. The Secretary of War had a consulta- 
tion with the Chief of Artillery, the Chief of Ordnance, and, I 
think, the head of the Bureau of Ordnance, and they said that 
it was absolutely necessary as a part of the system of fortifica- 
tions at the harbor of New York to maintain this particular 

lace. 
= Personally, if it were not necessary, I would welcome the 
abandonment of the fort, because I believe that it does pre- 
vent the development, in a very desirable way, of a very de- 
sirable portion of the city in which I reside. But the War 
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Department insists that this is imperative, that this fort must 
be maintained, and I am unable to offer an opinion against the 
expression of the officials of the War Department. Perhaps 
the gentleman from Connecticut is better able to pass on that 
question than myself or the officials of the War Department. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. lt is because I doubted the ac- 
curacy of my own judgment that I appealed to the gentleman 
from New York.. I have not got his opinion yet, although he 
has quoted the opinion of other people. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My opinion is based upon the informa- 
tion by men who are eminently qualified to give an opinion, 
that this is an essential feature of the defenses of the harbor 
of New York. 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in response to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Connecticut that anybody 
who lives in the city of New York will appreciate the force of 
the argument in support of this amendment. Perhaps if the 
gentleman lived in a small town in Connecticut, or in the west- 
ern part of this country, two or three thousand miles from 
the coast, he might think it was not necessary to defend the 
harbor of a great city like New York. But the entrance to 
this harbor at Fort Hamilton is 12 miles wide, and smal! ves- 
sels can come into the harbor 10 miles distance of the forti- 
fications at Sandy Hook, and when the Ambrose Channel is 
built, they can come in a direct line to the Narrows between 
Fort Hamilton and Fort Wadsworth, and do not pass close in 
front of the Sandy Hook fortifications for two or three miles, 
as they must in the present ship channel. The guns of the 
present fortifications at Sandy Hook would only command Am- 
brose Channel a short distance, while small vessels could come 
up Coney Island channel, past Sandy Hook, at a distance of 
9 or 10 miles at any time, and shell the city from the inner 
harbor, if it were not for the fortifications at Fort Wadsworth 
on Staten Island and these fortifications opposite at Fort Ham- 
ilton. In the opinion of the War Department these fortifica- 
tions on opposite shores of the narrow entrance to the upper bay 
are an absolutely necessary second defense against a hostile 
fleet coming into the harbor. If these two forts were torn 
down, as suggested by the gentleman from Connecticut, of 
course a hostile fleet, some of it, at least, could come into the 
harbor. There is no question about that. The city could be 
destroyed by light vessels without any question. If I did not 
think this appropriation was absolutely necessary, I should not 
be advocating it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and upon a division (demanded by 
Mr. Watpo) there were—23 ayes and 34 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for seacoast 
cannon, including the necessary experiments in connection therewith, 
and_ 5 machinery necessary for its manufacture at the arsenals, 

a=, . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I notice that in a series of paragraphs that have 
last been read, four or five in number, there is this language: 

And the machinery necessary for its manufacture at the arsenals, 
$325,000. : 

Coupled with the provision of the purchase and test of am- 
munition there is also in each of these paragraphs a provision 
for the manufacture, or for the purpose of at least purchasing 
machinery for manufacture. I desire to inquire of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill if it is in contemplation that the 
Government should enter into the manufacture of the various 


munitions of war or equipments for war that are provided for 


in these paragraphs? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, substantially always a 
portion of these items are let to contract and a portion is ex- 
pended at the arsenal. The expenditure at the arsenal almost 
always requires some incidental machinery. There is never 
carried in the appropriation for the enlargement of the arsenal 
or new shops or anything that would enable the great expense 
of the manufacturing project, unless it be specifically given in 
the bill, and there is nothing of that kind in this bill. 

But it is the practice of the Government to buy some pieces, 
some portions that are partially manufactured, some castings 
of some other iron shapes, and the like of that, so that it be- 
comes necessary to carry the language both for purchase and 
manufacture, even if the Government is to in a sense manu- 
facure the completed article in all instances. That is, if the 
Government is going to manufacture a siege gun, we will say, 
certain pieces will be bought that had upon them some work 
done, so that they might be called manufactured articles as 
distinguished from pure raw material, and it is necessary to 


carry this language. to enable the Department to carry on this 
manufacturing enterprise, and they divide the money between 
the public contracts and the public manufactures, so as to be 
able to determine what is a fair and reasonable price. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to further ask the gentleman 
if it would not be possible, should the purpose find favor in the 
minds of the proper officer, to expend under the peculiar lan- 
guage of these paragraphs a very small sum for the purchase 
of the article and the balance of each one of these appropria- 
tions in the procurement of machinery, so as to lay the funda- 
tions for a complete manufacturing establishment at each one 
of the arsenals of the United States? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I may say that I do not think it would 
be. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I say, might it not be under the language 
of this paragraph? : 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not think it would be. This is 
language which has long been used, and it has an interpreta- 
tion in the Auditor's office as well as in the War Department, 
and the machinery that is authorized here is, by the language 
of the bill, an incident to the manufacture of the main article 
described. I can not conceive that if a man is authorized to 
manufacture seacoast cannon and to purchase the machinery 
necessary to manufacture the seacoast cannon that any of 
the money could be expended wholly for machinery to manu- 
facture seacoast cannon. In any event, I would say that this 
has been the language used in this bill without criticism and 
without objection from as far back as I know anything about 
fortification bills, and I think is wise language in its practical 
use and as applied by the Chief of Ordnance. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that it is at 
all proper for me to criticise the language of gentlemen who are 
and have been familiar for a long time with the preparation of 
statutes of appropriations, yet it seems to me that the language 
used here is the very extreme of looseness. The language is for 
the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for seacoast 
cannon, including the necessary experiments in connection there- 
with and the machinery necessary for its manufacture at the 
arsenal. 1 undertake to say that it would be a fair interpre- 
tation of that language that would authorize the expenditure of 
a small amount for the purchase of cannon and ammunition 
and testing thereof, and a large sum—nine-tenths of it, if you 
choose—for the purchase of machinery, and that no auditing 
officer would have a right to interfere with the discretion of 
the officers of the Government charged with the purchase and 
procurement of these articles. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman if this lan- 
guage can possibly be in any wise interpreted except that it is 
to purchase the machinery to produce the seacoast cannon pro- 
vided for in this item? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I don’t know that there is any limitation in 
this paragraph upon the number of cannon or upon the amount 
of ammunition that may be purchased, excepting that limitation 
that it put on those acts by the words “three hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars; that it would be entirely legiti- 
mate to expend $1,000 or, say, $25,000 in purchase and $300,000 
for the procurement of machinery, and that it would not be 
within the authority of the auditing officer to affect in any way 
that discretion so used by the officer who purchases. The law 
might put limitations upon the act of the purchasing officer if 
it saw fit to do so, but instead of that, abdicating its right, it 
has conferred upon him a discretion as to the amounts that he 
may use, and while I think that perhaps there is but little 
doubt or little probability of the abuse of that discretion, yet 
the discretion is lodged in him and it has extended over items 
that amount in the aggregate to millions of dollars, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman may be extended for five 
minutes. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa may be 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. While the language may for a long time have 
been used, and may be canonized because of its use, yet I submit 
that it is loose; that it is not the language of definiteness that 
ought to be in an appropriation bill, and that it does extend a 
broad measure of discretion that ought to haye proper limita- 
tions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Les. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My understanding is that that language 
was attached to these particular paragraphs because in the 
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manufacture of these different articles and munitions of war it 
was found necessary to make some very insignificant repairs to 
certain machines and to make certain inexpensive tools. Last 
session, when I was first a member of the committee, the same 
objection the gentleman raises appealed to me, and the expla- 
nation of the method of disbursement under it satisfied me 
that while the language was not the best that perhaps might be 
devised, the method in which it had been worked out had 
accomplished a desirable result. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am not at all satisfied that 
the results of the exercise of the power of these officers have at 
all times been satisfactory. The results are not always satisfac- 
tory. I am led to make that remark by certain matters which 
were developed yesterday in this committee. Yesterday I put 
the query to the gentleman in charge of the bill with reference 
to the powder manufacturers, and it was developed during that 
discussion that two naval officers, educated by the Government 
and in the empley of the Government, had been detailed to a 
certain scientific investigation. That investigation was a part 
of their employment and as a recognized duty was under- 
taken by them. They made such progress with it through their 
employment and with the material ef the Government at the 
arsenals of the Government, with the aid of the employees of 
the Government, that a discovery valuable to the United States 
resulted, namely, the method of the manufacture of smokeless 
powder. These gentlemen, furnished with these opportunities, 
with these facilities, charged with these duties, took advantage 
of the knowledge which they had acquired, the employment 
they had, to patent these discoveries and then sold the patents 
to other parties. The gentleman says that the rights of the 
United States were reserved and were carefully protected. So 
far as my investigation goes and so far as my knowledge 
goes, the rights of the Government were protected to the extent 
that the Navy Department made use of these patented dis- 
coveries. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
an interruption? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. The gentleman, I think, scarcely means 
to state that I said the rights of the Government were reserved 
and well protected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think that was the emphatic language of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Recorp will show I used no such 
language. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well, I may be mistaken, but that is as 
I understood the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I did not so intend to be understood. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood him to say by reservation 
ample in character in the deeds of transfer the rights of the 
Government of the United States had been amply protected; 
but, waiving that, I will submit that I am in error if the gentle- 
man insists, but I insist that the rights of the Government in 
the instance I have adverted to are not protected, but merely 
reserve to the Navy Department of the Government of the 
United States the right to employ or make smokeless powder. 
My information is that the assignees of the rights of these offi- 
cers of the United States have engaged extensively in the manu- 
facture of powder; that they have engaged in combinations 
whereby the price of powder has been wonderfully augmented 
and the Government of the United States has but two alterna- 
tives—to engage in the manufacture themselves or to submit 
to the extortion of those who are using these inventions that, 
in my humble judgment, belong solely to the United States. But 
not only that, the information that I have is that the present 
owners of these rights have now contracts with other govern- 
ments to furnish smokeless powder to them, and while it is 
difficult for the United States to obtain it the possible future 
enemies of the United States are being supplied with it. In 
other words, we have educated men, detailed men, paid men, 
furnished men with facilities for making this invention, and 
then haye permitted those men to sell to the possible enemies of 
the United States, and it may be—such a thing is not impossible— 
that should war occur with certain European powers we would 
find that we have put into their hands the power that would 
come to them from the uses of this invention. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman may finish his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Iowa may conclude his 
remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 


hears none. à 
Mr. HEPBURN. I certainly thank the committee. I submit, 


Mr. Chairman, in view of this possible condition, that the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Iowa, which I will quote, was not 
happily selected on yesterday. He said: 

And so patents upon smokeless powder were granted to these officers 
of the United States and the right to produce in unlimited quantities 
vested in the Government of the United States without the payment of 
any royalty whatever. If some American powder manufacturer wants 
to manufacture this smokeless powder for sale to any power on earth 
outside of the United States Government, I for one am willing that that 
power shall pay a royalty for the genius of that American officer in in- 
venting the device or the powder. 

I submit, sir, that we are not compensated, should a condition 
of war exist and we be confronted with an adversary armed 
with this material that we have made possible by the reflection 
that American genius is being so much benefited. [Applause.] ` 
We would not be compensated by the fact that foreign traders 
are compelled to pay a royalty to an American citizen. That is 
not the question here. The question is whether or not these 
gentlemen that are charged with the expenditure of this money, 
gentlemen who are charged with the execution of this law, in 
view of what has occurred in connection with this matter, have 
shown that they are the proper persons to be invested with the 
large responsibility and the large discretion which this faulty 
language of the bill vests them with. [Applause.] _ 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I 
stated, as I understood it, the rights of the United States Govern- 
ment that were granted by license. I did not attempt at that 
time to eyen define the rights of the United States outside of 
the license; I did not say that the rights of the United States 
were amply or in any other degree protected, but stated the 
facts as they were. It is not claimed that this process is a 
secret process betrayed to foreign powers. It is claimed that 
it is a patented process. 

Now, I reiterate what I then said, that if foreign powers are 
to buy this powder I have no objection to their paying an ex- 
cessive price for it, and that is all I said yesterday upon that 
subject. 

Now, in order that there may be no possible room for differ- 
ences as to the facts I ask unanimous consent to print in the 
Recorp a letter from Mr. Allen, the Commissioner of Patents, 
together with the two certificates and the exhibits attached 
thereto inclosed in said letter, being the two licenses to the 
Navy Department to manufacture, the one, colloid explosive, 
and the other, smokeless powder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smirp] 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp certain docu- 
ments which he has indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The documents referred to are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 9, 1906. 
Hon. JAMES A. TAWNEY, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Tawney: I send you herewith certified copies of two 
licenses from John B. Bernadou to the Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy 
Department of the United States to manufacture under Letters Patent 
Nos. 652455 and 673377, dated December 22, 1902, and referred to by 
you in por telephonic message this morning. 

remain, yours, very truly, 
F. I. ALLEN, Commissioner, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, UNITED Stages PATENT OFFICH. 
To all persons to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


This is to certify that the annexed is a true copy from the records of 
this Office of an instrument of writing executed John B. Bernadou 
December 22, 1902, and recorded December 30, 1902, in Liber H—66. 
page 337. Said record has been 5 compared with the original 
and is a correct transcript of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set oi hand and caused the 
seal of the Patent Office to be affixed at the city of Washington this 
9th day of March, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred 
and six and of the independence of the United States of America the 
one hundred and thirtie 

[SEAL.] F. I. ALLEN, 

Commissioner of Patents. 
[Liber H-66, p. 337.] 

In consideration of the sum of one dollar to me in hand paid by the 
Bureau of Ordnance of tbe Navy Department of the United States, re- 
ceipt of which is acknowledged, I do hereby licensë and empower the 
said Bureau of Ordnance of the A Department of the United States 
to manufacture, for the use of the United States naval service, at the 
United States naval powder works at Indian Head and at any other 
works that may hereafter be built by the Navy Department of the 
United States, the invention described as an improvement in “ colloid 
explosive and making same,” for which Letters Patent of the United 
States, No. 673377. were granted to me the seventh day of May, in the 
year 1901, to the full end of the term for which said letters patent are 


anted. 
6.4995 at Washington, District of Columbia, this 22d day of Decem- 
r, 2. 


Joux B. BERNADOU., 
In presence of— 
HARRY W. SMITH. 
F. M. LANIGAN. 


Recorded December 30, 1902, 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE. 


To all persons to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


This is to certify that the annexed is a true copy from the records 

of this Office of an instrument of writ executed by John B. Ber- 

lou December 22, 1902, and recorded mber 30, 1902, in Liber 

4 1 338. Said record has been carefully compared with the 
original and is a correct transcript of the whole thereof. 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused 
the seal of the Patent Office to be affixed at the city of Washington this 
9th day of March, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred 
and six, and of the independence of the United States of America 
the one hundred and thirtieth. 

[seax.] F. I. ALLEN, 

Commissioner of Patents. 
[Liber H-66, p. 338.] 

In consideration of the sum of one dollar to me in hand paid by 
the Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy Department of the United States, 
receipt of which is acknowledged, I do hereby license and empower 
the said Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy Department of the United 
States to manufacture, for the use of the United States naval 
service, at the United States naval powder works at Indian Head 
and at any other works that may hereafter be built by the Navy 
Department of the United States, the invention described as an im- 
provement in “making smokeless powder,“ for which Letters Patent 
of the United States No. 652455 were anted to me the twenty- 
sixth day of June, in the year 1900, to the full end of the term for 
which said letters patent are sees 

Signed at Washington, District of Columbia, this 22d day of De- 
cember, 1902. 

Joux B. BERNApov. 

In presence of— 

Harry W. SMITH. 
F. M. LANIGAN. 


Recorded December 30, 1902. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amerd- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word in order to ask a question. Are those two 
patents the patents under which the Du Pont Powder Company 
‘are manufacturing powder? 5 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I understand that these are two pat- 
ents, among others, on which the Du Pont company is manufac- 
turing powder. I understand that the formula for the smoke- 
less powder for the Army is not quite identical with the powder 
covered by these patents; but it is probable that these patents 
would entitle a party at least to a royalty on the powder used 
in the Navy and perhaps on the powder used in the Army, in the 
absence of some right of the Government by license or other- 


wise. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can the gentleman tell whether 
Mr. Waddell, of Illinois, manufacturer of powder, is manufac- 
turing under these two patents? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not; but I am not certain about 
that. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will state for the information of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes] that Mr. Waddell only 
manufactures black powder, and that he formerly worked for 
the Du Pont company. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand that he did. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gextleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Sarr] has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like unanimous 
consent to take just a moment upon this subject in order to 
suggest 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SMITH] 
asks unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there has been no sug- 
gestion from any source that we should build any more of these 
powder factories than we are at present. The gentleman com- 
plains, apparently—and I do not want to use the word “ com- 
plain” if that is not satisfactory to him—that we ought not to 
authorize the use of this money for machinery, whereas the very 
object in authorizing its use for machinery is to enable the 
Government to manufacture the respective articles named if it 
finds it can do it cheaper than it can buy them in the open 
market. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. > 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, since my last col- 
loquy with my friend from Iowa [Mr. Smirn] L have been 
handed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KLINE] a let- 
ter touching on this question. I will ask that the Clerk please 
read it for the information of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee renews his 
motion to strike out the last word. Without objection, the let- 
ter will be read in the gentleman's time. 

There was no objection, i 


The Clerk read as follows: 
KEYSTONE POWDER MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 


2 Emporium, Pa., January 14, 1907. 
Hon. Marcus C. L. Kurz, M. C., 5 * 


Washington, D. C. 


„Dran Sin: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your esteemed favor ot 
the 12th instant, and note what you såy in regard to the distribution 
of the contract for smokeless powder for the use of the United States 
Army and Navy among different competitors, and for your information 
would say that there are no competitors in this business, as the onl 
ge who manufacture smokeless powder in this country are the E. I. 

Pont Company, Wilmington, Del. It is, of course, true that bids will 
be submitted under half a dozen different names, but for your information 
would say that these names are simply titles of concerns incorporated 
in the E. I. Du Pont Company and any bid you might receive for smoke- 
less powder will go direct to Wilmington, Del., so that you will see 
there is no competition whatever. 

I am not sufficiently familiar with the cost of a plant for the manu- 
facture of smokeless powder, but I know it is an expensive proposition. 
So far as I am able to judge, I should think an appropriation of 
$3,000,000 for that pu to be money well spent, as the 57 ay hed 
this country just prior the war with Spain fully shows, and I have 
no doubt but you are familiar with the conditions existing at that time, 
when, as you well know, the Government had to delay operations until 
they received a limited supply of smokeless powder from foreign coun- 
tries, and also that the Army and Navy were both badly handicapped 
75 padn 1 use black powder as against the smokeless powder used by 

e Spaniards. 

This is a matter of record, which you can easily ascertain from the 
files in Washington. 

Yours, truly, 
KEYSTONE POWDER MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 
A. C. BLUM, Secretary. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, just one observation. The 
point I make it this, gentlemen : This smokeless-powder patent 


belongs to the Government of the United States. It was patent- - 


ed by Professor Munroe and turned over to the Government of 
the United States as its property, because he discovered it in 
line of duty and when he was working for the Government of the 
United States as an officer. Now it has gotten out of the hands 
of the Government of the United States, or its exclusive power, 
and has gone into the hands of this powder monopoly that we are 
trying to control by making appropriation in this or some other 
bill to build a smokeless-powder factory and make our own pow- 
der. Why not withdraw our property, if it is our property, from 
any and everybody, if we please, and thus save the expense of 
building a. smokeless-powder factory, or control those who use 
this patent, and thus save money? If it is the Government's 
property, let the Government take charge of it and control those 
who use it. If it is Du Pont's property, let Du Pont haye it. 
That is the point about it, and that is why I have addressed 
myself to the subject here to-day. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the last word. Idoso 
simply to refer very briefly to one criticism made by the gen- 


tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] as to the language used in 


several items of this bill. Criticism was made of the use of the 
words “and the machinery necessary for the manufacture” of 
certain munitions of war “at the arsenal.” It appeared, Mr. 
Chairman, in the examination of this bill last year by a subcom- 
mittee that this language did confer upon certain officials in the 
War Department a discretion that appeared to me then as 
unwise. The Chief of the Bureau ef Ordnance, however, ex- 
plained the purposes to which the expenditure of this money 
were put in so satisfactory a manner that the committee was 
unanimous in the belief that it was not only wise but necessary 
to have such language in the bill. 

I am one of those who believe that the purposes for which 
appropriations are made should be as specifically stated as lan- 
guage can make them; and yet it was found that in the manu- 
facture of certain implements of war in. the arsenals it would 
be necessary from time to time to manufacture certain instru- 
ments, not of a very expensive character, but of a very essen- 
tial nature in the manufacture of these guns, and unless this 
particular language was incorporated in each of these pro- 
visions there were no funds available for the acquisition of 
these instruments, and the entire appropriation would be un- 
available for any purpose whatever. 

That there is little danger that the discretion reposed in 
these officials will ever be abused is apparent when it is stated 
that the purpose for which each appropriation carried in the 
bill is asked was specifically explained by the chiefs of the differ- 


ent bureaus when the bill was under consideration. Sothat while - 


I agree with the gentleman from Iowa that so far as possible 
the specific purpose for which the appropriation is made should 
be plain in these bills, yet there are some items in the bills 
where we have been unable to find anyone who could suggest 
language that would accomplish what Congress desires in these 
appropriations and use language not identical with the language 
they contain. A 

I simply state these facts so that Members will know that the 
committee in preparing this bill had this very objection in 
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mind, and that a criticism that at first sight might be made 
legitimately to this language does not in fact exist. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FORTIFICATIONS IN INSULAR POSSESSIONS. 


For construction of seacoast batteries in the Hawaiian and Philip- 
pine islands, $600,000. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in line 23, 
page G6, by inserting after the word “islands” in that line the 
words “one million.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 6, line 23, after the word islands“ insert “ one million,“ so as 
to read one million six hundred thousand dollars.“ 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not make any further 
extended remarks in support of this amendment. It is in the 
line of what I have already said. If this amendment is put in 
the bill it will provide an appropriation of $1,600,000 for sea- 
coast batteries in Hawaii and the Philippine Islands, which 
is little more than two-thirds of the amount recommended and 
estimated for immediate use, or rather to be expended in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. The recommendation of the 
War Department for purposes of seacoast batteries in the 
Hawaiian and the Philippine islands, to be expended in the 
fiscal year thus ending, is $2,303,000, I believe. So that if my 
amendment should carry the bill would then provide a little 
more than two-thirds of the amount believed to be requisite and 
absolutely necessary for the purpose of seacoast batteries in the 
Hawaiian and Philippine islands. 

It is not enough. I do not like even to be classed with those 
who want to get along with a small per cent of the absolutely 
necessary appropriation; but with the hope and belief that if 
this amendment is adopted the War Department will be able, 
with $1,600,000, to adopt some plan, now impossible, by which 
it can put in some really effective fortifications at Pearl Harbor 
and Honolulu, in Hawaii, and at Manila, in the Philippine 
Islands. I thought that the House might be willing, if it is 
willing to do anything, to make this concession to the wishes of 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of War, 
and to the recommendations of the distinguished officers of the 
Army and Navy and the Taft Board, composed of Secretary 
Taft and expert, highly educated, trained, and experienced 
officers of the Army and Navy. Therefore, I offer the amend- 
ment just read. š 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, just a word. The gen- 
tleman has not called the attention of the House to the fact 
that the items in this bill should be balanced. Seacoast bat- 
teries simply mean emplacements. We have balanced the 
$600,000 in the bill with the amount allowed for guns in the 
insular possessions, and if one item be changed without a corre- 
sponding change in the other, it throws the entire bill out of 
balance. So that if this is the only amendment he means to 
offer the amount would be out of balance with the amount 
allowed for guns, and if not, he is asking for a very much 
larger increase than is suggested by the single amendment. 
Now, we have given the insular possessions $600,000 more than 
last year, more than $600,000 in excess of what they got the 
year before, and more than they ever got in the history of the 
insular possessions, 

I want to present this one thought in addition, and that is that 
where we fortify a city we have seyeral forts, and more than 
one battery to a single fort. So when we appropriate the money, 
as we are doing, a part at a time, it does not mean a fragmen- 
tary construction, but it means the establishment complete of a 
fort, or of a given number of batteries, just as effective as they 
will ever be. 

I ask that this amendment be voted down. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I just desire to say a 
word in reply, if I may be allowed. It is not accurate for the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sir] to say that we have appro- 
priated this year $600,000 more than last year, and I think he 
does not mean to make that statement. Last year we attempted 
to appropriate for Hawaii and the Philippines $260,000 for coast 
defenses and this year $600,000. Something was said about the 
$260,000 not being expended. That brings me to say that it was 
almost impossible to expend it at all, because there was no ade- 
quate sum that could be applied in any way, or for any useful 
purpose, and so it was not expended anywhere. The appropria- 
tion last year, as agreed upon in the conference committee on 
the fortifications bill, was intended to be $260,000 for Hawaii 
and the Philippines; but here came in one of those unfortunate 
things about the enrollment, and it appeared in the law as an ap- 
propriation of $260,000 for the Hawaiian Islands alone. I am 
informed that that has not been expended, for the reason that 
they have no sites or places, and that they have no plan or pur- 
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pose to which they could apply it without wasting it, the amount 
being so small. 

Mr. GRAFF, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAFF. Is it not true that $260,000 was all that was 
asked for the Hawaiian Islands last year? 

Mr. KEIFER. Ob, no; I think not. 

Mr. GRAFF. That was all that was asked for that purpose. 

Mr. KEIFER. We wanted a larger amount, and my recollec- 
tion is that we had in our bill a larger sum, but in the commit- 
tee of conference we agreed upon $260,000 to be used in the 
Hawaiian and Philippine islands; but it turned out, with the 
law as it is now, that that applied only to the Hawaiian Islands. 
I think that now, if we have an appropriation of $1,600,000, the 
War Department can proceed, adopt a definite plan, and in the 
fiscal year to come can have some sort of real, substantial fortifi- 
cations at Manila and at Pearl Harbor and Honolulu. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do so in order to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion. Is the gentleman’s amendment, asking for the increase, 
based upon the plan of the Taft Board for the fortification of 
certain places in the insular possessions? 

Mr. KEIFER. It is based upon the plan of the War Depart- 


“ment, and that, in general, is based upon the plan of the Taft 


Board, as I understand it. But my proposition is that we shall 
have this amount of money available in the War Department 
to make some defense or defenses in the Hawaiian Islands and 
at Manila that will give us at least naval stations well pro- 
tected. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Do I understand that this is in part execu- 
tion of the plan of the Taft Board, which will require the ex- 
penditure ultimately of some $11,000,000 for fortifications at 
Manila, Subig Bay, Pearl Harbor, and Guantanamo? 

Mr. KEIFER. The recommendation and estimate of the War 
Department for the purpdse of seacoast defenses to be expended 
in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, was $2,303,000. I pre- 
sume that the Department had a plan in view by which it was 
to accomplish something, but under the piecemeal appropria- 
tion we are now adopting we are to do nothing potential. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I assume that the War Department has 
some definite plan for fortification of these specified places in 
the insular possessions, that they are not proceeding in any 
haphazard way, and that the Taft Board has framed a plan 
which in its execution will require the expenditure of about 
$11,000,000. Now, is it in pursuance of that plan that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio offered his amendment for an increase? 

Mr. KEIFER. I am unable to say that there is any specific 
plan except that this amount of money will, I hope, give the 
Department enough money to adopt an effective plan, and I 
assume that it is working on the lines of the Taft Board recom- 
mendation, which is that there shall be an immediate, effectual 
fortification of Pearl Harbor and Honolulu and Manila Bay. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I understand, then, the gentleman’s purpose 
is to get Congress to hurry in the execution of this plan and to 
proceed faster than the committee has recommended? 

Mr. KEIFER. Undoubtedly that is the object of the War 
Department, to proceed so that at a very early day, or as early 
as practicable, we may have some defenses there where we haye 
not now. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. One further question. The gentleman is 
undoubtedly familiar with the attitude of the War Department; 
for some time we have been trying to get some definite state- 
ment of the policy of this Administration with respect to the 
future control of the Philippine Islands, I would ask whether 
the plan of the Taft Board, requiring the expenditure of 
$11,000,000, is based upon the idea of the permanent retention 
of the Philippine Islands by the Government of the United 
States? 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to answer, if 
I may, that this plan is not necessarily based upon the idea 
that we shall retain them, but is based upon the idea that so 
long as we do retain them no nation in the world shall come 
and take them away from us. [Applause.] 

Mr. SULLIVAN.. But is the plan of the Taft Board requiring 
the expenditure of the money which will complete the fortifica- 
tions based upon the permanent retention of the islands? 

Mr. KEIFER. It is a sufficient answer to say that the plan 
of defense of the Taft Board proceeded upon the idea that we 
shall not be in the naked condition there that we now are, and 
have our sovereignty taken from us by the first comer. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. It seems to me we ought to find out or 
get some expression of the policy of this Administration with 
respect to the duration of our control of the Philippine Islands. 
If the Taft Board contemplates a complete plan of fortifica- 
tions, and I understand it does, it would be manifest folly to 
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execute that plan if it is the policy of the Government to aban- 
don the islands in the near future. It would be a waste of 
money to fortify islands that we intended to surrender. There- 
fore it seems to me that it would be economy on the part of the 
Government, and it would give the people of the country some 
intelligent idea of what its policy is, if we can get an expres- 
sion by some one who is in the secrets of the Administration 
as to the Administration’s purpose, and I thought the gentle- 
man's familiarity with the War Department would enable him 
to speak with some authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be permitted to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am not in the secrets of the 
Administration or of the War Department, but I do know that 
the War Department stands for the flag of this country wher- 
eyer it floats and is going to stand for it until the end comes, 
not that we shall abandon these possessions that have come to 
us at so much cost, but that we shall make disposition of them 
if we wish, or retain them through all time. The fact about 
it is that when we acquired the Philippine Islands we paid 
$20,000,000 in cash toward their purchase, as well as paying the 
expense of the Spanish war, and if we should conclude to seil 
them to some power or surrender them to an independent gov- 
ernment, including the Philippine Istands, then we could make 
terms for our permanent expense in fortifying them and pre- 
serving them, and if the gentleman wants to look further as to 
the wishes of the War Department, of the President, and vari- 
ous persons in authority, I will call his attention to what he 
will find in the Recorp of to-morrow’s proceedings in the way 
of extracts from messages and reports, and so forth. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Can not the gentleman briefly tell me 
whether I will find in that Rrecorp he mentions any definite ex- 
pression of the policy of this Government with respect to the 
islands and their future control? 

Mr. KEIFER. This much the gentleman from Massachusetts 

will find, in all of the messages and recommendations of the 
President, in all of the reports of the Secretary of War, and in 
the reports of the boards, that the policy is to defend them 
and to protect them, and to have defenses built up there so that 
we can safely do it, and if from that he can draw any infer- 
ence he will find it all in the Recorp day after to-morrow morn- 
ing. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I haye never been able to 
draw any inference satisfactory to myself concerning the policy 
of this Administration with respect to the control of these 
islands. We have never received any definite information. 
The nearest approach to definiteness has been the statement that 
when the people of the Philippine Islands have acquired suffi- 
cient intelligence to appreciate the beneficent purpose of the 
United States Government then they might be trusted with some 
small measure of local government and, having shown some ca- 
pacity to administer their local affairs, might eventually be 
granted from time to time larger shares in the administration of 
the government of the whole islands. That is the nearest ap- 
proach to a definite statement that I haye read yet, and I think 
that perhaps the gentleman, out of his abundant and, I think, 
definite information, might be able to tell us in a more definite 
way than we have been told yet just what the purpose of the 
Administration is with respect to these islands. If the gentle- 
man is going to justify the appropriations made from year to 
year as part of a plan which will require some eleven or twelve 
millions of dollars to execute upon the theory that we are simply 
improving these islands, and that we will make some purchaser 
later on pay the cost of these improvements, I shall have to rest 
eontent with that explanation; but if he has any more informa- 
tion, I should like to have the House get the benefit of it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say that if the 
gentleman from Massachusetts can tell what the disposition of 
the Congress of the United States is, then he will get nearer to 
knowing what will be the ultimate disposition of the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Well, judging from the expressions I have 
heard privately in the House, not always publicly, I think most 
of the Members would not be sorry if the Philippine Islands 
disappeared beneath the surface of the ocean to-morrow morn- 
ing, for then the United States would be relieved of the neces- 
sity of fortifying and governing them. The islands have ceased 
to be commercially valuable. No one questions or can question 
the accuracy of that statement, and I do not think any states- 
man in America to-day will point out any reason for retaining 
them any longer, except this one, namely, that if we should 
abandon them upon the theory that their government is a 


nuisance to the United States Government, some other power 
might take them and thus acquire possession of the nuisance. 
That does not seem to me to be a sufficient reason for retaining 
them. Some one has said that if they are not sufficiently forti- 
fied some foreign power may take them. I think it would be 
the best thing that could happen to the people of the United 
States if some foreign power did take them, for then we should 
be relieved of the responsibility of paying these extravagant bills 
for their government and their defense. It has already been 
pointed out in a very able magazine article by a Republican 
Member from the State of Massachusetts that all our occupation 
of the islands has meant to us up to date is this: That they 
give an exceptional advantage to any foreign power which may en- 
gage us in war; thus if Japan should go to war with the United 
States she would strike immediately at the Philippine Islands 
and compel us, in order to save the national honor, to concen- 
trate our fleet in the Pacific Ocean, near the coast of the Philip- 
pine Islands, drawing that fleet away from the whole west coast 
of the United States, compelling us to wage a war far from 
our coal supplies and our supplies of food, and other munitions 
of war, placing us at a tremendous disadvantage and losing us 
the benefit of the great stretch of ocean which, up to the time 
of our acquisition of the Philippine Islands, would have given 
us a tremendous advantage in a contest with that rising oriental 
power. Now, then, it seems that our retention of the Philippine 
Islands simply affords us an opportunity to waste money in time 
of peace and squander it in time of war. Neither of those seems 
a- sufficient reason for retaining them, and therefore I say it 
would be a good thing if somebody would take them away from 
us some dark night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts be allowed five minutes’ ad- 
ditional time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts be allowed to 
proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to object, 
but I want a vote on this at a very early moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I now yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow this inquiry, and I 
will not interrupt him any more? I understood the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to say his information from conversations 
with Members here was that a majority of the House was in 
favor of abandoning these islands, and I would like to inquire 
whether he or any Member of this House has ever offered a joint 
resolution or a bill of any kind looking to the abandonment of 
those islands? : 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Oh, no; no member of the majority would 
dare to vote for that proposition. I think if we could take a 
secret ballot we would drop the islands by an almost unanimous 
vote. Of course no member of the minority would waste his 
time on a losing legislative proposition. The minority is power- 
less to effect these changes in the law, so no one of the minority 
has attempted that. 

Mr. PERKINS. The only question I was going to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts was in line of the remarks he 
just made, whether he thinks, as bearing upon this question of 
the necessity of fortification, that, considering our own experi- 
ence in the Philippines, the amount of money we have spent, and 
the small return we have received, it is conceivable that any 
gov 5 could wish to go to work in order to take them away 
from us? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. No; I do not think that any government 
would wage war against the United States with the Philippine 
Islands as the stake in the contest, but if Japan should engage 
in war with the United States she would strike at the Philippine 
Islands at once and compel the United States to send the Navy 
there to defend them. National honor would compel that course. 
[Cries of “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 
` The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk an 
amendment to come in immediately after line 23 on page 6 of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pa 6. after line 23, insert the following: 


or the procurement of a site or sites in the Hawaiian Islands for 
forts and seacoast batteries, $100,000.” 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the 
point of order upon that amendment. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MANN, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 23821—the 
fortifications bill—and had come to no resolution thereon. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the following com- 
mittee appointment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Chair announces the bc of Representative SHERLEY, of 
Kentucky, a member of the Committee on the Judiciary, vice Repre- 
sentative LITTLE, resigned. 


JOHN INGRAM. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the resolution of the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring therein) of the 11th instant, I return herewith 
House bill No. 18214, entitled “An act granting an increase of pension 
to John Ingram.” 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tun Warre House, January 15, 1907. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 502) for 
the relief of James A. Russell, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

ENROLLED MILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 6380. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Greene ; 

S. 6581. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Lowell; i 

S. 6583. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram P. 
Colby ; 

S. 6822. An act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 
Christopherson ; 

S. 6824. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Can- 


field ; 

S. 6825. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Roberts ; 

S. 6826. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Turner ; £ 

S. 6829. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Cheney ; : 

S. 6881. An act granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Bush ; 

S. 6882. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha H. 


Stephens; 

S. 6883. An 
White; 

S. 6885. An 
II. Anderson ; 

S. 6942. An 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


B. Dow; 

S. 6978. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Jackson ; 

S. 6997. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kennedy ; 

S. 7065. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


Donaldson ; 

S. TOTT. An 
Hattan ; 

S. 7160. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Myers; 

S. 6855. An act tọ amend the act approved August 19, 1890, 
entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
at sea; ” 

S. R. 76. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge and approaches across the 
Potomac River at Washington, D. C.; 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


S. 6019. An 

S. 6035.. An 

S. 6051. An 
Duncan ; 

S. 6052. An 
Redmond; 

S. 6131. An 
Jepson; 


act granting a pension to Harriet O' Donald: 

act granting an increase of pension to John Fox; 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
act granting an increase of pension to William B. 


act granting an increase of pension to Frances A. 
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S. 6586. An 
Ladd; 

8.6591. An 
Campbell ; 

S. 6596. An 
Cobb ; 

S. 6597. An 
Read; 

S. 6631. An 
Hodgman ; 

S. 6650. An 
McGinty ; 

S. 6645. An 
C. Stilwell; 

S. 6632. An 
Davis; 

S. 6636. 
Grover; 

S. 6705. 
Clayton ; 

S. 6707. 
E. Lemon; 

S. 6709. An 
Shaw ver; 

S. 6712. An 
gram; 

S. 6714. An 
Bolshaw ; 

S. 6717. An 
Houser: 

S. 6718. An 


An 


An 


L. Holbrook ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Agusta 


S. 6723. 
P. Morgan; 

S. 6767. An 
Brown: 

S. 6821. An 
M. Adams; 

S. 6814. An 

S. 6819. An 
Bigalow ; 
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act granting an increase of pension to Wesley J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 
act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Orin In- 
act granting’ an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Manasa T. 
act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 


act granting an increase of pension to John C. 


act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 


act granting a pension to Alice Bosworth; 
act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 


S. 10. An act granting an increase of pension to Roswell 


Prescott ; 
8. 123. 
Morgan ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William M. 


S. 480. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas A. 


Reynolds: 


S. 677. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 


Peabody, jr.; 


S. 679. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Kelly; 


S. 768. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Rhoads; 


S. 771. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 


Kreidler; 


S. 774. An act grauting an increase of pension to August 


Krueger; , 


S. 831. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 


Clark ; 
S. 1240. An 

Hartshorn ; 
S. 1257. An 

O Day: 
S. 1347. 
S. 2563. 


7. An 
Vantilburgh; 

S. 1891. An 
M. Morgan; 

S. 1941. An 
Kelly ; 

S. 2249. An 
Smith; 

S. 2541. An 
Murray ; 

S. 2643. An 
Thrasher ; 

S. 2669. An 
Ramsay ; 

S. 2784. An 
Conyngham ; 

S. 2737. An 
Hains; 


act granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
act granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard; 

act granting a pension to Isaac Carter; 

act granting an increase of pension to Cathrin 
act granting an increase of pension to William: 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
act granting an increase of pension to Elvira A. 
act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
act granting an increase of pension to Winfield S. 
act granting an increase of pension to John R. 


act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


1907. 


S. 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia M. 


Hawes; 

S. 2749. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin H. 
Brooks ; 

S. 2794. An act granting an increase of pension to John II. 
Allison ; 

955 3220. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur II. 
Clark ; 

S. 3221. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Mills ; i 

S. 3671. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Cas- 
tinette; : 

S. 3763. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Baker ; 

S. 3767. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Turner; i 

S. 3931. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny A. 


Pearsons; _ 

S. 4032. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Craighton ; 

S. 4127. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Paine; 

S. 4053. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Smith; 

S. 4406. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan N. 
Fowler; 

S. 4389. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence B. 
Plato; 

S. 4542. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Daniels ; i 

S. 4510. A act granting an increase of pension to Rufus C. 
Allen ; 

S. 4771. An act granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Turner ; 

8.4772. An act granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
McNeil; 

S. 4894. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


Ramsey: 

S. 4909. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Sidel ; 

: S. 4979. An act granting an increase of pension to Don C. 
Smith; : 


S. 5001. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 


Baird: 


S. 5067. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schultz ; . 

S. 5073. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
Smith; 

S. 5084. An act granting a pension to John W. Connell; 

S. 5138. An act granting a pension to Jane Metts; 

S. 5156. An act granting an increase of pension to Granville 
F. North; 

S. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Janes ; 

S. 5493. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
Wood; 

S. 5443. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Merrill; 

S. 5502. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Coyle; 

S. 5573. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
A. Thompson ; 

S. 5899. An act granting an increase of pension to: Dennis 
Flaherty ; 

S. 5685. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Jenkins; 

S. 5093. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
L. Houlihan; ; 


S. 5725. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo S. 
Prather ; 

S. 5727. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rumrill ; : 

S. 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared 
Ayer; 

8. 5771. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson; 

S. 5823. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Virgin ; 

S. 5826. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 
Phillips ; 

S. 5892. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Redfield ; 

S. 5963. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Reed ; . 
5 ah oai An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
mith ; : 
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act granting an increase of pension to Emily 


S. 6001. An 
Killian ; 
S. 6005. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Bridaham ; E 
S. 6008. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lamont; 
10 S. 6585. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
am; 
S. 6163. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Westcott; 
S. 6186. An 
Estlow ; 
S. 6203. An 


W. Crommett; 


act granting an increase of pension to James L. 


act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


, 


S. 6230. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Paxton; 

S. 6232. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Anthony ; ; 
5 S. 6238. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh S. 
Strain; | $ 

S. 6239. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Miner; 

S. 6250. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice G. 
Clark; 

S. 6266. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Baker; 


8. 6267. An 
Manning; 


act granting an increase of pension to Denis A. 


S. 6347. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Cunningham ; 
i S. 6353. An act granting an increase of pension to Dolores C. 
“oster ; 

S. 6367. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Johnston ; 

S. 6368. An act granting an increase of pension to Sherrod 
Hamilton ; 

S. 6429. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Beardsley ; * 

S. 6438. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Haller ; A 

S. 6466. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Moser; 

S. 6485. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Cook ; 

S. 6505. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
M. Benton; 

S. 6506. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Z. 
Bowman; 

S. 6514. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
Stocker; ; 


S. 6537. An 
Eppinger; 

S. 6538. An 
Hodges; 

S. 6558. An 
Pearce; 


act granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 
act granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 


act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 


S. 6560. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben D. 
Dodge; 

S. 6561. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Blair; 

S. 6568. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Hodge: 

S. 6569. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Porter; 

S. 6572. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 
Roberts ; 

S. 6574. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria H. 
Waggoner ; z 

S. 6576. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


Meyers; and 


S. 6579. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 


Morrill. , 


PERSONAL REQUEST. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Sara of Kentucky was granted 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of the estate of Harvey Wood- 
ward, Fifty-sixth Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

PRINTING HEARINGS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
hearings in the Virginia military continental or State land war- 
rants matter and the Ohio University lands be printed as a 
document, so the results may be preserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


do now adjourn. 


The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 


ayes seemed to have it. 


On motion of Mr. WIIIIasts, the House divided, and there 


were—ayes 130, noes 60. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, let us have tellers. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, hays 77, 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 


answered “ present“ 5, not voting 156, as follows: 


Alexander 
Allen, Me. 
Allen, N. J. 
Bannon 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
Bowersock 


B 
Brownlow 
Burke, S. Dak. 


Calder 
Campbell, Ohio 
Capron 

Cassel 


Gi 
Gillespie 


Bartlett 
Bell, Ga. 


Barchfeld 

Bartholdt 

Bates 

Bede 

Beidler 

ane Ky. 
am 

Bisho 

Blackburn 


Brantley 
Brooks, 8 


Butler, Pa. 
Butler, Tenn. 


A YEAS—143. 
Driscoll Jones, Wash. 
aoe ery 

Keifi 

Englebright Kennedy, Ohio 

Asch Klepper 
Fletcher Knowland 
Dy Lacey 
Foster, Vt. Landis, Frederick 

ler Lilley, Conn. 
French Littauer 
Fulkerson Littlefield 
Fuller Longworth 
Gaines, W. Va. Loud 
Gardner, Mass. Loudenslager 
Gardner, Mich, Lovering 
Gilhams Lowden 
Gillett McKinley, III. 
Graft cKinney 
Graham Mahon 
Gronna Mann 
Hale Marshall 
Hamilton Martin 
Haskins Miller 
Haugen Minor 
Hayes Moon, Pa. 
Hepburn Moore, Pa. 
Hermann Mouser 
Higgins Mudd 
3 J 1 
owell, 8 urphy 

Howell, Utah Needha 

Tubbard Nelson 
Huf orris 
Hull leott 
1 Wash. Olmsted 

enkins n 

NAYS—TT. 

Glass Lee 
Goulden Legare 
Granger Livin ton 
Gregg Lloy: 
Gudger Macon 
Ha Maynard 
Hetlin Padgett 
Henry, Tex. Page 
Hill, Miss. Patterson, N. C. 
3 Patterson, S. C. 

ward Pou 
8 Miss. eae 
Hunt Reid 
James Richardson, Ala, 
Jones, Va. Robinson, Ark. 
Keliher Russell 
Kitchin, Claude Ryan = 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Saunders 
Kline Shackleford 
Lamar Sheppard 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—5, 


Currier 


Grosvenor 


NOT VOTING—156, 


Calderhead 


CADUA Kans. 


Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dickson, III. 
Dixén, Mont. 


Goebe 
Goldfogle 


Ait 8. Conn. 


Parker 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Prince 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhodes 
Rives 
Roberts 
Samuel 
Sible 

Smith, III. 
Smith, Jowa 
Smith, Pa. 
Smyser 
Southard 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
‘Townse 
Volstead 
Wachter 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Watson 
Webber 
Weeks 
Weems 
Wharton 
Wiley, N. J. 
Young 


Sherley 
Sims 


Small 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Tex. 
Southall 


Meyer 


McCleary, Minn, 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermo: 
Meema 
cKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan 
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Robertson, La. Slem: Stanley Van Winkle 
Rodenberg Smith, Cal. Steenerson Vreeland 
Rucker Smith, Md. Sulzer Wadsworth 
Ruppert Smith, Samuel W. Talbott Wanger 
Schueebell Smith, Wm. Alden 5 Ohlo Watkins 
Scott Snap) Tirrell Welsse 
8 Southwick Towne Welborn 
Shartel Sperry Trimble Wiley, Ala, 
Sherman Spight Tyndall Wood 
Slayden Stafford Van Duzer Woodyard 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. VAN WINKLE with Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
Mr. WANGrER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 
Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Littey of Pennsylvania with Mr. GILBERT. 
Mr. MonnyLl. with Mr. RIORDAN. 
Mr. Meal with Mr. Roserrson of Louisiana, 
Mr. BINGHAu with Mr. CockRAN. 
For the 15th and 16th: 
Mr. Grosvenor with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
For the day: 
Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. WEISSE. 
Mr. Barcuretp with Mr. TALBOTT. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. Burton of Delaware with Mr. BELL of Georgia. 
. SouTHWIcK with Mr. BURLESON. 
. Curtis with Mr. RHINOCK. 
Mr. Dresser with Mr. HEARST. 
. WM. ALDEN Suira with Mr. SULZER. 
. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. Linpsay. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. MEYER. 
Mr. TYNDALL with Mr. Van Duzer. 
. Woopyarp with Mr. HARDWICK. 
Mr. Reyspurn with Mr. Wx of Alabama. 
. Sarre of California with Mr. 'FRIMBLE. 
Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. TOWNE. 
. Woop with Mr. STANLEY. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SPIGHT. 
Mr. THoaras of Ohio with Mr. Sante of Maryland. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. Surrh with Mr. Rucker. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Rrxey. 
Mr. Pearre with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
. MonvELL with Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky. 
. Mappen with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. OVERSTREET of Georgia. 
Mr. LAwRENCE with Mr. RAINEY. 
Mr. Larean with Mr. Moore of Texas. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. McNary. 
Mr. Hortipay with Mr. MCLAIN. 
Mr. Fasserr with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 
. Dwicut with Mr. Lewis. 
Mr. GREENE with Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. Gorse with Mr. LEVER. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. HOPKINS. 
. Cousrns with Mr. LAMB. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. WATKINS. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas with Mr. Griacs. 
Mr. BurteteH with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
Mr. Brum with Mr. GARBER. 
Mr. Brooks of Colorado with Mr. FLOOD. 
Mr. Bonynce with Mr. Davis of West Virginia. 
Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
Mr. Bepe with Mr. CLAYTON. 
Mr. BanrHorbr with Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee. 
Mr. Bancock with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
Mr. ANDRUS with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. Ames with Mr. BOWIE. 
Mr. Achso with Mr. Bowers. 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, sub- 
mitting, with the report of a commission appointed to make in- 
vestigations of certain conditions relative to the United States 
court-house and post-office in New York City, recommendations 
for the enlargement of the same—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 23560) to authorize the. construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River between Benton and Franklin counties, in 
the State of Washington, by the North Coast Railroad Com- 
pany, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6392) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. ` 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23561) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and 
Benton counties, in the State of Washington, by the North 
Coast Railroad Company, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6393); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. . 

Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23578) to authorize the county of Clay, in the State of Arkan- 
sas, to construct a bridge across Black River at or near Ben- 
netts Ferry, in said county and State, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6394); 
feria said bill and report were referred to the House Calen- 

ar. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, from the joint committee under section 25 
of act to increase limit of cost of certain public buildings, etc., 
submitted a report (No. 6396) ; which said report was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4563) to 
prohibit corporations from making money contributions in con- 
nection with political elections, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6397); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
24109) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railway to con- 
struct sundry bridges across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6398) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23383) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River,” approved June 25, 1906, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6399) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calen- 


p 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 80) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish two 3-inch wrought-iron 
muzzle-loading cannon, with their carriages, limbers, and acces- 
sories, to the State of South Dakota, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6400); which said 
joint resolution and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15437) providing for the donation of 
condemned cannon to the University of Idaho, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6401); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16235) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to deliver condemned brass field pieces to the city of 
Petoskey, Mich., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6402) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 195) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish two condemned cannon to the mayor of the 
town of Preston, Iowa, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No..6403); which said joint reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of ‘Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19284) for the relief 
of James Behan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6391) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23889) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to issue deed of conveyance to 
Lyman Ballou to certain lands in Custer County, S. Dak., re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6395); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
gr me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 24271) in relation to the 
Illinois and Michigan Canal and granting to the State of Illinois 
all rights, easements, and title of the United States in, to, and 
into that portion of said canal lying between the upper basin 
situated in the city of Joliet and Lake Michigan—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 24272) permitting the 
building of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near 
Pike Rapids, in Morrison County, Minn.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 24273) for the protection 
of game animals, birds, and fishes in the Black Hills Forest 
Reserve of the United States, in the State of South Dakota.— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 24274) providing for 
the appointing and keeping of a deputy marshal and a deputy 
clerk of the circuit and district courts for the district of Kan- 
sas, at Kansas City, Kans.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 24275) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the Flint River at Porter Shoals—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 24276) to amend section 
3469 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 24277) providing for the 
erection of a post-office building in the city of Minneapolis, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 24278) to suspend fer a period 
of five years the duty on structural steel and other necessary 
building material to be used in the rehabilitation of the 
stricken cities in the State of California that suffered damage 
by earthquake or conflagration on April 18, 19, and 20, 1906— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 24279) to appropriate 
money for the purchase of Cushings Island—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 24280) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement and construction of the inland water- 
way between Norfolk, Va., and Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. r 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 24281) to fix the time of 
holding circuit and district courts in the northern district of 
Iowa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 24282) to provide for the ex- 
amination and license of all telegraph operators engaged in han- 
dling block signals and telegraphic train orders affecting the 
movement of trains on all railroads engaged in interstate com- 
merce in the United States, and to limit their hours of em- 
ployment to eight hours in each day of twenty-four hours—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 24283) permitting the 
building of a railway bridge across the Mississippi River, in 
Morrison County and State of Minnesota—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 24284) for the opening of 
Warren and Forty-sixth streets NW., in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 24285) to 
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provide for holding terms of United States courts at Clarksdale, 
Miss.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 24286) to extend the 
time limit within which the requirements of an act entitled 
“An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit the erection 
of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the White River, Ar- 
kansas, and for other purposes,” approved June 26, 1906, may be 
complied with—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A resolution (H. Res. 759) relating to 
messenger service in the office of disbursing clerk of the House 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana: A resolution (H. Res. 
760) increasing the salary of the Assistant Chief Clerk of the 
House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A resolution (H. Res. 761) 
to pay John J. Cameron, assistant official reporter of the House, 
an increase of salary—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MAHON: A resolution (H. Res. 762) increasing the 
salary of the assistant in the Clerk’s office of the House—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 763) pro- 
viding for the payment, out of the contingent fund, of the sum of 
$300 to the messenger to the Chief Clerk of the House—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A resolution (H. Res. 764) 
providing for the printing of 5,000 copies of the pure-food law, 
approved June 30, 1906, ete.—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 219) providing for an in- 
crease in the number of copies to be printed of the Annual Re- 
port of the Comptroller of the Currency—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A resolution (H. Res. 765) for 
the relief of Clara Morgan—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATH BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 24287) granting a pension to 
Robert M. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 24288) granting an 
increase of pension to John Gooding—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24289) granting an 
peroane of pension to Margaret E. Hilton—to the Committee on 

ensions. : 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24290) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Johnson Everman—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24291) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 24292) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Paris—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24293) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy V. Hubbard—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 24294) granting a pen- 
sion to D. R. Lamoreau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 24295) granting an 
increase of pension to George A. James—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24296) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Otis Richmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 24297) granting an increase 
of pension to Josiah T. Middleton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 24298) granting an increase 
of pension to William T. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24299) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24300) granting a pension to Sadie E. Haw- 
thorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 24301) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Harman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24302) granting an increase of pension to 
William Inman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24303) granting an increase of pension to 
Gillum M. Ezell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24304) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan W. McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24305) granting an in- 
aan of pension to Austin Green—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 24306) granting 
a pension to Cynthia E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. J 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 24307) granting an increase 
of pension to Donaldson Farley to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24308) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman Thompson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 24309) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac H. Isaacs—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24310) to pay Marshall N. De Long for 
extra services as an engineer while in the service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24311) to complete the military record of 
Joshua C. Warrick and granting him an honorable discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 24312) granting a pension 
to Lucinda F. Slater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24313) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio N. Peabody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 24314) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Henderson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 24315) for the relief of the 
eate of Charles A. Hull, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24316) granting a pension to Melvina W. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24317) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 24318) granting a pension to 
Alfred Merrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 24319) granting a pension to 
Abraham Facto—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 24320) granting an increase - 
of pension to Benjamin F. Boots—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 24321) granting an increase of pension to 
Belah H. Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24322) granting an increase of penslon to 
Mary C. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24323) granting an increase of pension to 
Talcott M. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24324) granting an increase of pension to 
Eunice E. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24325) for the relief of T. S. Williams— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 24326) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Benjamin Malam—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24827) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas. R. Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 24328) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah M. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 24329) for the relief of cer- 
tain persons who sustained injuries in person and property at 
Brownsville, Tex., on August 13, 1906—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 24330) granting a pension to 
Betsey E. Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 24331) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin J. P. Jenness—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24332) granting an increase of pension to 
Leander L. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 24333) grant- 
ing a pension to Beatrice H. Duncan—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 24334) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24335) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Mount—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 24336) for the relief of 
Francis H. Connelly—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 24337) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis M. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H, R. 24338) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 24339) grant- 
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ing a pension to Margaret Bresnehan—to the Committee en 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 24840) granting 
an increase of pension to James T. Foster—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 24841) for the relief of the 
estates of Bolling Gordon and Richard Gordon—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 24342) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward M. Lee—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 24343) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Haney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24344) 
granting an increase of pension to John H. James—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 24345) grant- 
ing a pension to David Hubert—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 24346) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan Rumberger—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24347) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob B. Getter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24848) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24349) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Jane Schreyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 24350) granting right to 
Peter McMillen and Lewis L. Allen to sue in Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 24351) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Krakel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TAWNBY: A bill (H. R. 24352) granting an increase 
of pension to Archibald Bamber—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, f 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 24353) granting an 
increase of pension to DeWitt C. Carpenter—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 24354) granting a pen- 
nion to Harriet M. Wandell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 24355) granting a pen- 
rm to Mary O. Learned—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 24356) for the relief of W. J. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 24357) to correct the naval rec- 
ord of Edgar F. Crawford—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24358) granting 
an increase of pension to John R. Cauley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 24859) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary S. Miller and Charles E. Bullock, heirs of J. L. W. 
Bullock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR (by request): A bill (H. R. 24360) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah F. Pittman—to the Commit- 
jee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20320) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Hussey—Committee on- Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23453) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet T. Everly—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24146) for the relief of John H. Butman—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 24188) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Moore Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24191) for the relief of Leonard Keeling—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 24200) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 

_ ing against Jerry Fritts—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 1362) granting an increase of pension tô Simon 
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Olsen—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9768) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
H. Stacy—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18104) granting a pension to Wesley Duncan— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23981) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Elizabeth Fuller—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23984) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Miller—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of West End Business Men's 
Association, of St. Louis, against action of Rivers and Harbors 
Committee relative to request for hearing—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Washington National Monument Society, for 
appropriation to pave around the Monument—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the Dilliston Lum- 
ber Company, Paterson, N. J., for extension of waterways of 
the country, and particularly for deepening of the Passaic 
River from Newark Bay to Paterson, N. J.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of State Camp of New York, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (8. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BANNON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 23952, 
granting an inerease of pension to Hiram N. Wallace—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Evan D. Evans, of Erie, Pa., 
against amendment to copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Margaret E. Hilton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Texas Baptist Herald, against tariff on lino- ` 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Petition of 73 citizens of Dah- 
lonega, Ga., to accompany bill H. R. 24117—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah L. Bowen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of James W. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of S. S. Woodman, favoring re- 
striction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Tri-City Labor Congress, of - 
Rock Island and Moline, III., and Davenport, Iowa, for House 
bill 17562, for investigation of women and child workers of 
United States—to the Committee on Labor. a 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary A. Biggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Lucinda 
Mure Thomas—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ben 
Mahuren—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Leonard Keeling—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Publishers’ League of New 
York City, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Association, for sim- 
plified speling—to the Committee on Revision of Laws. : 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ella C. Washburn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles K. Harris, for Senate bill 6330, rela- 
1255 to copyright of musical compositions to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Eliza P. Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of certain persons who 
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sustained injury in person and property at Brownsville, Tex., 
August 13, 1906—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Joseph Shaffner, Westchester, 
N. Y., and 60 citizens of Westchester, N. Y., for improvement 
of Westchester Creek, New York Harbor—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, against ship-subsidy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of State Grange of Illinois, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for free trade with Canada—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of Illinois State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
against free seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Illinois State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
against parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Illinois State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
for deep waterways, via Illinois and Mississippi River, from 
Lakes to Gulf—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of State Grange of Illinois, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for constitutional amendment providing for election 
of Senators by direct vote of people—to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

Also, petition of State Grange of Illinois, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for postal-savings bank—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Petition of the Asheville Citizen and the 
Asheville Gazette-News, against tariff on linotype machines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Blue Ridge Lodge, No. 455, Southern Rail- 
way, Asheville, N. C., against the sixteen-hour bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Loughmiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Betsey 
E. Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of L. E. Thurston et al., citizens of San Jose, 
Cal., against employment of Asiatic coolies in Panama Zone— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Kennewick Commercial Club, 
State of Washington, for improvement of Columbia River to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
II. D. Coombs-—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition of Sioux City Stock Exchange, 
favoring the reciprocity demurrage bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of T. S. Beeler Lodge, No. 19, Brook- 
field, Mo., for the sixteen-hour bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, petition of West End Business Men's Association, St. | 


Louis, against action of River and Harbor Committee relative to 
request for hearing—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of general protective board, Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Firemen and Engineers, Union Pacific system, Chey- 
enne, Wyo., against passage of sixteen-hour bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of Western Fruit 
Jobbers’ Association, for an annual.appropriation of $50,000,000 
for rivers and harbors generally and specifically for improve- 
ment of Missouri River—to the Committee on River and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Alexander Hamilton Council, No. 
28, Daughters of America; Alburtis Council, No. 1014; Jordan 
Council, No. 746; New Tripoli Council, No. 204, and Charles A. 
Gerasch Council, No. 1004, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, fayoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Labor Advocate, Reading, Pa., against 
8 on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elizabeth Hodge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of women of Palmyra, for the 
Crane bill to establish children’s bureau—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of State Federation of 
Women's Clubs of New Jersey, for Senate bill to inquire into 
status of child labor in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wenonah, N. J., for the McCum- 
ber-Sperry-Tirrell bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 
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Also, petition of the Democrat, Camden, N. J., against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Monday Afternoon Club, Passaic, N. J., for 
forest-reseryation legislation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: Petition of National Business League, for 
conservation of the public lands—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, petition of National Business League, for consular im- 
provement—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of James T. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Daily Register, against 
1 85 on linotype machines to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana: Papers relative to postal 
paringa bank of Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. . 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Ricnarq Gordon and Boling Gordon—to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 3 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Auburn, N. Y., favoring 
passage of Littlefield bill, relative to interstate transportation of 
liquor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Papers to accompany a bill to amend sec- 
tions 190, 193, and 194 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, relative to coroner and inquisitions before him—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. . 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Carl K. Frey, Utica, N. V., 
against certain proposed amendments to copyright law—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of William P. Routt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of Denison Board of 
Trade, for improvement of upper Red River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petition of George W. 
Know et al., of Montieello, Ark., for legislation to increase 
efficiency of personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of D. C. Butler et al., of Malvern, Ark., for ap- 
propriation of $50,000 for cotton farm demonstration—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James C. Minor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: Petition of New Immigration Protec- 
tive League, against Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers and affidavits to accompany bill 
granting an increase of pension to Archibald Bember—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Harry E. Courtney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHARTON: Petition of Adolph C. Hottenroth et al., 
for immediate amendment of currency law—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WILEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles 
lussey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
W. Bogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Wepnespay, January 16, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr, GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : z 

H. R. 9976. An act to provide for the appointment of an ad- 
ditional district judge in and for the southern district of the 
State of Ohio; and 

H. R. 20990. An act to create a new division of the southern 
judicial district of Iowa and to provide for terms of court at 
Ottumwa, Iowa, and for a clerk for said court, and for other 
purposes. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 17624. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
section 4405 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,“ ap- 
proved March 3, 1905; 
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H. R. 23218. An act to authorize the Kentucky and West Vir- 
ginia Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of Big Sandy River at or near Williamson, in Mingo 
County, W. Va., to a point on the east side of said river, in 
Pike County, Ky.; and 

H. R. 23219. An act to authorize Majestic Collieries Company, 
of Eckman, W. Va., to construct a bridge across Tug Fork of 
Big Sandy River about 24 miles west of Devon, W. Va., a sta- 
tion on the Norfolk and Western Railway. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

H. R. 19568. An act vacating Alexander place and Poplar 
street in the subdivision of a part of a tract called Lincoln, 
D. C., and vesting title in the present owner ; 

H. R. 23201. An act to amend the act approved March-1, 1905, 
entitled “An act to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘An act 
relating to the Metropolitan police of the District of Columbia,’ 
approved February 28, 1901;” and 

H. R. 23556. An act prohibiting the purchase or procurement, 
sale, gift, or disposition of intoxicating liquors to minors by 
unlicensed persons. 

H. R. 24047. An act to authorize Chapter No. 376 of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution to erect a fountain on 
the property of the United States at Paducah, Ky., was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the draft 
of an item of proposed legislation authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior, with the consent of the Indians of the Shoshone 
Reservation, to lease the Hot Springs Reserve on that reserva- 
tion for a term not exceeding twenty-five years for the purpose 
of erecting a sanitarium, ete.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE MAIL MATTER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a record of all mail matter entered by the Department of State 
at the Washington City post-office under the penalty privilege 
from July 1 to December 31, 1906; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


FOREST RESERVE IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting certain 
information relative to the area desirable for a forest reserve in 
the southeastern Indian Territory, and requesting that authori- 
zation be given the Department to enter into negotiations with 
the Choctaw tribe of Indians looking to the acquisition of the 
unallotted land desirable for a forest reserve, etc.; which, with 
the accompanying papers and illustrations, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 81) authorizing temporary leaves of 
absence for homestead settlers, with amendments; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 23718. An act to authorize the Chicago, Lake Shore and 
South Bend Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Calumet River in the State of Indiana; and 

H. J. Res. 190. Joint resolution extending protection of second 
proviso of section 1 of the act of December 21, 1904, to certain 
entrymen. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

S. 10. An act granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Prescott ; 

S. 123. An act granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Morgan; 

S. 480. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas A. 
Reynolds; t 

S. 677. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Peabody, jr.; . 0 
TA 679. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Selly ; N 


S. 768. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Rhoads; kbc 

S. 771. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Kreidler; 

S. 774. An act granting an increase of pension to August 
Krueger ; 

S. 831. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 
Clark ; 

S. 1240. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
Hartshorn ; $ 

S. 1257. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
O'Day; : 

S. 1347. An act granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard; 

S. 1493. An act granting an increase of pension to Cathrin 
Huff; : 

S. 1857. An act granting an increase of pension to- William 
Vantilburgh ; 

S. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
M. Morgan; 

S. 1941. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira A. 
Kelly ; 

S. 2249. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Smith ; 

S. 2541. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Murray ; 

S. 2563. An act granting a pension to Isaac Carter; . 

S. 2643. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Thrasher; 

S. 2669. An act granting an increase of pension to Winfield S. 
Ramsay ; 

S. 2734. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Conyngham ; 
55 2737. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

ains; 

S. 2749. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Brooks; 

S. 2794. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Allison ; 

S. 3220. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur H. 
Clark; 

p 8221. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Mills; 

S. 3671. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Cas- 
tinette; g 

S. 3763. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Baker; 

S. 3767. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Turner; $ 

S. 3931, An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny A. 
Pearsons ; 


S. 4032. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon i 


Craighton ; 

S. 4053. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Smith ; 

S. 4127. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


S. 4389. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence B.. ` 


S. 4406. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan N. 
S. 4510. An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus 0. 


S. 4542. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Daniels ; 

S. 4771. A act granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Turner ; £ 

S. 4772. An act granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
McNeil; 

S. 4894. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


S. 4909. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Sidel; 
S. 4979. An act granting an increase of pension to Don C. 


S. 5001. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 
Baird ; 

S. 5067. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schultz ; 

S. 5073. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
Smith ; 

S. 5084. An act granting a pension to John W. Connell; 

S. 5138. An act granting a pension to Jane Metts; 

S. 5156. An act granting an increase of pension to Granville F. 
North; 

S. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 


Janes; 
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S. 5443. An act granting an increase of pension James D. 
Merrill; 

S. 5493. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
Wood ; 

S. 5502. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Coyle; 

S. 5573. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
A. Thompsen ; 

S. 5599. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Flaherty ; 

S. 5685. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Jenkins ; 

S. 5693. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
L. Houlihan ; 

F. 5725. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo S. 
Prather; 

S. 5727. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rumrill ; 

S. 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared Ayer; 

S. 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia M. 
Hawes; 3 


S. 5771. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson; 


S. 5823. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Virgin; 

S. 5826. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 
Phillips; 

S. 5892. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Redfield ; 

S. 5963. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Reed ; 

S. 5980. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Smith; 


S. 6001. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Killian; 

S. 6005. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Bridaham ; 

S. 6008. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lamont; 

S. 6019. An act granting a pension to Harriet O’Donald ; 

S. 6035. An act granting an increase of pension to John Fox; 

S. 6051. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Duncan; 

S. 6052. 
Redmond; f 

S. 6131. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
A. Jepson; 0 

S. 6163. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
II. Westcott; 

S. 6168. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Estlow ; 

S. 6203. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
Crommett; 

S. 6230. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Paxton; ‘ 

S. 6232. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Anthony ; 

S. 6238. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh S. 
Strain ; 

S. 6239. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Miner ; 

S. 6250. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice G. 
Clark; 

S. 6266. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Baker ; 

S. 6267. An act granting an increase of pension to Denis A. 
Manning; X 

S. 6347. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Cunningham ; 

S. 6353. An act granting an increase of pension to Dolores S. 
Foster; 

S. 6367. 
Johnston ; 

S. 6368. An act granting an increase of pension to Sherrod 
Hamilton ; 

S. 6429. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Beardsley ; 

S. 6438. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


6466. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


S. 6505. 
M. Benton; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore 


S. 6506. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Z. Bowman ; 


S. 6514. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
Stocker ; 

S. 6537. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Eppinger ; f, 

S. 6538. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 
Hodges ; 

S. 6558. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Pearce; 

S. 6560. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben D. 
Dodge ; 


S: 6561. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


. 6568. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F, 
Hodge ; 

S. 6569. An act granting an increase of pension to George, 
Porter ; 

S. 6572. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 
Roberts ; 7 

S. 6574. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria II. 
Waggoner ; 

S. 6576. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Meyers; 

S. 6579. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Morrill ; 

S. 6580. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Green ; 

S. 6581. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Lowell; : 

S. 6583. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram P, 
Colby ; 


S. 6585. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos Ham; 

S. 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Wesley J. 
Ladd; 

S. 6591. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Campbell ; 

S. 6596. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 
Cobb ; 

S. 6597. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank II. 
Read; 

S. 6631. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hodgman ; 

S. 6632. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Davis; 

S. 6636. 
Grover ; 

S. 6645. 
Stilwell ; 

S. 6650. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
MeGinty ; 2 

S. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
Clayton; 

S. 6707. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen E. 
Lemon; 

S. 6709. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shawver; 

S. 6712. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin In- 
gram; 

S. 6714. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bolshaw ; 0 

S. 6717. An act granting an increase of pension to Manasa T. 
Houser ; 

S. 6718. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus L. 
Holbrook ; j 

S. 6723. An act granting an increase of pension to Agusta P. 
Morgan; : 

S. 6767. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Brown; 

S. 6814. An act granting a pension to Alice Bosworth; 

S. 6819. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Bigalow ; 

S. 6821. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
M. Adams; 

S. 6822. An act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 
Christopherson ; 

S. 6824. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Can- 
field ; 

S. 6825. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Roberts ; 

S. 6826. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Turner ; 

S. 6829. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Cheney ; 

S. 6855. An act to amend the act approved August 19, 1890, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy C. 


1907. 
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entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
at sea;” 

S. 6881. An act granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Bush; 

S. 6882. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha H. 
Stephens ; 

S. 6883. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
White; 

S. 6885. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Anderson ; 

S. 6942. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. 
Dow; 

S. 6978. An act granting an increase of pension to Samue 
Jackson ; j 

S. 6997. An act granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 
Kennedy ; A 

S. 7065. An act granting an increase of pension to Lovisa 
Donaldson ; 

S. TOTT. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hattan ; 

S. 7160. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Myers; and f 

S. R. 76. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge and approaches across the 
Potomac River at Washington, D. C. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a memorial adopted by 
the constitutional convention of the proposed State of Okla- 
homa, concerning the removal of restrictions upon Indian lands. 
I ask that the memorial be read and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the memoria! was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, as follows: 

Memorial by the constitutional convention of the proposed State of 


Oklahoma concerning removal of restrictions upon Indian lands, in- | 


troduced by Hon. O. P. Brewer, district 77, on the Sth day of Janu- 
ary, A. D. 1907, and adopted by unanimous vote of the convention. 
CERTIFICATE. 

I hereby certify that the within memorial was introduced and passed 
b. boos constitutional convention on the date and in the manner above 
stated. 

Jno. M. Lob xd, Secretary. 
MEMORIAL. 
To the President of the United States and to the Senate and 
Houee of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

We, the representative delegates of the people of Oklahoma and In- 
dian Territory in constitutional convention assembled, respectfully re- 
quest that the restrictions imposed upon the sale and lease of lands 
allotted to and held by citizens of the United States in the proposed 
State of Oklahoma, whether of Indian blood or not, full-blood home- 
steads excepted, be removed without delay, as a necessary means to 
the development of our State and the development and welfare of our 
citizens of Indian blood. 


Attest: 
Jno. M. Youne, Secretary. 


Wu. H. Murray, President. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a memorial adopted by | 


the constitutional convention of the proposed State of Okla- 

homa, relative to forest reserve in the Indian Territory. I ask 

that the memorial be read and referred to the Committee on 

Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read, and referred 
to. the Committee on Indian Affairs, as follows: 

Memorial by the constitutional convention of the propane State of 
Oklahoma, relating to forest reserye in the Indian Territory, intro- 
duced by Hon. Gabe E. Parker, district 109, on the 10th day of 
January, A. D. 1907, and referred fo committee on coal, oil, gas, 


and lumber lands. Reported favorably by committee on the 11th 
day of January, A. D. 1907, and adopted by unanimous yote. 


CERTIFICATE, 


I hereby certify that the within memorial was introduced and passed 
by — 9 constitutional convention on the date and in the manner above 
stated. 


Jno. M. YOUNG, Secretary. 
MEMORIAL. 


To the President of the United States, and to the Senate and House of 
Representatives in Congress assembled: 


We, the representatives and delegates of the people of Oklahoma, in 
constitutional convention assembled, respectfully request that the order 
of the honorable Secretary of the Interior, setting aside a forest re- 
serve in the eastern portion of the proposed State of Oklahoma, be set 
aside and not confirmed. Such reserve would be injurious to the wel- 
fare of this State and would be harmful to those citizens of the United 
States who are the owners of this entire property. 

Anat Wm. H. Murray, President. 

est: 


Jxo. M. Youna, Secretary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Petworth Citi- 
zens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to reduce the price of gas in the District of Co- 
lumbia to 75 cents per 1,000 feet; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Meredith, 


N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings and 
grounds; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. g 

He also (for Mr. Bunx nau) presented petitions of Rev. 
Virgil V. Johnson, of Claremont; of F. A. Hawley, of Manches- 
ter, and of J. C. Robbins, of Concord, all in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for an investigation into the existing condi- 
tions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Platte County, Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to further restrict immigration; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. . 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Seattle, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DICK présented a petition of 77 members of the con- 
stitufional convention of Oklahoma Territory, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to legalize an act of the Oklahoma 
legislature making an appropriation of $25,000 for the re- 
pair of buildings and grounds and for the care of the insane 
of that Territory at Fort Supply; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a memorial of the Hardware Imple- 
ment Dealers’ Association of Idaho, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; “ which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of Local Union No. 73. of 
Team Owners’ Union No. 1, of the Mill Men's Union No. 528, 
of the Shirt Waist and Laundry Workers’ Union, of the Bind- 
ery Women’s Local Union No. 58, of the Journeymen Cooks’ 
Union, of the Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Union No. 9, 
of the Building Trades Council, of the Pattern Makers’ Union, 

and of the Hoisting Engineers’ Union No. 323, all of the Ameri- 
| can Federation of Labor, of Denver, in the State of Colorado, 

praying for the enactment of legislation to extend the provisions 
| of the present Chinese-exclusion law so as to include Japanese 
| and Koreans; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
| gration. 
| Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
| Wenona, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
| for the transportation through the mails, free of postage, of all 
reading matter for the blind; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Edgar S. Snipes, of 
Conley, Va., praying for an investigation into the existing condi- 
tion in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a memorial of the Copper River Valley 
| Railway Company, of the State of Washington, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to aid in the construction 
of a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line in the district of 
Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Forth Yakima, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation requiring certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7676) to amend section 4919 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to provide additional protection 
for owners of patents of the United States, and for other pur- 


poses, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report. 


thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7270) to establish a 
fish-hatching and fish-culture station at Dell Rapids, S. Dak., 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Fisheries; which was 
agreed të. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask leave to submit a partial 
report from the select committee appointed to investigate af- 
fairs connected with the Five Civilized Tribes. I ask that the 
report be printed in the Record; that the report and the testi- 
mony be printed as one publication, and that the report be 
printed separately, and that report and testimony be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Inasmuch as the commit- 
tee has not yet arrived at a conclusion as to some matters, I 
ask that it may be permitted later to report further. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, such permission 
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is granted, and the report and accompanying testimony will be 
printed as desired. 
The report is as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


The select committee appointed under the provisions of Senate reso- 
lution of June 30, 1906, to investigate all matters connected with the 
condition of affairs in Indian Territory in relation to legislation in- 
cluded in the act entitled “An act to provide for the final disposition of 
the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes” and kindred matters in said 
Territory, begs leave to submit the 3 1 — 0 report: 

On June 50, 1906, the Senate of the United States authorized the 
appointment of a select committee, consisting of five Senators, under a 
Senate resolntion as follows: 

“ Resolved, That a select committee, co of five Senators, be 
appointed to fully investigate all matters connected with the condition 
of affairs in the Indian Territory in relation to legislation included in 
the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the final disposition of the affairs 
of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,’ approved April 26, 1906, and kindred matters in said Territory 
with reference to Five Civilized Tribes, and that said committee be 
authorized to employ a stenographer to report its hearings and all nec- 
essary clerical assistance; and said committee is authorized to sit in 
the city of Washington and in the Indian Territory or elsewhere, as 
circumstances may demand, with 1 78 — to send for persons and papers 
and to administer oaths, and shall make full and complete report, to- 
gether with their conclusions and recommendations, to the Senate of 
the United States on the first Monday in December, A. D. 1906. The 
n 


Senator C. D. 


The committee organized at Denver, Colo., on August 10, 1906, and 
on November 12, 1906, met at Kansas City, Mo., and at once proceeded 
to Indian Territory, where public hearings were held at Vinita, Musco- 
gee. McAlester, Ardmore, Tulsa, and Bartlesville. 

These meeting were open and free, and the public was fully advised 
as to the dates and invited to be present and give to the committee such 
information as might be available and offer such suggestions as might 

deemed proper by the persons appearing. Special effort, and with 
marked success, was made to have Indians, both those of the full 
and those of the mixed bloods, fully represented. While the time of 
the committce in the Territory was necessarily limited, it is believed 
that opportunity was given for everyone who desired to do so to give 
his views upon matters of general interest. Much information was ob- 
tained by the committee as to existing conditions, and not a few valu- 
able suggestions received as to legislation which might be beneficial. 

The committee at the very beginning of its investigations was struck 
oy the magnitude of the interests involved, the unsatisfactory condi- 
tions prevailing, and the difficulties of arriving at just conclusions as to 
necessary legislation. 

The matters of greatest immediate concern seem to be: 

A. The proper disposition of the large tract of land in the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw nations, ted from allotment by the Executive as 
coal and asphalt lands under act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, 
and acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto. 

B. The question of the restrictions upon the alienation of lands 
taken in allotment by the individuals of each of the civilized tribes. 

C. The rights of certain classes of people to be enrolled on the tribal 
rolls as citizens who had been denied such enrollment by reason of be- 
Ing peitiy of negro blood. 

. The situation in regard to oil and upon allotted lands and the 
gorernmental procedure with relation thereto. 

E. Many questions of less general interest, but to which attention 
should be 2 — in order to secure needed legislation. 

Upon all these principal matters, and upon many of less general in- 
terest, voluminous information was received, which was reduced in all 
cases to writing and which is returned herewith. 

In all its 1 and dellberations the committee has been much em- 
barrassed by the former legislation by Congress as to the legal status 
of the members of the Five Civilized Tribes. By definite and express 
act of Congress March 3, 1901, each member of These tribes was made 
a citizen of the United States, and as such, under the Constitution, 
and under the terms of said law, entitled to all the rights, privileges, 
and immunities of every other citizen of the United States. Yet, not- 
withstanding this express legislative naturalization, Congress, in its 
subsequent islation, and the ae ask ama of the Interior, acting un- 
der such legisiation, has apparently ignored entirely this established 
5 and in nearly every instance has treated the questions 
arising within the Five Civilized Tribes as though no such act had ever 
been and as though the Indians were still in the broadest sense 
the wards of the Government. In other words, it appears that since 
the passage of the act above referred to the mgress of the United 
States and the Department of the Interior have proceeded in dealin: 
with Indian Territory affairs along the same lines as were followed 
before said act was passed. 

Many rat ge ee have been submitted to the committee of private 
or personal interest and which do not affect any considerable number, 
and while the committee has so far as possible heard the interested 

ties, it has not considered it possible to take action or make report 
such specific cases. 


THE SEGREGATED COAL AND ASPHALT LANDS. 


By act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, it was provided, among 
other things, that the Secretary of the Interior should cause to be seg- 
ted coal and asphalt lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations 
not to exceed in extent 500,000 acres, the same to be sold for cash 
under terms and conditions as provided in said act. Proceeding under 
the provisions of that law the retary of the Interior caused thus to 
be segregated from allotment 444,983 acres, and duly caused the im- 
provements upon the surface of said lands to be appraised. Included 
within this seg tion were lands under lease to different persons and 
corporations to the extent of 100,280 acres, each of leases haying 
an unexpired term of twenty years and upward to run. Under the pro- 
visions of said act of Congress the Secretary of the Interior caused full 
information to be published and offered segregated lands for sale 
in the year 1904. None of the bids received, however, for one or more 
ma * 225 acceptable to the Secretary of the Interior, and none was 
accep 


By said act of July 1, 1902, the authority to lease any of the un- 
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leased lands within said segregation was withdrawn, and under the 
act of April 26, 1906, it was provided that all said lands, whether 

or unleased, should be reserved from sale until the existing 
leases for coal and asphalt lands should have expired or until such 
time as might be otherwise provided by law. nder these several 
acts of Congress, therefore, this land stands segregated from allotment, 
but no authority in the Secretary of the Interior or elsewhere to make 
new leases or to sell the said coal land without a further act of Con-. 
gress is given. 

The present revenue, under leases now in operation, which is used 
for school pu the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, amounts 
to about $250, per annum upon a royalty of 8 cents per ton, mine 
run. The committee, in its Pe gay oe sought diligently, by per- 
sonal observation and by soliciting information, both from Interested 
and disinterested sources, to ascertain the value of these lands. Spe- 
cial attention was paid this es gets because of exaggerated views that 
have found expression in regard not ony to the value of the land per 

buť to the extent and Sages 4 of the actual producing coal lands 
included in said segregation. ere will be found in exhibits at- 
tached to this report estimates placed upon the land from experts 
connected with the operation of certain portions of the land under 
lease, from the United States in: ‘or of mines for Indian Territory, 
from the Director of the United States Geological Survey, and others 
connected with that Bureau, from the Secretary of the Interior, himself 
an owner and operator of large tracts of coal lands, and from many 
others well informed on the subject; and from all the evidence and 
statements thus submitted, while the committee is unable to arriye at 
a definite price per acre which might be considered the fair value of 
all the land, it may be reasonably said that the entire value of the said 
segregation per acre, for the mineral 5 an alone, and the necessary 
surface for outside workings may be safely put, as indicated by the 
Director of the Geological Survey, at from $5 to $40, dependent apon 
the amount of coal actually in the land, varying expense of mining, 


and access to transportation. 

The development of the oil and s industry in territory formerly 
supplied with fuel from these coal fields and the incoming competition 
from mines in other localities will, in the opinion of the committee, 
tend = laai any great increase in the value of this property in the 
near future. 

The best evidence obtainable shows that a considerable portion of the 
surface of the segregated lands is suitable for agricultural purposes and 
at a fair valuation worth from $10 to $15 pa acre. 

Two ways have been submitted for the disposal of the lands: 

First. An outright sale under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior to the highest bidder, in such tracts as the bidder may desire. 

Second. The sale of the surface of said land, reserving the mineral 
rights thereto, to Individual settlers in small tracts for farming pur- 
poses, and the sale of the mineral rights in such tracts and under such 
—— and conditions as might be approved by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. 

It is the insistent opinion of the authorities of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations, and of the great majority of the Indians themselves, 
having interests in common in said tract, that the lands should be dis- 

of in such a manner as to bring the greatest possible price, and 
at an early date, and the opinion of the nations themselves seems to be 
that this purpose could be best accomplished by sale outright of the 
surface and mineral rights without separation and in one transaction. 

The committee is not of opinion, however, that this course would re- 
sult in obtaining the greatest price or would be for the ultimate best 
interests either of the tribes or of the individual members thereof or 
for the general public good. ` 

In the vicinity of these lands and in many cases upon the lands are 
towns of considerable importance, and it is clearly apparent that the 
surface of the segregation, much of which is first-class farming land, 
should, as early as is possible, pass into individual ownership. The 
interests of the Indians, the necessities of the new State, and many 
other considerations seem to demand that this be done; but as to the 
mineral rights the same necessity does not exist. Indeed, in the judg- 
ment of the committee, the time is not now propitious for a final deci- 
sion as to the disposition of these mineral rig ts. A fair income is 
now being derived from present leasing eee on, and except for the 
advisability of closing — early as practicable the community affairs 
of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, no necessity exists for action 
in the near future as to the disposal of these lands, so far as the min- 
eral rights are concerned. 

It has been presented to the committee that there has been appointed 
by the constitutional convention now in session at Guthrie, Okla., a 
committee to examine lands with a view to acquiring the same b 
the State of Oklahoma, within whose boundaries lands will fall, 
and that such committee is required to report to the first legislature of 
the new State. Upon consideration of the whole matter, the committee 
recommends that no immediate action be taken by Congress as to the 
leasing or sale of the mineral in said lands, but that immediate steps 
be taken to provide for the sale of the surface of said segregation for 
the best price obtainable, in tracts not exceeding 160 acres each to 
actual bona fide settlers, reserving from sale a sufficient amount of 
surface for the necessa. outside works, buildings, and operation of 
mines. The committee convinced that by dealing thus separately 
with the surface and the mineral the best price can be obtained for the 
owners and the best results will accrue to the State and its people. 


REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS. 


By the act of March 3, 1901, all Indians in Indian Territory were 
made citizens of the United States. The Indian tribes had title to 
these lands by patents from the United States. These lands were 
occupied in common by the members of the gs tie tribes. By the 
su Nemsental agreements made in 1902, these Indians agreed to take 
their lands in severalty upon condition that they could alienate their 
allotments within a certain period, which differed in the several tribes. 
We believe that Congress might shorten this period and permit aliena- 
tion at an earlier date. 

Congress by the act of April 21, 1904, removed the restrictions upon 
the alienation of all allottees of either of the Five Civilized Tribes who 
were not of Indian blood, except minors except as to homesteads, 
and provided that restrictions upon the alienation of all other sote 
except minors and except as to homesteads, might, with the mgt tees 

Re Secretary of the Interior, be removed upon application to the 
Indian agent at the Union agency. 

Section 19 of the act of April 26, 1906, provides that no full-blood 
Indian of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, rokee, Creek, or Seminole tribes 
should have power to ier grees bey dispose of, or encumber in any manner 

of the lands allotted to him for a period of twenty-five years from 
and after the approval of that act, unless such restrictions, prior to 
the expiration of said period, shall be remoyed by act of Congress, 
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We believe that this last legislation was unwise, injurious to the 
Indians, and of no validity. Congress after E in the supple- 
mental agreements that all the lands allotted to the citizens of the 
different tribes should be alienable within certain periods could not, 
without the consent of the Indians, extend the time in which the lands 
could not be alienated and ndd to the restrictions imposed by the 
original agreements. ‘The effect of this legislation has already clouded, 
and if unrepealed, will continue to cloud the title of much land in 
Indian Territory and will result in endless litigation. 

It will prevent the Indians from obtaining a fair price for their lands 
and has been, and will continue to be, a fruitful source of dishonest 
transactions. It will not prevent sales being made at the expiration 
of the periods designated in the supplemental agreements, and has 
already resulted in contracts being made for such sales. This pro- 
vision is generally considered to be invalid and should be repealed. 

We recommend that all restrictions be removed from the surplus 
lands of all citizens of the Five Civilized Tribes, except minors. 

We recommend the removal of restrictions as to homesteads of the 
members of such tribes who are not of Indian blood, which includes 
intermarried white citizens and freedmen. 

The removal of restrictions on the alienation should also include the 
removal of restrictions as to 5 and leasing. 

We believe that the restrictions should remain upon the homesteads 
of citizens of Indian blood, which would include both full bloods and 
mixed bloods. ‘This will insure each member of every family a home 
that can be improved from the funds derived from the sale of his sur- 
plus lands. A homestead in Indian Territory is not like a homestead 
on the public domain where the head of the family only has a home- 
stead. A homestead in Indian Territory consists of from 40 to 160 
acres of average land for each member of the tribe and may or may not 
be his place of residence. A family of six may have homesteads aggre- 
gating from 240 acres to 960 acres, and in the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
nations such a family may have from 480 to 12,000 acres, which would 
still be inalienable under the supplemental agreements and the legisla- 
tion which we here recommend. 

OIL AND GAS. 


Meetings of the select committee were held to investigate the ques- 
tions of oll and gas at Vinita, Tulsa, and Bartlesville, where hearings 
were had and statements made by the many people engaged in these 
industries as well as by all others who desired to be heard. 

The regulation providing a limit of area not to exceed 4,800 acres 
to any one individual or company governing the oil lands seemed to 
be generally satisfactory to all parties, except that a party interested 
in à 4, 800-àcre tract, even though only to a small extent, is prohibited 
from having an interest in any other lease. There was a general con- 
tention that each party should be entitled to hold in several com- 
pans, if so desired, so that he should be entitled to an aggregate 

olding of 4,800 acres, though said holdings might be distributed in 
different companies. 

The royalty at one-tenth was not complained of and seemed to be 
generally satisfactory. 

There was universal complaint as to the requirement of the Depart- 
ment for a deposit of $5,000 in bank as a guaranty for each lease, and 
it is the opinion of your committee that this regulation should be 
modified or dispensed with where the parties obtaining leases would 
make a showing of ability to carry out their contracts. 

There was also a general demand that leases should be transferable 
without necessity of securing consent of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and this would seem to be a reasonable demand, provided always that 
in no instance should the maximum limit of 4,800 acres to a single 
holder be exceeded, ; 

It was the consensus of opinion amongst the producers that there 
should be some local authority in the Territory to pass upon applica- 
tions for leases, and thereby ayoid the long delay which they claim 
usually occurs in having an application submitted to the authorities at 
Washington, and if a proper tribunal or 8 could be established to 
carry out this plan, it would seem to be advisable to adopt it. 

At present there are only two pipe lines running into the Indian Ter- 
ritory, both belonging to the Prairie Oil and Gas Company, one a 6-inch 
line and the other an 8-inch line, and the total capacity of the two lines 
is only 50,000 barrels per day. From the best information obtainable, 
the oil district, which comprises an area of about 100 miles from north 
to south and about 40 miles wide, extending from the Kansas line to a 
point below Tulsa, and which is being enlarged from time to time by 
new developments, is capable of producing, with the wells now com- 

leted, about 200,000 barrels of oil daily. It is evident that the pipe- 
line facilities are wholly inadequate to supply transportation. One or 
two lines have been contemplated and one or more companies have been 
formed to construct pipe lines from Tulsa to Port Arthur, or some other 
point on the Gulf of Mexico, where there are ample refining facilities 
and harbors which would permit of shipment and distribution of the 
pcos to foreign countries. Evidently what they need is more pipe 
ines, as under present conditions they are not receiving a fair price for 
their product, the present price being about 39 cents per barrel. The 
oil in that region has a grayity of about 32, which, while a little in- 
ferior to the Pennsylvania product, is very much superior to the oils of 
California, It is ver: robable that all the capital necessary to build 
a sufficient number of lines to meet the requirements of this great oil 
region could easily be raised, provided the regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior were sufficiently liberal to warrant capitalists 
to construct the same. Under date of December 21, 1906, the Depart- 
ment of the Interior issued regulations governing the granting of rights 
of way for pipe lines, pumping stations and storage tanks and their 
construction, operation, and maintenance for the. transportation and 
storage of oil through land situated within Oklahoma and the Indian 
Territory. Some of these provisions, however, are of such a drastic na- 
ture that your committee is of the opinion that no competent parties 
would undertake the construction of pipe lines in pursuance thereof. 

One objectionable feature of the ulations which has been pointed 
out is that it will “ require individuals of companies granted rights of 
way for pipe lines to construct additional stations and extend their 
pipe lines to paruni wells or pools at their own expense, and if in 
the exercise of this authority a question shall rise as to the fairness of 
such proceeding, the decision of the Secretary of the Interior therein 
shall final.” We believe that this piyes a Secretary of the Interior, 
who might be inclined to act in an arbitrary manner, too much power. 
i her is also another provision of similar import, which reads as 
ollows : 

“Any permit granted heretofore or under these regulations shall be 
subject to any changes or amendments in or to these regulations here- 
after made by the Secretary of the Interior.” 


Further provision is made as an ee condition” of the accept- 
ance of a permit or permission to bui 


d or operate a pipe line and 


appurtenances under these regulations that if at any time the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall be satisfied that any of the provisions of 
these regulations, or of any amendments or changes thereof hereafter 
established, have been or are being violated, the said Secretary of the 
Interior, after ten days’ notice to the owner or owners of such pipe line 
of his intention so to do, shall have authority summarily to suspend, 
cancel, or revoke” such permission under certain conditions, which are 
stated. It is doubtful whether any company could be financed under 
such uncertain conditions, which are subject entirely to the uncon- 
trolled discretion of a Secretary of the Interior. 

Your committee approves of stringent regulations to prevent monopo- 
lies, but they should be of such a character that they would not work 
a forfeiture of property without due process of law. We believe that 
Congress should proyide appropriate general regulations with reference 
to oil and gas leases and the transportation of said commodities in the 
Indian Territory. 

WITHDRAWAL OF LANDS FROM ALLOTMENT. 


Many earnest and insistent protests have been received against the 
withdrawal from allotment by the Secretary of the Interior of a large 
body of land in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Cherokee nations. The 
original withdrawal was of about 4,000,000 acres, and also suspended 
further action as to perfecting complete individual title to all allot- 
ments already made within the area withdrawn. This was subse- 
quently modified by rescinding the order as to allotments already made 
and by cutting down the area about one-half. 

The committee has carefully considered this matter and is of the 
opinion that the order of withdrawal was without authority of law. 
The agreement with the tribes and the act of Congress approved July 
1, 1902, authorized and directed the allotments to be made as soon as 
practicable, and that law the committee believes can not be set aside, 
impeded, or modified except by act of Congress repealing or changing 
the original statute. 

The Secretary of the Interior advised your committee that he had 
made this order of withdrawal upon the request of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, who contemplated establishing a forest reservation therein 
if Congress should authorize the purchase by the Government of the 
land from the Indians for that purpose; but the committee is of 
opinion that whatever may have been the purpose or object of the 
Secretary of the Interior, he had no authority under the law to make 
the order of withdrawal. 

The investigation made by the committee has satisfied it that the 
general situation in the Indian Territory, so far as concerns the re- 
lationship between the Government of the United States and the sev- 
eral Indian tribes and the individual members thereof, is such as to 
demand as speedy action by Congress as may be consistent with the 
magnitude and multitude of the interests involyed. 

In view of this fact, the committee submits this partial report, and 
at an early day, if permitted by the Senate, will submit to the Senate 
its conclusions upon other matters herein referred to, which have been 
subjects of its inquiries. 

Respectfully submitted. 

C. D. CLARK. 

CHESTER I. LONG. 
FRANK B. BRANDEGER.* 
H. M. TELLER, 

W. A. CLARK. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 7879) granting to the Los 
Angeles Inter-Urban Railway Company a right cf way for rail- 
road purposes through the United States military reservation at 
San Pedro, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 7880) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Stockton; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 7881) granting an increase 
of pension to John J. Mackey ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. - i 

Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 7882) granting an increase 
of pension to Maggie E. Holden; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCRBEARY introduced a bill (S. 7883) for the relief of 
the estate of R. M. McClelland, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7884) granting an increase of 
pension to Greenberry Gabbard; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 7885) granting an increase of 
pension to Edgar H. Jones; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7886) granting a pension to Mary 
McKay; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULBERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7888) 
to provide an American register for the bark Baunen; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7889) for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers on the public lands, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 7890) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Zacher; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 7891) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of H. N. Vaughan, 
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executor of Benjamin Kirk, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. g 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7892) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of John W. Brooks, son of 
Isaac Brooks, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
2 7 75 the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

aims. : 4 

He also introduced a biU (S. 7893) granting an increase of 
pension to David H. Norris; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 7894) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Company to con- 
struct a bridge over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, from 
a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington County, 
to a point in Rostrayer Township, Westmoreland County,” ap- 
proved March 14, 1904; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7895) granting an increase of 
pension to William Wallace; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (S. 7896) granting a pension to 
Edith C. MeCarteney; whiclf was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEMENWAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7897) to 
reorganize and enlist the members of the United States Naval 
Academy Band; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7898) granting a pension to John Bilderback ; 

A bill (S. 7899) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Reeves; and 

A bill (S. 7900) granting an increase of pension to Levi Cain 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7901) for the relief of 
Robert T. Cheek; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7902) granting a pension to 
Henry B. Edwards; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 7903) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catherine De Rossett Meares; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 84) authoriz- 

. ing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for an 
equestrian statue of the late Lieut. Gen. Winfield Scott, U. 8. 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


SHORTAGE OF CARS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, several days ago I intro- 
duced a bill requiring railroad companies engaged in interstate 
commerce to supply cars promptly for the shipment of live stock, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HaNnssroucH] suggested 
that if the committee should take up that subject it ought also 
to consider the question of interstate shipment of grain. From 
that suggestion, as well as from others, the bill I introduced 
has been redrafted, so as to make it applicable to all character 
of interstate freight. I ask that it be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (S. 7887) to require railroad companies engaged in 
interstate commerce to promptly furnish cars and other trans- 
portation facilities and to empower the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to make rules and regulations with respect thereto, 
and to further regulate commerce among the several States was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand the Senator from Texas to say 
that that is a substitute for the bill he introduced the other day? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is intended to cover the entire subject. 

Mr. KEAN. It is a substitute for the bill introduced the 
other day by the Senator? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. f 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered tò be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


A bill (S. 7887) to require railroad com engaged in interstate 
commerce to promptly furnish cars and other transportation facili- 
wer the Interstate Com Commission to make 

further regulate 


5 e ti ith t thereto, and to 
rules an ations w. respec 
commerce among the several States. 4 
Be it enacted, etc., That it is hereby declared to be the duty of every 
railroad company, subject to the provisions of the act to regulate com- 
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merce, approved February 4, 1887, and the amendatory acts thereof 
and supplemental thereto, and the act approved June , 1906, enti- 
tled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce.“ 
approved February 4, 1887, and to increase the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission,” to provide suficient tracks, spots; mo- 
tive power, cars, and all other needful facilities and appl ances to 
enable it with reasonable dispatch to rform all of its duties as a 
common carrier; and to provide and furnish transportation, as that 
term is defined in the said act of June 29, 1906, for all interstate and 
foreign commerce offered, tendered, or to be offered or tendered to it 
for -shipment within a reasonable time after demand therefor made 
by any shipper of such 8 desiring such transportation; and to 
supply within a reasonable time at its station or stations from which 

shipper gives notice that he desires to ship such freight, at the 
date designated by such shipper where that is, within a reasonable 
time, sufficient suitable cars in which to load the same, and to promptly 
transport the same to its destination when destined to points upon the 
line of such railroad receiving such freight, and if destined to points 
beyond the line of such railroad, then to promptly transport and de- 
liver such freight in such loaded car or cars to the connecting carrier 
forming any part of the route over which such shipment is made or to 
be made, for the pu of transportation by such connecting carrier 
on to the destination of such freight or for delivery by it to the con- 
necting line or lines forming any part of the route over which the 
same is to be transported, to its ultimate destination; and it shall 
likewise be the duty of each connecting line of railroad engaged in such 
5 to promptly receive and transport such loaded car or 
cars to and deliver the same at destination or to its connecting carrier 
forming any part of the route over which the same is to be trans- 
ported, under the same duties and obligations as if such freight had 
originated upon such line of rallway: Provided, That where such 
freight forms less than a carload, or where it may be necessary to un- 
load the same because of any accident or injury thereto or to the car 
in which the same is being transported, or where such freight is un- 
loaded at the request of the shipper en route, or where by reason of 
any accidental or unavoidable cause, or in order to 7 — with any 
law or regulation provided by law, such freight is unloaded, or where 
it is for any reason necessary in order to forward it to unload such 
freight en route, other suitable cars may be supplied: Provided also, 
That whenever by reason of any accidental or unavoidable cause which 
can not reasonably be provided against by the use of reasonable fore- 
sight and diligence any such railroad company fails to so furnish cars, 
and uses all reasonable diligence to do so pen Ae after the happening 
of such accidental or unavoidable cause, it shall not as to such failure 
in such case be Hable to the penalties herein prescribed. But nothing 
in this act shall in any wise affect the right or remedy of any shipper 
or other person as the same may exist at common law or under any 
statute to recover on account of the failure, delay, or refusal to fur- 
nish cars or transportation herein provided for or other failure to per- 
form any other legal duty, nor to in any wise 2 any such rail- 
road company from any of the provisions of the said act to late 
commerce or the acts 5 thereof or supplemental thereto, or 
other duties imposed by law, or from any liability thereunder. ~ 

Src. 2. That it shall be the duty of every railroad company to ex- 
change loaded and empty cars in the transportation of such freight for 
the purpose of facilitating its movement with every other railroad 
with which it connects forming soy pert of the route for the ship- 
ment of such freight or with which it has or 8 in joint rates 
for such shipments; and for each of such railroad companies formin 
guch route or having or participating in such joint rates, on deman 
of such connecting line to furnish to jt within reasonable time after 
such loaded cars are delivered, as many empty cars suitable for carry- 
ing such freight as may be delivered to it loaded by such connecting 
earrier for the purpose of transportation over its line or for delivery 
fo any point on its line, and upon demand of the owner thereof it 
shall be the duty of every such railroad company receiving the cars of 
another to return the same within a reasonable time after demand 
therefor and within the time and according to the rules and regula- 
tions prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Sec. 8. That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby authorized 
and empowered to make and establish all needful rules and regulations, 
general or special, which may be different according to circumstances 
and conditions for different railroads and localities and for the dif- 
ferent kinds and classes of freight, providing for the time and manner 
of demanding cars or 7 of sh oes and for cars and 
transportation to be furnished to shippers; the time within which cars 
shall be furnished to shippers; the furnishing, exchanging, and inter- 
changing of cars, loaded and empty, by such railroad companies as be- 
tween each other; the time, place, terms, and conditions upon which 
such cars shall be furnished and such interchange shall be made; the 
reasonable compensation to be paid by each carrier for the use, loss, 
injury, or destruction of the cars of any other carrier in the trans- 
portation of such freight; the time within which and the manner by 
which connecting carriers shall give notice or make demand for empty 
cars to be furnished by any connecting carrier in exchange for loaded 
cars or to have its cars returned; the reasonable free time to be al- 
lowed the shipper for loading such car or cars without incurring lia- 
bility for Gemurrage or otherwise ; the free time which shall be allowed 
to the shipper or consignee in which to unload such freight without 
incurring any liability for demurrage or otherwise. Until otherwise 

rovided the free time for lodding or unloading shall be not less than 
forty-eight hours, a schedule of reasonable demurrage charges, which 
may be different for different railroads and different traffic and locali- 
ties, deemed reasonable by the Commission, to be paid by shippers for 
the detention or use of cars either in loading or unloading, or by the 
railroad for failing in reasonable time to furnish cars or to make de- 
livery of loaded cars, and the rules and regulations with respect thereto. 
Until otherwise provided by the Commission $1 per day per car shall be 
deemed reasonable, and three days’ written notice to furnish five cars 
or less and five days for ten to five cars and eight days for over ten 
cars shall be deemed reasonable notice given to such railroads by 
shippers for furnishing cars, to be made to the station agent at the 

int of shipment or nearest thereto. For the . of carrying 
Fito efect the powers in this act conferred and duties imposed upon 
the Commission by this act, it shall have power to prescribe such other 
rules and regulations as may to it seem necessary; and the said 
Commission is also authorized and empowered, wherever it shall deem 
it necessary to the prompt transportation of freight as aforesaid, to 

rescribe the minimum time within which such freight shall be moved 
—— the point of origin to its destination, or to deliver to any con- 
necting carrier or over any part of the route from point of origin to 
destination and for delivery at destination, and the minimum speed at 
which any particalar class or kind of freight or cars used for the same 
shall be moved. It shall be the duty of every such railway company 
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to conform to all rules, regulations, and orders of the Commission made 
In accordance herewith. 

Sec. 4. That every such railroad 8 which, in violation of any 
of the provisions of this act, shall fail to furnish any car or cars or 
transportation, as that word is herein defined, within a reasonable 
time, or within the time prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission where the time is by it prescribed, or to conform to any order, 
rule, or n of the Commission herein provided for, shall be 
liable to the shipper or other person injured or damaged thereby 
for all such, injury and damage as may result thereby to him, his 

roperty, or his business, and to pay in addition thereto as punitive 

ges an amount ual to a reasonable attorney’s fee, for such 
case where such suit is brought for such recovery; and in case of such 
failure or refusal to furnish any car or cars for shipment of live stock, 
shall also be liable for double the damage caused thereby, to be recoy- 
ered in any court in any State or Territory or the District of Colum- 
bia having jurisdiction of the rties and subject-matter, or in any 
circuit court of the United States haying jurisdiction of the parties, 
regardless of the amount in controversy. 

Vherever it shall be his duty or such shipper shall undertake to 
unload such freight delivered or offered to the shipper upon any side 
track or any place for such unloading, and where by the usual cus- 
tom of business freight is unloaded or to be there unloaded by such 
shipper, his failure to unload such shipment within a reasonable time, 
to prescribed by the rules and regulations of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, unless prevented by causes beyond the shippers 
control, shall entitle the carrier furnis bing such transportation, after 
twenty-four hours’ notice, to unload such freight at the shipper's cost 
and expense, unaffected by demurrage rights. 

Every railroad company and every shipper shall be Hable to pay, 
respectively, the demurrage char; herein declared reasonable, and 
such demurrage charges as may prescribed by the rules and regu- 
lations of the Interstate Commerce Commission, without regard to 
any liability for damages or for penalties herein precti and every 

iroad N | using the cars of any other railroad company under 
the provisions of this act shall be liable to the owner or railroad com- 
pany entitled thereto to pay for the reasonable use and hire thereof 
and for injury thereto the amount prescribed by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, except where such railways agree on such com- 
pensation that shall be the standard rather than the amount fixed by 
the Commission; and where any such carrier or owner of such car or 
cars shall be dissatisfied with the amount fixed by the Commission 
for the use, hire, loss, or destruction or injury of such car or cars, 
or the carrier liable therefor fails to pay the same, the carricr or 

rson entitled thereto or the carrier liable to pay for such use, hire, 
njury, loss, or destruction of such car or cars shall be entitled to 
file suit in the circuit court of the United States against the adverse 
pariy to ascertain and fix the value of such use, hire, loss, injury, 
or destruction and recover the same; and the circuit courts of the 
United States for any district through which such railroad runs may 
entertain such sult and adjud the amount thereof, with a reason- 
able allowance for attorney's fees, regardless of the amount in con- 
troversy, which ju ent II be final: Provided, also, That no rail- 
road company shall be compelled to furnish in exchange its cars to 
any other railroad which is insolvent, except upon reasonable security 
to protect it against loss on that account, according to rules to be 
prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission, a 

Sec, 5. That every railroad. company which shall willfully, by its 
own gross negligence or by the gross negligence of its agent having 
charge and management of furnishing any car, cars, or transportation, 
fail or refuse to furnish or exchange cars as herein provided, or to 
transport or deliver the same within the time prescribed by the Com- 
mission, or if no time is prescribed, then within reasonable time, shall 
in addition to the other liabilities herein provided forfeit to the United 
States for each of such violations not less than $25 nor more than $100 
-for each offense, and each day of such failure or neglect as to each 
shipper shall be treated as a 3 offense, to be recovered in any 
circuit court of the United States having jurisdiction of the parties 
at the suit of the United States brought by any district attorney under 
the direction of the Interstate Commerce Commission or the Attorney- 
General of the United States, : 

By the term “shipper,” as herein used, is meant any person, firm, 
or corporation tendering freight for shipment and any consignor or 
consignee, or the assignee of any bill of lading, or other person, firm, 
or corporation having the rights of a con r or consignee, 

Sec. 6. That nothing in this act shall construed to repeal any 
part of said act to regulate commerce, and amendments thereto, as set 
out in the first section of this bill. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MILLARD submitted an amendment providing for a re- 
consideration and review of applications to be enrolled as mem- 
bers of the Choctaw tribe of Indians, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing that any person 
heretofore identified as a Mississippi Choctaw and who has 
failed to remove to the Choctaw-Chickasaw country within the 
period heretofore stipulated for such removal may, within one 
year hereafter, so remove to the Indian Territory, ete., intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment authorizing the Court, 


of Claims to hear and adjudicate the claims of Samuel Garland, 
deceased, against the Choctaw Nation, ete., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment relative to appropria- 
tions for the more complete endowment and maintenance of 
agricultural colleges now established, or which may hereafter 
be established, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the agri- 


cultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $600,000 for the balance and final payment due the loyal 
Creek Indians on the award made February 16, 1903, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. Ñ 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 for the erection of necessary improvements, including 
cottages, on the lands donated to the Murrow Indian Orphans’ 
Home by the Choctaws and Chickasaws, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
roren to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment authorizing the 
payment, out of the existing appropriation for the enforcement 
of the Chinese-exclusion laws, to the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company of $1,666.50 for reimbursement of cost of maintenance 
of alleged native-born Chinese in the years 1903 and 1904, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
3 accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was oo to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AFFAIRS OF THE MEXICAN KICKAPOO INDIANS. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: ? 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate be, 


‘and it BRIDI. is, authorized and directed to rally investigate the af- 
airs connected there- 


fairs of the Mexican Kickapoo Indians and all a 

with, and that said committee be empowered to send for persons and 
papers and to subpœna witnesses and to administer oaths and to sit 
during the sessions of the Senate; and said committee shall make 
full and complete report, together with its recommendations, to the 
Senate. The necessary expenses of said inyestigation shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


y ROBERT T. CHEEK. 
Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: : 


Resolved, That the bill (8. eapi Mead the relief of Robert T. Chee 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, refe 

to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the terms of the 
act of March 3, 1887, and generally known as the Tucker Act.” 


SILAS SILVER. 
Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 6336) for the relief of Silas Silver, with 
all accompanying pipers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the 
Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the terms of the act of 
March 3, 1887, and generally known as the “ Tucker Act.” 


R. II. HOFFMAN. 
Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Commitee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 5617) for the relief of the estate of R. H. 
Hoffman, with all accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, 
referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the terms 
of the act of March 3, 1887, and known as che Tucker Act.” 


EXTENSION OF FEDERAL POWERS. 


Mr, WHYTE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Friday, the 18th, I will ask leave, after the routine morning 
business, to call up resolution No. 200, in regard to the form of 
our present Government, as to the rights given to the General 
Government and the reserved rights of the States, and that I 
m address the Senate briefly on the subject, i£ opportunity 
offers. 7 

INTERNATIONAL SUNDAY SCHOOL ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. MoCREARY. I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill (S. 7034) to incorporate the 
International Sunday School Association of America. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I heard the bill only imperfectly, and I find 
no copy of it. I have sent for one. It occurred to me, if I 
did hear it correctly, that there should be some amendment 
proposed. z 

Mr. McCREARY. There are two amendments proposed by 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Desir HEYBURN. I will wait until the amendments have been 
sta * 2 
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Mr. McCREARY. The bill was considered by the Judiciary 
Committee and favorably reported unanimously. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the committee 
will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
in section 4, on page 2, line 21, before the word “provide,” to 
strike out “law” and insert by-laws.” 

- The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, page 4, line 2, after 
the word “ by-laws,” to strike out: 

The members of the association may change the principal place of 


business at any annual meeting or at any special meeting when notice 
of the propo: change shall be given in the call for such meeting. 


Mr. McCREARY. Those words are proposed to be stricken 
out. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand the request is that unanimous 
consent be given for present consideration. 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of the bill? ; 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire before allowing it 
to be taken up by unanimous consent whether I am correct in 
my understanding of the bill that it does not require that the 
principal place of business shall be retained within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States? 

Mr. McCREARY. It is applicable only to the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. HEYBURN. As I understand it, consent is given to 
change it to any other part of the world. 

Mr. McCRBEARY. No, sir; that is a mistake. z 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to have the bill read again, so 
that we may hear it. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, this 
is simply a corporation in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But it contains a provision that the trustees 
may change the principal place of business, . 

Mr. McCREARY. Those are the words expressly eliminated 
from the bill and are no longer in it—that is, the amendment 
proposes that they shall be stricken out. They are the words 
which have just been read at the desk. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. McCREARY. Those words are to be stricken out. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to make just one other in- 
quiry. There is no requirement that a majority of the board of 
trustees shall be American citizens, as I read it, so that it 
might pass entirely under the control of those who are not 
citizens of the United States. It seems to me that that provi- 
sion, which is common in all such statutes, should be incor- 
porated in the bill. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, this is simply 
for the purpose of incorporating a Sunday school association of 
a national character, but limited in its corporate capacity to 
the District of Columbia. The case supposed by the Senator 
from Idaho is scarcely one to be considered. When the motive 
is to incorporate the Sunday school people of the United States, 
the suggestion that it might pass entirely into the hands of for- 
eigners, it seems to me, is so remote a possibility as not to be 
entertained. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But I notice in the enumeration of those 
who are constituted by this act of incorporation there are a 
number of foreigners by name. I would be far from objecting 
to a bill having for its object the purposes stated in the bill, 
but I do not think it is proper to make an incorporation by au- 
thority of an act of Congress that shall vest powers in those 
who are not citizens of the United States and throw no safe- 
guard about it, so that it may at some time be constituted en- 
tirely of foreigners. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will say to the Senator from Idaho that 
the International Sunday School Association of America is now 
composed of persons in the United States and in Canada. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is claimed to be international; that is 
to say, they are designated as an international association. 

Mr. McCRBARY. Yes; and last year the meeting was held 
in the State of Ohio. 

Mr, HEYBURN. It is a very worthy purpose, but in incor- 
porating the organization we should provide that a majority of 
the trustees shall at all times be citizens of the United States. 

Mr. McCRBARY. I have no objection to an amendment as 
suggested, that a majority of the trustees shall be citizens of the 
United States. z 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think with that amendment there can be 
no objection to the bill. The objection is only as to the form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho proposes 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. McCREARY. It will come in at the end of section 4. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; at the end of section 4 L move to in- 
sert the following proviso: 


Provided, That a majority of the board of trustees shall at all times 
be citizens of the United States. 


Mr. McCRBEARY. As far as I can do so, I accept that amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF PROVISIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6578) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the. appointment 
of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved March 
2, 1895, and to amend an act amendatory thereof approved June 
20, 1906; which was, on page 2, line 3, after “shall,” to insert 
“when sold by weight or measure.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR HOMESTEAD SETTLERS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 81) authorizing temporary leaves of absence for home- 
stead settlers; which were, to strike out lines 4 and 5 and insert 
“North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, Minnesota, and Mon- 
tana;” in line 8, to strike out all after “resolution” down to 
and including “ hereunder,” line 14; in line 14, to strike out 
“such;” and in line 15, after absence,“ to insert“ under this 
resolution.” 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 23718. An act to authorize the Chicago, Lake Shore and 
South Bend Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Calumet River in the State of Indiana, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

H. J. Res. 190. Joint resolution extending protection of second 
proviso of section 1 of the act of December 21, 1904, to certain 
entrymen was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

OPENING OF MACOMB STREET NW. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 20069) for the opening of 
Macomb street NW., District of Columbia. A similar bill has 
once passed the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TUG FORK OF THE BIG SANDY RIVER. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 19523) to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George B. 
Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky., and Charles Miller, of Huntington, 
W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of the Big 
Sandy River. It is a small bill, and it has been on the Calendar 
for nearly a year. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CARMACK. I simply want to call up the resolution of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. 

Mr. SCOTT, I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that 
this is a small bridge bill that has been on the Calendar for 
nearly a year, and the parties are very anxious to go ahead and 
build the bridge. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will not object to its consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Resolution No. 208, by Mr. Foraker, direct- 
ing the Committee on Military Affairs to investigate the Browns- 
ville (Tex.) affray, ete. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I have received the paper 
which I send to the desk, and I ask to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


House joint resolution No. 7. 

(1) Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the fifty-fifth 
general assembly of the State of Tennessee (the senate concurring), That 
the course of President Roosevelt in discharging the negro soldiers im- 

licated in the Brownsville, Tex., shooting affair be, and the same is 
ereby, heartily commended. 

(2) Be it further resolved, That our delegation in Congress, both In 
the Senate and House of Representatives, are respectfully asked to give 
their support to the President's course in discharging the negro soldiers. 

Adopted January 10, 1907. 

Concurred in by the senate January 11, 1907. 

This resolution was adopted by a unanimous vote in both houses, 

Epw, B. MARTIN, 
Chief Clerk of House of Representatives. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, that resolution was unani- 
mously adopted, being supported by every Democrat and every 
Republican in both houses of the General Assembly of Tennessee. 
It will be noted that the resolution requests the Senators from 
Tennessee, as well as the Members of the other House, to sup- 
port the action of the President in discharging these soldiers of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry. It gives me great pleasure to do so, 
because the sentiment of the resolution is entirely in accord with 

own. 

I think it proper to say, Mr. President, that any report Sen- 
ators may have heard that I have been personally solicited to 
come to the President's rescue in this matter, that the President 
has personally urged me to forgive and forget certain ener- 
getic personal remarks and to throw myself between him and the 
ferocious assault of the Senator from Ohio, is a gross exagger- 
ation. I will not say that it is an infamous falsehood, because 
such language belongs to the vocabulary of Presidential con- 
troversy rather than to that of Senatorial debate. Nor is it true, 
as Senators may have heard, that I have been moved to come to 
the President’s defense because of an infatuated devotion to 
the man. I have a great admiration for that strong and brave 
and large- minded gentleman, the Secretary of War. My ad- 
miration for the President is more temperate and subdued. In 
the language of Hamlet, It waits upon the judgment.” 

Seriously, Mr. President, I suppose there is no Senator, 
always with the exception of my friend from South Carolina 
[Mr. TLMAN], who is less likely than I to be suspected of an 
The Pres- 
ident once said that he would see a certain member of the Ten- 
nessee delegation in hades before he would do anything for 
him, a remark that was entirely gratuitous in view of the fact 
that the person supposed to have been referred to had never 
stooped to ask a favor at his hand; but, with supreme indiffer- 
ence to his opinion, had censured him when he was wrong and, 
with a like indifference to bis opinion, can support him when 


he is right. I care so little for the verbal ebullitions of that 


remarkable man that I can see what he himself could never see 
in any man who expressed an opinion contrary to his own—I 
can see the good as well as the bad in his public conduct, and 
judge both fairly and impartially. 

In this case, Mr. President, it seems to me that the President 
has acted with a remarkable freedom from impulse, with un- 
usually careful deliberation, and with an anxious effort to do 
nothing more nor less than complete justice to all concerned. 
Indeed, Mr. President, I am haunted by the suspicion that the 
President was the more careful to ascertain the facts and to 
keep within the limits of the law because he was dealing with 
negro offenders than he would haye been if he had been deal- 
ing with white offenders. 

Mr. President, if I know my own heart, my judgment of the 
President's act has not been influenced in the least by any 
prejudice against the negro. While I haye my own views as 
to the proper place of the negro in the government of this 
country, I know his virtues—and he is not without virtues—I 
know his virtues as well as I know his failings, and no Senator 
upon the other side of the Chamber can judge his conduct with 
a broader charity. There is no Senator upon the other side of 


_the Chamber and no man elsewhere who has a profounder pity 


for his condition, or who more honestly and sincerely wishes 
him well. I have never given my consent to any policy or 
course of dealing that did not recognize his rights as a man 
and which did not require for him exact and even-handed jus- 


tice under the law. For more than twenty years I have never 
failed with tongue or pen to make my indignant protest against 
every act of lawless violence upon the negro, or to demand that 
he shall haye a fair trial under the laws which the white man 
has made. x 

When I object to the negro as a governing citizen I do so 
because it is my profound belief that a government constructed 
by and for a race with a heritage of a thousand years of free- 
dom can not be wielded by a race whose only preparation has 
been ages of barbarism modified by centuries of slavery. 

It is no purpose of mine, Mr. President, to go into a discussion 
of the race question, but I can not forbear saying just a word 
or two in reply to some suggestions which have been made upon 
the floor of the Senate. My honorable friend the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson] delivered a lecture to southern 
Senators, in which there were many things said with reason, 
many. things profitable for instruction; but the Senator sug- 
gested that if Senators from the South should continue to pro- 
test against the fifteenth amendment, should continue to express 
opinions contrary to the wisdom of the enfranchisement of the 
negro, we should lose all the friends we had not already lost 
among the Democrats of the North. Mr. President, the fifteenth 
amendment was imposed upon the southern people at a time 
when their lips were sealed and when their hands were tied. It 
is asking too much of us to demand that we shall remain dumb 
and silent forever in the presence of an issue so full of peril not 
only to the people of the South, but to this entire Republic. If, 
for expressing our sentiments upon that question, we are to pay 
the penalty of losing the few remaining friends we have among 
northern Democrats, I have only to say, Mr. President, that, 
so far as I am concerned, I am not willing to retain their 
friendship at the price of our own freedom and of our right to 
speak our honest thought. The time has passed when the 
Southern people must speak with bated breath and whispered 
humbleness as a condition of their right to speak at all. We 
are freeborn and the sons of freemen. 

But, Mr. President, I believe that the negro has suffered most 
from the action of his false or misguided friends in the North, 
and that no better illustration of that fact has appeared than 
in the violent and passionate protest that has been made against 
the just and proper and necessary action of the President in this 
ease. 

Mr. President, the only complaint that can justly be made 
against the President with reference to the negro race is that 
he has loved the negro “not wisely, but too well.“ There is some- 
thing to my mind infinitely pathetic in the plaintive recital which 
the President makes in his message of the many acts of friend- 
ship, of the many efforts he has made in behalf of the negro race; 
yet there is not to-day in all this country a man who is more uni- 
versally or more bitterly hated by the negroes of this country 
than is the man who abolished the Indianola post-office and dined 
with Booker Washington. [Laughter.] All that he has done, 
all that he has attempted in behalf of the negro race has been 
utterly forgotten simply because he could not manifest that sym- 
pathy with the criminal negro, which pervades the negro popu- 
lation of this country from one end of it to the other. 

I think that it is a most unfortunate thing that this agitation 
should have been brought about. I think it is the most unfor- 
tunate thing that has occurred, so far as the negro is concerned, 
in many years. It is my deliberate judgment, Mr. President, 
that if the soldiers who committed that outrage at Brownsville 
had been white soldiers, instead of negro soldiers, and especially 
if they had been white soldiers who had fired into the houses of 
negro citizens, neither the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] 
nor any other Senator would have eyer lifted his voice in pro- 
test against it. Whatever distinction Senators may draw, to the 
negroes of this country this agitation appears, not as a demand 
for justice, but as a justification of crime. Senators may say 
that there is no proof; they may say, as the Senator from Ohio 
has said, that the evidence against these negro soldiers is fiimsy ; 
they may deny that they actually committed this crime; but 
that is not the voice of the negroes throughout this country. 
They confess the act; they justify it; they glory in it. Let me 
read, Mr. President, an extract from resolutions adopted by a 
great mass meeting of negro citizens in the city of Boston. 
Speaking of what occurred in the town of Brownsville, they say : 

Brooding on repeated insults and outrages, a few of these colored 
soldiers went into the town on the night of August 13 last with their 
guns, determined to do for themselves what the uniform of their coun- 
at could not do for them and what the police power of white Browns- 


e would not do for them, viz, protect them from such insults and 
outrages and punish at the same time the authors of their misery. 


Here, in the great city of Boston, the home of culture, the 
Athens of America, the hub of the universe, where negroes have 
been educated and elevated and illuminated for forty years, we 
have this barefaced justification of a criminal assault by armed 
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soldiers upon peaceful citizens; of a deliberate, preconcerted, 


cold-blooded attempt to murder, not particular individuals 
against whom they nursed a grievance, but to commit an indis- 
criminate savage massacre of women and children because they 
were white women and children. 

The President has truly said that this act was an atrocity 
without parallel in the history of the American Army. It was 
indeed, Mr. President, an act of pure savage deyiltry; yet it is 
excused and condoned and justified by the educated negroes, 
thè scholars, the literati, the teachers, the professors, and the 
clergymen in the great city of Boston. 

Mr. President, no enemy of the negro would want any stronger 
evidence against him to show that he is not fit to bear a part 
in the government of a civilized republic. No stronger indict- 
ment has eyer been written against the race than this which is 
thus written with its own hand. 

The Senator from Ohio may claim that he is only defending 

- American soldiers without regard to race or color or previous 
condition of servitude. If so, Mr. President, I think the Sena- 
tor from Ohio belongs to the class of whom the apostle said, 
“They have a zeal for man, but not according to knowledge ;” 
for, Mr. President, the only effect of this agitation will be a 
tendency to demoralize the discipline of the Army and to un- 
bridle those passions and evil propensities of a race not yet far 
enough removed from their primitive condition to have learned 
the civilized virtues of patience and self-control. 

Mr. President, in the beginning I confidently expected that 
the President's action in this case would be received with uni- 
-versal applause. I confess my amazement at the harshness and 
severity of the assaults that have been made upon the President 
by his own party friends. This case, Mr. President, is but one 
of many in which the President has discharged soldiers of the 
Army without any court-martial and has discharged them with- 
out honor. As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] 
has suggested, if it be true that the President has repeatedly 
and continuously violated the law and trampled upon the legal 
rights of American soldiers, then he ought to be impeached. 
Indeed, Mr. President, if what Senators say is true, the Presi- 
dent’s action in this case alone is so utterly without justifica- 
tion or excuse that impeachment ought to follow swift and sure. 
No other punishment can be adequate for a man who wantonly 
and recklessly, upon an unfair and prejudiced investigation, 
without the sanction of law and in flagrant contempt of the eyi- 
dence, imposes a harsh and brutal punishment upon men who 
have a record of honorable and heroic service and who have 
done no wrong. That is practically the charge that the Senator 
from Ohio makes against the President of the United States. 
In whatever language it may be clothed, however guardedly it 
may be expressed, it has this meaning or it has none at all. 

Every step that the President has taken in this matter from 
the beginning to the end has been challenged and impeached in 
a way to call in question not only the soundness of his judg- 
ment, but his honor and good faith. 

Major Blocksom was selected to make an investigation into 
the facts of this case; but the Senator from Ohio tells us that 
Major Blocksom's father forty years ago was a Democrat in the 
State of Ohio, and therefore that Major Blocksom can not be 
trusted to make a fair and honest investigation and tell the 
truth. Mr. President, it is a divine law that the sins of the 
fathers shall be visited upon the children; but I beg leaye to 
question the applicability of that law to this particular case. 
Especially do I question the right of the Senator from Ohio 
to pronounce the judgment. He may be the God Almighty of 
the Republican party of Ohio, but he does not yet sustain that 
relation to the universe. [Laughter.] 

I believe that a man who has an honorable record as an 
officer and a gentleman, a record without a stain, in the Army 
of the United States can be trusted to make a fair and honest 
investigation, even if his father was a Democrat in Ohio, just as 
Allen G. Thurman was, just as old Bill Allen was, and just as 
George Pendleton was. 

General Garlington was born in South Carolina, and that is 
paraded as a damning fact against-him. Every effort is made, 
Mr. President, to disparage the honesty and good faith of these 
honorable officers who conducted this investigation, in order to 
shield the authors of a most dastardly and infamous crime. 

Mr. President, my associations with the Senator from Ohio 
haye been exceedingly pleasant. I have always found him fair 
and courteous in debate. My personal intercourse with him has 
shown him to be a genial, generous, and obliging Senator; yet 
I can remember when I had a very different impression of the 
Senator from Ohio. I can remember with what frantic en- 
ergy he used to wave the bloody shirt, a shirt stained blood red 
by the crimson current of his own rhetoric. [Laughter.] I can 
remember when the Senator used to go raging over the land, a 


bifurcated, peripatetic, voleano in perpetual eruption, belching 
fire and smoke and melted laya from his agonized and tumul- 
tous bowels. [Laughter.] I can remember when the Senator 
from Ohio used to bespatter the South with the gall of his 
bitterness, until I sometimes thought that he wished all of 
the white people of the South, men, women, children, and 
babes at the breast, had a single neck that he might seyer it at 
a blow. 

Mr. President, I would not have to go back forty years, nor 
would I need to trace the pedigree of the Senator from Ohio, to 
show by such evidence that he is the very last man to sit in 
judgment upon any case of murder where a negro was the 
murderer and a southern white man was the victim. 

But I will not do the Senator from Ohio the gross injustice of 
judging him by the words of his own mouth. You could not do 
the Senator from Ohio a greater injustice than that. When I 
am asked by my friends in the South if the Senator from Ohio 
is really as fierce and as rabid as he sometimes seems to be, I 
tell them no, that his ferocity is purely oratorical; that it is 
but the lingering force of the tyranny of habit which continues 
to have some power over the tongue long after it has been ex- 
pelled from the heart. [Laughter.] 

We can all remember when it was nothing short of treason for 
a Democratic Senator to question in the slightest degree the 
accuracy of any statement proceeding from the executive de- 
partment with respect to the conduct of American soldiers. I 
know not how often I have been denounced as a traitor simply 
because I have told the plain, unvarnished truth about the Presi- 
dent and his then Secretary of War. But, Mr. President, no charge 
that has ever been made by any Democrat in the fiercest par- 
tisan debate has equaled in gravity and severity the accusation 
which the Senator from Ohio has brought against this Repub- 
lican Administration. He charges, in effect, that through his 
selected agents the President prosecuted an inquiry in a spirit 
of hostility to the accused because of their race and color; and 
that when even this prejudiced and untrustworthy inyestiga- 
tion had failed to develop incriminating evidence, the President 
then proceeded, without evidence or upon evidence of the flimsi- 
est character, and in flagrant violation of law, to inflict a pun- 
ishment which the Senator from Ohio describes as “ exaggerated, 
harsh, and brutal.” 

The President’s act is made to appear in blacker colors from 
the statement of the Senator from Ohio that the victims of the 
act were men who had a record of long and honorable and he- 
roic service. Such was the character of the men upon whom 
the President, after an unfair and dishonest investigation, with- 
out evidence and without law, inflicted a harsh and brutal pun- 
ishment, according to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. President, if it be true that a spirit of injustice has char- 
acterized every act of the President in this matter; if it be true 
that he has conducted an unfair and hostile investigation; if it 
be true that he has inflicted upon these patriotic and heroic war- 
riors a harsh and brutal punishment, and if the Senator from 
Ohio can convict him of that, then he will have placed him upon 
an eminence of infamy from which no man can take him down. 

But, Mr. President, is all this credible? What motive can we 
ascribe to the President? I can imagine motives that might impel 
the Senator from Ohio to assail the President of the United 
States, but what motive can we ascribe to the President himself 
for perpetrating a wanton outrage upon his worshiping and de- 
voted friends, of wantonly offending so great a body of his fol- 
lowers and turning them over en masse into the hands of his 
personal and political enemies? What motive could he haye had 
for doing it? No man can find it, Mr. President. 

To say that the President and his Secretary of War, a lawyer 
of the highest ability, erred through ignorance of the plain law 
and because of their incompetency to judge the weight of evi- 
dence, is to defend their motives at the expense of their intelli- 
gence. No, Mr. President. If it be true, as the Senator from 
Ohio has charged, that upon an unfair and prejudiced investiga- 
tion, without either evidence or law, the President has done this 
act, then his conduct will stand without the slightest palliation 
or excuse to save it from the brand of infamy and dishonor. 

But, Mr. President, there is no such case here. The first ques- 
tion that arises is, Did he have legal and constitutional author- 
ity for what he did? And, Mr. President, that is the only ques- 
tion, so far as the Senate has any business with the act. If an 
act belongs exclusively within the scope of the Executive au- 
thority, then it necessarily follows that the Executive is the 
sole and exclusive judge of the facts upon which that action 
was based. I do not object to this discussion, because, Mr., 
President, power may be abused; and wherever great power is 
lodged there should be the utmost freedom of discussion and of 
criticism. Even though we have no power to control or to 
limit his action in this matter, I am glad that it has been made 
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the subject of debate, so that if he has abused even his legal 
and constitutional power it may be exposed. 

But, Mr. President, if the President had legal authority to 
act and constitutional authority to act, the only thing needed to 
justify his action, as a matter of fact, is simply to determine 
whether or not his act was for the good of the service. We 
are not trying a case in a criminal court where the accused is 
hedged about by rigid maxims of law and rigid rules of evi- 
dence. We are simply to inquire into the fact whether or not 
from the standpoint of military discipline and for the good of 
the service the President’s action in this case was wise and 
proper. 

The President of the United States under the Constitution is 
made the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. The 
Constitution also provides that Congress may make rules for 
the government and regulation of the land and naval forces. 
Just how far Congress could go under this provision I will not 
undertake to say. But it seems clear that Congress could not 
strip the President of the United States of any of his necessary 
powers as Commander in Chief. It could not take unto it- 
self or delegate to any other the control of the military forces 
of the United States, leaving the President merely the name 
without the attributes of a commander. 

But no such question arises here. The power to discharge a 
soldier naturally and historically belongs fo a commander in 
chief. It is an inherent power, a power necessary to command, 
and it has been so considered in every army and in every age 
and country of the world. Undoubtedly, then, if Congress has 
not tried to deprive the President of this power he has it and 
needs no other delegation than that which goes by necessary 
implication with his office of Commander in Chief. Congress 
has done nothing of the kind. On the contrary, it has expressly 
recognized the President's right to discharge a soldier in the 
fourth article of war. That article reads as follows: 

No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the service 
without a discharge in writing, signed by a field officer of the regi- 
ment to which he belongs, or by the commanding officer when no field 
officer is present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man 
before his term of service has expired except by order of the Presi- 


dent, the Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, 
or by sentence of a general court-martial. 


It will be seen, Mr. President, that the power of the Presi- 
dent, of the Secretary of War, of a department commander, and 
of a general court-martial to discharge an enlisted soldier be- 
fore the expiration of his term of service is the same and in each 
ease it is absolute. The President's authority is identical and 
fully equal to that of a general court-martial. This is made 
plain by the language of the ninety-ninth article, which says: 

No officer shall be discharged or dismissed from the service except 
by order of the President or by sentence of a general court-martial ; 


and in time of peace no officer shall be dismissed except in pursuance 
of the sentence of a court-martial or in mitigation thereof. 


In other words, the President, without a trial, without the 
action of a court-martial, may discharge a soldier before the 
expiration of his term of service either in peace or in war. In 
time of war he may discharge an officer without the action of 
a court-martial, but in time of peace he can not discharge an 
officer without the verdict of a court-martial. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FonAKEn] quoted numerous arti- 
cles of war providing for the punishment of soldiers for different 
offenses. They have absolutely nothing to do with this case. 
This is not a question of punishment. The Senator lays great 
stress upon article 62 of the Articles of War, which is as follows: 

All crimes not capital and all disorders and neglects which officers 
and soldiers may be guilty of, to the prejudice of good order and mili- 
tary discipline, tho not mentioned in the foregoing articles of war, 
are to be taken cognizance of by a general, or a regimental, garrison, or 


field officers’ court-martial, according to the nature and degree of the 
offense, and punished at the discretion of such court. 


Mr. President, that has absolutely nothing on earth to do with 
this case. That article provides for the trial and punishment 
of particular individuals accused of crime. It has nothing 
whatever to do with the President’s power to discharge a man 
from the service, not as a punishment for crime, but for the 
good of the service and for the promotion of military discipline. 

Mr. President, if the President had attempted to punish these 
men for murder or for aiding and abetting a murder or for 
being accessories after the fact to murder, if he had sought to 
punish them by simply sending them out over the land without 
a certificate of good character, the utter inadequacy of the pun- 
ishment, the contemptible nature of the punishment, would haye 
shocked the conscience of the whole country. It is an absurdity 
to talk of punishing men for murder by discharge without 
honor from the Army. It was not done as a punishment; it 
was done as a matter of military discipline. 

The question is, Was the Army made better or worse by dis- 
charging these men? Would it have been better or worse if 
they had been permitted to continue in the Army, to wear the 
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uniform and to carry the guns of American soldiers? That was 
the only question the President had to decide. The mere fact 
that a few of these men were probably innocent and admitted 
to be so by the President, shows that it was not intended as a 
punishment, but simply as a necessary act of discipline. 

The President’s action was absolutely necessary. He either 
had to do what he actually did or he had to do nothing at all. 
He had to leave these murderers in the Army of the United 
States, leave them to commit future acts of violence, leave 
them to stir up strife and bitterness between the Army and the 
citizenship of the country, or he had to do what he actually did 
do. There was no possible alternative except to do what he 
did or do nothing at all. I say, Mr. President, that it was 
absolutely necessary for the discipline of the Army; it was 
necessary if its respect for the rights of civilians was to be en- 
forced ; it was necessary, if the people’s respect for the American 
Army was to be preserved, to do this, even though some innocent 
men should suffer by the act. 

Mr. President, we have had a great deal of talk here about 
the injustice of making innocent men suffer. It may be true as 
a maxim of criminal jurisprudence that it is better that ninety- 
nine guilty men should escape than that one innocent man should 
be hanged, but it is not true that it is better that ninety-nine 
murderers should wear the uniform of the American Army and 
carry its guns to slaughter peaceful citizens, than that one in- 
nocent man should be discharged from the Army. Such a 
maxim would be destructive of all military discipline. 

The President in this case simply did what Robert E. Lee did 
when a lieutenant-colonel in the old Army, in command of a 
department. When members of a certain company engaged in a 
lynching and a murder, and it was impossible to find out the 
particular individuals who committed the crime, Lee disbanded 
the whole company and discharged every member of it without 
honor. There were doubtless some innocent men who were 
made to suffer. But why did he doit? He did it because it was 
necessary for the maintenance of military discipline; it was 
necessary for the protection of innocent and peaceful citizens, 
and General Lee knew—no man knew better—how important it 
is in a Republic that peace and amity should be preserved be- 
tween the citizens and the Army. That is what General Lee did. 
And, Mr. President, so long as the President of the United States 
follows in the footsteps of Robert E. Lee, aman whom he himself 
declared to be the greatest captain of the English-speaking race, 
greater than Marlborough, greater than Wellington, greater than 
Grant, and a man whom history will know as one of the noblest 
and purest souls that ever lived in the tide of times—so long as 
the President follows in the footsteps of that illustrious man he 
can not deviate from the path of rectitude or the path of honor. 
Le us hope that for the rest of his term he will walk in the light 
of such bright and shining examples. 

Mr. President, I have called attention to the fact that this 
power has been exercised by the President before over and over 
again. Here is a list of 352 cases, 113 of them for desertion, a 
crime provided for in the very articles read by the Senator from 
Ohio as an offense that can not be punished except after trial 
by a court-martial. Yet here are 113 cases in the last two years 
where men haye been discharged from the Army for desertion 
simply by the act of the President—discharged without honor 
and without a trial. 

The Senator from Ohio admits that there are cases in which 
the President may discharge without honor, and he admits that 
desertion is one of them, although it is one of the very cases 
provided for in the Articles of War read by him which declare 
absolutely that no man shall be punished for desertion except 
after a trial by court-martial. Here is what the Senator from 
Ohio said. He has admitted that the President did not violate 
the law in any of these 352 cases. He admitted that there were 
cases where the President might discharge a man without 
honor; and here is what he said: : 

I think the discharge without honor is proper enough in a proper case. 

Well, what is a proper case? Here is one of the cases the Sen- 
ator from Ohio supposed to be proper : 

There is another man who has deserted. The officers do not think 
much of him perhaps as a soldier anyhow. He is arrested and brought 
back. There may some trouble about proving the case against him. 

“There may be extenuating circumstances,” and so on, and ` 
therefore he is not tried by a general court-martial, but he is 
discharged from the Army by the act of the President alone, 
discharged without honor, punished by such discharge, as the 
Senator from Ohio would argue. 

But, Mr. President, the only ground upon which the Senator 
can justify, as he does justify, the action of the President in 
discharging these 113 men is that that discharge was not pun- 
ishment. That is the plain truth about it. It was the Presi- 
dent’s exercising the legal and constitutional power to discharge 


1202 


a man from the Army whenever he thinks for any reason upon 
earth that the good of the service and the discipline of the Army 
would be promoted. I can imagine cases where the very char- 
acter of the man, the influence of a man upon his associates, 
would be demoralizing and subversive of discipline, though no 
single punishable offense could be alleged against him, and when 
it would be necessary for the sake of discipline and the good of 
the service to discharge that man from the Army. 

The Senator from Ohio quotes from the Army Regulations, 
which are not acts of Congress, which are not statutes of the 
United States, but simply rules promulgated by the President 
himself, to regulate the conduct of his subordinates and not to 
limit and restrict his own. The Senator read from section 146: 
“Where the company commander deems the service not honest 
and faithful he shall notify the soldier at least thirty days prior 
to discharge, and shall at the same time notify the commanding 
officer, who will convene a board of officers to determine whether 
the soldier’s service has been honest and faithful. Discharge 
without honor on account of ‘service not honest and faithful’ 
will be given only on the approved finding of a board of officers 
as herein prescribed.” This, I say, has nothing to do with the 
President’s action. It is simply instruction issued by him as 
Commander in Chief of the Army to company commanders and 
to others as to what course they shall follow before they can 
give a soldier dishonorable discharge at the expiration of his 
term of service. ; 

It has reference solely, as its context will show, to regular dis- 
charges happening after the expiration of the soldier’s term 
of service. He shall give notice at least thirty days prior to 
the soldier’s discharge—that is, thirty days prior to the time 
when the soldier will be regularly discharged because of the ex- 
piration of his term of service; and in giving such discharge, 
‘before he can give it without honor, the company commander 
and the commanding officer must convene a board. That has 
nothing whatever to do with the President’s right to discharge. 

The Senator repeatedly declared that the evidence upon 
which the President acted was of the flimsiest character. It 
has not seemed so to the President of the United States; it has 
not seemed so to the Secretary of War, a man whose experi- 
ence on the bench and at the bar has qualified him for the in- 
vestigation of questions of evidence. It has not seemed so to 
Major Blocksom and General Garlington and other officers sent 
there to make careful investigation into the facts, and it has 
not seemed so to Assistant Attorney-General Purdy, who was 
especially charged with the duty of making inquiry into that 
incident. It has not seemed so to the American consul in the 
neighboring town in Mexico, who was on the scene and inquired 
into the facts. And finally Major Penrose, the commander of 
that battalion, was himself compelled to admit by the force of 
the evidence that the crime was committed by soldiers under 
his own command. Here is the man responsible for the dis- 
cipline of the soldiers under him, a man who must be made to 
suffer, to some extent, at least, by the failure of his discipline, 
a man who is to be tried by court-martial for allowing his 
soldiers, through lack of discipline, to commit this assault upon 
the people of Brownsville. He is compelled reluctantly, against 
his own inclination and against his own interests, by the over- 
whelming force of the testimony, to admit that the crime was 
not only committed by the soldiers under his command, but that 
it was committed after a deliberate and preconcerted plan. 

Mr. President, if those soldiers did not do it, who did? The 
idea that citizens of Brownsville entered into an elaborate plot 
to commit an assault upon themselves, that they in some way or 
other procured imitation United States uniforms and Army rifles 
and ammunition and that they blacked their faces and kinked 
their hair aad flattened their noses and went out and made an 
assault upon the town in order to cast suspicion upon the 
soldiers in that fort is the most preposterous idea that was ever 
presented to the intelligence of man; and yet that is the only 
alternative to accepting the proposition that it was committed 
by the soldiers themselves. If they did not do it, who did? 
There are plenty of eyewitnesses who saw colored men in 
the United States uniform, with guns in their hands. What 
other colored men in and about Brownsville were armed with 
United States rifles and dressed in the uniform of the Army? 
There are the physical facts of the bullets, the shells, and the 
clips which belonged to Springfield rifles, exclusively in the pos- 
session of the troops there at Brownsville. If they did not com- 
mit the act, who did? If only the identity of the individuals 
who were seen there that night ceuld be discovered, there would 
net be the slightest difficulty on earth in convicting these men 
beyond a shadow of a doubt in a trial before a jury, even in 
Ohio. 

Mr. President, I was much interested in the speech of my 
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honorable friend the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. T- 
MAN]. It was a powerful speech; it was unique and original, 
as his speeches always are; it contained detached points and 
arguments of great interest and value; but with all due respect 
to my friend the Senator from South Carolina it seems to me 
that his premises were upon one side of the earth and his con- 
clusion upon the other, with no bridge between. The Senator 
from South Carolina says he has no more doubt than he has of 
his own existence that this assault was committed by soldiers 
of that regiment. He characterized the whole regiment, the 
whole command there at Brownsville, as a gang of lawless, 
brutal, murderous desperadoes. He tells us and tells us truly 
that they have committed the same crime, or like crimes, over 
and over again; and of this there can be no doubt. Wherever 
they went, in the North or in the South, they made the same 
record for ruffianism, violence, and murder. They did not need 
to be incited by the insults or indignities of negro-hating 
southerners to commit their acts of violence. They were as 
ready to shoot up a town and to murder citizens in Nebraska 
or in Nevada as in any southern community. 

I have here a letter written by C. H. Cornell, chairman of the 
Republican Congressional committee of the Sixth district of 
Nebraska, telling about the conduct of these troops in that State. 
I will not read it all, but, mentioning one instance, he says: 

A discharged soldier from one of the negro regiments named Strat- 
ton kept a 5 and dance house on a tract of land about 1 
miles from Fort Niobrara. On the night of October 29, 1904, abou 
midnight, while the usual dance was in progress, a team hauling 
a spring wagon, with four occupants, drove up in front of the 
door, and one of the inmates, called Lulu Johnson, came out of the 
house to the wagon. Immediately shots rang out, apparently fired at 
the wagon, but from a point that each must take effect there or pass 
into, and in some instances through, the dance hall, which was very 
well filled with dancers. 

When the firing ceased it was found that Turnbull, the driver, was 
shot through the arm; Raymond Smith, an occupant, through the 
body; Lulu Johnson, through the breast, near the heart; one_horse 
killed and the other wounded. Inside the building a stove had been 
hit and shattered, the bar shot up somewhat, but_ miraculously no 
person hurt, although there were any number of Close calls. Coin- 
cidently, two men in khaki were seen, with guns across their shoulders, 
starting toward Fort Niobrara. Next morning sixteen empty Krag- 
Jörgensen shells were found on the ground at the point where the 
firi: seemed to come from and the location the two men were seen 
leaving. The wounded were taken to the Fort Niobrara hospital, 
where the Johnson woman died the next day; Turnbull recovered 
promptly, and Smith finally. 

The shooting, having been committed off the reservation, came under 
the jurisdiction of the civil authorities. Consequently the sheriff and 
coroner were notified, a coroner's jury was empaneled, and a st- 
mortem held at post hospital, which resulted in determining that from 
the character of the wound it was made from a Krag-Jérgensen. The 
murder raf se ng so wanton and cold-blooded, extraordinary efforts 
were put forth to try to locate the guilty ones. Persons who were 
thought by their associations to be on terms of intimacy with the sol- 
diers were looked to to secure the information, and Colonel Hoyt, com- 
manding the regiment, assigned Lieutenants Mapes and Wiegenstein for 
special duty to run down the guilty ones, if possible. 

The officers, in fact, were rticularly anxious to apprehand and 
deliver the culprits to the civil authorities. However, although that 
shooting was done on a clear, bright night by two persons seen in the 
act or immediately thereafter, not the slightest trace has to this day 
been discovered in the direction of either apprehending the guilty par- 
ties or of learning the motive. It was sald that, although numbers of 
the enlisted men might have full 5 of men and motive, no one 
would dare to divulge the same for fear of his own life. 

Although the murdered one was one of their own color and without 
character, the act was no less a crime than the like one which followed 
it in Brownsville, and only emphasizes the necessity of some form of 
salutary punishneent. 

Mr. President, wherever these soldiers went they were a ter- 
ror to good citizens. and a disgrace to the American uniform. 
They had committed murders before, but then, as now, they 
stood together apparently so solidly to shield the guilty that 
none of the murderers has been traced or convicted, Can 
any man give me a good reason why they should continue to 
wear the uniform of the United States? 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CARMACK. With pleasure. 

Mr. SCOTT. Providing that one of the colored soldiers who 
was dismissed could establish before a proper tribunal that he 
was absolutely innocent, does not the Senator think that a tribu- 
nal should be established before which he should be heard in 
order to give him an opportunity to establish his innocence? 

Mr. CARMACK. I should say, if the President thought it was 
necessary and proper, he ought to do it. I think it would be a 
proper thing to do. I do not think it would be a proper thing 
for us to do. I believe that this matter is exclusively within 
the province of the executive department. I believe the Presi- 
dent ought to do everything he can do to separate the inno- 
cent from the guilty, and if there are any men who were not 
actually concerned directly or indirectly in the perpetration 
of this crime, and who have not shown any sympathy with it, 
who haye not attempted to shield the murderers—if there is 
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one such man as that in that battalion, and the President can 
find him, I do not hesitate to express my opinion that he ought 
to relieve him from the consequences of the act. 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me a moment further? 
Mr. CARMACK. With pleasure. 


Mr. SCOTT. I do not know that it is an absolute fact, but 
by the press we are informed that the President has said if 
any of these men can prove their innocence there is no objection 
to their reenlistment. How can they prove their innocence 
unless we provide for them a tribunal before which they can 
be tried? 

Mr. CARMACK. Well, Mr. President, if they can not, then if 
we can we ought to do it. That is all there is about it. If 
there is no other way in which innocent men can be shielded 
from the consequences of this act, whatever is necessary to be 
done and can legally and constitutionally be done by any depart- 
ment of the Goyernment ought to be done. I do not hesitate to 
say that. But I see no reason why the President can not do 
this. He is himself the tribunal, the constitutional tribunal, in 
this case. 

Mr. President, it is easy to talk about innocent men being 
made to suffer. There may be a few men in that battalion 
who neither directly nor indirectly were implicated in this 
affair. But they must be few. But what have the Senator from 
South Carolina and other Senators to say about the innocent 
men, women, and children who must be made to suffer if these 
ruffians are allowed to remain in the Army of the United 
States? What community could sleep in peace with this gang 
of murderers and lawless desperadoes, as the Senator from 
South Carolina describes them, in the midst of it? The Sena- 
tor tells us that they have terrorized towns and communities 
again and again. Must they be permitted to continue to do 
that forever simply because it is impossible with absolute 
accuracy to divide the few who are innocent from the many 
who are guilty? 

Mr. President, there are others who have rights in this 
matter. There are men, women, and children, peaceful civilians, 
who have a right to be protected against the terror and peril 
that come to every community to which these soldiers are sent. 
They have rights superior to those even of supposedly innocent 
soldiers of the battalion. 

The Senator from South Carolina says President Roosevelt 
lynched 167 men, I believe, because 20 were guilty of a crime. 
When I find that Robert E. Lee, as a colonel in the United 
States Army, did precisely the same thing under substantially 
identical circumstances, I am not willing to apply such an epi- 
thet to such an act. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. CARMACK. When I find that my distinguished friend 
from South Carolina, as governor of that great State, discharged 
an entire company of soldiers under his authority as commander 
in chief without any form or semblance of a trial I do not 
say that the Senator from South Carolina was guilty of lynch- 
ing or eyen that he approved it 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessce 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CARMACK. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suppose the Senator must have found frora 
his reading that General Ainsworth declares most emphatically 
that the action of Colonel Lee is not a precedent for the action of 
the President. 

Mr. CARMACK. It may not be a precedent for General 
Ainsworth, but it is good enough for me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That may be; but still General Ainsworth 
ought to know what military law is; and I for one prefer to 
take his opinion rather than that of the Senator from Tennes- 
isee. 
Mr. CARMACK. I prefer to take General Lee’s opinion 
rather than that of either the Senator from South Carolina or 
General Ainsworth. I think Lee knew more than both of them 
on the subject of military law. He knew more than both of 
them put together will ever learn. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly; but the Senator ought at 
least to be fair enough to quote General Lee's action accurately. 
He did not discharge the soldiers. He distributed them, I un- 
derstand, to other companies. He broke the company up and 
distributed them around. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator is exactly correct. I say he 
disbanded the company 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARMACK. And afterwards discharged every member 
of it without honor upon the expiration of his term. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, the man was already discharged when 
his term expired. General Lee had nothing more to do with him. 

Mr. CARMACK. He had this to do with it, that he ordered 


them discharged without honor—lynched them, as the Senator 
from South Carolina would say. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield further to the Senator from South Carolina, 

Mr. CARMACK. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This form of discharge without honor is only 
about thirteen years old. All discharges before that time were 
honorable or dishonorable discharges. The Senator is drawing 
on his imagination for some of his statements. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I am drawing upon the state- 
ment.expressly made by the War Department upon this matter. 
I am not drawing upon my imagination when I say that the com- 
mander in chief of the army of South Carolina, being no other 
than the Senator himself, discharged an entire company, not 
only without honor, but with dishonor, without any trial what- 
eyer. I think under the circumstances he did right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator was not present when I made 
the explanation about that, and probably he has not read it in 
the Recorp. I discharged those men, or dismissed them rather, 
from the service of the State of South Carolina because they had 
mutinied against the orders of their commander, myself. 

Mr. CARMACK. How did the Senator know they had done it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. They sent me a written communication refus- 
ing to obey my orders and resigning while they were out, under 
service. 

Mr. CARMACK. The point I make, Mr. President, is that 
the Senator as commander in chief of the army of South Caro- 
lina acted upon his own authority, and upon his own respon- 
sibility, and upon information exclusively in his possession, and 
without a single fact or particle of evidence ascertained by a 
court-martial, by a board of military officers, or by any form of 
trial whatever. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When I did that, Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator will permit me, these men had been called into the service 
of the State under the laws of South Carolina, and they were 
subject to the rules and regulations of war. Are these men at 
Brownsville in a time of war? Is there anything of that sort? 
Is there any analogy? 

Mr. CARMACK. Oh, Mr. President, that was not a time of 
war in South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was so near it that if the Senator had 
been there he would have thought it was. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator from South Carolina had 
been in Brownsville he might have thought there was something 
like war there, and there are some people who still think so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wars do not last for only fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CARMACK. The man with the empty sleeve in the 
town of Brownsville probably has an impression that there was 
something like a state of belligerency at least in that town. 

But, Mr. President, there was disorder in the State of South 
Carolina, and upon evidence which the commander in chief of 
the army of South Carolina thought sufficient, acting as the 
sole and exclusive judge of that evidence, acting as the sole and 
exclusive judge as to his own right and authority in the 
matter, without any trial whatever, without any day in court 
except in so far as the governor of South Carolina was the 
court, just as in this case the President of the United States 
was the court, without a form or semblance of trial, discharged 
every member of the company. 

Mr. President, I am not criticising the action of the Senator 
from South Carolina. I think he acted absolutely within the 
scope of his duties. I have no doubt that he was entirely jus- 
tified in his act. He tells me that these men were dudes, and I 
agree with the Senator from South Carolina that lynching is 
good enough for a dude. He says they were bandbox warriors; 
that they did not obey the order of their commanding officer, 
and with his usual directness the governor of South Carolina 
did what he ought to have done—he taught them a lesson in 
military discipline, and did it for the good of the service with- 
out fooling away any time on a court-martial or a board of mili- 
tary officers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CARMACK. That is the kind of a man he is—I will 
yield in a moment—I think it is one of the highest compliments 
ever paid to the Senator from South Carolina that the Presi- 
dent of the United States should have followed in his shining 
footsteps. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— : . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CARMACK. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course, if the Senator persists in refusing 


1204 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 16, 


to see that there is no analogy, no comparison, no relation be- 
tween my action and that of the President of the United States, 
I can not help that. These militiamen had been called to the 
service of the State, as I had the authority to do, and were 
ordered to supervise the sending of telegrams and to allow 
nothing to go out that was incendiary. They notified me in 
writing the next morning, by their commanding officer, that 
they thought that duty was not that of a soldier; that it was 
obnoxious, and, therefore, rather than be compelled to perform 
it they tendered their resignation. Does the Senator see no 
difference? 

Mr. CARMACK. They notified you? 

Mr. TILLMAN, They notified me in writing that they did 
not think it was their duty to perform that service and asked 
to be relieved of it and to be got out of service, and tendered 
their resignation. $ 

Mr. CARMACK. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
they notified him through the commanding officer? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. Well, Mr. President, the Senator then, upon 
a communication addressed to him by one man, having no eyi- 
dence before him upon earth except the statement of one man, 
proceeded to discharge an entire company, every man of them. 
Without any form of trial whatever, without any investigation 
whatever, without any court-martial or board of military officers, 
without making any inquiry at all as to whether there might not 
be some innocent men involved, he promptly, immediately pro- 
ceeded to disband and discharge this whole company and to 
send them out branded with dishonor as unfit to wear the uni- 
form of the great State of South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, one moment, please. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will agree with the Senator it is not ex- 
actly analogous. His action was a little worse than that of the 
President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In one sense probably it was worse. But 
here was the President of the United States made cognizant of 
the fact that murder had been committed, and only 20 men out 
of 167 had ever been charged with complicity in it or participa- 
tion in it. Instead of employing all the instrumentalities at 
his command, instead of using the suggestion of their com- 
mander that three men be enlisted as detectives and turned loose 
among them to ferret out the murder and to find those who were 
guilty, he discharges the whole gang, and he turns loose these 
men, punished how? Simply by the words on the back of 
their discharge, “ Ordered discharged without honor.” Is that 
sufficient punishment for murder? 

Mr. CARMACK. It is no punishment at all for murder. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then what does the Senator think was the 
President’s duty? Was it his duty to turn them loose? 

Mr. CARMACK. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He has got detective agencies. He has got 
every instrumentality in the shape of money to offer a reward. 
‘What did he do? 

Mr. CARMACK. If the President of the United States in- 
tended to employ detectives to inquire into this matter, I do not 
suppose he would publish it to the world or give the information 
to be used publicly here upon the floor of the United States 
Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. CARMACK. Men who employ detectives do not, as a 
rule, notify the persons whom they are trying to investigate in 
that way. Whether the President employed any detectives or 
not I do not know, neither does the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But, Mr. President 

Mr. CARMACK. But we have a right to suppose that he has 
done and is doing everything he can to inquire into the matter 
and to find out all he can about it. He has at least done a great 
deal more than the governor of South Carolina did, who did not 
employ any instrumentalities at all, who did not make any in- 
vestigation at all, and who with no evidence before him except 
the word of one man proceeded to discharge a whole company. 
` Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator gets any consolation out of 
that, of course he is welcome. 

Mr. CARMACK. I am not getting any consolation out of it. 
It grieves me. 3 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator does not think that the Presi- 
dent instead of turning these men loose Should haye held them 
in the service, should have held them where he could get at them, 
should have kept them together so that the detectives could 
have done their work? Now where are they? Roaming up 
and down the land as martyrs and heroes. 

Mr. CARMACK.» There are some Senators who are trying to 
make them martyrs and heroes. I am not one of them, thank 
God. Wherever they may be roaming, they are not wearing the 
uniform or carrying the gun of an American soldier. They are 


not disgracing the Army of the United States. They are not 
doing that. I think the President ought not to have kept 
them in the Army. I think it is of the highest imporfance 
that there should be the best of feeling prevailing between 
the soldiers in the Army and the civilians, and we can not have 
that if we keep such murderers of peaceful civilians wearing the 
uniform of the United States. 

The Senator from South Carolina says that if one of those 
soldiers were to come to South Carolina he would probably be 
lynched. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. CARMACK. I understood the Senator to say that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I simply said he was not going there; that is 
all; and the Senator knows he is not going to Tennessee, 
either. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not know it. I know he could come 
to Tennessee if he wanted to, and if he did not commit any 
crime while there he could come just as safely as the Senator 
from South Carolina could come. You never heard of a man 
being killed in Tennessee on account of something that oc- 
curred in Texas, no matter whether he was black or white, and 
you never will hear of it. 

Mr. President, I think it exceedingly unfortunate from every 
point of view that this agitation should have been begun. I 
cast no imputation upon the good faith of the Senator from 
Ohio, and certainly none upon the Senator from South Carolina. 
But it seems to me, sir, that there is something else behind these 
uncalled-for attacks upon the President than a passion for 
justice and for law. Whence comes this new-found zeal for 
law and Constitution; this jealousy of Executive encroachment 
upon the power of Congress and the rights of citizens? This 
particular act of the President is simply the occasion, but it is 
not the cause, of this violent and concerted attack upon the 
Administration. The President has done enough in all con- 
science to alarm every real friend of the Constitution and of the 
Republic. Through it all he has bad the united, enthusiastic 
support of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. We 
have seen him issue an Executive order embodying the véry 
terms of a pension bill which the Congress of the United States 
had refused to pass, and give it the force and effect of law. 
We have seen him in the Panama adventure riding roughshod 
over treaty and statute and international and constitutional 
law, and doing it with the unanimous approyal of Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber. We have seen him make a 
treaty with a foreign country and put it in force without the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. We have observed his action 
in the matter of the Indianola post-office. There was a case, Mr. 
President, where the Senator from Ohio might have truly said 
that the President acted upon the flimsiest evidence and without 
the warrant of law. There was a case in which the Postmaster- 
General officially declared that only a very few people were even 
suspected of intending to do something wrong and that the vast 
majority of the people had no sympathy with their conduct and 
no part in their act, and yet the President abolished that post- 
office and compelled all the people of that community, the great 
majority of them innocent and only a few supposed to be guilty, 
to go 30 miles to get their mail. Why was not the voice of the 
Senator from Ohio then uplifted? Where, where, was Roderick 
then? Why did he not come to-the defense of the white people 
of Mississippi, who were subjected to a great wrong and out- 
rage and violation of law and upon the flimsiest and most con- 
temptible evidence? 

Mr. President, there have been numberless infractions of the 
Constitution and the law by the President, and they have never 
stirred a ripple upon the placid waters of Republican harmony. 
It is by the most honorable acts of his Administration that the 
President has aroused so deadly an antagonism within his own 
party. He might have continued to trample upon the law to 
the end of time; he might have multiplied his infidelities to the 
Constitution until they were as numberless as the stars of 
heaven or the sands of the sea, and if he had not otherwise 
offended, no voice would ever have been lifted to protest against 
the great outrage upon the negro troops at Brownsville. 

The President has made the mistake of compelling his party 
to violate all its traditions, to break with its old-time friends, 
to turn its guns upon the allies of a hundred battles. He has 
brought the great railways and trusts and corporations of the 
country to recognize that there are such things as law and 
government in this country. Helpless under the compelling 
force of public opinion that he has arrayed behind him, his 
party leaders have yielded, snarling and reluctant, but biding 
time and opportunity to strike, just as the dog that is compelled 
to fight will “ snatch at the master that doth tarre him on.” 

This is but the beginning of a fight, Mr. President, to break 
the power of the only leader of the Republican party wio ever 
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arrayed it against the enemies of the people. It is an effort to 
put the party back into its old position, to renew its old alli- 
ances, to make peace with its old friends, and establish again 
its covenant with the plunderers and oppressors of the Amer- 


ican people. 

And, Mr. President, it will succeed. The resources of the 
gentleman in the White House can not stay the inevitable hour. 
He has attempted the impossible task of recreating the Repub- 
lican party. -Mr. President, you may whitewash the Ethiopian 
and you may unspot the leopard, but you can not make the one 
a Caucasian or the other a lamb. There is a force as com- 
pelling and persistent as the law of gravitation that will 
draw the Republican party back to the position from which, by 
main strength and awkwardness, the President of the United 
-States has lifted it up. The Republican party has never felt 
comfortable in the strange company it has been compelled to 
keep. It has tried to appear at ease in the stolen garb of De- 
mocracy and to comfort itself with the proverb that “every true 
man's garment fits your thief;“ but it has never been able to 
conquer its yearning for the old suit of stripes which it has 
worn so long and which fitted it so becomingly and so well. 

Mr. President, the Republican party must go back to its old 
associations, even as the dog returneth to his vomit and the 
sow, that was washed, to her wallowing in the mire. It will in 
a little while look back to its brief masquerade as a friend of 
the people as to a hideous dream. 

Mr. President, the issue has been forced. President Roose- 
velt must fight the course; and I say to Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber, you must take your alternative, you 
must either renominate Theodore Roosevelt or you must give 
us back our platform. [Laughter.] You have got to do it. 
It was never yours. In your hearts you are longing for the 
time to come when you can cast off this Rooseveltian incubus. 
The Republican party, for the first time in years, will look nat- 
ural when it sits for its photograph in the next campaign. 
But, Mr. President, in the meanwhile the sentiment which 
President Roosevelt has created, which he has helped to arouse 
against plutocracy, will turn millions of voters to the ranks of 
the Democratic party, and if President Roosevelt himself 
chooses to come, he will find there ample opportunity to render 
great service to the American people and to learn some respect 
for the Constitution and the law. [Manifestations of applause 
in the galleries and on the floor.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must admonish the 
occupants of the galleries that, under the rules of the Senate, 
applause is not permitted. 

During the delivery of Mr. Carmack’s speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Tennessee will 
suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

After the conclusion of Mr. CARMACK’S speech, 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I can give to the Senate and to 
Senators who are yet to speak the comforting assurance that I 
shall occupy the Senate for a few minutes only. My speech 
will have one merit at least, which Polonius described as the 
soul of wit—the merit of brevity. I know this assurance has 
been often given and not often kept, but in my case and in this 
instance it will be kept, because I have written what I shail 
say, and I know just how long it will take me to dispose of if. 

I begin, Mr. President, under rather difficult circumstances, 
while the Senate is still under the glamor of the eloquent pero- 
ration of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack]. That 
Senator treated this question with great seriousness, with 
almost sepulchral seriousness; but, Mr. President, somehow I 
can not share and do not share in that view of it. 

Mr. President, the discussion upon which the Senate has been 
engaged for several weeks has taken on such curious phases 
that it is impossible for me longer to regard it with seriousness. 

From real war to mimic war is usually a long stride, but we 
have seen the feat accomplished here in a single short step. 
We have on hand a tempest in a teapot—several of them, in- 
deed—and the whole performance has come to be downright 
funny. I have been greatly diverted by the shifting of the 
scenes. Surely the Senator from Ohio did not foresee what he 
was starting when he offered his resolution. It can not be that 
he intended to provoke the accomplished Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] into repeating in the Senate Chamber 
those polished and most admirable deliverances on the race 


question with which he has, with rare discretion and at great 
personal sacrifice, regaled impecunious chautauquas throughout 
the country, and thereby incite the redoubtable Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] to make a resentful defense of the 
American democracy in the name of Roosevelt. Just what the 
race question has to do with an investigation into the facts of 
the Brownsyille incident may not be perfectly clear to all of us; 
nevertheless we have had all the phases of the race question 
discussed except the remedy. We are promised that a solution 
of this portentous question will be later disclosed, but so far 
the oratorical pyrotechnics have served only to make the famil- 
iar darkness more plainly visible. 

Still this diverting flurry has not been without yalue, since 
it afforded the Senator from Colorado an opportunity to give 
authoritative assurance to all mankind, which he did with 
charming naiveté, just what the Democrats of the country, South 
as well as North, think of the negro problem. It is a delight- 
ful sensation to feel that, after all, those of us who have viewed 
this dread question with an ever-accentuating fear are, in 
fact, without any substantial ground for our apprehension. It 
is all very funny, but also very comfortable—if true. 

But, Mr. President, if this race question—introduced as a 
side show and as a diversion alien to the main circus—has been 
amusing, so has the real thing itself. A few days ago the sky 
beyond this center aisle was overcast with ominous clouds. 
The very atmosphere was surcharged with sulphurous odors, 
There was a most exhilarating prospect of a desperate clash— 
a tragic duel to the death between the accepted champion of 
the President and the accepted champion of the discharged sol- 
diers of the Twenty-fifth Regiment. Then the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Foraker] were marshaling their forces for battle and lurid 
war seemed inevitable. But almost within the twinkling of an 
eye the battle prospect which stirred our pulses to quicker 
beating vanished and “ grim-visaged war smoothed his wrinkled 
front.” Now, instead of loud alarums and threats of dire por- 
tent, we hear only the harmless tumult of a sham engagement. 
Mr. President, I am disappointed. It is well, of course, for 
brethren to dwell together in unity, but, being fond of a 
“scrap”—I mean as a looker-on—I confess myself most 
grievously disappointed. However, it is but fair to say that, . 
though disappointed, I am not wholly surprised. In fact, I 
rather anticipated this outcome when I heard that the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], who is a veritable apostle of 
peace, had arranged an armistice, and I felt sure of it when I 
heard that the amiable senior Senator from Iowa had left his 
sick room, braved the winter winds, and hurried to Washington. 
It was easy odds that when he came and laid his soothing and 
plastic hand on the mutinous hot bloods and brought them 
under the spell of his persuasive influence there would be hand 
shakings and felicitations. 

But, after all, Mr. President, there is really nothing left to 
fight about. If the Senator from Massachusetts had stood by 
his original amendment to the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio we would now have a real issue of real moment before 
the Senate. That amendment proposed to commit the Senate, 
in terse and definite terms, to the proposition that in dismissing 
this negro battalion the President acted within the scope of his 
constitutional and legal authority. There was meat in the issue 
thus presented. It was a bold stroke, too, on the part of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. It was a bearding of the lion in 
his den. Into the arena the Senator stróde like a veritable 
Ajax, wearing the colors of the king, with frowning visage and 
lance firm set, challenging the hotspur who dared affront the 
throne to have a bout with him. As I observed the Senator on 
that occasion, I felt my admiration for him, already and always 
great, perceptibly grow; and when the Senator from Ohio in- 
stantly and impetuously snatched up the gauge of battle thrown 
at his feet I fancied I could see blood spots on the moon. Here 
were foemen worthy each of the other's steel. The outlook was 
beautiful and fuil of tragic promise. We were to have a tilt 
that would become historical; and I repeat, Mr. President, I 
was savage enough to feel elated at the prospect. Not so any 
longer. The trumpets are silent; pennants no longer wave; 
“the pomp and circumstance of glorious war” have vanished, 
and we have sunk again to the humdrum level of the common- 
place. When the Senator from Massachusetts backed away and 
withdrew his amendment, a truce was inevitable. There was 
nothing left to fight about. True, since then we have had de- 
bate galore, pro and con, as to the President’s authority to do 
what he did, but to what practical purpose I know not. Some 
heavy guns have boomed and there have been fusillades of lighter 
arms, but there is no way of telling whether anything or any- 
body has been hit. This is so because the issue as to the 
President's authority was withdrawn from the Senate when 


the Senator from Massachusetts withdrew his amendment. No 
doubt, Mr. President, the question raised by that amendment is, 
efter all, still the one paramount and complicated question in- 
yolyed in this whole consideration, but it is no longer before the 
Senate in a form to be authoritatively determined. It may re- 
turn to provoke discord again—that delightful discord which the 
yaliant retreat of the Senator from Massachusetts was the 
means of silencing. Let us hope it may. But then, what is 
more likely, it may never come to plague or please us again. 
In any event there is no such issue before the Senate now. The 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts, with 
which he sought to cover his flight and protect his rear, does not 
eyen remotely present that issue. His speech in explaining his 
purpose in offering the substitute was interesting, as his 
speeches always are; but, like the others, he only fired in the 
air. There was no target to shoot at. He had removed the 
target with his own hands, and thereby made it impossible for 
the Senate to say whether his aim was accurate or whether he 
had been shooting to any purpose. His substitute can not be 
measured by his interpretation of it nor by his statement of his 
motive in offering it. The substitute, like the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio, speaks for itself. If it should be adopted, 
the committee charged with the duty it enjoins would not look 
to the Senator’s speech, but to the resolution itself for instruc- 
tion. Doing that, they would find that they were instructed 
merely “to make inquiry and take testimony in regard to the 
affray at Brownsville ”—exactly what the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio calls for. There is not a word about the Presi- 
dent's authority; all that is eliminated. 

Mr. President, for myself I am sorry the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts did not stand by his guns. But he did not. To inquire 
why be did not might be indelicate; it might be to trample on 
the Senator's sensibility. Can it be possible that he feared to 
make the test and take the hazard of the die? Perish the 
thought, since above all things the Senator stands for the 
President. Not only on this oceasion, but on all occasions, the 
able and erudite Senator from Massachusetts, with a possible 
well-known exception on this side the Chamber, is first in the 
field when the President needs defense. As defender we 
know he is alert, able, and faithful. His arm is puissant, his 
tongue eloquent, his loyalty superb. He is a man of power and 
great worth, and no President could be more fortunate in 
championship. Therefore, if ever he fails or falters it must 
be that his cause is bad or that he is subject to some extraneous 
influence he can not resist. To say that the Senator feared to 
put his issue to the test would be to say that the President 
feared also. Can twin fears of such parentage be conceived? 
Imagine great Jove and Mars, his minister, trembling together! 
That would be a sight for the gods! Then, indeed, might we 
exclaim, “Great is the Buckeye State, and greater still its 
prophet.” But whateyer the cause, the fact remains that the 
Senator from Massachusetts abandoned the field to his antago- 
nist. The flag of the Ohio Senator now floats on the Presi- 
dential rampart, and it will remain there unless the Senator 
from Massachusetts returns successfully to the dttack. No 
more finesse, no strategic side stepping or play for place, no 
beating of tom-toms can obscure that fact or rob the victor of 
his honors. It is perfectly manifest that the substitute with 
which the Senator from Massachusetts displaced his amendment 
differs in no essential particular from the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio. There is, of course, some slight variance in 
phraseology, but between the two there is no difference in 
meaning, substance, or effect. Both call for an investigation 
into the facts of the Brownsville butchery, and that is the sum 
total of all that either calls for. No matter whether the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Ohio or the substitute of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts shall be adopted, the result will be the 
same. In either event the same investigation will be held and 
the same report be made. 

Why, then, was the substitute proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts? Was it a mere play for position? Mr. Presi- 
dent, that seems to be about all we have left of the fight. The 
Senator from Massachusetts begs only for a modicum of aro- 
matic salye for his bruises, while the Senator from Ohio demands 
his laurel wreath without a missing leaf. Can not the senior Sen- 
ators from Iowa and Wisconsin adjust this extremely delicate 
point of difference? Can it not be arranged so that we may 
have yet another resolution of the same purport by way of com- 
promise, and perfect peace in consequence? It is possible that 
the Senator from Wisconsin has impaired his usefulness as a 
pacificator by his inopportune speech of yesterday. But that 
should not be so, for his speech, though exceptionally able, was, 
like others we have heard, directed to the President’s power, 
which is really not now an issue before the Senate, and was 
therefore, as the matter now stands, not such a deliverance as 
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needs to interfere with his high office as mediator. Besides, we 
know that whom the Senator from Wisconsin loveth he chasten- 
eth, and on that account the Senator from Ohio should not take 
mortal offense because the Senator from Wisconsin has shown 
some natural leaning to the President. Besides, again, the 
blow was softened by the oft-repeated but always charming ora- 
torical duet of the Senators from Wisconsin and South Carolina. 
No Senator could set such music going, and then thrust with en- 
vious dagger. No; I regard the Wisconsin Senator as still eligi- 
ble to the arduous office of peacemaker. But, in any event, we 
have the Senator from Iowa still, and that alone is enough. 

In the meantime, Mr. President, the only question of present 
moment before the Senate is that presented by the Senator from 
Ohio, namely, Will the Senate order an investigation? Whether 
the President had lawful right to dismiss these soldiers from the 
Army or not, he did do it. And now that the question of his 
authority has been eliminated—I came near saying from the dis- 
cussion, but from the consideration of the Senate—at least for 
the present, there is nothing left except to determine whether 
the investigation moved by the Senator from Ohio shall be or- 
dered. At first I was disposed to vote to turn the whole propo- 
sition down; but, on reflection, I shall vote for the resolution 
mainly because it seems proper that so serious a matter should 
be thoroughly and impartially investigated. Beyond doubt the 
exact facts should be ascertained as far as possible. 

The occurrence at Brownsville involves the discipline and good 
name of the American Army, and for that reason it ought to be 
thoroughly sifted. And then, since the drastic action of the 
President has been called in question, as being not only without 
authority of law, but in violation of law, and since it has been 
further said that as a consequence of that action gross injustice 
has been done to individual soldiers, the whole affair should be 
probed to the bottom. True there have been some investiga- 
tions made under Executive direction, and while such investiga- 
tions were proper, and while at this time I credit the results of 
those investigations in so far as facts were developed by them, 
nevertheless it is manifestly true that those investigations were 
ex parte in character and somewhat superficial, and it would 
seem, therefore, that the public interests, as well as considera- 
lions of justice, demand a more complete, searching, and ade- 
quate inquiry into the facts. If this should be done coura- 
geously, patiently, and impartially, as I have no doubt it would 
be by the Senate committee, it is more than possible that it 
would result in fixing responsibility for the crime upon those 
who are guilty of it, and at the same time exculpate those who 
are innocent. It may result not only in punishing the guilty, 
but in laying a basis for having justice done to the innocent. 
As no man guilty of this atrocity is now wearing the uniform of 
the Army, and since all of them, the guilty and innocent alike, 
have been dismissed, no public harm can possibly eventuate from 
the proposed investigation. On the contrary, substantial good 
in more ways than one may be accomplished by it. I believe 
the facts when fully ascertained will confirm the President's 
statement as to what the facts are, and as the investigation may 
lead to important results in other respects, there should be no 
hesitancy about ordering it. I am anxious to see the President 
vindicated. In common with all civilized men, I was profoundly 
shocked at the murderous assault made by fiends wearing the 
uniform of American soldiers on a sleeping town at midnight, 
and instinctively I sympathized—heartily sympathized—with the 
President’s just indignation and impulsively indorsed his vigor- 
eus action. After the first outburst of horror inspired by the 
tragedy was past and men had recovered their poise again, the 
whole country watched the President’s course with a keen and 
constantly augmenting interest. I am sure I followed him 
through it all with the greatest concern. The President is not 
always as bold at the end as at the beginning, and I wondered 
whether he would yield to the pressure brought upon him to re- 
yerse his action or go on resolutely to the end of the road upon 
whieh he had started. I observed that some of his adyisers 
manifested timidity and a disposition to retreat. The circum- 
ambient air was made hot with wireless warnings and admoni- 
tions to the President, then sailing on distant seas, and, judging 
by the past, I expected a halting note would be sounded back ; 
but for some reason it did not come. 

With the light since thrown upon the question, and the doubt 
excited by it as to the President’s power, I can see that he 
might well have hesitated; but at the beginning I presumed, as 
a matter of course, that he was acting within the purview of 
his authority. Assuming that that was true, I was interested 
in seeing how he would be affected by the pulse beat which 
alarmed his deputies at home. Except to the extent that he 
may be responsible, if at all, for the fiasco here in the Senate, 
he has so far deported himself with unflinching courage. For 
once in his phenomenal career he has stood steadfast and firm. 
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I believed the President's act merited universal approval, and I 
was strengthened in that belief by the strong presentation made 


by him and the Secretary of War. And now, Mr. President, 
just as I was settling down and accustoming myself to the 
novelty of supporting the President without a doubt as to the 
wisdom of doing so, along comes the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Foraker] and says on the authority of his great name, first, 
that the President has not properly reported the facts, and 
secondly, that in dismissing the battalion he exceeded his au- 
thority and violated the Constitution and the statute law of 
the land. That upset me. It put me to the necessity of making 
some inquiry into the President’s power. I am still wholly in 

. sympathy with the President, but I am not so confident as be- 
fore. I do not believe that the President missed the facts very 
far, and he was right in saying that the Army should be rid 
of such miscreants. But, Mr. President, I am a great stickler 
for the Constitution, and I am so unalterably opposed to the 
tendency and the apparent purpose of those now in executive 
authority to override the limitations with which their power 
has been hedged about that I must hesitate to follow the mere 
promptings of sympathy in a given case if thereby a dangerous 
precedent is established. Yet, so strong is my desire to support 
the President in this controversy, I would have to be sure that 
there was no legal justification for his act before I would vote 
to disapprove it. But at this time I am bound to confess that 
doubt is so yoked to inclination that I could not follow the 
President in his final step without a feeling of insecurity. But, 
Mr. President, I will not amplify upon that, or else I will be 
shooting into the air also. I will say what I have to say on that 
subject when it comes as an issue before the Senate. 

In the meantime I think the investigation should proceed. 
I am aware that there is a disposition on this side of the Cham- 
ber to squelch the investigation by voting down all the reso- 
lutions. At first I was in sympathy with that view, but now 
I have determined to vote the other way. The investigation 
can not do any harm, and it may do good in the particulars 
I have indicated. And it will do good in other ways. Here 
is a family feud for which Democrats are in no sense respon- 
sible, and I see no reason why we should smother the fire or pull 
chestnuts out of it to save the fingers of any of our friends 
over there from burning. Aside from the light an investiga- 
tion would throw upon the facts and the law, the investigation 
would be a source of intense interest to all and of endless 
amusement to many. Back of it all there is said to be a mas- 
terful game of politics. In this play the mighty men of rival 
Republican factions will be star attractions, and all the front 
seats will be occupied by the negro contingent of the American 
electorate, Let the play go on. The rest of us can stand the 
pungent odor for the fun of it. The hot days are coming 
anon, and I think this investigation would greatly enhance 
the gayeties of the summer solstice. Therefore, for one, at 
least, I shall vote for the resolution. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it would seem that when Sen- 
ators refer to the attitude of each other in this regard as being 
in support of or against the President or the Administration 
they misconceiye the legitimate purpose of this resolution should 
it be adopted, and they misconceive the legitimate question in- 
volved in determining whether or not this resolution should be 
adopted. There is one thing of which we may be absolutely cer- 
tain, and that is that the Senate has not the power, that it may 
not properly exercise supervision over the completed act of the 
President under consideration. No such power is vested in the 
Senate, notwithstanding the fact that it cooperates with the 
President of the United States in determining the Articles of 
War. 

Those articles have been referred to frequently during this 

‘discussion as though they emanated entirely from Congress. 
They are the joint act of Congress and the President of the 
United States. They must receive the approval of both Congress 
‘and the Executive before they are in force. The personnel of 
the President that participated in the enactment of the statutes 
which we term the Articles of War does not affect their binding 
force legally or morally. The fact that the particular President 
now occupying the office of Chief Executive was not a party to 
the enactment of the Articles of War does not relieve him in 
“any degree from the consideration and observance of those Arti- 

cles of War which he would have given to them had he been a 
party to their enactment. 

Mr. President, I have listened with very much interest to, and 
have been instructed by, the discussion of the question involving 
the duties and the rights of the Commander in Chief of the Army 
as to what is meant by that phrase in the Constitution. When 
that dignity was first discussed in the constitutional convention 
which framed the Constitution of the United States, it was not 
contemplated that there would be a standing army, and the sen- 


timent of the convention up to that time was practically unani- 


mous against the existence of a standing army. The term used 
by those who participated in the discussion of it was always con- 
nected with the phrase that is now found in the clause, “ when 
called into active service,” and pertained, in the minds of those 
who had it under consideration, to the Army when in actual 
service, whether it consisted of enlistment under the call of the 
General Government or under a call of the States. 

Mr. President, there is another thing of which we may be ab- 
solutely sure, and that is that there is not an atom of imperial 
power vested in any Department of the Government of the 
United States or vested in any individual occupying an official 
position, and it matters not whether it is the President or the 
Senate or the House of Representatives or the Chief Justice. 
There is no imperial power vested in any Department or person 
connected with this Government. Whatever power the Com- 
mander in Chief has he has by virtue not of the fact that for the 
purpose of establishing uniformity in the personnel of that offi- 
cer the Constitution says the President shall be the Commander 
in Chief, but he has it by virtue of the statutes of the United 
States enacted by Congress, because in the same article Congress 
is vested with the power and the sole power of making rules for 
the government of the Army. Those Articles of War, as they 
are termed, have taken the form of statutes, and they are en- 
acted as other acts of Congress are enacted. They are enacted 
by the cooperation of Congress and the President of the United 
States. The President as Commander in Chief always, of 
course, exercises a watchful and vigilant care as to the action of 
Congress in enacting statutes for the government of the 
Army. 

The courts in construing that provision of the Constitution 
haye said this, and it stands as the last interpretation of that 


provision of the Constitution. So long as Congress has acted, - 


the President is limited and governed by the action of Congress 
in exercising the functions of Commander in Chief of the Army. 
Where Congress has not acted, he then acts within the scope 
of the general power that is invested in him by reason of Con- 
gress having acted at all. That is what the court says; that 
in the interval, to meet occasions as they arise, he may act on 
his judgment, but as soon as Congress acts upon those things 
which in the interval haye rested in the discretionary power of 
the President, the President’s discretion ceases, and the act of 
Congress becomes the law governing the Commander in Chief. 
That is the law as it is interpreted by the courts and as it 
stands to-day. 

What is the object of this resolution? Is it that we may in- 
vestigate the act of the President in connection with the dis- 
charge of these troops? I would suggest that the resolution be 
amended, first, in line 2 by striking out the words “such fur- 
ther,” because that implies that there has already been an in- 
vestigation by Congress, and there has not been; in line 2 strike 
out “as may be necessary,” and third, that in lines 3 and 4 the 
words “discharge of members” be stricken out and the words 
conduct of members of” be inserted, and after the word In- 
fantry ” insert “and the members thereof.” 

The resolution would then read: 

That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby is, authorized 
to take testimony— 

Instead of “ further testimony ”— 


to establish the facts connected with the conduct of Companies B, C, 
12705 5 of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry and the members 
ereof. 


Instead of reading, as it does now: 


authorized to take such „further“ testimony as may be necessary to 
establish the facts connected with the discharge of members, etc. 

That is an accomplished fact. The discharge of the members 
of those companies is a completed act, and neither the Senate 
nor Congress has any power whatever to review it. 

Now, why sit here and do a vain and useless thing—to attempt 
to review the act of the President of the United States, which is 
a completed act? As was said by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] yesterday, Congress has already created a tribu- 
nal that may protect individuals in any rights which have been 
infringed upon by this order. They have the right under exist- 
ing law to bring a suit in the Court of Claims to recover the pay 
that may be coming to them and to recover any other property 


rights of which they may have been deprived by an order issued 


in violation of their legal rights. 

The contract of enlistment is a contract to which the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the enlisting man are both par- 
ties. Article 2 of the Articles of War provides that the Articles 
of War shall be read to the man proposing to enlist before he 


enlists; that after he has enlisted he shall sign them, agreeing 


to the terms, and take the oath of enlistment. He becomes a 
party to it. It is a contract. He is required by the terms of 
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the oath to perform his duties in a manner faithful and loyal to 


the Government. If he breaks his contract, he comes under the 
general rule of contracts, and the courts would so interpret it. 
If the Government breaks its contract, his rights are not affected 
by it at all. So why should we spend days here in considering 
whether or not we will investigate the acts of the President of 
the United States when there is no vestige of power resting in 
the Senate to do anything if it should arrive at the conclusion 
that he has acted in violation of the law? 

Why should we do it? For the purpose of criticising the 
President? That would be an undignified function for this 
body to attempt to exercise. For the purpose of showing that 
the President was not justified in his act? That is not a part 
of our duty. There is no reason why we should engage in that 
pastime. It is entirely competent, however, for Congress or 
either body of it to investigate any condition of facts that will 
enable it in the exercise of legislative power to exercise it 
wisely, for the purpose of future consideration of similar con- 
ditions, for the purpose of guiding us in framing such legisla- 
tion as will avoid such events as haye occurred and which we 
are now considering. That is the only legitimate purpose. It 
is the only legitimate act that we can perform, and the country 
should know, it should be definitely announced through the ac- 
tion of this body, that we have not sat here through these 
days for the purpose of criticising the President of the United 
States to no purpose. 

It should be known to the country that the Senate is sitting 
here not for the purpose of finding some grounds in the action of 
the President of the United States to criticise, but that we have 
been engaged in this inquiry for the purpose of guiding our own 
body in its present and future consideration of questions of 
this kind. When we are away from those lines we are without 
the scope of our authority. When we are away from that pur- 
pose then we are exercising no legitimate function whatever. 
So, if this resolution is adopted at all, then all reference to the 
acts of the President in discharging the soldiers should be 
stricken from it, and it should stand simply as a resolution tu 
inquire as to the fact for the purpose of our own information, 
and not as a basis for further action looking to further criti- 
cism of the President of the United States. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that it would be most unfor- 
tunate that it should go out to the country that we have sat 
here for two weeks discussing questions with which we have no 
concern, for purposes that we have no power to serve. Unless 
the public mind is advised of the real purpose of this inquiry in 
this discussion a wrong impression will go out to the effect that 
the Senate of the United States, mistaking the scope of its 
powers, has undertaken to inquire into the action of the Presi- 
dent, which is completely under the assumed power that we 
may do something to undo that which the President has done. 
Whether he is right or wrong in his action is a matter whieh 
does not concern this body in its official capacity. Whether he 
is right or wrong in his conclusions as to where the blame is to 
be placed or as to the manner of dealing with these people does 
not concern this body in its public and official capacity, however 
much interest individual Senators may feel in the question. 

The judicial tribunal of the United States is vested by the 
Constitution with the power to review the acts of the President 
of the United States wherever they affect private property in- 
terests. The Supreme Court of the United States may review 
the acts of the Executive just as it may review the acts of 
the legislative branch of the Government. Both are limited in 
the scope of their action by the same instrument. Neither Con- 
gress nor the Chief Executive or any branch of the Government 
ean destroy individual or private rights. When they attempt it 
the court is the only tribunal that can stay the hand. If the 
President had no power to discharge these men, then it may be 
that their property rights were affected, and if they were they 
must appeal to the tribunals provided by the Constitution, and 
they will be protected in their property rights. 

My only purpose, Mr. President, in speaking at all upon the 
pending resolution is that I might raise my voice against any 
impressions which might go abroad that the Senate was discuss- 
ing it with a view of correcting any error or any violation of 
his power by the President, but that if we discuss it at all it is 
for the purpose of directing our own steps aright in present or 
future legislation. That is a legitimate purpose, and we may 
discuss this or any other resolution of the kind. We may in- 
quire into the facts surrounding the circumstances or into any 
other facts that we deem will assist us in performing our duty 
in legislating not for the past but for the future. The past 
in regard to this matter is a closed book. The future in regard 
to like matters is open for us to act to the fullest extent of our 
constitutional power. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I had no intention whatever of 


making a contribution to this great debate until to-day. I 
think if all extraneous and irrelevant matter could have been 
excluded from the debate it would have received a more dispas- 
sionate consideration and a more proper determination. I shall 
confine myself to the case in point, not reflecting at all upon 
any Senator who chooses in the course of the debate to take any 


course that his judgment approves. 


The question raised by the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio and by his speeches is whether the President had any au- 
thority to discharge a battalion of colored troops accused of crime, 
or whether having any authority he exceeded that authority, 
and whether the weight of evidence would justify the exercise 
of the authority if he had it. If it can be shown that the. 
President of the United States was acting within his authorized 
power, then it is unnecessary to discuss the second question. If, 
on the other hand, the second can be established, that the Presi- 


dent did not haye, according to the judgment of the Senate or 


its committee, a sufficient weight of evidence to justify the ex- 
ercise of his authority then we are powerless to do anything, 
and so it is.a useless inquiry. So we may ask, What is the 
utility of all this discussion? I am not one who desires to fet- 
ter-the Senate in the free exercise of its power in looking into 
and investigating everything that may concern the public ad- 
ministration. We are here as a coordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment. In this particular matter we have a grant of power 
to raise armies and to make rules for the government and regu- 
lation of the Army, of the Navy, and of the militia of the sev- 
eral States when called into the actual service of the United 
States. The learned Senator from Idaho who preceded was 
mistaken when he supposed that there was to be no standing 
Army. The words “when in actual service“ do not apply to 
the Army and Navy of the United States, but simply to the 
militia of the several States when actually called into the serv- 
ice of the United States. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I reluctantly interrupt the Senator, but—— 

Mr. MONEY. It is all right. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I confined that statement to the earlier 
stages of discussion in the Constitutional Convention. After the 
second report by the committee on revision, it was then for 
the first time contemplated that we should haye a standing 
army, but up to that time the sentiment was against it. I was 
referring to that period of the consideration of the Constitution 
when I made the statement the Senator refers to. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly; I accept that, except to say that we 
are dealing with the Constitution as it passed the Convention 
and not as it stood in the seyeral stages and processes of its 
making. 

Mr. President, the men who constituted that Constitutional 
Convention were not only great men in their heroism, in their 
deyotion to liberty, in their courage, and in their patriotism, 
but they were a scholarly set of men. They were men who were 
the equal in learning of anybody who ever sat in this Chamber. 
Many of them had participated in the war of seven years, the 
great struggle for independence. They not only knew from actual 
experience under a commander in chief what his duties were. 
but they had studied in the literature of every country that had 
recorded its military achievements what a commander in chief 
was. The statement of the learned Senator from Massachusetts 
IMr. Lopez] the other day in telling us what the commander in 
chief was considered in different armies of the world was useful 
to the Senate in the consideration of this matter, not as a prece- 
dent, because there is no necessity to hunt for precedents for 
this case, but because it shows what was the duty of a com- 
mander in chief. 

When the framers of the Constitution gave the authority to 
thé President of the United States to be the Commander in Chief 
of the Army and Navy and the militiamen in the actual service 
of the United States they meant no empty compliment or distinc- 
tion, but they meant something tangible and actual, energetic 
and yital, that he was to be the real Commander in Chief, not, 
I think, as my very brilliant friend from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
MACK] says, that the office had any inherent authority. In my 
opinion there is no inherent authority anywhere in any branch 
of the United States Government. But the Commander in Chief 
has the authority te act as Commander in Chief, and that car- 
ries an implied grant of power to do everything necessary to 
carry into effect the power of the grant. He was to do what- 
ever, in his opinion, might be necessary to perform the func- 
tions of that great office and make it effective. 

Now, if this is*true, it is beyond the province of any coordi- 
nate branch of the Government to assail the action of the Presi- 
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dent in this matter. If it can be proven that the President was 
not considerate of the evidence, that he did not labor sufti- 
ciently, that he did not avail himself of all the means that might 
be open to him—and of that we have no knowledge, but sur- 
mise—if all that could be proven it would not invalidate his 
act. In fact, Mr, President, in my humble opinion, if we should 
get all the facts, and many more of them than the President 
had reached, and upon that should base legislation, as I have 
heard it hinted in some quarters, to restore this battalion to a 
place in the Army, if the President had not changed his mind 
as to this offense it would be not only his right but his consti- 
tutional duty to dismiss them the very next day after Congress 
had put them back into the Army. - 

It. does not lie within the power of Congress by any statutory 
law to curtail or diminish or abbreviate in any way the consti- 
tutional authority of another coordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment. This is not a singular view. It is as old as the Consti- 
tution itself. I can recall, since this debate has come up, that 
a long time ago I read the correspondence between Thomas Jef- 
ferson and John Adams when debating this question, not be- 
tween Congress and the President, but between the court and 
the President. Mr. Jefferson in one letter wrote to Mr. Adams, 
and he repeated it in quite a number of letters, according to 
my recollection, that he not only went as far as Mr. Adams, 
who was a Federalist, but he went further, and he denied that 
the court could in any manner judge of the constitutional duty 
of the President of the United States. That view was held by 
Andrew Jackson, who said again and again that the Executive 
must for itself judge of the constitutionality of every law. 

Now, the President of the United States, whether in his in- 
vestigation he has been too loose or too searching—in whatever 
way he may have done it—has had brought to his mind a state 
of circumstances and facts which show to him that this bat- 
talion should be dismissed from the service. We can not review 
that decision. We can discuss it; we can inquire into the facts, 
but we are powerless to act. If they want to impeach the Presi- 
dent for that, I venture to say there will not be any votes in 
this Chamber for his conviction. He has clearly, in my opinion, 
acted within his constitutional grant of power. 

I am not alluding now, and I shall not, to any other circum- 
stance than the one in point. I am sorry that the whole debate 
has not turned upon the point at issue. 

The President of the United States must satisfy himself, and 
it is absolutely immaterial to the case whether any man in the 
Senate is satisfied with it or not. Would you go to a judge who 
had written and handed down a decision and say to him: “ You 
have given too much weight to the evidence of A; you have 
given too little weight to the evidence of B; you have admitted 
incompetent testimony in the case of C; you did not understand 
the law of evidence in relation to D’s testimony, and alto- 
gether you have misapplied the law to the case?” Would 
that invalidate the judgment? Would the critic get any con- 
solation from that except the one of speaking his mind? That 
is just what we are getting here. We are speaking our mind. 
We can not affect anything by our action; and until the utility 
of this proceeding can be shown, I ask what is the good of pass- 
ing a resolution instructing a committee of the Senate to get 
information of a case about which we have no final determina- 
tion? 

Now, if it is necessary to convict the President of having im- 
properly acted in the discharge of what he considered his duty, 
of course that devolves upon the majority of this Chamber. If 
they think it is a wise and proper thing to arraign the Presi- 
dent and place him before the people of this country in the 
attitude ‘of a defendant, if he is to be arraigned before the bar 
of public opinion upon emotion and impulse, and some of a 
character that are disreputable, I want to know, Mr. President, 
how it concerns us on this side, except that it is the business of 
every man in the Senate—it makes no difference what his 
polities may be; it makes no difference whether he is friendly 
or unfriendly to the President of the United States—to stand 
here to respect the Constitution of the United States and to 
defend in every particular and at every hazard the authority 
and the privileges of the honorable body to which he belongs, 
and to be as careful to restrain the President and keep him as 
far. as it can within bounds in respect to his constitutional 
authority. 

There has been enough of authority, there have been enough 
of decisions quoted, and there has been able argument about the 
statutory power of the President. The President, though, car- 
ries into effect all the statutes and rules for the government and 
regulation of the Army, because he is the Chief Executive of this 
country. It is his business to execute the law. It does not 
make a bit of difference whether that law is military or civil. 
It does not make any difference whether it concerns the citizen 


or whether it concerns a soldier. As Chief Executive he must 
carry into execution all the laws until the Supreme Court has 
declared them unconstitutional. But as Commander in Chief 
he bas a distinct set of duties to perform, and those duties no 
statutory legislation can touch. He is absolutely impregnable. 

It has been said it was a case of punishment, But let us look 
at that a moment. It has been eloquently refuted, I think, but 
I only refer to it for the necessity of making a point. 

The President in his investigation, with sufficient evidence to 
satisfy his own mind (and that is the only mind that is to be 
satisfied in his action), has seen fit to eject from the service of 
the United States a battalion of men. I do not care about call- 
ing them colored men, and for the purpose of this debate I am 
sorry they were not white men, that we might have kept out of 
it all the feeling and the irrelevant stuff that has been brought 
in here. I say he dismissed a battalion of United States soldiers 
upon what he considered sufficient evidence. 

Now, Mr. President, why did he do that? To punish any- 
body? It does not appear so to me. But he did it because he 
found an organization of men enlisted in the service of the 
United States—uniformed, armed, fed, and clothed—who were 
raised for the protection of this country and the execution of the 
laws of the land when the posse comitatus shall fail. He finds 
that this instrument of his, which has been placed in his hands 
by the Constitution of the United States—troops raised and 
maintained and fed and clothed by the Congress of the United 
States—were not only an inefficient instrument, totally inef- 
fective for the purpose for which they were organized, but also 
menacing and dangerous to the peace and happiness and life of 
the people for whose benefit they were organized and put into 
service. 

Are we to be told, Mr. President, that, because he can not 
| Secure evidence suflicient to satisfy the mind of some Senators, 
| he is to fail to discard this useless but this dangerous instrument, 

to preserve the morale of the Army, to assure the confidence of the 
people of the country that they will be protected and not 
harassed and killed by soldiers of the Army? 

Every consideration of duty—waiving his constitutional au- 
thority—would lead him to do what he has done. It is not pos- 
sible that anybody wants to continue in play so insufficient and 
so dangerous an instrument as this battalion has proved itself to 
be. The idea that there are a few innocent men can cut no 
figure whatever in the consideration of their discharge. If he 
wanted to undertake to punish these men, then that would have 
something in it. 

The eloquent and distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoR- 
AKER] said the other day that the grand jury sat upon this case 
and acquitted these men. He is too good a lawyer to have in- 
tended to use that term, because he knows that grand juries do 
not acquit and do not try. They simply weigh the evidence and 
find a true bill, and generally upon a prima facie case. 

There is a moral conviction upon the mind of every man in 
that jury, in that court, and everybody in the city of Browns- 
ville, and every unprejudiced mind, I believe, in the United 
States, that these men were guilty, some of them, of this offense. 
It was impossible to indict a battalion or a company of men. 
When you get to Private George and Corporal Jack and Ser- 
geant Jim, named, and swear that they were the identical 
soldiers who were guilty of this midnight assault and assassina- 
tion, who could prove it? The judge gave a temperate, moder- 
ate instruction to the jury, which they obeyed. When it came 
to the examination by the citizens’ committee, nobody could fix 
the guilt upon a single individual. So the several investiga- 
tions which the President has fortified himself with, one after 
the other, could do nothing more than say that there was a 
perfect knowledge that the battalion was guilty, but no knowl- 
edge that any single individual was guilty. 

Then what was the President to do? Was he still to allow 
this battalion to continue in the service which they disgraced, 
still to countenance these outrages upon civilization and society? 
Were they still to assail at midnight the women and children of 
peaceful towns, still to disgrace the uniform and the flag? 

Mr. President, to do that was to invite demoralization and 
destroy the discipline of the Army that is placed in his hand 
for his conduct and management in time of emergency and in 
time of peace. 

In my opinion, there is not the slightest difference, as some 
affect to see here, between the power of the President as Com- 
mander in Chief in time of war and in time of peace. There is, 
however, a difference in many subordinates, for we know very 
well that a general commanding in a state of siege proclaims 
martial law without any authority from anybody. He does it 
ex necessitate rei, because it can not be helped. It is his sole 
business to bring to a successful conclusion the battle or the 
siege or the campaign in which he is engaged. He has a right 
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to do it. There are emergencies that invest men with extraor- 
dinary power, and it is not unconstitutional that they should so 
act, because the grant goes with them to do what is necessary 
to be done to make effective the office which has been given to 
them. The captain-general of Cuba, under the articles of the 
provision that organized and created that office, had a power 
more arbitrary than is exercised by any despot in the world. 
The King on the throne of Spain, who appointed him, had no 
such dictatorship as he had. He was absolutely responsible, 
because it was named in the article that his power was that of 
a general commanding a city in a state of siege. That means 
martial law. That means to shoot without trial or conviction, 
to confiscate, and sell, and plunder, and do anything else, and 
no tribunal on that account is to be given authority, and there 
is no authority anywhere to call any act in question. That was 
not the law, but by the necessity of the case that implied power, 
which comes with every original grant of power to every branch 
of this Government, was brought into action. 

I said awhile ago that Mr. Jefferson had his doubts, as did 
President Jackson also, and I recollect now that in debating 
the subject of the whole judicial system as keen and acute an 
intellect as John Randolph, of Roanoke, inveighed most bitterly 
and sarcastically against giving the judiciary the power to de- 
clare null, thè acts of Congress. To use his language, he said, 
“It was absurd that a coordinate branch of the Government 
should permit its acts, deliberately taken, to be declared un- 
constitutional by another coordinate branch of the Government.” 
That was his view about this thing; but we take it as it resulted 
at last, in three great divisions of power. 

This is the political branch of the Government; the brain of 
the Government, which thinks for the Government. The Ex- 
ecutive is the hand that obeys the will of the brain; and the 
courts decide upon the constitutionality of the acts that pass 
this body; determine suits between States and citizens of States, 
and so on. 

Mr. President, in this whole matter I have neither fear, preju- 
dice, nor predilection. I am looking at it from a strictly imper- 
sonal point of view. I am regarding it as a Senator from the 
State of Mississippi, and my duty here is just as binding upon 
me to support the constitutional power of one branch of the 
Government as it is of another branch of the Government. I 
have risen often in my place here and have said to the Senate 
that I thought that they were a little bit too subservient to the 
will of the Executive. I, perhaps, made those reflections im- 
properly, but they came from an honest opinion about it, and 
from a desire that we preserve the power granted to us and ex- 
ercise it, not only for the good of the present administration of 
public affairs, but for the permanence of our free institutions. 
When one branch of this Government begins to encroach upon 
another, then we will see the beginning of the end. The fear 
that haunted the mind of Thomas Jefferson, the greatest polit- 
ical philosopher who, in my opinion, ever lived, was continually 
that the Supreme Court—as he called it, the mind of the court— 
should after a while so invade the powers of Congress as to 
dissipate them and lead to general confusion. 

Mr. President, I think it is to be deprecated, from many points 
of view, that this discussion has taken so wide a range. I would 
have been glad if the whole of the resolution could have been 
voted upon with fifteen minutes of debate. I do not think it 
needed any discussion to convince anybody whether it was nec- 
essary or not necessary to take testimony in a case in which the 
Senate could not act. It can not be the basis of any legislative 
action, except perhaps a resolution of opinion, and it would be 
nothing more than that, simply a resolution of the Senate, 
which is an expression of opinion and has no legal force any- 
where, and must not eyen be necessarily considered by. the 
President of the United States, nor read by him. I think, Mr. 
President, that when he exercises his clearly granted constitu- 
tional power, there can be no criticism upon that to affect its 
validity, and there can be no change in the result of his action. 
All the powers of this whole Government can not; against the 
will of the President, reinstate these men in office. 

Now, as to the fact that some of them have been done injus- 
tice, that is to be lamented, if it is true; but, according to the 
language of the official documents that have been transmitted 
to us and according to the statements repeated over and over 
again by every solitary man concerned—by Major Blocksom, by 
General Garlington, the Secretary of War, and the President— 
the whole body, if they were innocent, preserved a guilty silence 
to exculpate or protect the criminals. In my State there is no 
such thing as an accessory before and after the fact—they are 
all principals; and in this case it seems to me they are all 
principals. If it is true that a man can show an alibi, that 
certainly will be used for his benefit, and he can avail himself 


of it to be reinstated in all the rights which he has forfeited by 
his discharge. 

Mr. KNOX obtained the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, as a member of the Military Com- 
mittee it strikes me that if the Senate would only allow us to 
have an investigation of this matter before the case is argued 
it would be much better. I am not a lawyer, and sometimes I 
thank God that I am not when I see the differences there are 
between very eminent attorneys. I am a member of the 
Military Committee and have not taken part in this discussion 
because I wanted to try to divest myself of any prejudice that 
I might have and act in the capacity of a judge. I do hope that 
the Senate will allow this matter to go to the Military Commit- 
tee or to some other committee, and, after they have investigated 
it, allow them to report to the Senate of the United States, and ` 
then let us have the discussion and the learned opinions of the 
attorneys of this body. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, notwithstanding the admonition 
and very excellent advice we have just received from the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr], I have the temerity to 
make a few observations about the resolution now pending be- 
fore the Senate. 

The propositions advanced by the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. ForaKer] when this debate began, challenged, as they 
necessarily must have challenged, the attention of the lawyers not 
only of this body, but of the bar of the United States, I have 
given some time and some thought to their consideration, pri- 
marily for the purpose of self-guidance, and for the possible 
purpose óf making some contribution that might be useful in 
the debate upon the resolution. But, Mr. President, the industry 
of my colleagues has been so great, and these questions have 
been so fully and lucidly discussed, that I can not find it pos- 
sible to justify myself in doing more than announcing the con- 
clusions I have reached and to announce them mainly in the 
language of the authorities by which they are sustained. 

It must be conceded, Mr. President, that the Commander in 
Chief of the Army has the power to discharge any man or any 
number of men for the good of the service. This power inheres 
in the office of the Commander in Chief and is part of his power, 
unless it is, if it can be, taken away by statute. Not only is this 


power or function not taken away under the laws of the United 


States, nor qualified by any positive enactment, but, on the other 
hand, it is distinctly recognized by statute law, by judicial de- 
cisions, and by Army regulations, which have the power of law. 

By legislative enactment and constitutional provisions: The 
Constitution, in Article II, section 2, says: 

The President shall be Commander in Chief. 

The Articles of War—article 4—provide: 


No discharge shall be given to ae eee man except by the order of 
the President, the Secretary of ar, the commanding officer of a 
department, or by sentence of a court-martial. ; 

Observe, Mr. President, that this statute places the power in 
the Commander in Chief, his agent, the Secretary of War, and 
the commander of a department. General Lee’s order of Octo- 
ber, 1864, is an example of the discharge by the commander of a 
department, and is therefore, in my judgment, a precedent in 
this case. 

By judicial interpretation: Section 1229 of the Revised 
Statutes provides that “no officer in the Army shall in time of 
peace be dismissed from the service except on the sentence of a 
court-martial ;” and yet in Keys v. United States, reported in 
109 U. S., at page 336, citing Blake v. United States, reported 
in 103 U. S., it was held that the President of the United States 
had the power to supersede or remove an officer, notwithstanding 
the provisions of this statute. 

Of ceurse, Mr. President, I admit that there is some difference 
between the removal of an officer by the appointing power and 
the termination of the contract of enlistment by the Commander 
in Chief, but there is none in principle, both being for the good 
of the service. The appointment of an officer is during good 
behavior, and the contract of enlistment is so long as the sol- 
dier’s conduct shall be honest and faithful. 2 

By Army regulation: Army regulations have the power of 
law, they being the rules promulgated by the executive depart- 
ment and having been recognized by Congress in the provisions 
for their modification and publication. 

Article 21, section 137, of the Army Regulations, provides 
for the discharge of an enlisted man “ by order of the Presi- 
dent or the Secretary of War,” and section 148 provides that the 
Secretary of War may specially order the discharge “ without 
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honor.” So it will be seen, Mr. President, that, as Commander 
in Chief, the President has the power to discharge; that this 
power is not taken away if qualified by statute law, but is 
fortified by legislative enactment, by judicial decision, and by 
Executive regulation. 

The President of the United States directed the discharge of 
certain members of Companies B, C, and D of the Twenty-fifth 
Regiment of Infantry. He did not disband the companies; 
he did not wipe out the organization. He could not do that, 
because Congress has fixed the number of regiments and the 
division into battalions and companies. He discharged many 
enlisted men who were members of certain companies. If he 
had the right, which in my judgment he clearly had, to dis- 
charge one, he had the power to discharge one after another 
or many at the same time. The suggestion that the power may 
be abused can not be urged against the existence of the power. 

The President of the United States has the power to remove, 
with some exceptions, all the administrative officers of the Goy- 
ernment. Yet it is no argument against the existence of that 
power that he might thereby be enabled to stop the operations 
of the Government. If he had the right, as I say, to discharge 
one, he had the right to discharge many. 

By the fourth article of war, Mr. President: 


FOURTH ARTICLE OF WAR. 


No. enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the service 
without a discharge in writing, signed by a field officer of the regiment 
to which he belongs, or by the commanding officer when no field officer 
is present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man before 
his term of service has expired, ercept by order of the President, the 
Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, or by 
sentence of a general court-martial. *.* + 


There are three forms of discharge. 
FORMS OF DISCHARGE, 
This article, in its second clause, specifies two kinds of discharge as 


authorized to be gtven to soldiers before their terms of enlistment have 
expired and which are quite distinct in their nature. 


I am now reading from Davis on Military Law. 


The one is given by Executive order and the other by sentence; the 
one is a rescinding of the contract of the soldier, authorized to be re- 
sorted to whenever deemed desirable, at the discretion of the Secretary 
of War, etc., and is in law an honorable discharge or a discharge with- 
out honor, as the case may be; the other is a punishment, and there- 
fore a dishonorable discharge. One of the officials named can, of his 
own authority, no more order a soldier to be, in terms, dishonorably 
discharged than can a court-martial adjudge a soldier to be honorably 

charged. 


The author then goes on to speak of the discharge by Executive 
order, the type of discharge with which we are now dealing, 
and this statement of thé author is amply supported by thë 
authorities. 

Continuing to quote from Davis: 


DISCHARGE BY EXECUTIVE ORDER. 


Although the engagement of the soldier under his contract of enlist- 
ment is for a term certain, the Government is under no obligation to 
retain him in service to the end of the stipulated period, and, under 
the authority conferred by this article, may terminate at pleasure 
an enlistment without regard to the soldier.” It is essential to the 
discipline and efficiency of the military establishment that the Govern- 
ment should “not only have but should be able to exercise this power 
without question or controversy ” and at its discretion. 

Why, Mr. President, we all know the engagement put, as it is, 
on the basis of a contract is an engagement for a personal 
service. We all know that in our domestic menage and in all 
the engagements for personal service the status can be changed 
at will by the employer. No man has a right to remain in the 
employment of another against the will of the employer. The 
service can be terminated at any time, subject, of course, in 
civil life only to liability for damages for breach of contract. 

Mr. President, the statement I shall now read from O'Brien's 
Military Law seems to me to cover this case like a blanket He 
says: 

If a national army be established, it Is indispensably requisite that 
order and discipline should be established and maintained in that army. 
To effect this it is necessary that the duties of the military be defined 
and their performance enforced, under appropriate penalties, by tribu- 
nals appointed for that purpose. For this reason rules and articles of 
war are ever found to accompany an army. There is yet a stronger 
motive for their establishment, which relates to the tranquillity and 
security of the State, for nothing could be more dangerous to the public 
pence and safety than a ilcentious and undisciplined military. Such a 
orce would be merely an armed mob; and our own experience, as well 
as that of other nations, has giyen ys sad but useful lessons in the 
mischief to be apprehended from such an assemblage. The aim of all 
military legislation should, therefore, be twofold: First, to render the 
army as efficient as possible against the public enemy; and, secondly, 
to deprive it of all power of injuring the country which supports it. 
(O’Brien, Military Law, 23.) 


In United States v: Eliason, reported in 16 Peters, the Su- 
preme Court has said: 


The power of the Executive to establish rules and regulations for the 
government of the Army is undoubted, $ 
The Secretary of War is the regular constitutional organ of the Presi- 


dent for the administration of the military establishment of the nation ; 
and rules and orders publicly promulgated through him must be re- 


ceived as the acts of the Executive, and as such be binding upon all 
within the sphere of his legal and constitutional authority. 


Mr. President, I call the attention of Senators to the following 
sentence contained in this opinion: 


Such regulations can not be questioned or defied because they may 
pen hi unwise or mistaken. (United States v. Eliason, 16 Pet., 

Says Attorney-General Legare in his Opinions to the Presi- 
dent, reported in 4 Opinions Attorney-General : 


Whatever I might have thought of the power of removal from office, 
if the subject were res integra, it is now too late to dispute the settled 
construction of 1789. It is according to that construction, from the 
very nature of executive power, absolute in the President, subject only 
to his responsibility to the country (his constituent) for a branch of 
such a vast and solemn trust. (3 Story’s Com. on the Constitution, 
397, sec. 1538.) 

It is obvious that, if necessity is a sufficient ground for such a con- 
cession in regard to officers in the civil service, the argument applies 
a multo fortiori to the military and naval departments. That the 
power is a tremendous one, and that if tyrannically exercised, none 
can be imagined more intolerable and more revolting to a free people 
are propositions which all will admit. That brave and honorable men, 
such as alone are worthy of a military commission, should be subject 
to a capricious despotism, which may not only deprive them of their 
profession, but even sully their good name, must be felt to be a case of 
very pecullar hardship. Yet— 


The Attorney-General goes on to say— 


these considerations have not prevent nations jealous of their rights 
and ‘earnest in upholding and enforcing their laws against all pre- 
rogative from acknowledging the necessity of such a power in the 
commander in chief of their army and navy. 

From the organization of the Government, under the present Consti- 
tution, to the commencement of the recent war for the suppression of 
the rebellion the power of the President in the absence of statutory 
regulations to dismiss from the service an officer of the Army or 
Navy was not questioned in any adjudged case or by any Department 
of the Government. 


Į am reading from Mr. Justice Harlan’s opinion in Black v. 
The United States (103 U. S.): 


During the Administration of President Tyler the question was pro- 
pounded by the Secretary of the Navy to Attorney-General Legare, 
whether the President could strike an officer from the rolls without a trial 
by a court-martial after a decision in that officer's favor by a court off 
ey, ordered for the investigation of his conduct. His response was: 
“Whatever I might have thonght of the power of removal from office, 
if the subject were res integra, it is now too late to dispute the settled 
construction of 1789. It is according to that construction, from the 
very nature of executive power, absolute in the President, subject only 
to his responsibility to the country (his constituent) for a breach of 
such a vast and solemn trust. (3 Story, Com. Const., 397, sec. 1538.) It 
is obvious that if necessity is a sufficient ground for such a concession 
in regard to officers in the civil service, the argument applies a multo 
fortiori to the military and naval departments. + I have no 
doubt, therefore, that the President had the constitutional power to do 
what he did, and that the officer in question is not in the service of 
the United States.” The same views were expressed by subsequent 
Attorneys-General. (4 Opin., 1; 6 id., 4; 8 id., 233; 12 id., 424; 15 
id., 421.) 


In addition thereto, the justice states: 


Such was the established practice in the executive department, and 
such the recognized power of the President, ap to the passage of the 
act of July 17, 1862, chapter 200 (12 Stat.. 596), entitled “An act to 
define the pay and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, and for 
other purposes,” the seventeenth section of which provides that “ the 
President of the United States be, and hereby is, authorized and re- 
quested to dismiss and discharge from the military service, either in. 
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or volunteer force, any officer for any 
cause which, in his judgment, either renders such officer unsuitable for, 
or whose dismission would promote, the public service. 

In reference to that act Attorney-General Devens (15 Opin., 421) 
said, with much reason, that so far as it gives authority to the Presi- 
dent, it is simply declaratory of the long-established law. It is prob- 
able that the force of the act is to be found in the word ‘requested,’ 
by which it was intended to reenforce strongly this power in the hands 


of the President at a great crisis of the State.” Blake v. 
United States, — U. S., 103.) 5 
It is well settled that Army regulations when directly approved by 


Congress have the absolute force of law equally with other legislative 
acts until repealed by the same power. Congress so treated them when 
it passed the act of June 8, 1872, chapter 348 (17 Stat. L., 337), pro- 
viding that the fifth section of the act of May 8, 1872 (17 Stat. L., 
83), should not be held to repeal that p of paragraph 1030 of the 
Revised Army Regulations of 1863, with which it appeared to be in 
conflict, thus recognizing the regulations approved by Congress in that 
year as having the same force as Congressional enactments. 

On the other hand, it is just as well settled that regulations not so 
approved have the force of law only when founded on the President's 
constitutional powers as Commander in Chief of the Army or are con- 
sistent with and supplementary .to the statutes which have been en- 
acted by Congress in reference to the Army.” (Symonds's case, 120 
U. S. R., 46, affirming 21 C. Cls. R.. 151; Reed’s case. 100 U. S. R., 
22; Smith v. Whitney, 116 ib., 180; United States v. Whitney, 120 lb., 
47; Wayman v. Southard, 10 Wheaton, 43; United States v. Eliason, 
16 Peters, 291; United States v. Freeman, 3 Howard, 556; Kurtz v. 
Moffitt, 115 U. R., 503; United States v. Webster, 2 Ware, 664 
United States v. Maurice, 2 Brock., 103; Ferren’s case, 3 Benedict, 
447; Gates v. Fletcher, 1 Minn., 204; 1 Opins. Atty. Gen., 469, 547; 
2 ib., 225; 3 lb., 85; 6 ib., 10, 215, 3865; 10 ib., 415; 16 ib., 38.) 

Whether a regulation, the validity of which is drawn in question, 18 
within the constitutional power of the President to promulgate, er 
whether it has been approved by Congress, or whether it “is consis- 
tent with and supplementa to the statutes,” are judicial questions 
not always free from difficulties of determination. (In re case of Maj. 
William Smith, 23 C. Cls.) 


Mr. President, I am not opposed to the passage of a resolu- 
tion authorizing or directing the Committee on Military Affairs 
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to make an investigation into the facts concerning this unfortu- 
nate affair. I desire that my position shall be clearly under- 
stood. It is my deliberate opinion—and I think it is the opin- 
ion of the majority of the lawyers of this body—whether you 
put it upon constitutional grounds, whether you put it upon 
statutory grounds, whether you put it upon the rule established 
by the Army Regulations, or whether you put it upon them all, 
that the President of the United States had the power to dis- 
charge these enlisted men from the Army of the United States. 

Mr. President, if the President had the power to discharge, if 
he had the power to act, he necessarily had the power to de- 
termine under what circumstances he would act. It was a 
question not for us, not for the community to determine whether 
we or it would, under the same circumstances and with the 
same facts before us, entertain the same opinion, or whether 
we would predicate our action upon the same belief, It was a 
question for the President of the United States, making the 
inquiry in any way he saw fit, to determine in his own con- 
science, subject to his responsibility to public opinion and pos- 
sibly to the impeaching power of Congress, whether he was 
doing justice or injustice to these men under the facts. 

Mr. President, I can not accept the proposition that it was 
the duty of the President of the United States, under circum- 
stances such as surrounded him, to have allowed the status quo 
to have remained as he found it. I can not believe that he was 
not called upon to immediately and promptly act as he viewed 
and understood the Brownsville case. 

Why, Mr. President, if it had not been his duty when he be- 
lieved—and I am not alleging either the truth or the falsity of 
that belief; I am not contending for its soundness or whether 
it was a mistake—but if he believed that on the night of the 
18th of August, 1906, fifteen or twenty men belonging to the 
garrison at Fort Brown had gone forth and murdered or at- 
tempted to murder citizens of Brownsville it was his duty to 
act. If he did not have the power to act on that occasion, what 
would have been his power if the act had been repeated upon 
the following night, still unaccompanied with ability to identify 
the perpetrators of the deed? Suppose -that on the following 
night fifty men had gone out from the garrison and fifty citi- 
zens of Brownsville had been slain, should the President have 
waited until he could lay his finger upon the individuals who 
perpetrated the offense? Why, Mr. President, he might have 
waited until the community had been “shot up” piecemeal. 
The time for him to have acted was when he was convinced 
that men of the garrison had perpetrated the deed. If he had 
not acted and the offense had been repeated the President's con- 
demnation would have been swift and severe. 

Mr. President, if it was within the power of the President 
to act, and if it was within his power to ascertain the facts 
upon which he acted, then I am not in fayor of any resolution 
which, upon its face or in any way, seems to suggest the idea 
that we are challenging and inquiring into that power or its 
exercise. And yet, upon the other hand, I can see clearly that 
there may be a possible legislative duty to perform in respect 
not to the things that were done at Brownsville, but in respect 
to the things that are suggested by what was done a Browns- 
yille, and that it would be entirely proper to conduct an investi- 
gation which is clearly within our power and for our own pur- 
poses. Besides, Mr. President, I think there can not be too 
many investigations of that dastardly deed, as some one of 
them may ultimately lead to the identification of its real per- 
petrators. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I take the floor at this time 
because, so far as I am aware, there is no other Senator who 
desires to speak to the pending resolution. If there be any 
Senator who desires to discuss it, I would prefer that he speak 
before I speak, for I trust that I will be allowed, under all the 
circumstances, to close the debate. That, I suppose, according to 
parliamentary usage, is my right. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me to make 
a statement? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. i 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 
BER] stated that he desired to be heard. I merely mention it 
for the Senator’s information. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to say, in answer to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Ohio, that I suppose everyone will 
concede the propriety of his closing the discussion on this mat- 
ter. Nevertheless, if he should say anything in the speech 


which he is about to deliver that calls for some answer, I 
imagine there will be no objection to its being made. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not, and I am very liable to do 
that. Somehow or other I feel just as though I might. 

Mr. CULBERSON. We still have the power to close. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I wish to commence where 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] left off. His clos- 
ing remarks were in the nature of a criticism upon the form of 
the resolution that is under consideration. This resolution, No. 
208, is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby is, 
authorized to take such further testimony as may be necessary to estab- 
lish the facts connected with the discharge of members of Companies 
B; C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, and that it be, and 
hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and administer 
oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 

There is another paragraph which I accepted, offered by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], authorizing the commit- 
tee, or any subcommittee it may appoint, to sit at Brownsville 
if deemed advisable, but I have read all that I care to have go 
into the RECORD. 

I call attention to the fact—and in making this statement I 
am undertaking not only to answer the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, but also other Senators who have spoken to the same 
effect—that what is called for by this resolution is an investi- 
gation of facts—nothing else. There is not by this resolution 
any question of the power of the Chief Executive raised. There 
can not be under the resolution or within the scope of it any 
criticism whatever of anything the President of the United 
States has done. I have no purpose of that kind. I do not 
understand how Senators can imagine that there is within the 
scope of the proposed resolution any possibility for this investi- 
gation to take such a course or such a range as that it would 
involve anything of that nature. It calls for facts—facts con- 


„nected with the discharge of the soldiers. 


Why do I mention the discharge? That is an executive act, 
Senators say. I say. discharge, because it is the discharge about 
which we are all concerned. If the discharge of these soldiers 
had not been a result of the affray at Brownsville, there would 
not haye been any thought on the part of anybody of haying 
an investigation of the facts connected with the affray at 
Brownsville. 

But, Mr. President, as I haye said on another occasion, I am 
not particular about the language. I am willing to accept any 
language that will satisfy Senators by which the committee will 
be authorized to go to the bottom of this matter and establish 
the truth, if they can establish it, and by which, in undertaking 
to discharge that high and important duty, these men who 
stand arraigned before the country as criminals will have a 
chance to be heard in their own defense. I am more concerned 
about that than I am to know whose resolution is adopted or 
what shall be the language employed in framing that resolution. 

But, Mr. President, since when did Senators become possessed 
of this sensitiveness on this point? This is not the first resolu- 
tion we haye had under consideration in the Senate in regard 
to this matter during the present session. I call attention to 
two resolutions, for both of which I think every Senator here 
perhaps voted, and a number of Senators who are now tak- 
ing exception to this language spoke in support of them. 

In the first place, we adopted on the 6th day of December 
a resolution offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Penrose]. I do not know what the truth is, but the papers 
announced that that resolution has met with the approval of the 


-President of the United States, that it had been submitted to 


him, and that the Senator offering it was authorized to say to 
the Senate that the President would be glad to have us adopt 
it. Now, what does it say? 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the 

te, if not incompatible with the public interests, full information 
bearing upon the recent order dismissing from the military service of 
the United States three companies of the T'wenty-fifth R ent of In- 
fantry, United States troops (colored). 

Nobody took exception to that as calling on the President for 
information in regard to a purely executive act. Nobody took 
oceasion when that resolution was under consideration to say, 
What is the use to pass it, for it is beyond the control of the 
Congress, and we can not dô anything about it, no matter what 
the answer may be.“ 

That is not the only resolution which we then had under con- 
sideration. Senators will remember that I offered a resolution 
which was adopted on that same day. I read just the com- 
mencement of it. It is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish the Senate copies of all official letters, telegrams, reports, 
orders, and so forth, filed in the War Department in connection with 


the recent discharge of the enlisted men of Companies B, C, and D, 
Twenty-fifth United States Infantry. i 3 
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Did anybody take exception to the form of that resolution? 
No one did. On the contrary, the distinguished Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] spoke in support of that resolution. 
He spoke on both of these resolutions, for they were both under 


consideration at the same time. I quote from the Senator's 
language, as employed on that occasion: 


Mr. President, I am opposed to the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. fy opposition to it is based entirely upon 
the form of it. This resolution does not, so far as the subject-matter 
goes, fall within the class of Inquiries which the Senate has ever been 
accustomed to address to the President. It implies on its face, Mr. 
President, a doubt here which I think does not exist—as to whether 
the Senate is of right entitled to all the facts relating to the discharge 
of the three named companies or not. 

Further along in the course of his remarks he used this 
language: 

Mr. President, in time of peace as to matters relating to the organi- 
zation and the administration of the Army there can be no secrecy. It 
is purely domestic public business, as to which the Congress has a right 
to know. I should be very much disappointed if in a matter of this 
kind the Senate should address the inquiry to the President, coupled, 
as it must be, with the suggestion that we doubt our right to the in- 
formation. I think it is a bad precedent to establish. In such matters 
I think we ought to maintain the practice which, so far as I remember, 
hitherto has n unbroken. Therefore I am SF to the form of 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. I 
the form of the resolution of the Senator from Ohio. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me a 
word? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? È 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would not, if I had the power, change a 
word the Senator has read. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not surprised that the Senator says 
that. Of course he would not. Why should he? What I am 
calling attention to is the fact that no Senator criticised the 
resolution because it called for facts relating to and connected 
with the discharge of the members of these three companies. 
The facts we wanted were facts connected with the discharge. 
We did not care anything about the affray at Brownsville, ex- 
cept only as the affray at Brownsville made up facts that had 
led to that discharge. That is why we wanted them. Nobody 
thought then to say, “ Oh, this is an Executive act, about which 
the Congress has no right to concern itself, because when you 
get the facts you can not do anything about them.” 

Now, it is not to be wondered at that when I came to draft 
the present resolution I should haye employed precisely the 
same language that stood muster on these two former occa- 
sions. I did not know anybody would raise any question about 
it. I was not offering a resolution here calling for anything 
that criticised the President; nothing that called in question 
his exercise of power. I was calling for the facts. What for? 
To criticise the President, as the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
HEYBURN] said a moment ago? I have not criticised the 
President. I have been trying to defend the President. I 
have said I thought the President had been imposed upon, and 
I think so still, and I think before we are done with this in- 
vestigation the President himself will agree with me in that 
particular. But that is all foreign to our present purpose. I 
am not going to be drawn into any discussion of that at this 
time. 

Why, then, did I offer the resolution? What was the Presi- 
dent’s order? I had that in mind. The President's order was 
that these men should be by name discharged—practically all 
the members of these three companies. But he conceded, as 
everybody else conceded who had to do with it officially, that 
in all probability there were quite a number of these men who 
had not only not participated in the shooting up of Brownsville, 
but who also had no knowledge whatever about it to withhold 
from the inspection officers or from anybody else. And the 
President, in recognition of the fact that he might be imposing 
a great hardship, as we are now told we must call it, upon in- 
nocent men, said: “I will undo and relieve the hardship so 
far as I can in behalf of any of these men whom I have just 
discharged who will come forward and by satisfactory evi- 
dence show that they are innocent of the shooting, innocent of 
perjury, and innocent of withhelding knowledge of which it 
was thought they might have been possessed.” 

Where and how are these men who claim to be innocent—and 
they all claim, under oath, to be innocent—to appear and by 
satisfactory evidence satisfy somebody who is authorized to 
take that evidence that they are innocent? Is there any place 

so competent for them to be given an opportunity to appear as 
before this great committee, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, consisting of thirteen men, in the judgment of every 
one of whom the Senate would have confidence and in the judg- 
ment of every one of whom, I think, the President of the 
United States would have entire confidence. 


am in favor of. 


Suppose a case: If we pass this resolution, witnesses will be 
called; the whole matter will be gone into. If it should turn 
out, as I think I know in advance that it will, that this and that 
and the other soldier, perhaps a hundred of them, or even 
more of them, maybe all of them, will satisfy the committee 
that they had no part in the shooting and had no guilty knowl- 
edge to withhold, are they not then within the terms of the 
President’s order? Is it not a high duty for us to give them an 
opportunity to place themselves where the President says he 
1 . a helping hand to them if they can so place them- 
selves? 

So, Mr. President, it is not the purpose of the investigation 
to embarrass anybody or criticise anybody. And after the 
long service I have had here I do not like the insinuation that 
goes with some of these remarks that have been made that 
there is a purpose other than that which should be the purpose 
of the Senate acting only with reference to the public good 
and to do justice to men who certainly need the help which it is 
within our power possibly to extend them. Such were the pur- 
poses of the resolution, and I employed the language I did only 
because it seemed appropriate; because it had been employed 
twice before in the other resolutions upon which I have com- 
mented. 

But, as I said, I have no disposition to stick in the bark 
about this matter. What I want is that we may open the door 
to these men to come in, if they want to, and offer whatever evi- 
dence they may be able to command to show that they are, as 
they claim to be, innocent of this awful crime. If they can 
not show that, the clemency of the President in the respect to 
which I have called attention will not avail, but if they can 
show that, I would not believe that the President of the United 
States would hesitate one moment to do all in his power to re- 
instate the men as to whom, by a unanimous yote, we will as- 
sume, of our committee, we should certify back to this body 
“we have fully examined into this case, and we believe that 
A B and © D and E F and G H, and so on down through 
the whole list, as to whom we may be able to make such a cer- 
tificate, are entirely innocent of haying participated in the 
shooting or of having withheld evidence. We believe their serv- 
ice has been honest and faithful, and we recommend that the 
President withdraw so much of his order as debars them from 
reenlisting, and that the Congress of the United States pass a 
bill restoring them, if we have that power, to their place in 
the Army and to all things they have lost in consequence of 
this order.” Would not the President of the United States be 
rejoiced if in that way, through our help, a hundred of these 
men could be relieved of this awful stigma which he, by his 
Executive order, has placed upon them? If he would not, I 
do not know the man. If he would not rejoice, he is the only 
man in this country, in my opinion, who would not. I think 
he would be rejoiced in such a case. á 

But now, Mr. President, to meet the differing views of Sen- 
ators, I offer the resolution I sent to the desk, which I under- 
stand will meet their objections, as a modification of the reso- 
lution that is under consideration, and I ask that it may be read 
and printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dicx in the chair). 
resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs is hereby author- 
ized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take and have 
printed testimony for the purpose of ascertaining all the facts with 
reference to or connected with the affray at Brownsville, Tex., on the 
night of August 13-14, 1906. Said committee is anthorized to send 
for persons and papare to administer oaths, to sit dur sessions of 
the Senate, and, if deemed advisable, at Brownsville or elsewhere, the 
expenses of the investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the desire of the Senator to proceed 
with his remarks at this time or to take up the resolution to- 
morrow and make his speech? 

Mr, ALDRICH (to Mr. Spooner). 
eulogies on the late Senator Bate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then to-mérrow the pending resolution will 
not be taken up anyway. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me say just one word before I take up 

this other matter. I want to say it in this connection, and then 
I will yield to the Senator. 
- I desire to say that I offer this modification with the under- 
standing that it is not to be contended by anybody that it is 
capable of a construction that will limit or restrain or restrict 
our inquiry as to any facts connected with any of these impor- 
tant transactions. 


The 


To-morrow there are the 
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Now, as to the Senator’s suggestion that I stop here until to- 
morrow morning, I think it is a good suggestion, and I believe 
I shall act upon it. I see it is late. 

Mr. SPOONER. That will give the Senator an opportunity to 
speak more connectedly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notice has been given by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] that to-morrow, as I remember it, 
the eulogies upon the late Senator Bate will be delivered. I 
imagine that the morning hour could be used for the purposes 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Probably we could get through with this 
discussion in time to have a vote taken before we adjourn to- 
morrow. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know how long it will require to 
say what I want to say. I think I can get through perhaps in 
an hour's time. At any rate, I will be glad to resume in the 
morning and get through as quickly as I can. 

Mr. LODGE. Immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness? 

Mr. FORAKER. Immediately after the morning business I 
will resume the floor. 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I moye that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 17, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


- CONFIRMATIONS. 
Berecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 16, 1907. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Arthur F. Statter, of the State of Washington, to be Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Horace G. Knowles, of Delaware; late consul at Bordeaux, 
to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
United States to Roumania and Servia. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER AT BOSTON, MASS. 

Edwin Upton Curtis, of Massachusetts, to be assistant treas- 

urer of the United States at Boston, Mass. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George A. Alba, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of St. Augustine, in the State of Florida. 

Charles H. Marchant, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Edgartown, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. ~ 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William B. Sheppard, of Florida, to be United States attorney 

for the northern district of Florida. 
MARSHALS. 

Frank W. Wait, of Michigan, to be United States marshal for 
the western district of Michigan. 

Thomas F. McGourin, of Florida, to be United States marshal 
for the northern district of Florida. 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

Third Lieut. William Clayton Ward to be second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from December 25, 1906. 

roST MASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 

James A. Lauder to be postmaster at Carterville, in the 

county.of Williamson and State of Illinois. 
MINNESOTA, 

Osear Krook to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county of 

Lyon and State of Minnesota. 
NEW YORK. 

Sidney B. Cloyes to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county 
of Madison and State of New York. 

Freeman H. Merritt to be postmaster at White Plains, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

James A. Snell to be postmaster at Fonda, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York. 

Winfield S. Vandewater to be postmaster at Cedarhurst, in the 
county of Nassau and State of New York. x 


J. Wesley Van Tassell to be postmaster at Hopewell Junction, 

in the county of Dutchess and State of New York. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Guss E. Smith to be postmaster at Mullins, in the county of 
Marion and State of South Carolina. 
3 WASHINGTON. 

T. N. Henry to be postmaster at Prosser, in the county of 
Benton and State of Washington. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, January 16, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Counen, D. D.: 

Eternal and everliving God, whose ways are past finding out, 
we thank Thee that amid the perplexing and inexplicable prob- 
lems of life we may look up to Thee and call Thee Father, be- 
lieving that nothing comes to us through hate or revenge, but 
through love and mercy; that when a calamity comes upon any 
people it makes the whole world akin, teaching fatherhood and 
brotherhood. 

Our. sympathies therefore go out to the people of Jamaica, 
and we most fervently pray that in that great calamity they 
may be comforted by the blessings of Heaven and by the help- 
ing hand of all the world; that we bear one another’s burdens, 
and so fulfill the law of Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

RESIGNATION OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, just prior to ad- 
journment, the Chair announced my appointment as a member 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. I respectfully request that 
the House relieve me from further service on the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he be relieved from further service on the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 


DAM ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER AT GREGG SHOALS, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 21402. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

Permitting the building of a dam across the Savannah River at 
Gregg Shoals. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from South Carolina if this bill has a unanimous report? 

Mr. AIKEN. Yes; it has been unanimously reported. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill and a number of other 
bills of similar character have been amended in the commit- 
tee, so as to make them conform in form to the common bills 
relating to bridges; and I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk 
in reporting the bill may report it as amended, so that the 
House may know what it contains instead of reading the long 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will report the 
bill as requested. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 21402) permitting the building of a dam across the Savan- 
nah River at Gregg Shoals. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Savannah River Power Company, a cor- 
poration E ices under the laws of South Carolina, its successors and 
assigns, is hereby authorized to construct and maintain a dam across 
the Savannah River, extending from a point in Elbert County, Ga., to 
a point in South Carolina near the dividing line between Anderson 
County, S. C., and Abbeville County, S. C., upon or in the vicinity of 
Gregg Shoals, and all works incident thereto in the utilization of the 
power thereby developed in accordance with the provisions of an act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of dams across navigable 


waters,” approved June 21, 1906. 
SEC. 2. at the right to amend or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. AITKEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DAVENPORT WATER POWER COMPANY. 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 21677) to amend an act granting to the Davenport Water 
Power Company rights to construct and maintain a canal, power sta- 
ot and appurtenant works in the Mississippi River in Scott County, 

owa. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act granting to the Davenport Water 
Power Company rights to construct and maintain a canal, power sta- 
tion, and appurtenant works in the Mississippi River in Scott County, 
Iowa, approved April 5, 1904, be, and it is hereby, amended as follows: 
In section 3 of said act strike out the word three“ and insert the 
word six in lieu thereof; also strike out the word “six” and insert 
the word “nine” in lieu thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object— 
my attention was called away for just a moment—I do not quite 
understand something about the dam and furnishing power. 

Mr. MANN. It is merely extending the time. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will state to the gentleman it does not come 
under the classification of dam bills. It is a water-power canal. 
It extends the time for the construction of the same, and the 
company has shown all due diligence. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There was a previous act of Congress giv- 
ing them the power. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And this merely extends the time? 

Mr. DAWSON. That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Has the bill the unanimous report of the 
committee? 

Mr. DAWSON. It has, and has the recommendation of the 
Engineer Department. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. i 


On motion of Mr. Dawson, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS BLACK RIVER, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the following bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23578) to authorize the county of Clay, in the State of 
Arkansas, to construct a bridge across Black River at or near Ben- 
netts Ferry, in said county and State. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Clay, one of the counties of 
the State of Arkansas, duly created and organized under the laws of 
said State, be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and 
operate a Drees and approaches thereto, across the Black River, at or 
near Bennetts Ferry, which is located on or near the south half of the 
north half of section 4, in township.20 north, range 5 east, in said 
county, in the State of Arkansas, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. Macon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FURNISHING CANNON TO THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of Senate joint res- 
olution 80. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 80) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish 


two 3-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loa cannon, with their carriages, 
limbers, and accessories, to the State of South Dakota. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary ‘of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to deliver to the State of South Dakota, if the same can be 
done without detriment to the public service, two 3-inch wrought-iron 
muzzle-loading cannon, now in South Dakota, with the carriages, 
limbers, and accessories belonging to them, to be the property of the 
said State: Provided, That donation shall be without expense to 
the United States. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, page 1, after the word “ Provided,” strike out the words 
“That the donation shall be without expense to the United States” and 
Insert in lieu thereof the words That no expense shall be incurred by 
5 United States in the delivery of said cannon, carriage, and acces- 
sories.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resoiution as amended was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, a motion to recon- 
sider the yote by which the joint resolution was passed was 
laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the fortifications 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 23821—the fortifications appropria- 
tion bill—with Mr. Mann in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that a point of 
order was reserved by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Santry] 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER]. ; 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that the 
point of order is insisted on this morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa withdraw 
the point of order? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The point of order has not been made 
and will not be made. As far as I am concerned, I shall sub- 
mit the question to the House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do I understand the gentleman to 
withdraw the point of order? 7 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. I shall oppose the amendment, 
but shall not claim that it is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws the 
point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will be reported again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 6, after line 23, insert: ` 

“ For the procurement of a site or sites in the Hawaiian Islands for 
forts and seacoast batteries, $100,000.” 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I shall be very brief. In the 
temper of this House with reference to doing things or not 
doing them, I presume. tbere will be quite an opposition to 
preparing sites for seacoast defenses in the Hawaiian Islands. 
Last year we appropriated an insufficient amount for sites in the 
Hawaiian Islands, to wit, $150,000, to be expended in the 
present fiscal year. The estimates for sites to secure the pur- 
chase that are absolutely necessary for the erection of seacoast 
batteries and other defenses at Pearl Harbor and Honolulu for 
the coming fiscal year are $176,100. My belief is that the 
War Department ought to be given all of their estimates in 
order that they may complete the purchase of all the requisite 
sites for the purpose of making a perfect defense of Pearl 
Harbor.and Honolulu. “There was appropriated last year for 
seacoast batteries in the Hawaiian Islands the sum of $260,000, 
and it has been stated on the floor here by those who, I pre- 
sume, know, that this has not been expended; and I have been 
informed that one reason is that they were waiting and ex- 
pecting to have an adequate appropriation to procure the nec- 
essary and proper sites to expend the money upon. 

This bill carries no appropriation whatever for a site for sea- 
coast batteries in the Hawaiian Islands. We did not obtain the 
Hawaiian Islands as a result of the Spanish-American war, nor 
yet as an incident to that war. Proceedings were taken and 
continued through part of the Administration of Cleveland, and 
later on continued until by resolution of Congress, which, as I 
remember, bears date July 6, 1898, in the midst of the prog- 
ress of the Spanish war, we obtained the Hawaiian Islands. 
We did not organize them into a separate Territory, giving them 
a Territorial government, until April 30, 1900, when this was 
done by an act of Congress bearing that date. Now, these 
islands are located in the Pacific Ocean. They are on the road 
to the Philippines. They are not as far west as a large portion 
of the Aleutian Islands, which are a part of Alaska obtained 
about forty years ago. The Hawaiian Islands are absolutely 
essential to us for the safety of our Pacific coast and our Alas- 
kan possessions, to say nothing of the Philippine Islands. 
Therefore it does not come within any of the objections of my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] about wanting to 
abandon them. We took them deliberately. They are not the 
result to us of the conquest of war. They are the result of 
careful annexation, with the approval of the Congress of the 
United States solemnly given by an act of law, and not through 
any treaty arrangement. 

[The time of Mr. Kerrer having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent, at his request, it was extended five minutes.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. As a member of the subcommittee that 
framed the bill and as a member of the whole committee, will 
the gentleman state why no appropriation was made for the pur- 
chase of sites in Hawaii? 


Mr. KEIFER. You will have to ask that question of those 
who were opposed to it on the subcommittee. I was not one 
of those. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
was not done. 

Mr. KEIFER. I only know that the subcommittee and the 
committee refused to do it. I could not give any good reason 
at all. I know of none. Let me add, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
an absolute necessity that we should have an additional appro- 
priation for sites for defenses in Hawaii. We have the $260,000, 
it is said, that was appropriated in the first session of this Con- 
gress yet to be expended, wholly, as it turned out in the law as 
printed, in the Hawaiian Islands, and it has not been expended 
for want of adequate appropriations for proper sites. 

Now we propose in this bill to appropriate $600,000 more for 
seacoast defenses, to be expended in the Hawaiian and Philip- 
pine islands, and it is fair to assume that some portion of it, 
some substantial portion of the $600,000, is to be expended in 
preparing and building defenses for the Hawaiian Islands. We 
ought to have, Mr. Chairman, sites for those defenses. All I 
fear is that if my amendment is adopted and the War Depart- 
ment is given $100,000 to be used in connection with the appro- 
priation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, that it will be 
inadequate. I think this much can be given, and it would be 
used properly and economically, and we can expend the $260,000 
already appropriated that has not been expended—appropriated 
at the last session—and such part as the far Department may 
decide to expend of the $600,000 that is carried in this bill, and 
these are my reasons for urging this amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, last year the fortifica- 
tion bill carried $150,000 for sites in the Hawaiian Islands. I 
shall now read to this committee the testimony of Colonel Ab- 
bot and General Mackenzie, with reference to the appropriation 
of additional money for that purpose, given this year before the 
subcommittee, and shall practically add nothing to that. 

I read from the hearings : 

Mr. SmirH. To what extent have you be a the appropriation we 
have given you to buy land for a Hawaiian site, or have you been 
brought to a standstill by reason of the exhaustion of your money? 

Colonel ABBOT. We had been brought to a standstill when the act 


of June 25 gave us an additional $150,000, 
i wat ak ae That is, have you been banking this money or spend- 
ng it 

Colonel Anpnor. Not the last appropriation. We had spent all that 
we had received up to $150,000. he last has not been spent. 

Mr. Surru. Why, in brief, has it not been spent? 

Colonel ABBOT. We have been waiting for the determination as to 
just where the best sites for the batteries should be. There has been 
some discussion on that matter, and we do not want to buy any further 
land until we find out exactly where we should go. 

Mr. Suirn. What have you to say as to whether the amount we 
have given you will not be sufficient to pick out and buy the land you 
require at a definite price, or within the next year? 

Colonel ABBOT.: General Mackenzie can answer that better than I 
can, as he has been over there. 

General MACKENZIE. There is one piece of land which we un- 
doubtedly will have to buy, and which a year ago was $25,000. 
Whether the price will vary very much from that I do not know. 
There is another piece of lahd where we have not yet succeeded in 
making an arrangement—that is, we have not got a price on it yet; but 
I think that with this amount we have we can pull through for the 
next year. 

Mr. SMITH. And it probably would not delay your work? 

General MACKENZIE. I think not, unless we have an unusual amount 
of work. 

Colonel ABBOT. We have land enough now on which to spend 
3 out of the $260,000, so that the land and the money are on 
all fours. 

Mr. Suira. It might be well to buy the land fairly speedily, but 
from what I understand you have not located the land, nor have you a 
definite price on it. a 

Colonel ABBOT. There have been different opinion as to that mortar- 
battery site. There is quite a degree of variation that is possible and 
still have an effective position. s to just which is the best location 
there has been much discussion and a great deal of variance of opinion. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield for an interrup- 
tion? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. HEPBURN. To what locality does the testimony which 
the gentleman has just read apply? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. To Honolulu and Pearl Harbor. 
Mr. HEPBURN. It is not on the general subject of the in- 
sular fortifications? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not at all. In other words, so far 
from being in want of money to buy sites on which to spend 
260,000, the testimony is undisputed that the Department has 
enough land already bought and paid for to utilize all but 
$60,000 of the $260,000, and $150,000 money not spent for sites 
on which to spend $60,000 given them for seacoast batteries. And 
the testimony of General Mackenzie is that the failure to appro- 
priate more will not delay construction unless they have an un- 
usual amount of work. Instead of having no money to buy sites in 
the Hawaiian Islands, they now have $150,000 in bank that they 
haye not spent, and there is no conceivable need for the appro- 


The gentleman certainly knows why it 
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priation of more money for sites when they have not determined 
where they are going to buy and have already substantially 
land enough on which to erect all the batteries provided for up 
to this hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

The Chief of Ordnance, in 9 manufacturing or similar opera- 
tions, is authorized to charge any indirect or general expense for 2 
or material therefor . ape any of the appropriations authorizing 
these operations in such manner as is most economical and efficient, 


provided that the methods adopted shall show that each of such appro- 
priations bears its ratable share of the total amount of these expenses, 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of order 
against this provision, I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill one or two questions relating to it. In the 
first place, I would like to understand the scope of this legis- 
lation; what-is the intent and purpose of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa reserves the 
point of order to lines 17 to 24, page 8. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I may say, Mr. Chairman, that but 
little can be furnished to the gentleman from Iowa upon this 
subject that is not contained in the Book of Estimates. At all 
of the arsenals of the United States work is being done under 
yarious appropriations. Some instruments for use in manufac- 
ture are utilized in the production of all these various classes; 
for example, a wheelbarrow at the Rock Island Arsenal, with 
which the gentleman is familiar, would be used in connection 
with much of the work under many items of appropriation 
contained in this or the Army or any other bill. 

There is no separate item carried that covers these expenses; 
nor, is it desirable that such separate items be carried, because 
if you do, you do not haye any idea of what a given branch 
of the service is costing. This provides that. the expense of 
these things used in conducting the manufacturing establish- 
ment and utilized in connection with work under divers ap- 
propriations may be distributed equitably over the appropria- 
tions in the utilization of which these articles are necessary. 

Mr. DAWSON. . Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my col- 
league whether or not the effect of this legislation would be to 
furnish more accurate information as to the exact cost of the 
manufacture of any article in an arsenal in the United States? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In my judgment it would furnish both 
a more and a less accurate estimate. It would furnish a really 
more accurate idea of what each article costs than any other 
system, because if we make a separate appropriation for machin- 
ery there would be no method of telling how much of that ought 
to be charged to any given article that was produced, but this 
requires that the proper amount, the equitable amount, be 
assessed to each appropriation to cover this general expense of 
manufacture. 

Mr. DAWSON. The point I was getting at was this: The 
Chief of Ordnance, in the hearings, stated a fact which I have 
long known, that in the manufacture of articles in the arsenals 
of the United States the actual labor cost of the manufacture is 
first ascertained and then to that sum is added 40 per cent for 
the general expense of maintenance of the plant. I would like 
to know whether or not under this amendment the Chief of Ord- 
nance will be able to determine the exact cost, we will say, of 
a gun carriage manufactured at the Rock Island Arsenal with- 
out the necessity of taking the labor charge and then adding 
to it 40 per cent for general expenses? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not say that any system will 
enable us to tell the exact cost of an article where we are 
manufacturing in the same place many different kinds of arti- 
cles, because there are general expenses there that it is ex- 
tremely difficult to tell what percentage of should be assigned 
to the different articles, so that I deem it utterly impossible, if 
in a factory you are producing articles of various kinds, under 
divers appropriations, to state with mathematical accuracy what 
each item costs; but I do think that the general tendency of 
this legislation will be to give a more accurate idea as to how 
much each article does cost. 

Mr. DAWSON. The reason I make these inquiries is that I 
think it is important for the Government to know and for Con- 
gress to know, and I think it is important for the great Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to know, whether or not these articles 
can be manufactured in our own arsenals at a less cost than 
they can be purchased by.contract. As the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hutt] stated to the House the other day, it cost the Govern- 
ment about 25 per cent more to buy metallic ammunition than 
it did to manufacture it in its own arsenals; and I would like 
to ask whether or not the Committee on Appropriations, haying 
always in view the question of economy and the question of the 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1217 


careful expenditure of the appropriations, has ever gone into 
the question of whether or not it is more economical to manu- 
facture these articles in the arsenals or more economical to pur- 
chase them by contract? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would say that I think the evidence 
before the committee quite clearly shows that some articles are 
more cheaply bought than they are manufactured; that there 
are certain castings, certain shaped iron—things of that kind— 
that can be bought more cheaply than they can be manufac- 
tured. I think, generally speaking, it is cheaper for the Gov- 
ernment to manufacture in the arsenals than it is to let the 
contract outside. ‘That is partly due to the fact that in some 
lines there is at least something approaching a combination in 
bidding. In those lines, it seems to me, the Government ought 
to manufacture for itself. In other lines, where there is such 
competition as will insure fair- bidding, it perhaps would be 
well, in a measure, to encourage the maintenance of reserve 
strength to produce these goods in time of war by letting the 
contract outside. 

Mr. DAWSON. As I understand the general policy of the 
War Department in letting out contracts for the manufacture of 
various articles, it is on the theory which has been adopted by 
foreign governments that it is wise to have certain private 
plants equipped with the necessary machinery for the manu- 
facture of these Zoods in an emergency. Now, that being so, 
does that not of itself prove that these appropriations will not 
go so far if the money is expended in contracts as it would if 
they were manufactured in the arsenals? At Rock Island we 
have perhaps the most splendid manufacturing plant in the 
United States, ten splendid buildings and unsurpassed water 
power, complete, to furnish all of the power and all of the light 
for that great institution, the power being taken from the Miss- 
issippi River. There we have the plant; there we have the 
power. Does it not stand to reason that they can manufacture 
more cheaply in that establishment, which has already beeu 
built and which is already equipped, than they can purchase 
from a private establishment, when the effect of purchasing in 
a private establishment is to give them a sufficient profit to 
enable them to equip their manufacturing plants so as to be 
ready in an emergency? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, to reply to the ques- 
tions of the gentleman would require that I enter upon a full 
discussion of all the questions involved in public ownership, 
and that he will not expect me to do. I am not one of those 
who believe that ordinarily a political body transacts business 
better than private individuals, and I do not believe that the 
Government ordinarily can manufacture or manage a business 
more cheaply than a private individual can, but it is necessary 
that we have some reserve productive power. That is, that we 
have a capacity to expand our production in time of emergency. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, right there 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Just pardon me a moment. It is not 
to be anticipated that private individuals will maintain this 
reserve. They can not be expected to maintain great idle manu- 
factories to await the hour when this Government in its need 
calls for their services; therefore all reserve productive power 
we have in time of emergency must be Government power. We 
must have Government plants having this reserve productive 
power for time of emergency, for we can not hope for private 
plants to maintain it. 

Mr. DAWSON. As I understand it the theory of the De- 
partment is that the reserve power shall be lodged in private 
concerns. 4 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not at all, as I understand it. It is 
desired that factories be maintained for the production of 
those classes of goods, and then that the Government shall 
maintain also plants containing a large reserve power of pro- 
duction, these Goyernment plants to accomplish two purposes— 
one to supply the goods and determine whether we are being 
charged unreasonable prices by private producers,. the other 
to have the ability for expansion in time of need, which no 
private capitalist can be expected to furnish. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I fear that my colleague 
has a misunderstanding of the basis upon which the policy of 
the War Department rests. As I understand it, one reason 
for the allotment of these large sums to contractors is with a 
view of enabling the contractors to keep their shops equipped 
for the manufacture of these particular articles, so that in case 
of an emergency these private plants will be ready, and we 
could go to them for an increased supply of these materials. 
But, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment that should not be a con- 
trolling reason. I know, and my colleague knows, that this 
particular plant of which I speak, the Rock Island Arsenal, is 
equipped, has the power and the buildings, so that it could in- 
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crease its output fourfold, yes, sixfold, I think, upon short 
notice and without extra expense except for the labor. ' 

But the point I want to get at, Mr. Chairman, is I want to 
ask my colleague in charge of the bill whether or not it is 
within the province of the Committee on Appropriations, in 
the future, perhaps, to make inquiry as_to the expenditure of 
these appropriations and report to this House, or determine for 
themselves whether it is more economical to manufacture in 
the arsenals or purchase by contract. I believe they would find 
it good policy to increase the manufacture of ordnance and 
supplies at the arsenals. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is the policy of the Committee on 
Appropriations to ascertain in as full a degree as possible the 
manner in which the money appropriated by Congress has been 
expended. I can not quite agree with the gentleman. If we 
transfer all the work to the arsenals and run them at their 
full capacity and leave nothing to be done outside, then cer- 
tainly all the factories.outside will not be maintained, and the 
arsenals will have no capacity for increasing their output in 
time of emergency, and you will then have no reserve power 
of production, private or public; and it is only by maintaining 
this reserve largely at the arsenals that we can have any re- 
serve of that kind at all, because it can not be anticipated that 
these private capitalists will permanently maintain plants of two 
or three or four times the capacity of the work that they have 
to do, and it is the duty of the Government to maintain for 
itself this capacity for increased production in time of need. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I agree entirely with the gen- 
tleman as to the necessity of this reserve power of production 
in an emergency, but in my view we could now have practically 
all this ordnance manufactured in Government plants and we 
would still have in those plants the capacity for a large in- 
crease in case the emergency should arise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman insist upon or 
withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. DAWSON. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 2 of act of Congress approved March 19, 1892, authorizing 
the Secretary of War to issue, on the requisition of the governor of a 
State bordering: on the sea or Gulf coast, and having a permanent 
camping ground for the encampment of the militia not less than six 
days annually, two heavy guns and four mortars, with carriages and 
pinsrosma for their instruction, and for the construction of a suitable 


battery for the cannon so issued, and appropriating $5,000 for each 
State to carry out the above-mentioned objects, is hereby repealed. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer au 
amendment. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point 
of order upon the paragraph. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that by a 
clerical error in fixing the date of this law, in the estimate 
sent down a mistake was made in the. draft of the section, and 
this is merely to perfect it, and if the gentleman from New 
York will withhold his point until that can be done I will be 
gratified. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Sur] desire to have his amendment read for information? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman from New York desires 

to withhold his point of order long enough to perfect the sec- 
tion. Can not that be done by unanimous consent, Mr. Chair- 
man? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa IMr. Surrit! 
asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment to the section 
without impairing the right of any Member to make.a point of 
order after the amendment. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
right to object, I would like to ask, as a parliamentary inquiry, 
if that amendment is adopted will it still be in time to make a 
point of order against the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Surra] is that he may be permitted to offer an amendment 
to the paragraph without barring the right of any Member of 
the committee to make a point of order upon the paragraph as 
perfected, whether the amendment be adopted or otherwise. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, In lines 25 and 26, strike out the words “ March nine- 


teenth, eighteen hundred and ninety-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words May nineteenth, eighteen hundred and eighty-two.“ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SMITH]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
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BENNET] reserves a point of order upon the paragraph as | Army officer or a Navy officer in the line of duty is directed to 


amended. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 

ask the gentleman from Iowa if the seven States that have re- 
ceived cannon under this act ought not to be protected in their 
right, and if he does not think it a little bit unsafe to put in a 
loophole provision without a saving clause? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, having some doubt 
about that question I caused a telegram to be sent to General 
Crozier, the Chief of Ordnance, to know what the interpreta- 
tion of the War Department would be of this section, and I have 
oad “ed hand the telegram in reply, dated January 11, 1907, as 
follows: 


Hon. J. C. COURTS, 
Clerk of Appropriation Committee, House: 

Replying to your telegram of this date, the repeal of section 2 of the 
act authorizing issue of heavy guns and mortars to seaboard States 
will not in any way effect the retentions by the States of guns and 
mortars already issued. 

When any State no longer needs the 
on account of their obsolete character, 


War DEPARTMENT, January 11, 1907. 


ns and mortars issued to it 
hey are condemned by a sur- 
veying officer of the organized militia of the State, sold by the au- 
thority of the Secretary of War, and the p covered into the 
es States Treasury. This has already occurred in the case of one 


CROZIER. 

So that this repealing clause would haye no effect upon any 
State that has this existing equipment until it became so ob- 
solete as to become worthless, and condemned, not by the Fed- 
eral Government, but condemned by the State militia. I see no 
necessity for the saving clause. I think that the States are 
fully protected during the lifetime of what they have now re- 
ceived, and, of course, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEN- 
NET] will not think that these States ought to hereafter be 
given preferential rights over the other States in the renewal of 
their supplies. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman, I do not 
think that. I think that having gone to the expense and 
trouble, and giving the land and everything for fitting up these 
places for the guns, and having taken them in good faith, they 
ought to be protected in their ownership of the guns. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are protected, as General Crozier 
states, and I rely upon his judgment on this subject. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. He is not a lawyer, is he? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He is a better lawyer than a great 
many gentlemen who have certificates to practice, I will say. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is possibly true. But what 
harm would a saving clause do? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Because a saving clause has never been 
presented to the committee, although this matter has been public 
for some time. We have not had time to consider such a saying 
clause or submit it to the Department as to its legal effect in its 
judgment. I feel confident, in the face of this assurance, that 
the gentleman can rest sure that the great State he represents 
will not be interfered with in the possession of these batteries. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I think without the exception I 
would accept—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would not consent to an exception. I 
would rather consent that it go out on the point of order. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I make the point of order that it 
changes existing law. i 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The point of order is well taken, Mr. 
Chairman. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clers. read as follows: 


That all material purchased under the foregoing provisions of this act 
shall be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the judg- 
ment of the Secretary of War, it is to the manifest interest of the United 
States to make BY seme in limited quantities abroad, which material 
shall be admitted free of duty. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, as I caught the reading of that paragraph the 
Government of the United States was given some sort of right 
or some conditional privilege to use something about a gun, I 
believe, if patented by an Army or a Navy officer. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I take it that the gen- 
tleman is alluding to another paragraph that was read before 
this paragraph. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I waited until the Clerk got 
through reading the paragraph to inquire. I have no bill. Will 
the gentleman explain what the paragraph just rend 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If you refer to the second provision 
prior to the close of the bill, I will state that the language used 
is the language that has been carried for several years past, 
and it is not new language. It is intended to protect the 
United States in the use of these matters that it investigates, 
whether patented or otherwise. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does it cover a case where an 


do something of a certain kind, and in doing so discovers some- 
thing and takes out a patent therefor in his own name? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is so intended. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does it give him the right 
to claim it as his property or the Government? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Neither. It provides that if Govern- 
ment money shall be expended in the construction or test of any 
gun or implements under the supervision of the Board the United 
States shall have the lawful right to the use of the inventions 
involved in the constructions. How fully it is covered I do 
not know, but that language has been carried for many years. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman for the 
information. Continuing some remarks of yesterday that I 
have made on that line, I desire to say this morning I sent a 
telegram to Secretary Metcalf to know something about this 
smokeless-powder patent. If the committee will indulge me 
a few moments, I will give it some information I have obtained 
in the shape of telegrams. I said yesterday, Mr. Chairman, that 
Mr. Munroe patented the smokeless-powder process, and there- 
fore he must have been the first man to discover it. I also read 
from a Senate hearing a statement made by the distinguished 
Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] to this effect: 

In this connection I wish to state that Professer Munroe, now con- 
nected with the chair of chemistry in Columbia College, discovered 
smokeless powder when in the Naval Academy, filling the chair of 


chemistry there, and he felt that the invention belonged to the Govern- 
ment, and it was placed by him at the disposal of the Government. 


Now, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Surru] was asked yes- 
terday about, and very kindly placed in the Rercorp, copies of 
two other patents, it seems, upon the same subject, taken out 
by Mr. John B. Bernadou. They do not state, and no one has 
stated, what his position was at the time of taking out the pat- 
ent nor what he was doing when he discovered the thing that 
he patented. So I sent a telegram this morning in the following 
language to the Secretary of the Navy: 


SECRETARY Navy, City: 

Please wire me, House Representatives, whether John B. Bernadou 
was in the Navy in any capacity. If so, what. when he patented a 
smokeless powder, process Nos. 678377 and 652455, in 1900 apd 1901. 
See RECORD of yesterday (15th), pages 1185-1186. If not employed in 
Navy, what was his. business in the years named and what now? 
Please reply immediately. “ 

Jno. W. Guns, M. C. 


To that telegram I have just received this reply: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, January 16, 1907. 


January 16, 1907. 


To Jonx W. Garnus, House: 

Replying your telegram, John B. Bernadou was a commissioned offi- 
cer of the Navy at time of taking out smokeless-powder patents re- 
ferred to. He is still in the service. 

V. H. METCALF, Secretary. 


I also, Mr. Chairman, called by telephone the Patent Com- 
missioner this morning, and asked the Commissioner to send a 
copy of the patent issued to Mr. Munroe, which I haye received 
since I got on my feet to make these remarks. s 

I will read a portion of it so that we can see, if possible, 
whether the patent was given to him as an individual or the 
Government. 


United States Patent Office. Charles E. Munroe, of Newport, R. I. 
Explosive ponner and process of making same. Specification form- 
ing part of Letters Patent No. 489,684, dated January 10, 1893. Ap- 
ati filed August 14, 1891. Serial No. 402,645. (No speci- 
mens. 

To all whom it may concern: 


To 


with. 
which acts upon the lower cellulose nitrates (that is to say, those which 


soluble portions. 
taining a variable and uncertain quantity of -the lower nitrates, and 
therefore having an uncertain value as an 1 as has been the 
case with the gun cotton heretofore employed for military purposes. 

mix this material with nitro-benzene, the same being incorporated thor- 
oughly with the gun cotton in a mill or between rolls, so that the = 
cotton is acted Spin throughout by the nitro-benzene and by which, 
preferably, it is shaped into sheets. The material, which is now of a 
plastic, coherent and homogeneous character, is then preferably cut, 
molded, rolled or otherwise formed into 5 grains. wires or other 
forms, the size and form given to the material ing varied according 
to the use to which it is to be put. This process by which the dry gun 
cotton is converted into a wene homogeneous, coherent and non-ex- 
plosive substance which reta its coherency and plasticity eyen while 
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it is ex to the air, and which is capable of being indurated or con- 
verted into a hard, horny product by the process hereinafter described I 
term “ colloidizing.” ‘ 

I believe nitro-benzene to be the most suitable colloidizing agent, but 
my invention is not confined to the use of such material, for I consider 
the use of any agent by which the gun cotton may be converted into a 
material of sufficient plasticity to enable the thorough ineorporation 
of the colloidizing agent to be effected, and which retains its plasticity 
and coherency while exposed to the alr and which is capable of indu- 
ration as hereinafter described to be within the scope of my invention. 
I prefer to use from about nine-tenths to about one and eight-tenths 
parts of nitro-benzene to one pert of gun-cotton. I may mix with the 
material suitable oxidizing salts to perfect combustion; the kind and 
quantity of such oxidizing salts being varied according to the use to 
which the product is to be put as will be. understood. 

I now indurate the material by the action of heated liquids or the 
yapors thereof. I prefer to employ water or steam or both. I have 
discovered that nitrated cellulose after being colloidized in the manner 
described by me, if treated a hot liquid or vapor, becomes indurated and 
is converted into a material having the consistence of bone, ivory and 
like substances, and by so treating the colloidized material I obtain a 

ubstance of much density, great SAN Saori very close grained texture, 

breat superficial hardness and smoothness, which is insoluble in water 
and completely resists disintegration thereby. The material is also in- 
capable of being exploded by detonation, but burns with such rapidity 
as to proanes a high velocity of the projectile when used in fire-arms 
but without creating a dangerous pressure in the barrel, and also 
without the presence of smoke to any material extent. 

Any suitable method and apparatus for applying the heated liquid or 
vapor may be employed. For instance, the material may be placed in a 
vessel through which the liquid is caused to circulate, and through 
which also the heated steam or vapor is caused to pass. ‘The time of 
exposure to the liquid depends upon the degree of subdivision of the 
material, For instance, the small grains best adapted to use with small 
arms require an exposure of about twelve hours with water at the 
boiling point, to complete the process, With larger pieces the time re- 
quired is proportionately longer. 

The heated liquid or vapor used to indurate the material is used at a 
lower temperature than the boiling point of the colloidizing agent, under 
the same conditions as to temperature, pressure, and other matters 
which affect boiling points. 

It is not essential that the plastic colloidized material shall be im- 
mediately exposed to the Indurating process, since the plastic material 
may be conveniently stored and-transported, it being non-explosive, and 
the indurating step may be performed subsequently or as the material 
is required for use. 

What I claim is, 

1. The method of making explosive material which consists in mixing 
and incorporating with gun cotton a liquid colloidizing agent which is 
capable of converting at ordinary temperatures the higher cellulose 
nitrates into viscous form and then acting upon it with heated liquid 
or vapor to indurate it, substantially as set forth. 

2. The method of making explosive material which consists in ex- 
tracting from gun cotton the lower products of nitration, then mixing 
and incorporating with it a liquid colloidizing agent which is capable 
of converting at ordinary temperatures the higher cellulose nitrates 
into viscous form, and then indurating it, substantially as set forth. 

3. The method of making explosive material which consists in ex- 
tracting from gun cotton the lower products of nitration, then mixing 
and incorporating with it a liquid colloidizing agent which is capable 
of converting at ordinary 5 the higher cellulose nitrates 
into viscous form, and then acting upon it with heated liquid or vapor 
to indurate it, substantially as set forth. 

4. The method of making explosive material which consists in ex- 
tracting from gun cotton the lower products of nitration, then mixing 
and incorporating with it nitro-benzene, and then indurating it, sub- 
stantiily as set forth. è 

5. The method of making explosive material which consists in first ex- 
tracting from gun cotton the lower products of nitration, then mixing 
and incorporating with it nitro-benzene, and then acting upon it with 
heated liquid or vapor to indurate it, substantially as set forth. 

6. The method of making explosive material which consists in first ex- 
tracting from n-cotton the lower 1 of nitration, then mixing 
and incorporating with it a liquid colloidizing agent which is capable of 
converting at ordinary temperatures the higher cellulose nitrates into 
viscous form, then forming the material into pieces of the desired form, 
such as grains or strips, and finally Indurating the material, substan- 
tially as set forth. 

7. The explosive material consisting wholly of cellulose nitrates of 
the higher orders in a colloidized and indurated condition, substan- 
tially as set forth. 

This specification signed and witnessed this 12th day of August, 1891. 

CHARLES BR. MUNROE. 

Witnesses : 

Wu. CROOKE, 
G. W. PATTERSON. 

It seems the patent was given directly to him, and not the 
Government or to him in trust for the Government. 

Senator PERKINS, as I have shown, says he (Mr. Munroe) 
thought the patent“ belonged to the Government“ and turned it 
over to the Government because Munroe discovered it while as 
an officer he was working in the line of his duty at the Naval 
Academy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I read yesterday from the Supreme 
Court decision that when an officer, directed in his line of duty 
to investigate a subject, when he takes Government machinery, 
Government money, Government time, and does investigate, 
and in the course of his investigations discovers something for 
which he takes out a patent, that patent belongs to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. That is the Gill case and that is the 
Solomon case. Mr. Justice Brown wrote the opinion in the 
Gill case and Mr. Justice Brewer in the Solomon case. Now, 
what is the Government's condition to-day as to this powder? 
No one can doubt that the Government owns the Munroe patent. 
It is the parent patent. Mr. Munroe, as he should have done, 
turned his patent over to the Government, and yet his patent 


is to-day in the hands of this great powder monopoly, and the 
Government is in the throes of that monopoly. 

But how about Mr. Bernadou? I do not know the immediate 
circumstances under which he “discovered” his smokeless- 
powder process, but he certainly did not turn the patent over to 
the Government, so far as I haye been advised. I have not been 
able to find any evidence in any report that he turned his patent 
over to the Government, as Mr. Munroe did; but it seems the 
Government only has a free “permit” to use the patent, though 
it at least owns the Munroe patent. 

I am sorry to say that this great monopoly, the Du Pont con- 
cern, that the Senate has been investigating, fruitlessly, so far 
as I know, is in possession of all these patents, and we are ap- 
propriating money—a proposition which I have voted for and 
am going to vote for, as I have been doing since the Fifty-fifth or 
lifty-sixth Congress—for a Government powder factory, to get 
ourselves out of the throes of this monopoly, aided by our Mun- 
roe patent, which we own, and may own—or should—the other 
two. Here we are to-day with no statute to control this matter, 
no provision in this bill to curtail the embarrassment that has 
been brought about by these Federal officials, whether in- 
tentionally or not. I charge no bad faith on their part; but 
there is no statute that I know anything about 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
kindly enlighten the committee as to what legislation could have 
been put upon this bill, unless it might have been additional ap- 
propriations for additional powder plants, that would have had 
any effect whatever upon this subject? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think the gentleman could have 
embodied a provision in this bill to cover the case. It might 
have been subject to a point of order, but I dare say no one 
would have objected to it, because it would be a proper reform. 
It would save money to the people. It would tend to remove the 
embarrassment wrought by this monopoly. 

Mr. SMITIL of Iowa. What was the provision that the gen- 
teman was going to put in? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Something tike the one recom- 
mended by Secretary Herbert ten or twelve or fifteen years ago 
in a report a copy of which I had before me yesterday, or some- 
thing like the one that Senator Chandler, chairman of that Sen- 
ate committee, reported as a result of the testimony taken be- 
fore him. We could even improve on them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Would the gentleman kindly state the 
substance of the legislation he refers to. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If I can get in time from the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. IIE᷑nunx] this report which I gave 
him yesterday, I will read the proposed bills suggested by Sec- 
retary Herbert and possibly others. We should go further than 
this bill goes. We should stop the sale or use of these patents 
by foreign governments. 

Mr. LACEY. I think you gave it to us yesterday. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; I alluded to such sales and 
uses. I will get the report from the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HEPBURN] and read it later if I get a chance. The British Gov- 
ernment has à provision similar to this bill. Mr. Herbert con- 
ferred with British officials on the subject. But the point I 
want to make is this, Mr. Chairman: The gentleman from Iowa 
| Mr. HEPBURN] yesterday alluded to the fact that these naval 
officers, perhaps not intending to embarrass the Government in 
time of war or peace, have put these patents in the hands of 
monopolies, and many have put them in the hands of foreigners. 
Certainly the latter can be done, but should not be allowed. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man if the Government has not the use of those patents? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is true, a mere “permit; ” 
but the Government owns them, or at least owns the Munroe 
patent. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Has the Government paid any- 
thing for the use of the patents? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand not. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. The Government has paid noth- 
ing? k 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No. The naval officer, Mr. Mun- 
roe, turned his patent to the Government as its own property, 
while the other inventor, it seems, said, “ I will let the Govern- 
ment of the United States use my patent.” But it seems the 
Government lias only a license, a gift, a permit to use them, 
exercise no ownership, although it owns the Munroe patent. 
What has it cost the Government? Let us see. It has given 
the inventors the education. It has given them the money. It 
has given them the time. It has given them the machinery to 
discover with, and then gave them the patents. The Govern- 
ment in return has only permits—exercises no control other- 
wise. Now, these patents haye gone into the hands of for- 
eigners. They haye “permits” to use, I suppose, so that when 
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we go to fight the great battles of this country—which [ trust 
God we shall never have the necessity to fight—we must meet 
this smokeless powder made by the Munroe and Bernadou 
patents, invented by officers of the Army and Navy; hence I 
protest to-day against that kind of practice. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to find out, because I have not given 
very close attention to that, when these patents which the gen- 

tleman speaks of will expire, or have they expired? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; the Munroe patent was is- 
sued on the 12th of August, 1891, and the other two were issued 
within the last two years, I think. 

Mr. KEIFER. So recent as that? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; about then. The gentleman 
will find the date at pages 1185 and 1186 of yesterday’s RECORD. 
No one wants to curtail the ambition of a naval officer, but Con- 
gress should regulate these practices. 

Let me tell you another thing. You will read in the Chandler 
report that officers have retired under very questionable circum- 
stances, which are commented upon by that gallant statesman 
of wasp-like intellectuality, Senator Chandler, and gone into 
foreign lands, peddling out their patents, or patents in which 
they became interested, for improved Army machinery and naval 
machinery, and sold the rights and privileges, with strings tied 
to them, I presume, to foreign governments. I say in all seri- 
ousness, without intending to impugn anyone’s motives, that 
this matter is one that must be dealt with by this Government. 

Mr. BURLESON. Were these men educated at the expense of 
the Government? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; every one of them. 

Mr. PRINCE. Are they on the retired list and drawing large 
pay as retired officers? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I can’t say about Mr. Munroe or 
Mr. Bernadou. I refer to the gentleman alluded to by Mr. 
Chandler in his report, who had been retired or given a leave 
of absence” at his request, and during this “leave” drew pay 
at $2,500 or $3,000 per year, as in such cases was provided. 

These are all unpleasant subjects to discuss, but that should 
not deter us from doing our duty and remedying these evils. 

- I am grateful to the committee for its courtesy. My time is 
about consumed. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise and report the bill to the House, with the 
recommendation that the bill do pass. 

The motion was agreed to; so the committee determined to 
rise, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Mann, 
Chaixman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that committee had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 23821) making appropriations for for- 
tifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, and had directed him to report 
the same back with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Sxrrn of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
yote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested : 

S. 7105. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Baker; 

S. 5542. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
S. Reess ; 

S. 1495. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
* Holley ; 

S. 7056. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Carel; 

8. 1594. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
B. Guthrie ; 

S. 3681. An act granting a pension to Sanford H. Moats; 

S. 5672. An act granting an increase of pension to Felix G. 
Murphy; 

8.1797. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Henderson ; 

S. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Brough; 

S. 5106. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ads- 
head; 


S. 6223. An act granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Cummin ; . 

S. 7162. An act granting an increase of pension to William II. 
Sheckler ; 

S. 6510. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. 
Williams; 

S. 7094. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Drake; 

S. 5991. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Ford; 

S. 5836. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Loosley ; 

S. 7378. An act granting a pension to Giles M. Caton; 

S. 7377. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Collins ; 
3 An act granting an increase of pension to Anderson 

enry ; 

S. 6736. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Tracy ; 

S. 6800. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther 
Eldridge ; 

S. 6590. An act granting an increase of pension to Theron 
Hamner; 

S. 7349. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke M. 
Lewis; 

S. 6372. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 


8. 6915. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Healy ; 

S. 6916. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan E. 
Stover; 
S. 6325. An act granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Edwards; 

S. 6670. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana H. 
McDnuffee ; 

S. 7350. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Dodge: 

S. 6733. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna D. 
Barnes; 
S. 6835. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Maybury; 

S. 3912. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Green ; 

S. 6963. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. 
Sayles; 

S. 6960. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Ashton; 

S. 4033. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kirkwood ; 

S. 6573. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Williams ; 

S. 4108. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha M. 
Lambert; 

S. 6050. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward W. 
Galligan ; 

S. 6687. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Mahaney ; 

S. 756. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob Nie- 
bels; ; 

S. 3295. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna Wil- 


„liams; 


S. 6958. An act granting an increase of pension to Keziah 
Walker ; 

S. 7099. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther A. 
Cleaveland ; 

S. 6811. An act granting an increase of pension to James Car- 
penter, jr.; 

S. 2780. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel N. 
McCarter ; 

S. 6571. An act granting an increase of pension to William I. 


8 6722 An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A eri. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
e An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
i An act granting an increase of pension to Dell E. 


= 7083. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Draper ; 

S. 7294. An act granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Pattison ; 

S. 5854. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
MeWilliams ; ° 
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x S. 6708. An act granting an increase of pension to Columbus 
Mason; 
S. 6459. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen Car- 
penter; 
S. 4769. An act granting an increase of pension to Rosa Olds 
Jenkins ; 
oe An act granting an increase of pension to Silas G. 
ark; 
8. 6726. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Jackson ; 
32 6351. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
est ; 
8 S. 6589. An act granting an increase of pension to Washington 
Gray; 
S. 5292. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael J. 
Sprinkle; 
S. 7069. An act granting an increase of pension to Marshall 
Johnson ; 
S. 5021. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Kearney ; 
S. 6588. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Hathorn; 
8. 7192. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Jarvis; 
S. 5023. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth E. 
Olney ; 
S. 7193. An act granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Benjamin; 
S. 6703. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Niblock; 
8. 3320. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias H. 
Parker; 
8. 7246. An act granting an increase of pension to William II. 
Berry; 
S. 4055. An act granting a pension to Nancy J. Mullally; 
S. 4813. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Doolittle ; 
S. 7157. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin S. 
Dunning ; 
S. 6036. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Jenkins; 
S. 6937. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Rosbrugh ; 
S. 6935. An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Neil; 
S. 7161. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Tyler; 
S. 7060. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Hager ; 
S. 6532. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Daniels; 
S. 1516. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando O. 
Austin; 
8. 7075. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Lewis; 
S. 7074. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Jenkins; 
S. 6233. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Vanderwalker ; 
8. 362. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Bullard ; 
S. 7428. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen C. 
Lettenmayer ; 
S. 5586. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert F. 
Pepoon ; 
S. 6226. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Mickler. 
S. 5099. An act granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
D. Merritt; 
S. 6624. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. 
D. Kite; 
S. 6623. An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 
Mitchell; 
5 a 25 An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Boyle; 
a 8 00e An act granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 
ash; 
S. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCullough ; 
S. 1879. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo F. 
EAR $ 
S. 7402. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis H. 
De Castro: 7 
S. 7853. An act granting an increase of pension to Augusta Y. 
Eichholtz; 


S. 7623. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Kumler; 

S. 7358. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Turner ; 

S. 6408. An act granting a pension to Mary Louise McLean; 

S. 4509. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
Loomis; 

S. 5886. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna E. 
Hood; 

S. 7640. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
H. S. Cook; 

S. 7062. An act granting an increase of pension to John Mon- 
roe; 

S. 3896. An act granting a pension to Mary McGill; 

S. 6436. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Kelsey ; 

S. 7558. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Morenas F 

S. 7556. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Spanton ; 

S. 2693. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Wise; 


S. 6633. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


F. ae 
S. 6637. An act granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Eubank; 
S. 6933. An act granting an increase of pension to Fredrick 
sagang 
S. 7067. An act granting an increase of pension to Hdmund 
ERROS = 
S. 3461. An act granting a pension to Helen L. Woodward; 
S. 7339. An act granting a pension to Julia C. R. Baird; 
S. 7543. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
McCumber ; 
S. 7066. An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Drew: 
S. 3583. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 
O'Donnell Wood; 
S. 3319. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Croft: 
S. 4818. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Peabody ; 
S. 5190. An act granting an increase of pension to Abby L. 
Brown: 
S. 2565. An act granting a pension to William P. Parrill; 
S. 6278. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Bees -~ 
S. 5580. An act granting a pension to Julia A. Vroom; - 
S. 7554. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia R. 
Panaon; 
S. 3882. An act granting an increase of pension to Delphine 
Darling; 
S. 6273. An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Wells; 
S. 7361. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Downing ; 
S. 6706. An act granting an increase of pension to James T. 
Stewart ; 
S. 6875. An act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel T. 
Mian : 
7293. An act aaa an increase of pension to John 
white: : 
S. 7617. An act granting an increase of pension to Victor H. 
Coffman ; 
S. 6876. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Pritchard ; 
S. 7513. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
M. Cowgill; 
S. 2259. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Duby, alias Louis Deshemean ; 
S. 549. An act granting a pension to Louis T. Frech; 
S. 7445. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
Freese ; 
8. 7566. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ans- 
low; ; 
5 S. 7505. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
ogue; 
1125 5697. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Lain; 
8. 7486. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron A. 
wWittiams; 
S. 7489. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert C. 
Wagher ; 
S. 7488. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Putnam; 


S. 6964. 
Palmer; 

S. 6820. 
Bullard ; 

S. 6957. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Siegfried ; ` 

S. 7484. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Coover ; > E 

S. 6827. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
J. Sweeting ; 

S. 2994. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Harvey: 

S. 7243. An act granting an increase of pension to Justus B. 
Coomer ; 

S. 7101. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Matimore ; 

S. 1897. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna B. L. 
Walker ; 

S. TITT. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvin L. 
Le Suer, alias James French; 

S. 6948. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis A. 
Grant; 

a S. 7335. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
urt; 

S. 6143. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Northrop ; 

S. 2104. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Feyler ; 

S. 1172. An act granting an increase of pension to Asaph H. 
Witham ; 

S. 6793. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon Peter 
Wallerson ; 

S. 6732. An act granting an increase of pension to John Trefry. 

S. 6139. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Brusie; x 

S. 6584. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Heath; 

S. 6582. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Rowell; 

S. 6830. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel L. 
Seavey ; 

S. 7398. An act granting an increase of pension to Page G. 
Potter ; 

S. 6914. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Barr; 

S. 4681. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Gray; 2 

S. 6671. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace P. 
Marshall ; 

S. 7744. An act granting a pension to Josephine Brackett: 

S. 7740. An act granting an increase of pension to Dwight 
Simpson ; 

S. 4756. An act granting an increase of pension to John Kirch; 

S. 6431. An act granting an increase of pension to R. Smith 
Coats ; 

S. 6769. An act granting an increase of pension to James T. 
McReynolds ; 

S. 7119. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Boxmeyer ; 

S. 1511. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin F. 
Barton; and 

S. 7337. An act granting a pension to Henry W. Blair. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 13675. An act to ratify and confirm the acts of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, passed in the 
year 1905, relating to an insane asylum for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, and providing for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of an insane asylum for the Territory of Oklahoma at 
Fort Supply, in Woodward County, Okla., and making appropri- 
ations therefor; 

H. R. 1026. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Wilcox; 

H. R. 18677. An act granting a pension to Martin Alphons 
Luther ; 

H. R. 21578. An 
drew J. Gaskey ; 

H. R. 13887. An 
T. Eagler ; 

H. R. 10804. 
H. Worley ; 

H. R. 10958. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Silas N. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 


act granting an increase of pension to An- 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 


n , 
H. R. 8563. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hays; 
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II. R. 10751. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Harris; 
= R. 20617. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. S. Will; 
H. R. 10531. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Binkley ; 
H. R. 19970. 
Demers; 
H. R. 10755. 
Flynn; 
II. R. 20714. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Turley ; 
H. R. 20559. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradley: 
II. R. 7488. An act granting au increase of pension to Jacob 
L. Hatton ; 
II. R. 15004. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. MeAtee ; 
H. R. 7476. 
C. Dean; 
II. R. 8789. 
Chapman ; 
H. R. 6911. 
J. Turner: 
H. R. 3355. 
L. Allen ; 
H. R. 19390. An 
liam R. Sears; 
II. R. 19725. An 
Bennett ; 
II. R. 15763. An 
ford N. Upton; 
H. R. 20623. An 
B. O. Horbach ; 
H. R. 2422. An act granting an increase of pension to Earl K. 
Childs ; 
H. R. 3297. 
Lonergan : 
H. R. 3195. 
S. Collins; 
II. R. 3228. 
Doyle; 
II. R. 10364. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Patterson; 
II. R. 2290. 
Reedy ; 
II. R. 2761. 
Mahoney ; 
HR. 2822: 
Gates; : 
H. R. 2909. 
T. Wise; 
H. R. 3194. 
Harvey ; 
H. R. 3234. 
Deskines ; 
H. R. 3783. 
D. Chelf; 
H. R. 3494. 
A. Talham ; 
H. R. 3496. 
Walton ; 
H. R. 15471. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Stover; 
H. R. 13455. An act granting an incrense of pension to Josiah 
P. Higgins; 2 
H. R. 20968. An act granting an increase of pension to Wait- 
man T. Mathers; 
H. R. 20891. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Blair: 
II. R. 14543. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Barnell, alias Richard North; 
II. R. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Roschdiantzky; 
II. R. 562. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Mohn; 
II. R. 600. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver N. 
McLain; 
II. R. 747. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Smith; 
H. R. 1060. An act granting an Increase of pension to Mar- 
aret E. Lounsbury ; 
H. R. 1067. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bender; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 


An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
act granting an increase of pension to Gain- 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 


An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 


An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


An act granting an increase of pension to Rush 


An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
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H. R. 1068. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Quigley ; 

II. R. 1673. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
E. Edson; 

II. R. 1687. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Daly; 

H. R. 1706. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Washburn; 

Ri R. 1709. An act granting an increase of pension to Brice P. 
unns; 

H. R. 1800. An act granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle; 

H. R. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
York; 

H. R. 1904. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
R. Satterlee; 

H. R. 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Foutty ; 

H. R. 1169. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Pierce; 

H. R. 1249. An act granting a pension to William R. Fulk ; 

H. R. 1372. An act granting a pension to Josephine I. Richmond 8 

H. R. 1500. An act granting a pension to Emily J. Sherman; 

H. R. 10789. An act granting a pension to David Wilborn ; 
othe R. 18454. An act granting an increase of pension to Barlow 

avis; 

H. R. 19482. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Cannell; 

H. R. 14298. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Remick ; 

H. R. 4886. An act granting an increase of pension to Zelinda 
E. Odenbaugh ; 

H. R. 4648. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Dedrick ; 

8 ee 4656. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
nell; 

H. R. 4663. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
B. Tanner ; ö 

II. R. 4705. An act granting a pension to Harriet E. Palmer; 
. R. 4834. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas V. 

te; 

H. R. 19296. An act granting an increase of pension to Assoy 
Harelson ; 

H. R. 18742. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. Barney ; 

5 1 R. 13241. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
aner; 

H. R. 12911. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose S. Delaware; 

H. R. 19754. An act to provide for the distribution of public 
2 8 to the library of the Philippine government at Ma- 

PS eee 

H. R. 19523. An act to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George 
B. Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Herbert Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, 
of Huntington, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River; and 

H. R. 20069. An act for the opening of Macomb street NW., 
District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 3498. An act for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt; 

H. R. 8631. An act for the relief of James M. Darling; 

H. R. 3357. An act granting an honorable discharge to James 
B. Mulford ; 

H.R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Bennett; and 

II. R. 3080. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
G. Hammond. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to joint reso- 
lution and bill of the following titles: 

S. R. 81. Joint resolution authorizing temporary leaves of ab- 
sence for homestead settlers; and 

S. 6578. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amenda- 
tory thereof approved June 20, 1906. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 7105. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pæasions, 


S. 5542. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. 
Reess—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1495. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hol- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 7056. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Carel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1594. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
Guthrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3681. An act granting a pension to Sanford H. Moats—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5672. An act granting an increase of pension to Felix G. 
Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1797. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Ere the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5106. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ads- 

head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6223. An act granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Cummin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7162. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Sheckler—to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6510. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. 
Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 7094. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5991. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 5836. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel- 


Loosley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7378. An act granting a pension to Giles M. Caton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. T377. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6625. An act granting an increase of pension to Anderson 
Henry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6736. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Tracy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6800. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther 
Eldridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6590. An act granting an increase of pension to Theron 
Hamner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7849. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke M. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6372. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
Osgood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6915. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Healy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6916. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan E. 
Stover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6325. An act granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6670. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana H. 
MeDuffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7350. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6733. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna D. 
Buarnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 6835. An act granting an increase of pension to George May- 
bury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5912. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6963. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. 
Sayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6960. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4033. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kirkwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6573. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4108. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha M. 
Lambert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6050. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward W. 
Galligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6687. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Mahaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S: 756. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob Nie- 


bels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3295. An act granting an increase of pension te Anna 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6958. An act granting an increase of pension to Keziah 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7099. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther A. 
Cleaveland—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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S. 6811. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Carpenter, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2780. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
N. McCarter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6571, An act granting an increase of pension to William I. 
Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
S. 6722. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6710. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7265. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4113. An act granting an increase of pension to Dell E. 
Pert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7053. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Draper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
8. 7294. An act granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Pattison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 3854. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
MecWilliams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6708. An act granting an increase of pension to Columbus B. 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6459. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen Car- 
penter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4769. An act granting an increase of pension to Rosa Olds 
ships the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
6350. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas G. 
b the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6726. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Jacksor—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 6351. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6589. An act granting an increase of pension to Washington 
D. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
S. 5292. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael J. 
Sprinkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7069. An act granting an increase of pension to Marshall 
Johnson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
_ 8.5021. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Kearney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6588. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Hathorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7192. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah Jar- 
yis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5023. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth E. 
Olney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7193. An act granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Benjamin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
S. 6703. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Niblock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
8. 3320. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias H. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7246. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4055. An act granting a pension to Nancy J. Mullally—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4813. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Doolittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7157. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin S. 
Dunning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6936. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6937. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Rosbrugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6935. An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7161. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Tyler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
S. 7060. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Hager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6532. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1516. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando O. 
sig the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7075. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7074. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
* Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6233. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Vanderwalker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 362. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Bullard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 7428. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen C. 
Leitenmayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 5586. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert F. 
Pepoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6226. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Mickler—to the Committee on Pensions. 


S. 5699. An act granting an increase of pension to Adelaide D. 


Merritt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6624. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. 
D. Kite—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6623. An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4044. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth B. 
Boyle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6948. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 
Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCullough—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1879. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
F. Harmon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 7402. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
H. De Castro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


8. 1353. An act granting an increase of pension to Augusta T. 
E 


8. 7623. An act granting an increase ‘of pension to Sarah A, 
Kumler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 7358. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6408. An act granting a pension to Mary Louise McLean— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4509. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
Loomis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 5886. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna E. 
Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7640. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
H. S. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7062. An act granting an increase of pension to John Mon- 
foe 0 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3896. An act granting a pension to Mary MeGill—to the 

Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6436, An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Kelsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 7558. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7556. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Spanton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2693. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Wise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6633. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6637. An act granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Eubank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 6933. An act granting an increase of pension to Fredrick 
Middaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7067. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
Fillio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3461. An act granting a pension to Helen L. Woodward— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 7339. An act granting a pension to Julia C. R. Baird—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 7543. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
McCumber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7066. An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Drew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3583. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 
O'Donnell Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3319. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Croft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4818. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Peabody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5190. An act granting an increase of pension w Abby L. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2565. An act granting a pension to William P. Parrill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6278. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Humble—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 5580. An act granting a pension to Julia A. Vroom—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7554. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia R. 
Randolph—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 3882. An act granting an increase of pension to Delphine 
Darling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6273. An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7361. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Downing—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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S. 6766. An act granting an increase of pension to James T. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6875. An act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel T. 
Williains—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } 

S. 7293. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7617. An act granting an increase of pension to Victor H. 
Coffman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6876. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Pritchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 7513. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
M. Cowgill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2259. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Duby, alias Louis Deshemean—to the Committee on Invalid 
Tensions. 

S. 549. An act granting a pension to Louis T. Frech—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 8 

S. 7445. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
Freese—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 7566. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ans- 
low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7505. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Bogue—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 5697. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
McLain—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 7486. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron A. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7489. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert C. 
Wagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7488. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Putnam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S8. 6964. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas N. 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6820. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Bullard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6957. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram Sieg- 
fried—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7484. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Coover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6827. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore J. 
Sweeting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2994. An act granting an increase of pension to David Har- 
yey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7248. An act granting an increase of pension to Justus B. 
Coomer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

S. 7101. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Matimore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1397. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna B. L. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

S. 7177. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvin L. 
Le Suer, alias James French to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6943. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis A. 
Grant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7337. An act granting a pension to Henry W. Blair—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7335. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Burt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6143. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Northrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2104. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Feyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1172. An act granting an increase of pension to Asaph H. 
Witham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6793. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon Peter 
Wallerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6782. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Trefry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6139. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Brusie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6584. An act granting an Increase of pension to John 
Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6582. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses Row- 
ell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

S. 6830. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel L. 
Seavey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7398. An act granting an increase of pension to Page G. 
Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6914. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Barr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4681. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6671. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace P. 
Marshall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


S. 7744. An act granting a pension to Josephine Brackett 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7740. An act granting an increase of pension to Dwight 
Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4756. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Kirch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 6431. An act granting an increase of pension to R. Smith 
Coats—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6769. An act granting an increase of pension to James T. 
McReynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7119. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Box- 
meyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1511. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin F. 
Barton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval; the following bills: 

H. R. 189. An act to establish a life-saving station at the Isles 
of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. II.; 

H. R. 14811. An act to authorize George T. Houston and Frank 
B. Houston to construct and operate an electric railway over the 
national cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss. ; and 

H. J. Res. 214. An act to provide for the printing of 16,000 
copies of Senate Document No. 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, second 
session. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

S. R. 81. Joint resolution authorizing temporary leaves of ab- 
sence for homestead settlers. 


COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL- 
_ TURE. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Ag- 
riculture be authorized to sit during the sittings of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Agriculture be authorized to sit during the sessions of the 
House. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 


ject, I want to ask the gentleman if he expects to make a report 


during this session of Congress? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We shall make a report if we succeed 
in completing the investigation that we are now making. We 
have had half a dozen sessions and developed about 1,500 pages 
of testimony when it is printed. We will make the report as 
soon as we can get at it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I want to express the hope that other 
committees on expenditures in the Departments will follow the 
good example of the Committee on Expenditures in the Agricul- 
tural Department. . 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is something, of course, with 
which we have nothing to do. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER, IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 23560) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Columbia 
River between Benton and Franklin counties, in the State of 
Washington, by the North Coast Railroad Company. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 2 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 23561) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Columbia 
River between Wallawalla and Benton counties, in the State 
of Washington, by the North Coast Railroad Company, which I 
send to the desk and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the North Coast Railroad Company, @ cor- 
poration existing under the laws of the State of Washington, its suc- 


cessors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct 
and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto across the Columbia 
River from some convenient and practical point, to be selected, on the 
east bank of said river in Wallawalla County to some convenient and 
practical point on the west bank of said river in Benton County, in the 
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State of Washington, for the passage of railroad trains and, at the 


option of said company or corporation, its successors and ae ee for 
the safe and convenient passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, 
animals, and foot passengers, at such reasonable rates of toll as may 
be fixed from time to time by the Secretary of War, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act entitled “An act*to regulate the construction 
of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : 

Strike out all of line 11, page 1, after the word “ Washington,” and 
on page 2 strike out Hnes 1, 2, 3, 4, and the words “of War” in line 5. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Thre was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

‘The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. ° 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ELEVATOR AND GRAIN-BUYING BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the Senate concurrent 
resolution 36, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 36. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed for the use of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives 3, copies of the testimony taken in the investigation pur- 

. guant to Senate resolution of June 25, 1906, directing the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to make a thorough investigation of the elevator 
and In buying and forwarding business of this country to determine 
to what extent special favors have been granted to them by railroad 
companies, the influence which the alleged monopolizing of this branch 
of business has had upon the market, the injury it has worked to the 
grain producers, the extent to which the railroads, their officers, di- 
rectors, stockholders, and employees own or control the grain-buyin 
and grain-forwarding companies, and the manner in which these rail- 
roads, their officers, directors, stockholders, and employees secured hold- 
ings, if any, in these grain buying, storing, and forwarding companies, 
and to report the same to the Congress at its next session, 1,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the Sen- 
ate resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. è 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 24103) making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, and for other purposes. Pending that motion, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time for general debate be equally divided 


between the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] on behalf of 


the minority and myself on behalf of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, pend- 
ing a motion to go into the Committee of the Whole House on 
. the state of the Union, asks unanimous consent that the time for 
general debate be controlled by himself one-half of the time 
and one-half by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON]. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the District of Columbia appropriation bill, with Mr. Mann 
in the chair. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the attention 
of the House a yery few minutes in explaining the general fea- 
tures cf this bill. There is never much in the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation, of course, which is of general interest to 


the House, but I think there is quite as little as usual in this- 


particular bill, The question of the finances of the District I 


think I ought to touch upon. This bill carries an appropriation 
of about $10,000,000. That is $200,000 less than the appropria- 
tion last year, but the committee can not properly claim that it 


-has economized to that extent. On the contrary, we must ad- 
mit that the appropriations this year for the current expenses of 


the District are much larger than they were last year, and this 
apparent reduction comes from the fact that the extraordinary 
expenses which haye been consuming so large a portion of the 
District revenues for the last five years are approaching their 
completion. We have undertaken within the last few years 


‘several very large projects, which under the ordinary custom of 


municipalities would be paid for by the issue of bonds. There 
was the sewage-disposal system, for instance, which took about 
$5,000,000. There was the Union Station, with the changes of 
grades connected with it, which also took about $5,000,000. 
There was the new municipal building, which took two millions 
and a half, and there was the new filtration plant, which took 
about three millions. 

Then, there was the highway bridge across the Potomac, which 
took $1,200,000, and there was the Connecticut Avenue Bridge, 
which took about $800,000, making in all a total of some seven- 
teen or eighteen millions of dollars of what would be called 
permanent improvements, which would ordinarily be paid for 
by bonds, but which we have paid for as far as possible as cur- 
rent expenses. Naturally it was impossible for the District to 
pay all of these out of its income. So the plan was evolved that 
our partner in District business, the United States Government, 
which pays one-half of all the expenses of the District, should 
pay its half of all these current expenses outright and then 
should advance to the District money sufficient to pay the Dis- 
trict’s half of these current expenses, without any bonds and 
upon payment of 2 per cent annual interest. That has been car- 
ried on now for several years, and there is now due the United 
States for these advances nearly $3,000,000. These’ extraordi- 
nary expenses, however, haye come to a completion, with the ex- 
ception of about $550,000 which come into this year’s bill and 
which will complete the municipal building, and with the excep- 
tion of about $800,000 which is still due upon the Union Station. 

So that after this year’s bill, which appropriates the $550,000, 
there will be only about $800,000 which will in the future be 
due upon extraordinary expenses, unless, of course, Congress 
should decide that we should undertake some new improvement, 
Consequently we can hope very soon to begin to pay off this 
$3,000,000, and, in fact, the bill this year, if it shall not be in- 
creased in the Senate, will haye a balance of about $600,000 
toward decreasing that sum which is due the General Govern- 
ment, and at that rate in four or five years we could expect to 
pay off what might be called our “ floating indebtedness ” and 
onee more be solvent and ready to expend all our income upon 
the current expenses of the government. There is besides this 
a permanent debt of about $11,000,000 for which bonds were 
issued some thirty years ago and which is gradually in the 
process of extinction. Now, in our appropriations this year we 
bave thought that the streets of the city were in such condition 
that they justified and demanded a large appropriation, and 
therefore we haye appropriated $300,000 for the permanent re- 
pairs of the streets, the full sum that is asked for by the Com- 
missioners. We haye also very much increased the expenditure 
for school buildings, because the buildings are crowded. The 
compulsory-education bill which was passed at the last session 
of Congress necessarily largely increased the number of schol- 
ars, and therefore we have appropriated over $500,000 for new 
schoolhouses; and the expenses for the schools, paying school- 
teachers, for the police, and for the fire department are all neces- 
sarily much larger than this year because of the legislation which 
was passed last year increasing salaries. 

There is only one other item which I think is of such interest 
or might excite such difference of opinion that I feel I ought to 
state it to the committee, and that is the appropriation we have 
made of $75,000 for the purchase in three different parts of the 
city of three playgrounds. is playground question is one 
which has recently come to the fore in large cities in connection 
with the education of children. It is a question which per- 
sonally I haye not had much sympathy with, but I find that the 
persons who have most studied the subject, and for whose 
opinions I have most respect, are thoroughly in favor of pub- 
lic playgrounds, and arguments were advanced sufficient to 
convince me that it was wise we should make this appropri- 
ation. We appropriated for one lot of land in Georgetown, 
which will cost about $25,000 and which has about 2 acres, for 
a plat of Iand in the northeast section of the city which has 
about 3 acres and which will cost about $30,000, and for a tract 
of about 1 acre in the southwest section of the city which 
will cost about $20,000. The theory upon which we recommend 
this is that, although this is a city of broad streets, yet the 
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police regulations do not allow the children to play ball or in- 
dulge in sports on the street, and, moreover, we felt that the 
streets are not the proper place for the children to take their 
outdoor exercise, and if without disproportionate expense we 
can provide the school children a place where they can be in the 
open air for healthful exercise I consider it to be an adyantage 
to their health, their morals, and probably their studies; also 
to give them this outing. When the items of the bill are read 
of course they will be open for discussion, and unless there is 
information anyone desires, I have nothing more I care to sug- 
gest in general debate. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to ask the gentleman some 
questions. 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does the gentleman know what the water 

plant in the city of Washington cost? 

; Mr. GILLETT. What it cost originally? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETT. No; I can not give the gentleman that 
figure. I can easily ascertain it, but I do not carry it in my 
head. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, I looked into the hearings for those 
figures and could not find them. Is it true that it takes all the 
revenues derived from the water department to pay the ex- 
penses of operating that plant? 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, no; it does not take nearly all, but there 
has been a provision in the bill for a number of years that the 
balance of receipts over expenses can be applied to the exten- 
sion of what is called the“ high-service system,” and each year 
a large sum is from this revenue appropriated to extend the 
service. I think in the last ten years about $2,000,000 have 
been paid from the revenues and appropriated to the extension 
of the system. 

Mr. JOHNSON. How long will it be under this plan under 
which you are operating before the system will be complete? 

Mr. GILLETT. It depends on how fast the city grows, of 
course. If the city had remained stationary, it would have 
been completed long before this, but if the city keeps growing, 
of course our water system has got to keep growing propor- 
tionally. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does the gentleman know how the water 
rates in Washington compare with the water rates in other 
cities of similar size? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; I can not tell the gentleman that ex- 
actly. It came up last year. I remember the rates were low, 
but the figures I do not remember from last year, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion in regard to another matter, namely, in regard to the play- 
grounds. Does the gentleman think that the same reason that 
has brought about the purchase of playgrounds in cities like 
New York and Chicago, where streets are narrow and crowded, 
apply to a city the half of which is already in parks and open 
spaces? 

Mr. GILLETT. I recognize that Washington does not need 
it nearly as much as these large congested cities. Washington, 
of course, is a city of broad streets and of parks, but of course 
these little parks are not really playgrounds for children, ex- 
cept the very small children, who can just walk around with 
their nurses. And in the places where we have located these 
playgrounds, in Georgetown, in the southwest, and in the north- 
east, there are no playgrounds of any size near the spots which 
we have selected. £ 

Mr. PARSONS. No parks? ; 

Mr. GILLETT. No parks. There is one in the southwest, 
but it is a very small one. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is the land that is to be purchased for the 
purpose of playgrounds reasonably worth on the market the 
prices that it is expected to pay? 

Mr. GILLETT. We were informed that they were very good 
inyestments, and with me that weighed something. Although it 
is hardly proper to ever say that land is a good investment for a 
city, because, of course, we are never going to sell it, but if they 
were abandoned as playgrounds, they would be useful for 
buildings. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Of course, it is only a question of whether 
it will be dearer later. 

Mr. GILLETT. I think it will be very much dearer. The 
one we got in Georgetown is an old cemetery. It is right in 
the midst of the thickly grown part of the city. As the gentle- 
man knows, there are no parks there to speak of. This is an 
old cemetery which the church is willing to sell and which we 
are told we are getting at a very reasonable price. And the 
other lots we were convinced were excellent purchases. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Another thing I want to ask the gentle- 
man about. Did the committee look into the cost of lighting 


this city as compared to what other cities of equal size were 
paying? 

Mr. GILLETT. The committee were rather forestalled this 
year, to their surprise, in doing that, because by a provision 
which was put into the bill before I was on the committee there 
is authority given to the District Commissioners to make a three 
year's contract for lighting, which has never been exercised be- 
fore; but this year, on the Ist of July last, the District Com- 
missioners made a three year’s contract for all the gas lamps, 
and consequently we have nothing to do except to appropriate. 
They had that authority. They have made a very much better 
contract, however, I will say, than they have eyer been able to 
make before, and they have no flat-flame gas-burners now, but 
they are all mantel flames, which give a very much better light, 
and they have secured a price which is very much lower than 
they had ever secured before, and lower than they told us last 
year was possible. 

Mr. JOHNSON. They are asking for authority to make a 
three year’s contract in regard to other lights, are they not? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know. They have not asked our 
committee; at least I do not remember that they asked it. If 
they did, it was not granted. 

Mr, JOHNSON. I understood they wanted to make a three- 
year contract with the are-light people. ; 
Mr. GILLETT. Perhaps they did. 

they asked it, 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. I think the gentleman stated the committee 
liad favored a plan of paying out of the Treasury the half of the 
expenses of making certain improvements in the District of 
Columbia, and hit upon a plan of advancing the half that the 
District should pay, and that the District in turn should repay 
to the Treasury the amount advanced, with an annual interest 
of 2 per cent. How long has this practice been in operation? 

Mr. GILLETT. It was adopted in 1901, at the time these 
large permanent improvements were entered upon. 

Mr. PRINCE. Is there any sinking fund created out of 
which this money can be repaid? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; it is paid right back to the Treasury 
each year out of the surplus there is at the end of the year 
from the appropriations, It is applied to the payment of the 
debt. 

Mr. PRINCE. 
nothing applied? 

Mr. GILLETT. There is nothing applied. 

Mr. PRINCE. If there is a deficiency, then we will have to 
make it up. 

Mr. GILLETT. The debt is increased so much. It was pro- 
vided, I will say to the gentleman, in the original bill, and has 
been carried so ever since, that they shall be made up in five 
years. But the gentleman sees that five years have already 
gone by and it has not been paid. 

Mr. PRINCE. It started in 1901 and this is 1907, and it is 
not made up. How much balance is there behind unpaid? 

Mr. GILLETT. About $2,900,000, and at the end of the year 
there will practically be $3,000,000. 

Mr. PRINCE. Has the interest been paid promptly? 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, the United States helps itself to the 
interest. The money is all in the Treasury, and the United 
States helps itself to the interest out of the annual receipts of 
the District. 

Mr. PRINCE. In advance, or after the current expenses have 
been paid and there is a surplus? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not in advance. 

Mr. PRINCE. If there is a surplus, it pays itself the interest. 

Mr. GILLETT. It pays itself the interest anyway; and then, 
if there is no surplus, as has been the case for several years, 
it has that as a deficiency, and the debt already due is increased 
thereby. 

Mr. PRINCE. In making up the deficiency, in making up 
the budget for the ensuing year, do you take into consideration 
the fact that they are behind in interest and in principal? 

Mr. GILLETT. We are never behind in interest. 

Mr. PRINCE. But we are behind in principal. 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. In making up that does the Government pay 
half and in that way whittle it down and eventually pay it 
itself? 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, no; the Government does not pay any 
part or this. The District pays this full indebtedness, interest 
and all. 

Mr. PRINCE. Then, as I understand, you haye no security 
other than the surplus? 

Mr. GILLETT. Why, the Goyernment has perfect security. 


It was not granted, if 


If there should be no surplus, then there is 
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The Government pays itself. The Government is making the 
appropriation, and the Government can help itself any time it 
pleases. 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. By making larger appropriations? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. PRINCE. And having a surplus? 

Mr. GILLETT. The smaller appropriation made—— 


Mr. PRINCE. And in order to have a surplus the Govern- 
ment would make a larger appropriation? 

Mr. GILLETT. The smaller the appropriation to current ex- 
penses—— 

Mr. PRINCE. Would make a surplus? 

Mr. GILLETT. Would make a large surplus. 

Mr. PRINCE. In what way? 

Mr. GILLETT. The less we appropriate for expenses the 
larger the surplus. If our revenues are $11,000,000 and we 
only appropriate $8,000,000 to current expenses, that leaves a 
surplus of $3,000,000. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; I see that. 

Mr. GILLETT. This year we leave a surplus of about half 
a million dollars—$600,000. 

Mr. PRINCE. Now, asking you of the working of this ar- 
rangement, in your opinion, do you think it wise for the Govern- 
ment to lend its money to cities and take security and receive 
therefor an annual interest of 2 per cent? 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, no; I do not think it should be done 
with any other city. 

Mr. PRINCE. That is what we are doing for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. GILLETT. Why, of course, the Government is a partner 
of the District. And, moreover, as the gentleman under- 
stands 
Mr. JOHNSON. A very generous arrangement. 

Mr. GILLETT. Very. This year we make an appropriation 
for these permanent improvements for the District of Columbia 
of only $550,000, and they ought to be paid for in about six 


years. 
- Mr. PRINCE. The only criticism I have of the scheme is that 
it does not work, It was proposed to work out in five years, 
but instead of doing so there is an indebtedness from the Dis- 
trict to the General Government in the neighborhood of $3,000,- 
000. It is a good deal like stepping up one step and slipping 
back two. 

Mr. GILLETT. It is not my province to defend that original 
provision, for I had nothing to do with it; but I do not think 
it is fairly subject to the criticism the gentleman makes, for 
this reason, that when it started it was not supposed that so 
many of these very large permanent improvements would be 
indulged in. But year by year we have gone on and undertaken 
one by one these very large and expensive permanent improve- 
ments. At the same time, as I say now, we are entirely at the 
end of them, and unless Congress decides to go into some other 
similar large permanent improvements, if we keep on at the 
same rate, there will be a large sum every year to reduce this 
debt. Last year we reduced it about half a million dollars, and 
we will do as well or better this year. 

Mr. BANNON. Mr. Chairman, have options been secured 
upon these different tracts of land which are proposed to be 
used for playgrounds? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; we do not limit them to any particular 
spot, so if the price is put up on us, the Commissioners are not 
obliged to take that land. 

Mr. BANNON. Then the three tracts that the gentleman 
mentioned will not necessarily be the ones that may be pur- 
chased if the appropriation is made? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not necessarily, because if the price is 
raised to an unreasonable figure, the Commissioners would not 
buy the land. 

Mr. BANNON. Are the Commissioners of the opinion that 
the prices set on this land are reasonable prices? 

Mr. GILLETT. They thought they were very reasonable. 

Mr. BANNON. Were any affidavits or appraisements sub- 
mitted to the Commissioners or by them? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not submitted by them. 

Mr. BANNON. Do I understand this cemetery that it is con- 
templated to purchase for a playground has been used as a 
burying ground? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not for a great many years. 
disused burying ground belonging to a church. 

Mr. BANNON. In the event that the Government should 
buy the title to that cemetery from the church, which, I pre- 
sume, would have to be done under court proceedings, might 
there not be some claims set up by the families of those buried 
there for certain rights in this burying ground? 


It is an old 


Mr. GILLETT. I do not think so. They have told us that 
we could get a clear title. 

Mr. BANNON. Against all persons whatsoever? 

Mr. GILLETT. Against everybody. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to 
discuss the details of this bill. If I felt so inclined, it would 
be unnecessary to do so after the yery clear and comprehensive 
statement which has been submitted to the committee by the 
gentleman who so ably presides over the subcommittee which 
had charge of its preparation. 

I do desire, however, to submit to this committee a few 
thoughts which occurred to me during the time the subcommittee 
was engaged in the preparation of this measure, and I offer these 
suggestions with diffidence to the gentlemen who compose the 
District Committee and who are directly chargeable with the re- 
sponsibility of suggesting legislation in the interest of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. Chairman, in the early days, while the Continental Con- 
gress was holding its sessions in the city of Philadelphia, it was 
so persistently and constantly annoyed by the actions of an or- 
ganized mob which assembled near the house where the Congress 
was assembled that it was caver to adjourn and take ref- 
uge in an adjoining State. 

It is believed that these facts were fresh in the recollection of 
the fathers when they were called together to frame the Consti- 
tution (the Constitutional Convention consisting largely of mem- 
bers who constituted the First Congress), and they embodied in 
the organic law a provision that 10 square miles, to be ceded by 
certain States, should become the seat of government, over 
which the Congress should “ exercise exclusive legislative juris- 
diction in all cases whatsoever.” To this section in the first 
article of the Constitution we look for our authority to legislate 
for the capital city. By its terms the grant of power to legis- 
late is as broad and sweeping as language can make it. This 
exclusive authority to legislate for the District of Columbia car- 
ries with it, of course, the responsibility which the Congress 
ought not to evade—to devise for the District the very best gov- 
ernment possible. 

Since the seat of the National Government was established 
here many plans for the government of this District have been 
suggested and several tried. For nearly three-quarters of a 
century the affairs of the municipality, if I might so term it, 
were administered by direct legislation on the part of Congress, 
at the end of which time the bonded indebtedness of the city ag- 
gregated in amount a little in excess of $3,000,000. At that 
time, in 1870, the amount necessary to meet the current expenses 
of the city was about $2,000,000, and approximately this amount 
was carried in the appropriation bills to meet this purpose. 

In February, 1871, after. the enfranchisement of the negro - 
another system of government for Washington City was devised 
by the Congress. Provision was made for a governor, a board 
of public works with defined powers, and a legislative assem- 
bly. I will not at this time attempt a characterization of the 
government given the taxpayers of this District, and under this 
plan, but sufiice it to.say that at the end of a little more than 
three years the bonded indebtedness of this city had been in- 
creased to a degree without a parallel in the history of the 
civilized world. When its bonded indebtedness had reached 
a sum in excess of $23,000,000, the Congress, which was, of 
course, responsible for the form of government under which 
this great increase had been brought about, was confronted with 
the necessity of doing something. The air was filled with 
rumors of the corruption, the rottenness and thievery of those 
who were in charge of the city’s affairs. The taxpayér was 
helpless. No honest man would undertake to defend what had 
taken place; in fact, no one could be found who would even 
attempt a justification of the continued existence of such a 
government, and, in a moment of desperation, the Congress 
wiped it out completely—abolished it—and provided for the 
government of the District by three Commissioners, declaring 
at the time that it was a temporary expedient—only a tempo- 
rary plan. This was in 1874, and at the time this action was 
taken a select committee consisting of members of both parties 
was appointed for the purpose of giving careful consideration to 
the subject-matter and reporting back to the Congress n per- 
manent system of government for the District of Columbia. 

This select committee considered the matter for four years 
before it brought before the Congress the fruit of its labors. In 
its first report provision was again made for a representative 
government or a legislative assembly for the District of Columbia. 
For reasons which it is now unnecessary to discuss the bill met 
with an overwhelming defeat. It was recommended that the 
three Commissioners be selected in this way: One, the Engineer 
Commissioner, to be named by the President, one to be elected by 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1229 


the Members of the House, and the other to be elected by the 
Senators. After much discussion this recommendation was re- 
jected. and finally the Congress, vested as it is with the exclu- 
sive right of legislation within this territory, and therefore 
chargeablé under the Constitution with the responsibility of 
fashioning the best government it is capable of devising for the 
District of Columbia, notwithstanding the fact that every vestige 
of popular government was practically eliminated from the 
plan, suggested the adoption of the present system of government 
for the District cf Columbia. When it acted in the discharge 
of this solemn duty, it recognized that there were defects in the 
plan adopted. 

Mr. Chairman, I am afraid the time has not yet arrived when 
the defects in this plan can be remedied. Im fact, I know that, 
for reasons which it is unnecessary for me to state, the prin- 
cipal defect in the plan of government for this District under 
existing conditions can not be eliminated. 

The Commissioners at present, if I may use the term, are an 
irresponsible“ body. They are not elected by the people, they 
are not elected by the Congress, as was first suggested by the 
select committee in their report made in 1878, but they are ap- 
pointed by the President, and, of course, are responsible only 
to the President. Our President is a very busy official; either 
he is attempting to reform the mother tongue by Executive order 
or directing who shall enter the public schools in California or 
advising against the dangers of race suicide by intimating to 
the heads of households in this country how many children 
should be found therein, so that he has no time to give atten- 
tion to the affairs of the District of Columbia, and consequently 
one can see that the Commissioners are practically not respon- 
sible to any authority. If it were possible to provide for the 
election of these Commissioners, adopting in the District of 
Columbia a suffrage qualification like that existing in South 
Carolina or Mississippi (or it may be like Massachusetts; as 
I now recollect the proyisions of its constitution, I believe it 
requires a poll tax and an educational qualification), the prin- 
cipal defect in its plan of government will have been removed. 
Mr. Chairman, if we could provide for the election of the Com- 
missioners by the people, thereby making them responsible to 
the people for their action, and then vest them with a larger 
discretion and a larger power in the management of the affairs 
of the District, I do not hesitate to say that the Congress of the 
United States would, in my humble opinion, measure up to the 
full responsibility that rests upon it to give this city the best 
government that could be devised by the assembled wise men of 
the nation. But, Mr. Chairman, we know that this can not be 
done at this time. I believe in time it will be done, but not 
now. 

Another reason why I think the present arrangement, under 
which the General Government pays one-half the expense of the 
District government, is disadvantageous is that it encourages 
extravagance. There is a condition here found in no other 
municipality in the country—a condition which seems unlikely 
to change and, in my opinion, as long as the present arrange- 
ment continues, will not change. Every suggestion offered look- 
ing to the expenditure of money in connection with the District 
government is given prompt approval by every person living in 
the Distriet. I challenge any Member under the sound of my 
voice to show or to make known if he ever heard of a suggestion 
made looking to the expenditure of money within the District of 
Columbia, regardless of what it was for or whether it came 
from a Republican source, a Democratic source, or a Socialistic 
source, that was opposed by anybody who lived within the limits 
of the District of Columbia. : 

And why should they? They bear only one-half the burden of 
the expenditure to be made, and inasmuch as the inhabitants of 
the District are to be the beneficiaries of the whole expenditure, 
why of course they are not opposed to it. 

It is natural, perfectly natural, and I do not think the Com- 
missioners of the District are so very blamable when they em- 
phasize their recommendations—as they always do—for the rap- 
idly increasing appropriations called for to support the city 
government. I haye been impressed with the earnest desire of 
the Commissioners to make their estimates just as close as 
possible so as to cover the maximum of revenue to be raised 
within the District, multiplied by two, thus reaching as far into 
the Treasury as they can. 

The necessity for economy as far as the District people are 
concerned is rarely voiced in the room where the bill under 
consideration is prepared—and naturally so. To illustrate my 
meaning: Suppose the improvement of a street is under con- 
sideration. In any other city the controlling idea would be, 
. first, what is necessary to be done; second, how can the im- 
provement be most economically made? Here the idea seems 
to be, let's have the finest possible improvement made, be- 


eause we are paying only half, and when we secure this we 
will not haye then paid as our part as much as a cheaper im- 
provement would have cost if we were bearing the cost of it 


alone. Natuarally this tends to extravagance, as every thought- 
ful person must admit. s 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, in this District the taxpayer is 
relieved of many burdens imposed on those living in other cities. 
Here they are not called upon to aid in the support of a dupli- 
cate or triplicate set of officials as residents of other cities are; 
they have no machinery of State government or county govern- 
ment to maintain, and, moreover, for some unknown reason, the 
taxpayer here escapes a part of the burden of taxation laid on 
residents of municipalities elsewhere, as I understand it. Here 
a tax is laid on real estate and household effects (with certain 
exemptions) and tangible personal property. No tax is laid on 
moneys, credits, notes, mortgages, stocks, or bonds. And the 
truth is, if this condition continues, in my opinion this city 
will become a veritable place of refuge for the tax dodgers of 
our country. It is said they are already beginning to gather 
here. Time and time again attention has been directed to this 
matter, but nothing has been done. I repeat, with all these 
fayorable conditions the residents of the District naturally favor 
large appropriations for the District, as the burden of paying 
their share of same rests but lightly upon them. 

I do not hesitate to say, Mr. Chairman, that in my judgment 
the time has come for a readjustment of the financial arrange- 
ment between the General Government and the District of Co- 
lumbia. At the time that the bill providing for the so-called 
“permanent system of government for the District of Colum- 
bia” was under consideration, the contention was made that 
because the value of the real property owned by the citizens of 
the District of Columbia and the property owned by the Gen- 
eral Government was approximately the same—the value owned 
by the Government at that time being estimated at $96,000,000, 
as I now recollect it, and the real property owned by the indi- 
vidual citizens, real estate, at $95,000,000—the expenses of the 
District Government should be borne equally by the General 
Government and the District. But in estimating the property 
owned by the General Government, the value of the streets and 
avenues was estimated and added to the value of the lots and 
squares owned by the Government for public purposes, and it 
was upon that basis that the contention was made that the Dis- 
trict of Columbia should only share one-half the burden of the 
expense of maintaining the District government. The injustice 
of this contention is manifest to any fair-minded person. 

The contention at that time was also made or, rather, plea 
was put forward, that the General Government should assume 
50 per cent of the expenses of the District government because 
the bonded indebtedness of the city had become so great under 
the government imposed upon it by Congress that with the levy 
of the maximum tax authorized by the bill it would provide 
only sufficient revenue to meet the interest on its bonded in- 
debtedness and maintain the public schools, and consequently 
there was an absolute necessity for the General Government to 
shoulder one-half of the burden of the District government. 

Notwithstanding these misleading contentions and baseless 
pleas, we find that at that time some of the most thoughtful 
men in Congress protested against fixing 50 per cent as the part 
the General Government should bear of the District government 
expenses. 

A glance at the roll call, where they registered themselves 
against it, will show that among them were Mr. Reed, of Maine; 
Mr. Blount, of Georgia ; Mr. Cox, of New York, and Mr. Reagan, 
of Texas, who, with many others, contended that 25 per cent 
was a sufficient amount for the Government to pay toward this 
city’s general expenses. 

Mr. Chairman, the select committee which had been appointed 
by the Congress to consider and report upon a permanent system 
of government for the District of Columbia, had in its report 
recommended that 40 per cent be the amount fixed to be paid 
by the General Government toward the expenses of the District 
government. There is no doubt in my mind that but for the 
fact that Congress felt responsible, or, rather, its conscience 
was being pricked with the thought that the corrupt govern- 
ment of its creation had brought woe to the District, aided very 
materially in inducing it to assume the burden for the General 
Government it did when it agreed for the time being fo pay 
one-half this city’s expenses. 

Washington at that time was a city of approximately only 
140,000 inhabitants. The statement was made in the course of 
the debate on this subject that ultimately it would become a 
great city, and the answer was that then a change could 
be made. We see the aspiration of this city manifesting itself 
through the columns of its newspapers—there is a call for a 
greater Washington—and, Mr. Chairman, what will be the ex- 
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penses of this city if the ambition of its progressive citizens are 
realized and Washington does become a city of a million or a 
million and a half of inhabitants? The time will then come when 
the current expenses of this city will easily amount to twenty 
or thirty millions of dollars. Do we propose then to burden 
our constituents with bearing one-half of the expenses of its 
government? It now has a population of 350,000. It is sur- 
rounded by a score or more of suburban villages, many of them 
miles from this capital. These suburban villages contain nearly 
one-half as many people as lived within the limits of the city 
at the time the present plan of government was devised. Our 
constituents bear one-half the expense of the government in 
eyery particular. Will some one tell me why the people in the 
mountains of Tennessee should be taxed for the education of 
the children within the limits of these suburban yillages and of 
this city? 

I confess, as far as I am concerned, that I do not want the 
General Government to shirk the responsibility of paying every 
cent that it should pay—yes, I want the General Government to 
be liberal, if IT may be permitted to use that term, in its dealings 
with the District of Columbia, but I do say that there are cer- 
tain charges, that there are certain obligations, resting upon 
the people of the District that they should carry for themselyes 
and which should not be shared by the constituents of the gen- 
tlemen who sit upon this floor. Will some one please tell me 
why the people in Maine should be taxed to care for the indi- 
gent poor within the limits of the District of Columbia? Every 
capital of a State within the United States bears the burden, 
not alone of its city government, but it also shares the burden 
of the county and State governments, and in addition bears its 
proportionate share of the stupendous expenses incurred in the 
support of the General Government. In every State capital the 
State owns real property just as the General Government owns 
real estate here, and in the case of the capital city of my State 
the fee in the streets, avenues, and parks is in the State just 
as here it is in the General Government, and yet the suggestion 
that the State government should bear 50 per cent of the city 
of Austin’s expenses would be promptly rejected as too ridicu- 
lous for consideration. Can some man differentiate for me be- 
tween a State capital and this capital in the matter of a just 
and equitable responsibility from sharing the burdens of the 
municipal government? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman state whether 
or not the people of the United States are taxed to take care of 
the resident poor, the indigent poor, of the city? 

Mr. BURLESON. Oh, certainly; the General Government 
pays one-half of the expenses of the support of every pauper, of 
every blind person, of every deaf person, of every person who is 
afflicted in any way, whose support is chargeable to the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. For those who live here? 

Mr. BURLESON. Yes. There is no question about that. 
The question is, Why should it be? No man can give a reason, 
and, as was said when this matter was under discussion in 1878, 
no man would stand upon this floor and contend for such a 
proposition or would vote for it if he knew that his constitu- 
ents were to pass directly upon the proposition and would hold 
him directly accountable for that yote. 

Mr. STERLING. What is the rate of taxation in the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. BURLESON. One dollar and fifty cents, I believe, levied 
only against the character of property I have indicated. I sub- 
mit, Mr. Chairman, and I do not want to be misunderstood, 
all are anxious that Washington should be made a beautiful 
city, all take pride in the fact that the capital of this great 
country of ours should be the most beautiful city in the world, 
and I do not believe a man can be found, who has visited the 
capitals of Europe after visiting this capital, but will ad- 
mit that to-day it is the most beautiful capital in the world; and 
now having attained this end the question arises, Shall this 
General Government continue to bear excessive burdens, more 
excessive than is just and fair to our constituents? 

I do not want to be misunderstood. I am not only willing, 
but anxious that the General Government should bear its full 
part in the expense of governing this city ; but in fairness to our- 
selyes and our constituents, we should not place on them bur- 
dens they ought not to carry. There is another matter to which 
I want to ask your attention. The District Commissioners, in 
my opinion, should be given larger responsibility and larger au- 
thority in regard to the regulation of local affairs within the 
District of Columbia. It is true that they are not responsible to 
any person or any authority, as I have shown, but I still believe 
that it would be best for this city if larger powers could be 
conferred on the Commissioners. Is there a man here who will 
gainsay the proposition if these District Commissioners had 


been accountable directly to the people, and they had been given 
the authority to act, that long before this the people of this Dis- 
trict would have had 75-cent gas or even 65-cent gas? Is there 
any man here who will gainsay the proposition that they would 
have long since had, if not universal transfers upon all street 
ears of this city, a very much reduced rate? Is there any- 
one but who knows the people here would have had cheaper 
telephones in this city if the District Commissioners were vested 
with the authority to regulate these charges and were directly 
responsible to the people for their action? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would be glad to have the gentleman 
state upon what he bases his opinion that if the Commissioners 
did have greater authority we would have lower charges for 
the services from these public-utility corporations that he indi- 
cates, 

Mr. BURLESON. Because I believe it would have been just 
to have made such reductions, and I know that the people here 
would have insisted upon the reductions being made. That is 
the reason upon which I base my belief, and I contend it is well 
founded. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
speculative. 

Mr. BURLESON. I do not think so; and as for the matter 
of gas, if the gentleman will send for bulletin issued last year 
by the Bureau of Labor and see how very cheaply it can be pro- 
duced, if he will look into the question of the actual cost of 
making gas, I do not believe that he or any man upon this floor 
would say it should not be reduced and that in doing so it 
would be perfectly just and fair to the gas company. I have 
no purpose other than to be scrupulously fair and just to all 
these public-service corporations. I do not want to fix a charge, 
und would not if I had the authority or power to do so, for 1 
cent lower than was just and fair alike to the people and to the 
corporations which have been given, given without cost, the 
franchises to furnish these services to the people. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why should in the gentleman's opinion 
an irresponsible commission be more quick to respond to the de- 
mands of the public than a body that is responsible to its con- 
stitnents? 

Mr. BURLESON. Oh, the gentleman knows quite well, if he 
refers to this body, that the Congress is always slow to move. 
The gentleman also understands that the District Committee, 
consisting of wise men as all will confess, lias many, many 
complex matters confronting it, and probably has not had the 
time to give these less important matters attention. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I would like to ask the. gentleman whether 
he knows that the District Committee is now investigating most 
thoroughly the entire question of the cost of gas and the 
proper price that should be charged in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BURLESON. I am not a member of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, but I remember quite well that during 
the consideration of this bill at the last session of Congress, 
when an item had been embodied in it to reduce the price of gas 
to the city and to the Government from $20 to $15 for the 
flat-flame burner, that a point of order was made against it, and 
it was of course sustained, and out the item went. 

At that time members of this committee urgently invited the 
attention of the Committee on the District of Columbia to the 
matter and pleaded with them to take some steps to afford the 
people relief. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Of course my recollection does not go back 
to the last Congress. 

Mr. BURLESON. 
ment I have made. 

Mr. OLCOTT. But, as a matter of fact, I would like to state 
to the gentleman that matter is being carefully considered by 
the subcommittee having that matter in charge now, 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman tell me whether it is 
going to be so carefully considered that we will not be able to 
get a report at this session? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It is going to be so carefully considered, in 
my opinion, that justice is going to be done to every one con- 
cerned, both the people in the city of Washington and the com- 
panies that have the right to manufacture the gas. 

Mr. BURLESON. And thus it is, Mr. Chairman, that light is 
turned upon the proposition as to whether we are going to have 
a report at this session. Justice is going to be done. Why, of 
course, a committee of Congress could never do anything but 
report a measure that would be exactly just and fair. That 
was not the query. The query was, Will there be a report at 
this time, this session? 

It has been charged that the capital stock of this gas mo- 
nopoly has been inflated by the unauthorized issuance of cer- 


The gentleman’s statement is largely 


The Recorp will bear me out in the state- 
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tificates of indebtedness. It has been charged repeatedly in the 
public prints that the people of Washington City have been 
victimized by this monopoly for years and that they can get no 
relief. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell the com- 
mittee why it was that, notwithstanding the fact that this House 
defeated a conference report and specifically directed the com- 
mittee to take it out and bring back a bill fixing the price of gas 
at, I think, a dollar—though I am not sure—they did not bring 
back any bill? They did not obey the instructions of the 
House, as I recollect. The gentleman will remember it, I am 
sure. 

Mr. BURLESON. Of course, the members of the District 
Committee will remember it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That was, possibly, a year or two 
ago. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, as I have stated before, I 
have no disposition to be unjust or unfair to a single public- 
service corporation within the District of Columbia. I would 
not under any circumstances vote for a proposition that wonld 
take from them one-hundredth part of 1 per cent of what they 
are justly and fairly entitled to charge for the service they are 
rendering the citizens of this District, but I do believe that this 
system of government that we have in the District of Columbia, 
resulting in the irresponsibility of the District Commissioners— 
and I say that intending no reflection upon the eminent gentle- 
men who constitute the board—is the prime cause for the delay 
in bringing the relief to which these people are entitled at this 
time. I realize, as I have stated, and I will not discuss the 
reasons why, that this can not be corrected; that we can not 
change the present plan under existing conditions. I believe it 
ultimately will come. I believe within a quarter of a century 
Members upon the floor of this House, upon that side as well as 
upon this, will haye the courage to submit a plan here for the 
permanent government for the city of Washington that will en- 
able the people of this District to hold directly responsible these 
who are chargeable with the responsibility of its government. 
If this could be done and the intelligent taxpaying clement of 
the District were given the right to select the Commissioners all 
these difficult problems would be promptly and correctly solved. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I only wanted to 
say to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Buntxsox] that I put in 
a bill for free transfers on three separate occasions, and the 
present bill is now in the committee, and I hope for a favorable 
- report and that I will be able to present it to the House at the 
next District day. Then, in the matter of telephone charges I 
propose to do something in that line as a member of the Dis- 


* trict Committee, and am now collecting data, because I do not 


_want to go ahead without a proper backing. Just as soon as I get 
that backing I am going to put that bill before the District Com- 
mittee. I simply say this to show that the members of the Dis- 
trict Committee are not idle. 

Mr. BURLESON. It is gratifying to receive this information, 
Mr. Chairman, and I sympathize with the gentleman, because 
he seems to be in the same condition of mind in which the sub- 
jects living within the limits of the District of Columbia find 
themselves. He has hope that something is going to be done. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. It is going to be done. 

Mr. BURLESON. It is going to be done! Mr. Chairman, 
that is the first cheering information that I have heard since I 
haye been a Member of this body coming from any member of 
the District Committee. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to 
bring a bill in and let it sleep. I am going to move that bill up 
some way. d 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman states he is get- 
ting data on the telephone subject and others. Is the gentleman 
doing that individually or is the committee having hearings on 
that subject? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. No, sir; it is just individual ac- 
tion; but I will call it to the attention of the committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You had no-hearings upon the 
subject? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. No. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I have said eyen more than 
I intended to say. I know that municipal government is a grave 
problem. I know that it presents many complex problems, and 
the thoughtful men ef both parties throughout the length and 
breadth of our country are seeking for a solution, and the best 
solution, of the problem. I believe that the time will come—in 
fact, I am sure the time will come—when we can make these 


District Commissioners directly responsible to the intelligent 
tax-paying people of the District; and when that time does 
come, in my judgment we will have then devised the best form 
of government that can be devised for the government of a mu- 
nicipality. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


him a question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. In that connection, is it the opinion 
of the gentleman from Texas that the District Commissioners 
ought to have control of the streets and avenues of the city of 
Washington, independent of Congressional control? 

Mr. BURLESON. Not at all. My contention is that they 
ought to be given larger powers relating to the regulation of 
public-service corporations and the charges that they make to 
the publie for the service they render. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will ask the gentleman if he does 
not think that inasmuch as the people of the Republic are going 
to come here, either themselves or through their representatives, 
to transact business that Congress ought to keep control of all 
of these affairs? . 

Mr. BURLESON. Congress can not rid itself of the exclusive 
right of controlling the municipality of the District of Columbia 
or, I should say, of the exclusive right to legislate for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; but I contend that that authority carries 
with it the responsibility to devise for the people who reside 
here the very best system of municipal government that can be 
devised. It is true that we have not the courage now to do it, 
for reasons which I do not now care to discuss. We all know 
what they are, and I do not care tọ discuss them. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If the gentleman does not care to 
discuss the reasons, of course it is not worth while to ask him 
for them; but I will ask him if there is any reason why three 
Commissioners appointed by the Executive are better qualified 
to see that the people of the District get a better or fairer gov- 
ernment than Members of Congress elected directly by the 
people? 

Mr. BURLESON. I confess I know none, except the fact that 
we are not responsible to the people here, but to our own con- 
stituents. We all know Members of Congress can not, because 
of the multiplicity of the duties devolving upon them, give Dis- 
trict matters their close personal attention, can not give to the 
details of this municipal government that attenion which it 
properly requires or demands at their hands. There are not 
three Members in this body who would not give to this city an 
honest, economical, and efficient municipal government if they 
had the power conferred upon them or authority conferred upon 
them and were made directly responsible to the people of the 
District for their conduct. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make 
a suggestion in connection with the observation that has just 
been indulged as to the duty of Congress to legislate for the 
District of Columbia. That would apply with equal force to 
every duty that devolves upon Congress, and while the District 
of Columbia is the general seat of government, it seems to me 
that there is just as much pressure behind one of these duties 
as behind another. 

Mr. BURLESON. Probably so; but I venture the assertion 
that aside from members of the subcommittee who make up 
this bill there are not five men upon the floor now that could 
come within a million dollars of the amount appropriated last 
year for the District government. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Is it not also true that the measure 
is made up by the members of the subcommittee and that there 
is no member of the whole committee who undertakes to be 
informed with reference to the details that does not come to 
him as a member of the committee? 

Mr. BURLESON. That is largely true. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. So that confirms what I was saying. 
I see no difference between this legislation and any other. All 
it means is that Members of Congress and committees should 
give attention to these things that come before them, having in 
mind always, Mr. Chairman, the difficulties they sometimes 
encounter here about getting bills reported into the House, and 
difficulties also of getting them considered, which I grant is 
sometimes tense. 

Mr. GILLETT. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, the dual form of 
our Government, “an indissoluble Union of indestructible 
States,” while one of the sources of our national strength has re- 
sulted in many and varied complex and complexing questions. 
Popular government in any form in a land of the extent and 
population of ours would be necessarily an intricate problem. 
Under our Constitution one of the elements of the problem is the 
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constant conflict of authority between the States and the Na- 


tional Government. To maintain the constitutional equilibrium 
between the States and the United States, to preserve the former 
in all their integrity, and at the same time give full scope to the 
powers and attributes of nationality in the lafter has demanded 
the highest wisdom and patriotism. It is therefore a tribute to 
the American people that to-day, more than a hundred years 
after the adoption of the Constitution, our national motto still 
expresses the true relationship between the States and the Fed- 
eral Government. E pluribus unum—out of many one. Forty- 
five separate and, within their jurisdiction, sovereign States, but 
one nation—80,000,000 people distributed among those States 
enjoying the blessings and charged with the responsibilities of 
local self-government, but one nation extending the protecting 
‘folds of its flag over States and people. 

We hear much, it is true, of the dangers of centralization. 
We are told that the States are abdicating their ancient rights 
and privileges in favor of the National Government. And we 
can not close our eyes to the fact that whenever government 
supervision or regulation or control is found necessary for the 
general welfare, there is a strong tendency on the part of the 
people of the several States to prefer to see it exercised by the 
Federal Government rather than by their respective States. 
But there is nothing unnatural in this. They see themselves 
relieved of the burden and the responsibility. They see substi- 
tuted for the power of their States the irresistible power of the 
United States, representing, as it does, the combined power of 
all the States and of all the people. Such supervision or regula- 
tion or control is vastly more effective and costs the State noth- 
ing. ‘This explains the popularity of the antioleomargarine 
legislation, of national quarantine in its various forms, of the 
pure-food law, of the railway rate legislation. This tendency, 
therefore, is not necessarily an indication that the people are los- 
ing their old-time State pride or that they are less loyal, less 
devoted to their State. It is undoubtedly true that there are 
dangers in the tendency. It certainly should not be encouraged 
as to those matters which are within the strict province of the 
State. In the division of power under the Constitution grave 
responsibilities are devolved upon the States. Loyalty to the 
States, which is the sworn duty of all their citizens, is in itself 
loyalty to the Republic, for the States are the trustees of the 
Republic, and upon the manner in which they discharge their 
trust depends in large measure its future. 

In point of fact there are on every hand tokens of that intense 
State pride which has characterized the American people ever 
since the Declaration of Independence. It was written of old 
“that one star differeth from another star in glory,” and it cer- 
tainly was never truer than it is to-day that the stars that on 
the blue firmament of the flag represent the several States of the 
Union differ one from another in glory. You who come here 
from the State of New York insist that the star which represents 
your Empire State shines with a glory that is all its own; and 
we who come from the little State that lies nestled among the 
Green Mountains insist that the star which represents our State 
has a glory that is peculiarly its own; and so you who come from 
Virginia and Pennsylvania and Texas and Illinois and Califor- 
nia, and all the other States, insist the star which on the flag 
represents your State has its own peculiar glory. And so to-day, 
as ever before, the citizens of each of the forty-five States are 
proud of their State. They rejoice in her achievements in peace 
and war. They guard with jealous care ber ancient rights and 
privileges. They resent with just indignation any reflection 
upon her fair fame. They rejoice in the part vouchsafed to 
them in maintaining her honer and prestige, and, best of all, 
they see in all this nothing incompatible with their absolute and 
unswerving loyalty and deyotion to the Republic. 

Then, again, there are those who profess to believe that the 
dangers of centralization come from the tendency of the Na- 
tional Government toward self-aggrandizement, toward en- 
croachment upon the authority of the States. Some of these 
now tell us that a new danger from the treaty-making power of 
the Government threatens the States. They call attention to 
the recent claim of the Empire of Japan that we have violated 
the treaty of 1894 in that the children of Japanese subjects 
domiciled in California are not permitted to attend the public 
schools in common with the children of citizens of that State, 
but have been segregated in schools of their own. I do not 
propose to discuss at this time the proposition whether the lan- 
guage of the treaty is sufficiently broad to justify the claim of 
Japan, nor in the brief period allotted me shall I consider 
the question of the wisdom of the treaty-making power under- 
taking to bind the National Government by such a treaty stipu- 
lation. But in view of the wide discussion that has resulted 
from Japan’s claim and in view of the unjust criticism to 
which the President’s course has subjected him, and particularly 


in view of the idle talk that has been- heard about “ coercing 
a sovereign State,” I call the attention of the committee to the 
fundamental question that underlies these propositions—the 
abstract question whether the United States, by treaty stipula- 
tion with a foreign government, can lawfully undertake that 
the children of the subjects of that government domiciled in any 
one of the States of the Union shall have the same right to at- 
tend the public schools of that State as is enjoyed by the chil- 
dren of the citizens thereof. 

No one will deny the far-reaching significance of the question. 
To many earnest citizens who have given little consideration 
to the scope of the treaty-making power of the United States 
the proposition involved is a startling one. Our systems of pub- 
lic instruction, which are jealously guarded as one of the bul- 
warks of the Republic and one of our priceless free institutions, 
are the offsprings of the several States. They are maintained 
and regulated by the States. And to the great majority of our 
people it has never occurred that the National Government could 
interfere in any manner with their management or control. 

But the treaty-making power of the United States is broad 
and comprehensive. Section 2 of Article I of the Constitution 
provides that the President shall have power, by and with the 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of 
the Senate present concur.” Section 10 of Article I provides 
that “no State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or confed- 
eration.” And Article VI provides that “This Constitution, 
und the laws of the United States which shall be made in pur- 
suance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made, 
under the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land; and the judges in every State shall be bound 
thereby, anything in the constitution or laws of any State to 
the contrary notwithstanding.” 

The Constitution, then, confers upon the National Govern- 
ment the treaty-making power without qualifying words and 
provides that all treaties made under the authority of the 
United States shall be a part of the supreme law of the land. 
I shall spend no time upon the academic question whether the 
treaty-making power lies in grant or in sovereignty. For take 
whichever theory you please, the result, so far as the scope of 
the power in the Federal Government is concerned, is the same. 
If you insist that the Federal Government exercises the treaty- 
inaking power as one of the necessary powers of sovereignty, 
then the scope of the power is full, adequate, and complete. Or 
if you prefer to hold that the power was granted to the United 
States by sovereign States, you must remember that those States 
when sovereign were clothed with the treaty-making power, 
else they could not grant it to the Federal Government. But, 
having that power, they divested themselves of every vestige of 
it and conferred it all upon the National Government. This 
does not mean that there are not restrictions and limitations 
upon our treaty-making power. John C. Calhoun, whose iron 
logic led him to the last extreme of the States rights doctrine, 
set forth those limitations with force and clearness, as follows: 

But although the treaty-making power is exclusively vested. and 
without enumeration or specifications, in the Government of the United 
States, it is nevertheless an! a to several important limitations. 

It is, in the first place, strictly limited to questions inter alios; that 
is, to questions between us and foreign powers which require negotia- 
tion to adjust them. All such clearly appertain to it. ut to extend 
the power behind these, be the pretext what it may, would be to ex- 
tend it beyond its allotted sphere, and thus a palpable violation of the 
Constitution. It is, in the next place, limited by all the provisions of 
the Constitution which inhibit certain acts from being done by the 
Government or any of its departments, of which description there are 
many. It is also limited by such provisions of the Constitution as 
direct certain acts to be done in a particular way, and which prohibit 
the contrary, of which a striking example is to be found in that which 
declares that “ no money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in con- 
sequence of appropriations to be made by law.” This not only imposes 
an important restriction on the power, but gives to Congress, as the 
lawmaking power, and to the House of Representatives, as a portion 
of Congress, the right to withhold sppropriatons and thereby an im- 
portant control over the treaty-making power whenever money is re- 
quired to carry a treaty into effect, which is usually the case, especially 
in reference to those of much importance. There still remains another 
and more important limitation, but of a more general and indefinite 
character. It can enter into no stipulation calculated to change the 
character of the Government or to do that which can only be done by 
the . or which is inconsistent with the nature 
and structure of the Government or the objects for which it was 
formed, among which it seems to settled that it can not change 
or alter the boundary of a State or cede any portion of its territory 
without its consent: Within these limits all questions which may 
arise between us and other powers, be the subject-matter what it may, 
fall within the limits of the treaty-making power and may be adjusted 
by it. 

This was written in 1849. Forty years later, in 1889, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in speaking of our treaty- 
making power, said this: 

The treaty power, as expressed in the Constitution, is in terms un- 
limited, except by those restraints which are found in that instru- 


ment against the action of the Government or of its departments and 
those arising from the nature of the Government itself and of that of 
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the States. It would not be contended that it extends so far as to 
authorize what the Constitution forbids or a change in the character 
of the Government or in that of one of the States, or a cession of an 
portion of the territory of the latter without its consent. But, wit 
these exceptions, it is not perceived that there is any limit to the 
questions which can be adjusted touching any matter which is properly 
the subject of negotiation with a foreign country. 

And the most cursory review of the events leading up to the 
establishment of the Republic shows conclusively that its 
founders fully understood that if the Constitution were adopted, 
the treaty power of the National Government would be un- 
limited except by those restraints above set forth. By the 
Articles of Confederation, adopte?! in 1781, the United States, 
in Congress assembled, was given the sole and exclusive right 
and power to make treaties, and the States were prohibited from 
entering into any treaty or alliance with any foreign power 
without the consent of Congress. The ratification in 1778 of 
the treaty with France, after the Articles of Confederation had 
been adopted and while they were pending before the States 
for ratification, was a recognition of the broad scope of the 
treaty power of Congress. From this time on, during the time 
these articles were in force, treaties were made with Great 
Britain, The Netherlands, Sweden, Prussia, and Morocco, and 
were ratified by Congress, although they contained stipulations 
seriously affecting many matters otherwise wholly within the 
jurisdiction of the States. In 1786, four years before the Con- 
stitution was adopted, the binding effect of some of these pro- 
visions upon the States began to be seriously discussed. ‘This 
was particularly true as to the stipulation in the treaty of 
peace with Great Britain respecting debts due British subjects 
from American citizens. Congress took up the question whether 
these treaty provisions were paramount to State laws. In the 
course of an elaborate report, John Jay, the secretary of for- 
eign affairs of the Confederation, said:. 

The ninth article of the Confederation most expressly conveys to 
Congress the sole and exclusive right and power * * * of entering 
into treaties and alliances. When, therefore, a treaty is constitution- 
ally made, ratified, and published by Congress it immediately becomes 
binding on the whole nation and superadded to the laws of the land 
without the Intervention, consent, or fiat of State legislatures. “ $ 

The United States in. Congress assembled have neither committed 
nor approved of any violation of the treaty. To their conduct no ex- 
ceptions are taken; but to their justice an appeal is made relative to 
the conduct of particular States. The Unit States must, however, 
eventually answer for the conduct of their respective members, and for 
that and other reasons suggested by the nature of their sovereignty 
and the Articles of Confederation, your secretary thinks they have good 
right to insist and require that netional faith and national treaties be 
kept and observed throughout the Union; for otherwise it would be in 
the power of a particular State, by injuries and infractions of treaties, 
to involve the whole confederacy in difficulties and war. 

In his opinion it would highly become the dignity of the United 
States to act on such occasions with the most scrupulous regard to 
justice and candor toward the injured nation and with equal modera- 
tion and decision toward the delinquent State or States. 

In the present case he thinks it would be proper to resolve: 

1. That the legisiatures of the several States can net of right pass 
any act or acts for interpreting, explaining, or construing a national 
treaty or any part or clause of it; nor for restraining, limiting, or in 
any manner impeding, retarding, or counteracting the operation or ex- 
ecution of the same; for that oa deing constitutionally made, ratified, 
and published they become, in virtue of the Confederation, part of the 
law of the land, and are not only independent of the will and power 
of such legislatures, but also binding. and obligatory on them. 

John Jay was a commanding figure in that period of great 
and historic characters. He was a delegate from New York 
to the Congress which conyened in Philadelphia in 1774. He 
was a member of the Second Continental Congress, which met 
in 1775. He was our first minister to Spain, where he served 
during the later years of the Revolution. He was one of the 
peace commissioners that negotiated the treaty of peace with 
Great Britain, where he rendered invaluable services. He was 
Secretary of Foreign Affairs from 1784 until the adoption of 
the Constitution, when he became Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. His wisdom and foresight was 
equaled only by the depth and sincerity of his patriotism, and 
Iris wide and varied experiences in national and international 
affairs enabled him to speak with authority. No one can read 
this report without being profoundly impressed with the fact 
that his contemporaries must have been fully apprised of the 
true significance of the proyisions in the Constitution relating 
to the treaty power of the United States. 

The simple fact was: The United States had learned during 
the brief but eventful years of the Confederation that it was 
not the sole function of the treaty power to confer right and 
privileges upon foreign subjects on American soil; that the 
chief purpose of the power was to secure rights and privileges 
and protection for American citizens abroad, and that in order to 
accomplish this high purpose most successfully and effectively it 
was essential that the Government be able to reciprocate by treaty 
stipulations which should be binding upon the whole American 
people. Those were not the days when the people of the States 
were willing to concede any power to the National Govern- 
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ment without full knowledge of the consequences of their 
acts. All the ties that had bound the colonists together dur- 
ing the bitter night of the Revolution had burst asunder and, 
in place of a people working together in unity and concord, 
there stood forth thirteen petty republics, each racked by 
the intensest jealousy of all the others; each fearful lest the 
least concession of right or privilege for the common weal 
might open the way for the tyrant or the oppressor. John 
Fiske well describes the time as the critical period of our his- 
tory. The representatives of the thirteen States in the Con- 
vention that framed the Constitution adopted the provisions re- 
specting the treaty power deliberately and with full knowledge 
of their true import. It was their judgment that they had prop- 
erly safeguarded the States by providing that a treaty, to be 
effective, must be ratified by a two-thirds vote of the Senate 
present. The Senate was to be composed exclusively of repre- 
sentatives of the States, and surely, said they, if two-thirds of 
these representatives concur in support of the provisions of 
a treaty it may be safely assumed that they contain nothing 
of serious detriment to any State. And the experience of 
more than a hundred years proves how rightly they judged. 

This view of the scope of our treaty-making power is sus- 
tained by an unbroken line of decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States as well as by many decisions of the State 
courts. One of the first cases considered by the Supreme Court 
involving the question of the treaty power of the National Goy- 
ernment was that of Ware v. Hylton. It is not only a leading 
case, but one of great historic interest. It was decided in 1796, 
seven years after the inauguration of the new Government 
under the Constitution. Washington was still President. The 
proceedings of the Constitutional Convention were still fresh 
in the minds of those who had participated in them, and the 
echoes of the fierce controversy that attended the adoption of 
the Constitution were still heard. Justice Chase, who wrote the 
principal opinion, who was one of the signers of the Declaration 
of Independence, and who has been described as “the torch 
that lighted up the revolutionary flame in Maryland,” was a 
citizen of Maryland, where the controversy arose. Justice Pat- 
terson, who wrote a concurring opinion, had been a member of 
the Constitutional Convention, where he was largely instru- 
mental in shaping the provisions relative to the treaty power. 
Justice Wilson, who also concurred, was one of the signers of 
the Declaration of Independence and one of the ablest men in 
the Constitutional Convention. Marshall and Patrick Henry 
were of counsel in the case. The fourth article of the treaty 
of peace with Great Britain provided for the payment of debts 
due British subjects from American citizens in the several 
States. Maryland, by an act of her legislature, had confiscated 
such debts due from her citizens. This action was brought to 
recover such a debt from Hylton, a citizen of Maryland, who 
had paid the larger part of the debt into the State treasury 
under the confiscating statute, and the question was whether 
the treaty stipulation was paramount to the Maryland statute. 

Chase, Patterson, Wilson, and Cushing, impressed by the uncommon 
magnitude of the subject, the bitter ant exciting controversies it had 
provoked, and the far-reaching consequences by which their decision 
would be attended, although differing upon some matters of detail and 
in the mode of their reasoning, reached the conclusion that the treaty 
of 1783 was the supreme law, equal in its effect to the Constitution 
itself, in overruling all State laws upon the subject, and the words 
that British creditors should meet with no lawful impediment were 
as strong as the wit of man could devise to avoid all effects of seques- 
tration, confiscation, or any other obstacle thrown in the way b 
law particularly pointed against the recovery of such debts, The de- 
cision expanded from a statement of the contractual liability of an 
individual to an assertion that the treaty obligations of the nation 
were paramount to the laws of the individual States. 

In the course of an elaborate opinion Justice Chase, after 
stating his belief that treaties made by Congress during the 
existence of the Confederation were superior to the laws of the 
States, said this: 

If.doubts could exist before the establishment of the present National 
Government, they must be mye | removed by the sixth article of the 
Constitution, which provides that all treaties made, or which shall 
be made, under the authority of the United States shall be the supreme 
law of the land, and the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, 
anything in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary 
notwithstanding.” There can be no limitation on the wer of the 
people of the United States. By their Suon the State constitu- 
tions were made, and by their authority the Constitution of the United 
States was established; and they had the power to change or abolish 
the State constitutions or to make them yield to the General Govern- 
ment and to treaties made by their 1 A treaty can not be 
the supreme law of the land—that is, of all the United States—if any 
act of a State legislature can stand in its way. If the constitution of a 
State (which is the fundamental law of the State and paramount in 
its legislature) must give way to a treaty and fall before it, can it be 
questioned whether e power, an act of the State legislature, 
must not be prostrate? It is the deciared will of the people of the 
United States that every treaty made by the authority of the United 
States shall be superior to the constitution and laws of any individual 


State; and their will alone is to decide. If a law of a State contrary 
to a treaty is not void, but voidable only by a repeal or nullification 
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— a State legislature, this certain consequence follows, that the will 
of a small part of the United States may control or defeat the will 
of the whole. 

For more than a century this case has been cited with ap- 
proval, not only by the Supreme Court of the United States, but 
by many of the courts of last resort of the several States. In 
1879 the Supreme Court, in the case of Hauenstein v. Lynham, 
held that our treaty with Switzerland was superior to the laws 
of Virginia. That treaty provided that citizens of Switzerland 
might inkerit real estate situated in the United States, and if by 
the laws of the State in which it lay they could not hold it by 
reason of their being aliens they were given a reasonable time 
in which to sell it. Hauenstein, a citizen of Virginia, died pos- 
sessed of real estate and without heirs, except certain citizens 
of Switzerland. By the laws of the State of Virginia an alien 
could not inherit property within the State, and it was claimed 
that the real estate escheated to the State, but the Swiss heirs 
contended that under the treaty they had the right to sell the land 
and avail themselyes of the proceeds of the sale. The court sus- 
tained their contention. Justice Swayne, in rendering the opin- 
ion of the court, cited with approval the case of Ware v. Hylton, 
and after quoting largely from the opinion of Justice Chase, as 
“showing the views of a powerful legal mind at that early 
period, when the debates in the Convention which framed the 
Constitution must have been freslr in the memory of the leading 
jurists of the country,” said this: 

It must always be borne in mind that the Constitution, laws, and 
treaties of the United States are as much a part of the law of every 
State as its own local laws and constitution. This is a fundamental 
principle in our oe of complex national policy. We have no doubt 
that this treaty is within the treaty-making power conferred by the 
Constitution, and it is our duty to give it full effect. 

In 1889, in Jeofroy v. Riggs, the Supreme Court again re- 
viewed the treaty-making power of the United States. Justice 
Field, in rendering the decision of the court, after declaring that 
article 7 of the treaty of 1800 with France suspended during the 
existence of the treaty the statutes of Maryland, so far as 
they prevented citizens of France from taking by inheritance 
from citizens of the United States property, real or personal, sit- 
uated therein, said this: 

That the treat wer of the United States extends to ali proper 
subjects of 9 between our Government and the governments 
of other nations is clear. It is also clear that the protection which 
should be afforded to the citizens of one country owning property in 
another and the manner in which that property may be transferred, 
devised, or inherited are fitting subjects for such negotiation and of 
regulation by mutual stipulations between the two countries. As com- 
mercial intercourse increases between different countries the residences 
of citizens of one country within the territory of the other naturall, 
of their 1 from alienage to hold. 
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relations. Such removal bas been within the present century 
quent subject of treaty arrangement. 

In all the times that our treaty-making power has been under 
review by the Supreme Court of the United States not once 
has it been suggested by the court that any provision of the 
treaty under consideration was beyond the treaty power. In 
every instance the question has been whether the State law in 
question contravened the stipulations of the treaty. If so, then 
it must yield to the supreme law of the land. 

In 1855 the supreme court of California reviewed the treaty- 
making power of the National Government in the case of The 
People v. Gerke & Clark. The State denied the power of the 
Federal Government to make a treaty which should remove the 
disability of alienage as against the laws of the State respecting 
inheritance of lands situated in that State. In upholding the 
treaty the court called attention to the fact that cases have 


- frequently arisen where aliens have claimed to inherit by virtue 


of treaty provisions analogous to the one under consideration, 
and that all of them were enforced in favor of the foreign 
claimant. The fact was noted that in none of these cases was 
the question raised as to the power of the Federal Government 
to make the treaty. Attention was called to the fact that, al- 
though it had been the practice of the Government from an early 
period after the ratification of the Constitution, its power was 
now for the first time disputed. The court then said: 


One of the arguments at the bar against the extent of this power 
rmits the Federal Government to control the 
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in word or sense. If there is one object more than another which be- 
longs to our Sone relations and which ought to be the subject of 
treaty regulations, it is the extension of this comity which is so highly 
favored by the liberal spirit of the age and so conducive in its tendency 
to the peace and amity of nations. 

Even if the effect of this power was to abrogate to some extent the 


‘legislation of the States, we have authority for admitting it if it does 


not ex the limitations which we have cited from the work of 
Mr. Calhoun and laid down as the rule to which we yield our assent. 


In 1879 a case of interest and importance, bearing upon the 
treaty power of the United States, was determined by the cir- 
cuit court of the United States for the district of Oregon. Our 
treaty with China, then in force, declared that— 


Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall en- 
joy the same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel 
or residence as may be then enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the 
most favored nation. 


In 1872 Oregon passed the statute which provided that— 


It shall be unlawful to employ any Chinese laborers on any street, or 
part of street, of any city or incorporated town of this State, or on 
any public works or public rp opens of any character, except as a 
punishment for crime; and all contracts which any person or corpora- 
tion may have for the improvement of any such street, or part of street. 
or public works or improvements of any character, shall be null and 
void from and after the date of any employment of any Chinese Jaborers 
thereon by the contractor. 


And the question involved was whether this statute was in 
contravention of the provisions of the treaty then in force. 
The eourt, in rendering its decision, declared: 


This treaty, until it is abrogated or modified by the political depart- 
ment of the Government, is the supreme law of the land, and the courts 
are bound to enforce it fully and fairly. An honorable man keeps his 
word under all circumstances, and an honorable nation abides by its 
treaty obligations, even to its own disadvantage. 

The State can not legislate so as to interfere with the operation of 
this treaty or limit or deny the privileges or Immunities guaranteed by 
it to the Chinese residents in this country. * è * 

It will be observed -that the treaty recognizes the right of the 
Chinese to change their home and mtegsencs and to visit this country 
and become permanent residents thereof, and as such residents it guar- 
antees to them all the privileges and immunities that may be enjoyed 
here by the citizens or subjects of any nation. herefore, if the State 
can restrain and limit the Chinese in their labor and pursuits within 
its limits, it may do the same by the subjects of Great Britain, France, 
or Germany. 

True this act does not undertake to exclude the Chinese from all 
kinds and fields of employment. But if the State, notwithstanding the 
hie’, may prevent the Chinese or the subjects of Great Britain -from 
working upon street improvements and public works, it is not 8 
why it may not prevent them from engaging in any kind of employment 


or working at any kind of labor. 
Nor can it be said with any show of reason or fairness that the 
at the Chinese shall have the right 


treaty does not contemplate 
to labor while in the United States. It impliedly recognizes their 


right to make this country their home, and expressly permits them to 
become permanent residents here; and this necessarily implies the 
right to live and to labor for a living. It is difficult to conceive a 
grosser case of keeping the word of promise to the ear and breaking 
it to the hope than to invite Chinese to become permanent residents 
of this country upon a direct pledge that they shall enjoy all the 
privileges here of the most favored nation and then to deliberately 
prevent them from earning a living, and thus make the proffered 
right of residence a mere mockery and deceit. In Chapman v. Toy 
Long (4 Saw., 36), this court, in considering these provisions of this 
treaty, said: “The right to reside in the country, with the same 
privileges as the subjects of Great Britain or France, implies. the 
— — to follow any lawful calling or pursuit which is open to the 
subjects of these powers.” 

It is firmly settled that the United States may by treaty 
stipulations remove all the disabilities of alienage affecting 
property rights and place the persons thus relieved on an equality 
with the citizens of the United States with respect to those 
rights, the laws ef any State to the contrary notwithstanding. 
It may provide by treaty that the citizens of a foreign country 
living in any one of the States may acquire real and personal 
property by gift, purchase, or inheritance; that he may hold 
it or dispose of it by sale, gift, or will as freely and on the 
same terms as may be done by an American citizen. It may 
provide that the foreign citizen may have the same access to 
the courts of the several States as is given to their citizens, 
It may provide that he shall be subjected to no greater burdens 
of taxation than is borne by the citizens of the State in which 
he lives. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. This is speculative, of course, but this is 
a very interesting subject. In this country I suppose there is 
not a State but that has a statute preventing perpetuities in the 
holding of estates. Now, suppose the Federal Government 
should enter into a treaty with a foreign nation whereby it 
should stipulate that the citizens of that country might hold 
title to property here as they hold it at home. Would the gentle- 
man think that would be sustained by the courts? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Well, I will say in answer to the 
question, Mr. Chairman, that up to this time the United States 
Government has never undertaken to confer upon aliens any 
right or privilege that was not enjoyed by citizens of the United 
States. All the Government has undertaken to do so far in tre 
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direction indicated by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gar- 
RETT] has been to relieve the foreigner of the disabilities of 
alienage and to place him, so far as his property rights were 
concerned, upon an equality with citizens of our country. 

Mr. GARRETT. That is true. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Nor is it to be supposed that our 
Government would undertake to confer upon aliens by treaty 
stipulations rights and privileges not enjoyed by our own citi- 
zens, or that the Senate would ratify a treaty ‘containing such 
a provision. A 

Mr. GARRETT. In all the Southern States we have laws for 
separate schools for the colored and white races— 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I see the gentleman's point. 

Mr. GARRETT. Suppose a treaty were entered into between 
this country and some other country giving them admission to 
the schools. : 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. There, again, Mr. Chairman. I 
think I bhaye given my answer already to the question. If the 
State provides that her colored citizens shall be taught in sepa- 
rate schools and her white citizens shall be taught in separate 
schools, then I repeat that I have found no instance in our his- 
tory where the treaty-making power of the National Govern- 
ment has undertaken to interfere in any way with that regula- 
tion. The furthest is has gone is to say that the foreigner shall 
enjoy the same rights and privileges in this country as are en- 
joyed by the citizens of our country or of the most favored na- 


tion. Do I make myself plain to the gentleman from Tennessee? 
Mr. GARRETT. Yes; I think I understand the gentleman's 
position. 


Mr. HAYES.. I want to ask the gentleman from Vermont if 
his researches will enable him to answer whether, if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should undertake to make a treaty 
such as my friend from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] suggests, it 
would be a lawful and valid treaty under the Constitution? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It is my judgment that the power 
of the Government in this behalf is confined to the removal of 
the disabilities of alienage. It certainly has never been suggest- 
ed by any modern government that it could, by its treaty-making 
power, exalt the alien above its citizens. I repeat that our 
Government has never undertaken by treaty stipulations to do 
this. All it has undertaken to do has been to place the aliens 
upon an equality with our citizens. In some cases in the very 
earliest treaties the stipulation was to the effect that the peo- 
ple of the foreign country should not be considered aliens; that 
they should be considered on an equality with American citi- 
zens with respect to the matter therein referred to. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I will yield. 

Mr.-GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman inform the 
committee by what authority the States established what is 
known as “common” or “ public“ schools? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. By their own authority. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The reserved right of the State. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I would say that the State is 
under no obligation to the National Goyernment to maintain 
the public schools or any kind of schools. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does it not grow out of the fact 
that the States reserve to themselves all powers except those 
expressly given away to the National Government, or neces- 
sarily implied, and, having reserved its power, these schools 
are promulgated under the police power of the State? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Aside from the treaty power of 
the Government, the maintenance and control of the public 
schools in each State are within the exclusive jurisdiction of 
that State. ; 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman in reference to 
a question asked him a while ago in regard to the school propo- 
sition. The language in the treaty, or at least the one that the 
gentleman considered, the Oregon treaty, was not that they 
should enjoy the same privileges as the citizens of this country, 
but enjoy the same privileges as were enjoyed by the most 
favored nation. I take it that would refer to the citizens of 
other countries who were provided for by treaty. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, suppose that some country had a treaty 
with our Government that the children, we will say, should en- 
joy all the privileges of our public school system wherever they 
might be located or situated in this country; then with that 
kind of a clause in the treaty under consideration, even though 
the subjects were of a different color from us, would it not fol- 
low that the courts would have to hold that they should haye 
the same privileges that children of other nations enjoyed? 


It has been done repeatedly in our history. 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. So that if the State 
in which they lived had no provision respecting the separation 
of white and colored children of the citizens of the State, then, 
in my humble opinion, a statute of the State providing that the 
colored subjects of that nation should be segregated in schools 
of their own would have to yield to the stipulation of the treaty. 

Mr. NORRIS. Let us put a specific case. Suppose, in the 
ease of California, that we have a provision in the treaty with 
England that the children of English citizens should enjoy the 
same school privileges as the children of our own citizens. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The subjects of Great Britain, it 
would be. 

Mr. NORRIS. The subjects of Great Britain, it would be; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. They may be white or black. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, in a treaty with Japan, that would pro- 
vide that the children of Japanese citizens should enjoy the 
same privileges as those of the most favored nation. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. That would place them on an 
equality with the subjects of Great Britain, but the subjects of 
Great Britain include nearly all races and colors. 

Mr. NORRIS. Exactly. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The situation under the circum- 
stances detailed by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] 
would be precisely the same as it would be if our treaty with 
Japan provided that the citizens of Japan should have the 
right to attend the public schools of the State equally with 
and on the same terms as was enjoyed by the citizens of the 
State. 

Mr. NORRIS. It would obliterate the color line unless the 
State itself provides the color line for its own citizens. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes. I state again what I have 
already said. If the State provides in its statute the color line 
for its own citizens in the publie schools, then, up to this time; 
the Government of the United States, in its treaty-znaking power, 
has not undertaken to confer upon any foreign subject, even 
those of the most favored nation, a right greater than that en- 
joyed by the citizens of the State respecting those schools. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not claim that it could. 3 

Mr. GARRETT. The conditions of such a treaty as the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] suggests would be met by a 
State assuring to those children of foreign birth an equal num- 
ber of days, equal opportunities in point of study. No reason- 
able construction of such a treaty would mean that they must 
admit them to the same building. If so, it would be just as 
reasonable to say—with the permission of the gentleman from 
Vermont—that by treaty they could compel them to sit by a 
particular individual or by a particular colored individual 
in a building after they had gotten in there. The conditions 
would be met by giving just the same number of days, with the 
same financial support to the school, and the same number of 
studies in the school. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, I want a little informa- 
tion. The gentleman from Vermont has evidently given this 
subject a good deal of investigation. Suppose the treaty-mak- 
ing power of this Government should, by stipulation in a 
treaty with any foreign power, undertake to regulate the school 
question in California or any other State, and should specifically 
require the same treatment to be shown to all the children of 
all the nationalities. Suppose that should be the case, would 
that have any validity at all in the face of the constitutional 
enactment or the statutory enactment of the State of California? 
In other words, could the President and the Senate, by the 
exercise of the treaty-making power, annul and abrogate a 
statute made by the President and both Houses of Congress? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. To the latter question I say,“ Yes.” 
But to the first 
part of the question I repeat what I think the gentleman could 
not have heard, He must have been absent at the time I made 
the statement before. Our Goyernment, up to this time, has 
never undertaken to confer any right upon foreigners that was 
not enjoyed or that was greater than the rights enjoyed by our 
citizens. If a State provides by law that the white children 
shall be educated in separate schools, the colored citizens in 
separate schools, then, up to this time, the Government of the 
United States has not gone further than to say that people com- 
ing from a foreign eountry might have the same privileges in 
those schools that American citizens have. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT. I yield twenty minutes more to the gentle- 
man from Vermont. 

Mr. GILBERT. What I meant to ask was, conceding that 
heretofore no such power had been attempted—I am supposing 
a case where there is a Federal statute directly in conflict with 
the stipulations of the treaty—would not the statute, being last 
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in point of time, necessarily repeal the provisions of the treaty, 
and has not the Supreme Court so held? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; a treaty stipulation is un- 
questionably superseded by a later ‘statute of Congress. 

Mr. GILBERT. I understand the law to be that an act of 
Congress abrogates a treaty. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Oh, yes; an act of Congress that 
is made later than the treaty. Certainly, that is true, because 
the treaty is only a part of the law of the land, and the Consti- 
tution is also a part of the law of the land, and the laws of Con- 
gress are a part of the law of the land. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
deavored to follow the gentleman with great care, but I am not 
certain what limitations he has placed upon the treaty-making 
power of the Government. For instance, he certainly would not 
say that the treaty-making power might modify the essential 
character of the Federal Government. It could not abolish 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. That is correct. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Why not? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Why, Mr. Chairman, take the case 
of any government in the world that confessedly exercises the 
treaty-making power as an incident of sovereignty. No one 
would claim for a moment that that nation by a treaty stipula- 
tion could change the form of its government. That would be 
revolution. Much more would it be revolution in our case. We 
have a written Constitution that prescribes the form of our 
Government, that establishes the legislative department of the 
Government, and that guarantees a republican form of govern- 
ment to the several States. No one claims that the treaty 
power gives any government the right to change its form of 
government. And our treaty power is further limited, as I have 
already pointed out, by those commands and inhibitions that 
are contained in the Constitution itself. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Is not the gentleman there- 
fore compelled to admit that the treaty-making power can not 
violate the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. That treaties as well as laws 
must be made under and in pursuance of the Constitution. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Would not the gentleman 
practically hold that since the treaty-making power can not 
abolish one of the powers expressly granted to the Federal Goy- 
ernment, it can not invade the powers reserved to the States? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I do not concede that. The States 
might have reserved to themselves the right to make treaties. 
They might have limited the treaty-making power. But they 
did not do so. They conferred the whole power upon the Na- 
tional Government, and expressly forbade any State to exercise 
the power. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. And for that reason the 
treaty-making power could not interfere with the right of the 
State. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. In reply to the gentleman, I fear 
I haye talked in vain if I have not made myself plain upon this 
subject. I have already quoted from Calhoun on the subject 
of the limitation of the treaty-making power. Let me read a 
few words from an opinion given by him when he was Secre- 
tary of State away back in 1844. It is true that the treaty- 
making power is limited by certain provisions in the Constitu- 
tion, but that the National Government can not interfere with 
matters which but for the treaty-making power would be ex- 
clusively within the control of the State I deny. The Govern- 
ment has done that repeatedly through its treaty-making power 
and has been sustained by the Supreme Court. Let me read. 
what Mr. Calhoun said: 

The treaty-making power has, indeed, been regarded to be so com- 
prehensive as to embrace, with ‘Tew exceptions, all questions that can 
3 arise between us and other nations and Which can only be 


usted by their mutual consent, whether the subject-matter be com- 
— rised among the delegated or the reserve powers. 


That is John C. Calhoun in 1844. There is no question about 
that proposition. It has been recognized by the Supreme Court 
and by the courts of the States from the foundation of the 
Government. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. If the gentleman will permit 
me, the cases he has read have, almost all of them, related to 
the conventions between this Government and foreign govern- 
ments concerning property relations, admitted to be a proper 
subject of international conventions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Concerning disabilities of 
alienage. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Concerning the rights of 
aliens to hold property in foreign countries. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. To hold property in this country, 


Mr. Chairman, I have en- 


to take property in this country, to inherit property in this 
country, to sell and dispose of property in this country, to reside 
in this country on the same terms with the subjects of the most- 
favored nations, and so on. In other words, I will say to the 
gentleman, aside from the disabilities of alienage affecting the 
right of suffrage, the treaty-making power of the Government 
during the hundred and more years of our existence as a nation 
has dealt with almost every disability of alienage by treaty 
stipulations. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Now, if I may further 
trouble the gentleman, I fail to understand on what ground the 
gentleman would limit the right of the treaty-making power to 
invade the Federal Government as, for instance, to abolish the 
House of Representatives. That would permit the treaty- 
making power to go beyond the powers which the Government 
has and invade the reserved rights of the States in local affairs. 

Mr. GILBERT. Let me put it in this shape: How can the 
treaty-making power exercise a function that is not delegated 
to the General Government at all? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Grtsert] does not state the case with exactness. I con- 
tend, as I have repeated over and over again, that the States 
did delegate expressly to the National Government the entire 
treaty-making power. If they were sovereign States when they 
delegated that power, then they possessed the treaty-making 
power as fully as it was ever possessed by any sovereign power. 
While the States did reserve to themselves certain powers, they 
divested themselves wholly of the treaty-making power and 
conferred it all upon the United States. 

Mr. GILBERT. The Government of the United States is 
expressly a Government of delegated powers. Now, if the 
treaty-making power should undertake to exercise a func- 
tion that is not delegated to the Federal Government, then that 
attempt to exercise it on the part of the treaty-making power 
would be null and void. 

Mr. HAYES. Just one question. The gentleman has already 
stated that the State government is under no obligation to main- 
tain public schools or to educate anybody. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. HAYES. I presume the gentleman will not deny that 
the Congress of the United States would have no authority un- 
der the Constitution to pass a statute compelling State educa- 
tion, for example, of aliens, or regulating the conduct of the 
public schools in any State. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. HAYES. But still the gentleman claims, as I have 
gathered, that the treaty-making power, the President, and the 
Senate of the United States might by treaty compel the State 
of California, for example, to do in this regard what the Con- 
gress of the United States under the Constitution could not do. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I do not say that. I want to re- 
verse it a little. I say this: That the treaty-making power of 
the National Government can by treaty stipulation provide that 
the subjects of Japan may enjoy in the State of California, 
equally with the citizens of the State, such public schools as the 
State of California does maintain. 

Mr. HAYES. Does, then, the gentleman maintain 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I can not yield any further, be- 
cause I have not the time. The gentleman has stated the ques- 
tion and I have answered him. 

Mr. HAYES. One other suggestion and I am done. The gen- 
tleman would doubtless admit that the courts have decided that 
a treaty is not of the same character as the statutes passed by 


.the Congress of the United States? 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
statute. 

Mr. HAYES. The courts have decided that a statute of the 
United States is of a higher character. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Oh, no; treaties and laws of Con- 
gress are equally the supreme law of the land with the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. HAYES. Equal? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. If a statute of Congress is passed 
later than the treaty, it supersedes it if relating to the same 
subject-matter. 

Mr. HAYES. Then I am mistaken. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. There is no question about that. 
As I have already shown, the treaty-making power may pro- 
vide that the foreign subject may be relieved of all the dis- 
abilities of alienage affecting the rights of property. 

Aside from the treaty-making power, all these matters are in 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the State; yet whenever the United 
States includes any of these provisions in a treaty the author- 
ity of the State must yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman pardon me a moment? 


It is on an equality with the 
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Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. My time is very limited, but I 
will yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to ask the gentleman this: Does 
the gentleman take the position that treaties are the supreme 
law of the land, or only such treaties as are made under the 
authority of the United States? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. A treaty must be constitutionally 
made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, then, if there be a power such as is 
not delegated, but is reserved to the State, does the gentleman 
think that the President and the Senate and a foreign country 
can exercise that power? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Well, I might read to the gentle- 
man from John C. Calhoun. I have read some from it already. 
I think he covers the whole ground. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman contend that what he 
has read from John C. Calhoun covers the point I am asking 
about now? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I certainly do. 
question, please. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Whether, in connection with the exercise 
of power, a given power which has not been delegated to the 
Federal Government, but under the eleventh amendment is re- 
served to the States or the people, the action by treaty of the 
President, the Senate, and a foreign country will control, not- 
withstanding the action of a State? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. If the Constitution provides, as 
I have already indicated in what I quoted from John C. Cal- 
houn, that a certain thing shall be done in a certain way, then 
it must be done in that way, and not by treaty. For instance, 
as I have read from Mr. Calhoun, the Constitution provides that 
no money shall go out of the Treasury except by appropriation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is not the point, if the gentleman will 
pardon me. I am not asking him about those matters concern- 
ing which the Constitution expressly lodges power in a certain 
department of the Federal Government. That is what the 
gentleman is talking about, where the other department under- 
takes to usurp it by treaty. 

But I am talking abeut that vast reservoir of powers that 
are-not delegated to the Federal Government, but are reserved 
in amendment 11 to the State and the people. Now, does the 
gentleman contend that the Senate, the President, and a foreign 
country may change the Constitution of the United States by 
exercising a power that is not delegated to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, but is reserved to the States? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I do contend that the treaty- 
making power is not limited to the powers that are granted to 
the Federal Government expressly by the Constitution. Now, 
take this question of disabilities of aliens. Is there any ques- 
tion about that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is a different matter; a question in 
my opinion that is delegated. Now, let us talk about a matter 
about the nondelegation of which there is no doubt. Suppose 
that the Federal Goyernment undertook in a treaty to make any 
regulations for the benefit of a foreign power concerning the 
trial of a man in a court of justice in a State for petty larceny. 
Do you pretend that the Federal Government could enter into 
any valid, binding obligation that would be constitutional and 
therefore valid, that would not be set aside by the States 
upon a subject-matter everybody admits is a reserved and not a 
delegated power? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Why, Mr. Chairman, I do not for 
a moment claim that the Government could go further than to 
provide that the accused, if an alien, should have the same 
rights, be accorded the same treatment, and be subject to the 
same penalty as if he were a citizen of this country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman—— 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Let me go on and finish this. All 
I have undertaken to do throughout my remarks is to show how 
far, in my judgment, the National Government can go under its 
treaty-making power respecting the removal of disabilities of 
aliens living within the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In other words, the gentleman contends 
that the Federal Government, or rather the President, the Sen- 
ate, and Japan, for that is what we are dealing with—— 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The*treaty-making power, I call it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That the treaty-making power can control, 
amend, alter, or repeal a State statute concerning the manage- 
ment of schools established by the State, paid for by the State, 
and engaged in the business of education—a business reserved 
to the State? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. If the gentleman had heard all I 
have said upon the subject, I do not think he would undertake 
to state the case in this way. Let me say again for his benefit 
that what I have said is, that the United States, by treaty stipu- 


But repeat your 


‘shall have full liberty to enter, travel, or reside in any 


lation, might relieve the subjects of a foreign power of the disa- 
bilities of alienage respecting the public schools. And the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] seems to concede that 
the disabilities of alienage are within the jurisdiction of the 
treaty-making power of the Federal Government. Consider for 
a moment some of the provisions of this very treaty with Japan. 
This will indicate to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] the scope of the treaty-making power as exercised in 
these latier days. 

I read from Article I: 

The citizens or subjects of each of the two high 8 rties 


art o e ter- 


ritories of the other ONTACO party, and shall enjoy full and perfect 


protection for their persóns and property. 

Mr. GILBERT. That does not touch it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. That does not touch the school 
question, and I desire to say that I stated distinctly at the start 
that I was not considering the question whether the language of 
the treaty was sufficiently broad to justify Japan’s claim. 

They shall have free access to the courts of justice in pursuit and de- 
fense of their rights; they shall be at liberty equally with native citi- 
zens or subjects to choose and employ lawyers, advocates, and repre- 
sentatives to pursue and defend their rights before such courts, and in 
all other matters connected with the administration of justice they 
ne say all the rights and privileges enjoyed by native citizens or 
subjec 

In whatever relates to rights of residence and travel; to the pos- 
session of goods and effects of any kind; to the succession to personal 
estate by will or otherwise, and the disposal of property of any sort 
and in any manner whatsoever which they may lawfully acquire, the 
citizens or subjects of each contracting 1 shall enjoy in the terri- 
tories of the other the same privileges, liberties, and rights, and shall 
be subject to no higher imposts or charges in these respects than na- 
w citizens or subjects or citizens or subjects of the most-favored 
nation. 


j 
to the laws, ordinances, and regulations, shall enjoy the right of private 
or public exercise of their worship, and also the right of b 


that purpose. 

They shail not be compelled, under any pretext whatever, to pay any 
charges or taxes other or higher than those that are or may be pala by 
nauto citizens or subjects, or citizens or subjects of the most favored 
nation. 


A consideration of these far-reaching provisions will show the 
scope of the power given to and exercised by the National Goy- 
ernment respecting treaties. One of the most important of these 
provisions is that relating to the courts. Those who contend 
that the Government has not the power to say by treaty stipu- 
lation that aliens may enjoy the schools of the States on equal 
terms with their citizens say truly that the States are under 
no obligations to the National Government to maintain any 
schools. It is equally true that the States are under no obli- 
gations to the National Government to maintain courts of jus- 
tice. They are as much the creature of the individual States 
as are the public schools. And yet the Government has stipu- 
lated, as it does in this treaty with Japan, that aliens may have 
atcess to such courts as the States maintain for the protection 
of their rights and the redress of their wrongs equally with 
and on the same terms as the citizens of those States; and no 
one has successfully denied its power to do this. If the Gov- 
ernment can do all these things for the. alien, the conclusion is 
irresistible that it may guarantee the child alien, who is in-no 
way responsible for the circumstances in which he is found, 
that he may enjoy the public schools of the State in which he 
lives equally with and on the same terms as the citizens of that 
State, To say to the child alien that “in whatever relates to 
right of residence he shall enjoy in the territory of the United 
States the same privileges, liberties, and rights as native citi- 
zens” means for him protection from those conditions that 
would dwarf or injure his inner life, as well as protection from 
outward violence. 

As I said at the start, I am not discussing whether such a 
provision is contained expressly or impliedly in our treaty with 
Japan. That is for the executive department of the Govern- 
ment to determine. Nor am I considering the wisdom of such 
a provision. If it is contained in the treaty and if it is deemed 
unwise, there is a proper and honorable method by which to se- 
cure its modification. But if it is contained in the treaty, so 
long as the treaty remains in force it is binding upon the con- 
science of the people of the State. As the Supreme Court de- 
clared in 1893: 

The United States are a sovereign and independent nation, and are 
vested by the Constitution with the enfire control of international re- 
lations and with all the powers of government necessary to maintain 


that control and to make it effective. The only government of this 
country which other nations ize or treat with is the Government 


of the Union, and the only American flag known throughout the world 
is the flag of the United States. s £ 8 


And so long as the treaty remains in force it is the sworn 
duty of the President to enforce its provisions as a part of the 
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supreme law of the land, and in doing this he shall not be 
charged with attempting to coerce a sovereign State. For while 
the individual States within their sphere are supreme, the power 
of the National Government within its jurisdiction is “ absolute 
and uncontrollable.” It extends over all the people and to the 
farthest corner of the remotest State. And the President in 
executing the laws of the nation wields the combined power, 
“the absolute and uncontrollable power,“ of fourscore millions 
of sovereign people. 

From the days of Benjamin Franklin, our first and still our 
greatest diplomat, the American people have insisted that our 
foreign relations should be grounded in the highest morality 
and justice. Our foreign relations haye become one of the 
most important functions of the Government. Our own growth 
and expansion during the last hundred years, and the contrac- 
tion of the world through the extinction of distance, have brought 
the nations of the earth to our door and haye taken us to 
their door. Hundreds of thousands of Americans are con- 
stantly in foreign lands. They are there for business, for pleas- 
ure. In addition to the tourists who come to our country from 
other lands we haye a million immigrants per year. These 
people leave kindred and friends at home and form new friend- 
ships here. Hundreds of thousands of them return each year, 
leaving kindred and friends here. Our vast foreign commerce 
brings us into contact with the other nations of the earth, for 
the products of our field and our factory go to nearly eyery 
harbor in the world. And so it comes to pass in these days of 
modern development and modern enterprise and modern in- 
vention and modern unification that no nation lives unto itself 
alone. Our diplomacy has assumed new proportions, And in 
all her foreign relations the great Republic standing for equality 
of opportunity must continue to shape her conduct by the prin- 
ciples of the highest morality and justice. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to discuss the pres- 
ent economic and political situation. As the close of the Fifty- 
ninth Congress is rapidly approaching, it may not be out of 
place briefly to review the history of the great American parties, 
to consider their underlying principles, to compare their achieve- 
ments, and to analyze their attitudes with reference to the 
future. 

The most amazing fact in all the amazing history of the 
United States is the vitality of the Democratic party. It is as 
eternal as justice, with which it is synonymous; as indestructible 
as truth, for which it stands. No other political organization 
eyer survived such revolutions of human thought and action as 
those through which it has passed intact, unawed, and undis- 
mayed. Frequently majorities, fascinated by the lights that 
quiver about the rot of empire and of greed, by the glamor of 
concentered wealth, the pageantry of power, have rejected its 
pure and salutary teaching. Frequently it has come unto its 
own and its own received it not. Frequently its enemies have 
pronounced it dead, but always they have seen it rise with added 
stature and redoubled strength to press anew the conflict for the 
people's rights. [Applause.] The Democracy is imperishable 
because it rests on an imperishable doctrine—the doctrine of 
equal rights. When first the human heart was stirred with pity 
for the wrongs of man democracy began. The first tear that 
quiyered in compassion for human woe and want was the first 
Democratic platform. The most tragic struggle of all the ages 
of God has been the struggle between those who loved the people 
and wished to see them prosperous and free and those who dis- 
trusted, exploited, and oppressed them. 

The fundamental division in every nation and in every time 
has been between the overburdened many and the underbur- 
dened few, between the masses and the masters, between the 
advocates of the people's dominancy and the people's subordi- 
nation. Even when republics were to be established the same 
division has been observable among those summoned to devise a 
system of government. The American Reyolution was equally 
the most notable and successful contest for popular rights in 
mortal records. It dedicated a virgin world to liberty, It was 
dominated and transfigured by a valorous devotion to the prin- 
ciples of equality and brotherhood. The motiyes which prompted 
the colonists to commit their lives and fortunes to the issue 
of unequal conflict were expressed in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, an instrument so molded in the eloquence and the 
justness of human rights that it will be recognized forever as 
the permanent constitution of liberty, the chief classic in the 
literature of freedom. [Applause.] It was the inspiration of 
the Reyolution, and the Supreme Court of the United States 
has oflicially declared it to contain the spirit of our Government. 
The essence of that celebrated document was in the announce- 
ment of the truths it proclaimed to be self-evident, the truths 
that men are created equal, that they are endowed by the 
Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are life, 


liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and that to secure these 
rights governments are constituted among men deriving their 
just powers from the consent of the governed. It is a fact of 
tremendous significance that the anthor of this immortal proc- 
lamation, Thomas Jefferson, was also the founder of the Demo- 
cratic party. [Applause.] 

When the Declaration of Independence flowered from his 
brain and pen, the Democratic party of the United States had 
been definitely inaugurated. Yor fifty years Jefferson remained 
the world’s most conspicuous defender of human rights, the 
leader of the Democratic party. He was the opponent of im- 
perialism and monopoly, a disciple of equality. He believed in 
the people; he was devoted to their interests. He championed 
both the capacity and the right of the people to govern them- 
selyes. “I am not among those,” he said, who fear the people; 
they and not the rich are our dependence for continued free- 
dom.” „Again he said: “The people are our only reliance for 
the preservation of our liberty.” Again he said: No other 
depositaries of power than the people themselves have ever been 
found which did not end in converting to their own profit the 
earnings of those committed to their charge.” It was fitting 
that the founder and the leader of the Democratic party should 
have been so forcible an exponent of the people's cause. To-day, 
eighty years after the death of Jefferson, sixty years after the 
death of his great successor, Jackson, another leader has arisen 
to illustrate in his life, to glorify in his utterance, the perma- 
nence of the Democracy and the beneficence of its principles 
in William Jennings Bryan. [Applause.] Thus the Democratic 
party of the United States began with the United States. It 
has destroyed the various parties with which oppression and 
greed have successively opposed it, the Federalist party, the 
Whig party, and minor organizations, and it is caly a matter of 
time, such is the vitality of its beliefs, until it sends its latest 
adversary, the Republican party, to join its departed prede- 
cessors. [Applause.] 

I said that even in assemblies gathered to frame systems of 
governments for republics the line of division was observable 
between those who upheld and those who doubted the capacity 
of the people for self-rule, between those who would give the 
people as much to do with government as possible and those who 
would give the people as little to do with government as pos- 
sible, between democracy and aristocracy. In the Constitutional 
Convention of 1787, which devised our present Federal system, 
the followers of Jefferson represented the forces of popular 
government, while Alexander Hamilton, a man of extraordinary 
ability, led the element which distrusted the people. The tend- 
encies typified by Hamilton and Jefferson in the formative 
years of the Republic have constituted the basic battle line 
between American political parties throughout our history. The 
Democratic party is the only American political party that has 
maintained a continuous existence from the beginning of the 
nation to the present, and to-day it proudly reasserts the tend- 
encies and principles of Jefferson. The party which first fol- 
lowed Hamilton and his aristocratic teachings was the Fed- 
eralist party. It crumbled before the repeated assaults of the 
Democracy and was succeeded by the Whig party. The Whig 
party in its turn succumbed and the present Republican party 
took its place. To-day Hamilton and Jefferson live again in 
the Republican and Democratic parties. The Republicans rev- 
erence Hamilton as their father god, their tutelary deity and 
saint, and they have established lordly clubs bearing his name 
in the great cities. We have examined Jefferson’s ideas in or- 
der to ascertain the origin and inspiration of the Democratic 
party; now let us investigate the beliefs of Hamilton in order 
to grasp the aim and mission of the Republican party. 

In the Constitutional Convention of 1787 Hamilton proposed a 
plan of government for the United States, a plan which provided 
that the President and Senators should hold office for life, subject 
only to impeachment, and that the Federal authorities should 
appoint the governors of the States, who were to have a veto 
over all State legislation, these governors to have virtual life 
terms. The people of the States were to have no authority in 
the matter. In a speech before the Convention “he acknowl- 
edged himself,“ to quote exactly from Madison's minutes, “not 
to think favorably of republican government, but addressed his 
remarks to those who did thik favorably of it,” in order to try 
to persuade them “ to tone their government as high as possible.” 
Again, in giving the Conyention his ideas of government, he said 
that in his private opinion he had no scruple in declaring the 
British Government the best in the world, and that he doubted 
whether anything short of it would do in America. As to the 
Executive, he said before the Convention that the English 
model was the only good one on the subject. Let us not forget 
that the English Government was and is a monarchy. Senator 
Henry Carnot Longe, of Massachusetts, one of the Republican 
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leaders in the Senate of to-day, says in his Life of Hamilton that 
Hamilton did not believe in democracy as a system of govern- 
ment; that he believed in class influence and class representa- 
tion, a strong government, and in an aristocratic republic. Such 
were the views of the man whom Republicans acclaim as 
founder and as saint—views which contradict the spirit and 
question the stability of American institutions. It is little won- 
der that the Republican party which traces its birth, through 
Whig and Federalist ancestry, to the aristocrat who doubted the 
people and who would have subjected the masses to the classes, to- 
day shows its loyalty to its origin through violation in the Philip- 
pines of the principle of government by consent of the governed 
and through destruction in the entire United States of the prin- 
ciple of equal rights by a system of tariff taxation which impoy- 
erishes the many and upbuilds the few. The monarchical im- 
pulse is seen in the Republican President to-day, who tries to 
regulate everything in the country from the size of families to 
the method of spelling. [Laughbter.] When he gets through 
with Congress he brandishes the big stick above the cradle and 
the dictionary. The Republican party in its wild career has 
piled Pelion on Ossa, Root on South America, Taft on Cuba, 
and Roosevelt on Noah Webster. [Laughter.] Since the Presi- 
dent has begun to reform the dictionary the American people are 
preparing to give him an instance of simplified spelling he may 
not appreciate. They are going to spell President, B-r-y-a-n. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Oppression finds its climax and avarice its crown in the pres- 
ent Republican tariff system. It is the most effective instru- 
ment of public spoliation that greed has yet fashioned or tyr- 
anny devised. Its own history is the most emphatie exponent of 
its infamy. If there is anything a Republican hates it is 
history. [Laughter.] When the American Republic began it 
was chiefly an agricultural country, and for more than twenty 
years it so remained. The war of 1812 with Great Britain 
closed our ports and gave an impulse to domestic manufacture. 
Large sections of the country turned their attention and their 
eapital in that direction. The close of the war brought an in- 
flux of goods from Europe, and the young industries hardly able 
to stand were threatened with extinction. President Madison, 
in his message of December, 1815, recommended a tariff on for- 
eign goods sufficiently high to shield the youthful industries 
until they could care for themselves. The tariff of 1816 was 
the result, a tariff averaging 20 per cent, a tariff recommended 
by a Democratic President and adopted by a Democratic Con- 
gress. Thus the Democratic party in 1816, forty years before 
the Republican party was born, through a 20 per cent tariff 
preserved American industry in the hour of its real peril. To- 
day the Republican party, with a tariff ranging from 50 to 100 
per cent, pampers American industry in the period of its great- 
est strength. [Applause.] Secretary Shaw, the Republican 
Cabinet officer, said recently that the American people should 
be willing to pay a little more in order to help American manu- 
facturers, and so they were ninety years ago when American 
manufacturers needed help. But the people are unwilling and 
unable to pay from 50 to 100 per cent more for almost every arti- 
cle of necessity and use to these manufacturers to-day when they 
have become the richest and most powerful in the world, able 
to meet and master competition anywhere on the globe, when 
through combination and monopoly they have become so omnip- 
otent and so merciless that the question is no longer how to 
use the people’s means for them, but to protect the people’s 
means from them. [Applause.] 

From 1816 to 1846 the American people discussed and tested 
eyery phase of the tariff question. In 1828 and in 1842 high pro- 
tective tariffs were enacted with rates running as high as 50 
per cent. But the final judgment of the people was against the 
high protective system, and in 1846 the Democratic party es- 
tablished a tariff law on the principle of revenue, the principle 
that no higher rates should be levied than necessary to furnish 
revenue for the expense of government economically admin- 
istered, a tariff law which met with almost universal approba- 
tion. The original advocates of protection never urged it as a 
permanent policy; under the leadership of Clay they defended 
it only as a means of putting new and inexperienced industry 
on its feet. The idea of perpetually transferring a large per- 
centage of the people’s earnings through import taxes to the 
manufacturing classes, regardless of how powerful and how 
prosperous, how independent of both foreign and domestic com- 
petition they may become, was not dreamed of in the United 
States until the Republican party, out of its wedlock with crim- 
inal wealth, produced a school of stand-patters, of whom Secre- 
tary Shaw is perhaps the most exhilarating example. [Laughter 
and applause.] Under the Democratic tariff of 1846 and its 
successor, the tariff of 1857; the country enjoyed the most gen- 
eral and most genuine prosperity of its history. The crisis of 
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1857 was a speculative disturbance emanating from the very 
exuberance of the times, a flurry due to the excessive purchas- 
ing of western lands and the construction of too many railroads 
for the immediate needs of the country. The Democratic tariff 
of 1846 was so satisfactory that the Whig Administration of 
1848 did not dare or desire to change it. 

James G. Blaine, one of the ablest-and most uncompromising 
Republicans in American annals, says in his great book, 
Twenty Years in Congress, that the acquiescence in the tariff 
of 1846 was so general that in 1856 a protective tariff was 
not even suggested, or even hinted at, by any one of the 
three parties which presented Presidential candidates. Popu- 
lation increased, from 1850 to 1860, 35 per cent; wealth, 126 
per cent. From 1850 to 1860, under Democratie tariffs, railway 
mileage increased 300 per cent; from 1890 to 1900, principally 
under Republican tariffs, only about 19 per cent. From 1850 
to 1860 capital employed in manufacture increased nearly 90 
per cent; from 1890 to 1900, about 30 per cent. From 1850 to 
1860 the value of manufactured products increased 85 per cent; 
from 1890 to 1900, about 40 per cent. Thus, after thirty years 
of tariff discussion and legislation, the American people de- 
liberately and with practical unanimity adopted the Demo- 
cratic conception of tariff taxation. Indeed, it is doubtful 
whether the repudiated doctrine of high protection would have 
ever reappeared in our political history but for the civil war. 
The civil war marks the boundary between the two great 
periods of our tariff history. The present Republican tariff 
system finds its origin in that frightful strife. 

In order to meet the enormous expense of an enormous war 
the heayiest taxes which the country and its resources could 
possibly bear were imposed on practically every article of pro- 
duction and consumption. As an offset against the high in- 
ternal rates on manufactured articles heavy duties were laid 
on competing imposts. The war tariffs reached an average of 
almost 50 per cent, but they were defended on the ground of 
an emergency which threatened the nation’s life, and it was 
generally understood that they were to be reduced at the 
close of hostilities. Indeed, the tariff acts of July, 1862, and 
April, 1864, were entitled “ acts to increase duties temporarily.” 
The other great war tariff act, the act of June, 1864, did not use 
the word “temporary” in its title, but Mr. Morrill, the Re- 
publican spokesman, in urging its passage, said that it was in- 
tended as a war measure, a temporary measure, and that it must 
be defended as such. The contest ended and all the exorbitant 
war taxes were removed except the war tariff. And that war 
tariff the Republican party has gradually increased, until to- 
day, forty years after the war, in an age of peace, it ranges from 
50 to 100 per cent. The only exception in this long period of 
rising taxation was the three-year interval of the Democratic 
tariff of 1894, the so-called “ Wilson law,” which inaugurated 
a substantial reduction of the martial charges. Thus to-day 
the people pay on almost everything they eat and wear and use 
the highest tariff taxes the country has ever known, taxes 
higher than those of the most stupendous war in American or 
in universal history, taxes higher than those which would not 
haye been tolerated a moment but for the argument that they 
were the temporary weapons with which a gigantic national 
crisis must be fought. 

The most universal Republican argument on the tariff ques- 
tion is the panic of 1893, and it shows that Republican aversion 
to history is equaled only by Republican perversion of history. 


Republicans assert that Democratic tariff legislation produced . 


the panic of 1893. The Wilson tariff bill, the only Democratic 
tariff since the war, became a law in August, 1894, and soon 
times began to improve. And yet Republicans say that the 
Wilson bill of 1894 caused the black times of 1893. When the 
economic convulsion of 1893 occurred, Republican tariff rates 
were in unrestricted operation. Cleveland had been inaugu- 
rated, it is true, but the McKinley tariff act of 1890 was in 
force and so continued until late in 1894. Johnston and Taus- 
sig, two of the most prominent authorities on our fiscal his- 
tory, unite in attributing the panic of 1893 to causes entirely 
disassociated from the Democratic party and the Wilson bill. 
Occasionally Republicans assert that it was the prospect of a 
Democratic tariff which produced the panic. This is to say 
that the American people deliberately voted upon themselves 
the prospect of a panic, and the mere statement of such an ab- 
surdity is its own refutation. 

Our agricultural and industrial enterprises are rapidly out- 
growing home consumption. Ini fact, many of our industries 
and commodities are absolutely dependent on a widening foreign 
market. Our export trade now reaches an annual volume of 
over a billion and a half. It becomes more necessary every. 
hour that we should cultivate harmonious trade relations with 
other countries. And yet the enormous rates of the Republican 
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tariff are producing antagonisms everywhere. 
nation is constructing retaliatory tariffs against us. 
in a remarkable spirit of forbearance, has postponed for another 
year the operation of her retaliatory tariffs against American 
goods in the hope that our tariff may yet be modified. But the 
standpatters control the Republican party and are set like flint 


Nation after 
Germany, 


against the slightest reduction. They continue to place the 
United States in an attitude of defiance before the world. And 
yet the present Republican tariff law itself, in section 4, made 
distinct provision for a 20 per cent reduction of all its rates 
through such reciprocity arrangements as might be negotiated 
with other countries within two years from its enactment. 

How arrangements were negotiated with important countries 
and how they were allowed to die by limitation in the Repub- 
lican Senate is ancient, but none the less deplorable, history. 
And yet McKinley, on the day of his assassination at Buffalo, 
in September, 1901, warned the American people that the period 
of exclusiveness had passed; that the expansion of our trade 
and commerce was the present problem; that the high tariff 
schedules should be reduced. The Republican party has ig- 
nored this solemn counsel. And yet Senator Dotttver, of Iowa, 
a prominent Republican Senator, in a speech in the United 
States Senate in January, 1903, recalled the fact that he had 
been a member of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives in 1897, when that committee framed the 
present Dingley tariff, and stated that in fashioning its sched- 
ules duties were put up for the express purpose of being traded 
down. ‘The rates which were purposely made too high in 1897, 
the year of the enactment of the present Dingley law, have not 
yet been traded down, and we are now entering the year of 
1907. And yet President Roosevelt, in his first annual mes- 
sage, his message of 1902, recommended the appointment of a 
commission of business experts to correct the inequalities of 
the present tariff system. In his messages of 1903, of 1904, of 
1905, and of 1906 he has been silent on the subject. The in- 
equalities continue, and the President last summer at a con- 
ference at Oyster Bay gave formal adhesion, it is commonly un- 
derstood, to the stand-pat element. It is now the general re- 
port that he has consented to permit no tariff relief whatever 
during the remainder of his spectacular Administration. 

One of the most sinister results of the Republican tariff is 
the modern trust, the synonym of monopoly. Shielded from 
foreign competition by the tariff, the American manufacturers 
haye combined to destroy domestic rivalry. Henry O. Have- 
meyer, the president of the sugar trust, stated in his testimony 
before the Industrial Commission that the mother of trusts was 
the customs tariff. Moody, in his remarkable work, The Truth 
About the Trusts, enumerates nearly 300 articles of common use 
which he shows to be under the actual or potential control of 
monopolies. Prominent among these tariff-burdened and trust- 
governed articles are agricultural implements and farm tools, 
practically all steel and iron products, including nails and 
chains and cutlery and wire, bleachings and duckings, borax, 
chemicals, paints, oilcloths, mattings, carpets, rubber and 
leather goods, building stone, lumber, furniture, cement, glass 
and glassware, harness, saddlery, and hardware, tin plate and tin- 
ware, toys, typewriters, sewing machines, watches, and so forth, 
I have mentioned these few items out of a host of items to show 
that the tariff and the trust dominate the necessities of life, 
the articles which the poorest family must have in order to live. 
Sven if the trusts had not combined to control these articles, the 
Democratic party would hold that the present high tariff taxes 
upon them in the interest of manufacturing magnates, already 
wealthy and more than capable of competing with the world, 
is plunder in the name of law. 

Observe the injustice to which the system subjects the agri- 
cultural masses, the producers of cotton and corn and wheat, 
for example, the prices of which are determined in the markets 
of the world because the supply exceeds the home demand, and 
the foreign price regulates the home price. They must sell the 
products of their toil in competition with the earth, with the 
cheapest places of production on the globe; they must buy the 
things with which they make these products and sustain and 
educate their families from industrial monarchs in this country, 
who are shielded from foreign rivalry by the tariff and sheltered 
from domestic competition by the trust. [Applause.] What is 
the result? Ten and a quarter million people in the United 
States engaged in agricultural pursuits, with a capital, includ- 
ing all farm property—lands, buildings, implements, live stock, 
and the like—amounting to twenty and one-half billions, ob- 
tain an annual return of three billions; 7,400,000 people en- 
gaged in manufacturing, with a capital of about eleven billions, 
obtain a total annual return of about thirteen billions. The 
Republican protective system compels the farmer to pay a price 
for manufactured products based on the highest tariff in the 


world, but it can not compel the foreign or domestic purchaser 
of the farmer's cotton or corn or wheat to pay one cent more 
than the price based on the cheapest market in the world. The 
American manufacturer bases the price of an article on what 
the foreigner can lay it down for; he knows that the consumer 
must get it from him or the foreigner. In fixing his price the 
foreigner reimburses himself for the tariff charge, the trans- 
portation cost, and allows for a profit. This price the American 
manufacturer charges, pocketing as clear and unearned gain 
the equivalent of the tariff and the transportation charges. 
This price the American manufacturer charges whether the 
foreigner actually brings the article here or not; he knows that 
if the consumer should endeavor to seek relief by purchasing 
from the foreigner the latter would add these elements in 
making up the charge. 

When the American consumer buys an imported article, the 
equivalent of the tariff charge goes to the Government for pur- 
poses of revenue. When he buys an article of domestic manu- 
facture, the equivalent of the tariff goes to the manufacturer for 
purposes of enrichment. During the twelve months ending with 
last August we bought a billion and a quarter of foreign goods, 
and of that amount several hundred millions went to the Goy- 
ernment in the shape of revenue. During the same twelve 
months we bought over eleven billions of home goods, and of 
that amount not less than two billions, as I shall demonstrate 
later, went to these pampered manufacturers in the shape of 
plunder, Secretary Shaw, in his very entertaining speeches 
throughout the country, talks of jewelry and cut-glass vases, 
and endeavors to leave the idea that only those who actually 
buy imported goods bear the burden of the tariff. The fact 
is that the equivalent of the tariff charge forms an element 
in the price of every article of domestic manufacture when 
there is a tariff rate on the corresponding and competing foreign 
article. Almost every article of domestic manufacture is pro- 
tected by such a rate. It is not a matter of surprise that this 
heartless system is rapidly consuming the substance of the people 
and concentrating the wealth of the country and the control of 
its industries in the tariff-favored classes. Governor Cum- 
mins, of Iowa, one of the country’s foremost Republicans, re- 
cently elected governor of Iowa for the third time, said, in a 
recent speech on the tariff, that the total life-insurance grafts 
of all time had not been one-fifth of .the annual amount of 
which the people haye been despoiled by excessive tariff rates. 

It is no longer necessary that the American people shall pay 
more in order that American manufacturers may thrive. Our 
industries are now the most powerful and successful in the 
world. Our country is to-day the foremost industrial and agri- 
cultural power of the globe. With unparalleled agricultural 
resources; with an unequaled abundance of food supplies and 
raw materials for manufactures; with unrivaled mineral đe- 
posits, leading the world in coal, in iron ore, in copper, and in 
lead; with 18,000. miles of navigable waterway and more than 
200,000 miles of railway; with four-fifths of the world’s cotton; 
with every climate and every soil; with the greatest stretch 
of territory on the globe in which there is absolute freedom of 
trade, we have achieved the industrial primacy of mankind, 
and the whine for continued subsidies from the people for our 
giant industries does little credit to American intelligence or 
American patriotism. [Applause.] Nine million people at work 
in the factories of Great Britain produce goods not much more 
than half the value of those produced by about seven and 
one-half millions in American factories. The numbers engaged 
in the factories of Germany and France are much greater, the 
value of the products in both countries much smaller, than in 
those of America. And yet our manufacturers have the hardi- 
hood to ask for contributions from the people to protect them 
against these countries, with which natural advantages enable 
them so easily and so successfully to compete. Iron and steel 
ean be made in the United States cheaper than anywhere else 
in the world, as admitted by Mr. DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, on 
the floor of the House during the last session. Then why should 
the people be subjected to a tariff of 40 per cent on iron and 
steel? 

Why do American manufacturers need protection when they 
undersell foreign competitors in foreign markets and sell their 
American products cheaper abroad than at home? It is a fre- 
quent assertion of Republican speakers that only four millions 
of goods are sold abroad at cheaper prices than at home. Mr. 
DarzELI, one of the most gifted and conspicuous champions of 
high protection, repeated this statement during the last session. 
And yet in the same speech he stated that we sold our surplus 
cheaper abroad than at home, so that our mills and factories 
might run twelve months in the year instead of nine. Is it 
possible that our mills and factories turn out only four mil- 
lions of goods in three months? ‘The average annual output is 
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about thirteen billion, or more than a thousand millions every 
month. 

Mr. Schwab, the steel magnate, said in his testimony before 
the Industrial Commission that it was a fact generally true of 
all our exports that they sold at lower prices in foreign markets 
than at home. According to the testimony of James J. Hill be- 
fore the Merchant Marine Commission, a railroad 1,500 miles 
long was built in Canada a few years ago with American steel 
rails bought from American manufacturers at $10 per ton 
cheaper than a competing and parallel American railroad was 
able to buy them. 

Tha New York Press of May 7, 1906, a stalwart Republican 
paper, reported the sale of 35,000 tons of American steel billets 
during April at an export price of $18 per ton when the home 
price was $27 per ton. This means a difference of about 
$245,000 a month, or two and one-half millions per year, in fa- 
vor of the foreign consumer in this one item of the great iron 
and steel trade. Seeing this statement in the New York Press, 
Congressman Spicut, of Mississippi, wrote the editor and re- 
ceived not only a confirmation of the statement regarding steel 
billets, but a statement from that great Republican paper's 
regular trade representative to the effect that the same practice 
applied not only to billets, but also to rails and all other iron 
and steel material. Our iron and steel exports for the last fis- 
cal year exceeded $160,000,000. As has been admirably brought 
out by Congressman Rarney, of Illinois, the jeweler Keene, at 
180 Broadway, New York City, has this sign above his door: 
“Great protection sale; Waltham and Elgin watches bought in 
England cheaper than in America and brought back to undersell 
this market.” Keene has been conducting a profitable business 
by purchasing American-made watches in foreign countries, re- 
importing and selling them in the United States cheaper than 
the American wholesalers could buy them in America. It is 
the statement of William E. Smythe, an economic writer and 
student. that “ we are selling cotton goods cheaper in China and 
Japan than in Georgia where the cotton is grown or in Massa- 
chusetts where it is woven into cloth.” 

It was a recent remark of H. Rider Haggard, the famous Eng- 
lishman, after making a personal inyestigation of conditions in 
the United States, that prices had been eleyated in this country 
to the prohibitive point for all but the very rich. Why,” 
he added, “the bacon we eat in Amity on the table costs more 
in Colorado, where it is made, than it does in England.” In 
a desperate endeayor to defend the sale of American goods 
abroad cheaper than at home, Congressman CHARLES B. LANDIS 
and others have said that it was the mere dumping of the 
surplus—that having supplied the American market our manu- 
facturers would dispose of the surplus abroad at prices below 
the home figure. If it be true that American manufacturers 
supply the home market so completely that they must dump 
the surplus abroad at emergency prices, how is it that foreign 
manufacturers found a market in the United States during the 
last fiscal year for the billion and a quarter of competing 
goods which they sold here? 

The Republican clamor for high protection neyer ceases. 
They tell us that it is patriotism to feed these bloated interests 
with the people's earnings forever. Patriotism, indeed! Let us 
examine the patriotism of the beneficiaries of this extortionate 
taxation. During the year ending with last August American 
manufacturers sent abroad over a billion and a half of American 
goods. How much of this American export trade was carried 
in American ships beneath the American flag? Not one-fifth. 
And yet the American flag was once the commercial monarch of 
the waters and American ships rode every sea. Once we were 
the ocean carriers of America, yea, the world, but that was in a 
period of low tariff taxes. With the increasing tariff taxes of 
the Republican régime it became more and more expensive to 
build an American ship. Ships are built, equipped, and managed 
in competition with the world. Mr. Joseph L. Bristow, a dis- 
tinguished Republican, says, in his report on Panama, that a 
German steamship of 3,500 tons can be operated for $15,315 less 
per year than an American steamship of the same tonnage, a 
British steamship of 2,500 tons for $18,289.68 less per year than 
an American steamship of like tonnage. Now, as the American 
shipowner, on account of the increasing cost of production and 
maintenance resulting from increasing tariffs, was compelled to 
raise his carriage rates above those of foreigners, did the Ameri- 
ean manufacturer offer to pay him more in order that the Ameri- 
ean flag might retain the commercial mastery of the seas? No; 
the American manufacturer began the employment of foreign 
ships and foreign flags the moment they could underbid his 
countrymen. American ships fell to pieces at the wharves, 
while foreign vessels, with strange pennants above their sails 
and strange voices upon their decks, succeeded to the carriage 
of American goods. To-day the American merchant ship is 


hardly a reputable factor in the world’s ocean trade. By far 
the larger portion of American oversea traffic is transported in 
foreign bottoms. 

Such is the patriotism of the tariff-swollen classes. These 
economic tories who haye fattened on the tariff are entirely will- 
ing to have the shipowners subsidized from the United States 
Treasury—the pocket of the people—and already a ship-subsidy 
bill has passed the Republican Senate. The manufacturer says 
to the shipowner: The American people have enriched me; per- 
haps you can be equally successful. Don’t ask me for aid; ask 
the people. Get Secretary Shaw and Congressmen HEPBURN, 
GROSVENOR, and others to tell them that it is pay -triotism, 
with the accent on the ‘pay.’” [Laughter and applause.] A 
few months ago the city of San Francisco sank upon its dissoly- 
ing foundations, and the heart of the world stood still. It fell a 
blackened mass, and from the ruin there rose a cry that must 
have startled the outposts on the battlements of heaven. And as 
the gallant people staggered from the chaos and the wreck, ex- 
hibiting that American courage which is most conspicuous in 
disaster, a thrill of sympathy and admiration went round the 
globe. <A bill was introduced in the American Congress to re- 
move the high tariff taxes on building material intended for San 
Francisco in order that the stricken people might more easily 
rebuild their broken homes. But the tariff satraps and their 
seryitors, the Republican standpatters, who dominate Congress 
and the country, killed the bill. They were willing that a few 
millions should be voted from the people's Treasury for tem- 
porary food and medical supplies, but not one dollar for per- 
manent aid would they yield through the slightest modification 
of their unholy privileges. It was perhaps the most revolting 
example of insolence and cupidity the favored interests have yet 
displayed. How long will the American people consent further 
to enrich this arrogant and unfeeling class—a class blind to 
every consideration but that of interest; deaf to every cry 
but that of gain—a class rapidly becoming experts in oppression 
and artists in plunder—the patricians, the tories, the aristo- 
crats of modern times? [Applause.] 

Patrician, aristocrat, tory—whatever his age or name, 

To the people's rights and liberties a traitor eyer the same. 

The natural crowd is a mob to him, their prayers a vulgar rhyme, 

The freeman's speech is sedition and the patriot’s deed a crime. 
Wherever the race, the law, the land—whatever the time, the throne, 
The tory is always a traitor to every class but his own. 

Applause. ] 

But they tell us that the especial object of the present tariff 
system is to protect the American wage-earner against the 
pauper labor of Europe. And yet almost every European country 
has a high protective tariff; Is it possible that the high pretec- 
tive tariff produces pauper labor? And if the high protective 
tariff produces pauper labor in European countries how long 
will it be until it produces pauper labor in the United States? 
They boast of the size of the American wage under the present 
tariff and talk of preserving the American standard of living. 
Let us see. It is the estimate of the Massachusetts bureau of 
statistics that it requires $754 per year to support an American 
family of five. John Mitchell in his valuable book on organ- 
ized labor says that $600 a year is necessary in the anthracite 
district for a family of ordinary size. 

Now, what is the actual American wage? The census of 1900 
shows a little over 5,300,000 wage-earners in the United States, 
with a total annual wage of a little over $2,300,000,000, or $438 
a year apiece—$438, the princely amount on which the American 
wage-earner is to maintain himself and his family and ry to 
look cheerful when Republican standpatters eulogize Republican 
prosperity. [Laughter and applause.] Adding wages and 
salaries and cost of material and miscellaneous expenses, there 
was a total expenditure in American manufacture last year of 


about eleven billions. The total value of the product was some- . 


thing over thirteen billions. Two billions went to the small 
class of protected owners, the real beneficiaries of Republican 
prosperity. Turning to agriculture, we find that according to 
the last census 10,300,000 people engaged therein received for 
their total product $3,700,000,000, or less than $370 each per 
annum, and this includes farm owners. This, forsooth, is our 
matchless prosperity—$370 per year for the man engaged in ag- 
ricultural work, $438 per year for the man employed in the fac- 
tory. ‘The Republican doctrine seems to be that unto everyone 
that hath shall be given, but from him that hath not shall be 
taken away even that which he hath. [Laughter.] Republicans 
forget that the true test of a nation’s happiness and prosperity 
is not the amount of its wealth alone but the extent to which 
that wealth is diffused among the people. 

It is the statement of Moody, the foremost authority on 
trust conditions, that there are now in the United States 440 
industrial, franchise, and transportation trusts, with a total 
capitalization of twenty ana one-fourth billions, an amount 
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equivalent to one-fifth the nation’s wealth, and that these are 
largely dominated by the Rockefeller and Morgan financial 


groups. And so the concentration of wealth proceeds. It 
was recently said by a noted writer, Charles E. Russell, re- 
garding the beef trust, after a close investigation, that it 
to-day fixes the price of all meats, fruits, fertilizers, and 
dairy products; that within certain limits it can make the 
price of corn, oats, and wheat what it pleases; that to-morrow 
it may be able to control the price of every loaf of bread; that 
the growth and development of this terrible monopoly threatens 
to reduce to semiserfdom the farmers of the West. It is a 
lamentable fact that the trusts are more numerous, more merci- 
less, and more powerful at this hour than ever before in our 
history. And yet the Republican party has had absolute con- 
trol of every branch of the Government for almost ten years, 
and for five of these years Theodore Roosevelt has been Presi- 
dent. The laws against the trusts have been plain and ample. 
And yet not one monopoly controlling a life necessity has been 
dissolved; not one trust magnate has been sent to jail. The 
Northern Securities Company, a northwestern railroad combina- 
tion, was dissolved, but soon resumed operation under a slightly 
different form. It is shown by the economic author Smythe 
that to-day almost all the important railway mileage of the 
Union is in the control of six great capitalistic groups—the 
Vanderbilts, the Pennsylvania Railroad, the Morgan, the Gould- 
Rockefeller, the Harriman-Kuhn-Loeb, and the Moore; that 
there is practically no competition among them, and that they 
haye divided the ‘country, this great sextumvirate, into so 
many conquered provinces, known as the Vanderbilt territory, 
the Gould territory, etc. 

How has the President enforced the criminal laws against 
the trusts? A few underlings have been fined, but the great 
criminals are still free to exploit the people and to defy the 
law. And yet the President has gained a distinct popularity 
from mere attitudes and mouthings against the trusts. It 
is a singular fact that the period in which the President has 
issued the most furious proclamations and uttered the most 
resounding platitudes against monopoly has been the period of 
its most rapid development and most consummate power. One 
of the surest remedies against most of the trusts is entirely to 
remove or materially to reduce the tariff that has nurtured 
them. Said Mr. Sherman, a leading Republican of his time: 

If individuals or combinations combine to advance the price of 
domestic products I would without a moment's hesitation reduce the 
duties on foreign goods competing with them in order to break down 
the combination. 

Said United States Senator Washburn, another celebrated Re- 
publican : 

The Republican party has got to disconnect itself from trusts, and 
whenever they find the trust is depending for its exorbitant profits 
largely on protective duties it will be the duty of Republican Con- 
gressmen and Senators to remove the duties at once. his should be 
done at once with the duty on steel rails and steel plate. 

Sherman and Washburn made these statements over seven 
years ago, but the Republican party has remained as unrespon- 
sive to them as to the last warning of McKinley against the con- 
tinuance of the present destructive system. 

The rapacity of monopoly, the pressure of enormous tariff 
taxes, the small returns of labor are uniting to conyert a 
country dedicated to the people's rights into a country shadowed 
with the people’s wrongs. [Applause.] It is the estimate of 
Mr. Charles B. Spahr, a noted statistician, that 1 per cent of the 
families in the United States hold approximately 99 per cent of 
the national-wealth. The census of 1900 shows that of the 
. 16,000,000 families in the United States 8,800,000 own no homes 
at all, 2,100,000 have their homes mortgaged, while less than 
5,000,000 American families own their homes entirely free 
from incumbrance. The last census further shows that in the 
160 cities of the United States with at least 25,000 inhabitants 
1,027,000 own no homes at all, 435,000 have their homes mort- 
gaged, while only 561,000 families own their homes; only 
14 per cent with homes free from debt, 11 per cent with homes 
mortgaged, 74 per cent without homes. 

In his remarkable book on economie conditions, entitled “ Pov- 
erty,” Robert Hunter shows that approximately 10,000,000 peo- 
ple in the United States are on the verge of destitution. It 
is universally recognized that the problem of existence, of se- 
curing food and shelter and clothing, is becoming more difficult 
every day. For the staples of life we must pay from 35 to 50 
per cent more than ten years ago. The prices of rent and fuel 
have increased enormously. While the millions of small wage- 
earners are confronted with the questions of shelter and food, 
the other millions whose earnings are somewhat larger, the 
clerks, the stenographers, those who are trying to establish a 
business and who get from $15 to $35 a week, are having a more 
and more distressing struggle to preserye appearances. The 


increasing domination of the trusts is making it more and more 
dificult for young men to start in business with any hope of ul- 
timate independence and success. The trusts are writing the 
death warrant of the small business man. Young men are rush- 
ing into the overcrowded professions, because they prefer a few 
clients and a precarious living with independence to the per- 
petual enslayement of the trusts. One of the deepest students 
of the times, Judge Grosscup, of Chicago, says that the loss 
which republican America now confronts is the loss of indl- 
vidual hope and prospect. The son of John D. Rockefeller, the 
greatest monopolist of the age, said in a defense of the trusts 
before the students of Brown University: 

The American Beauty rose can be produced in all its splendor only 
by sacrificing the early buds that grow up around it. he rose has 
1,000 buds, and in order to produce the American Beauty the gardener 


goes around it with a knife and snips 999 in order that all the strength 
and beauty may be forced into one bloom. 


Such is the brutal teaching of the trust; 999 small business 
men must be destroyed in order that the American beauty, the 
trust, may thrive. As has been truthfully said, with the high- 
wayman of a century ago it was, Your money or your life;” 
but with these modern trust vandals it is, “ Your money anl 
your life.“ [Applause.] We see the small business men falling 
on every side, and there is no Red Cross for the wounded on 
the economic battlefield. Dr. William Howe Tolman, the di- 
rector of the Institute for Social Science in New York, an 
institute devoted to the collection of sociological information, 
says: 

The increased cost of living is presenting a tremendous problem to 
the industrial class all over the country. The worker has little or 
no surplus left over from his weekly wage. It is well-nigh impossible 
for him to lay up for the traditional rainy day. As for lifting him- 
self up or bettering his condition, the little margin between Treome 


and expenditure, which formerly enabled him to do that, has been 
wiped out. 


But the strongest proof of the increasing sharpness of the 
times is found in the number of women and children who have 
been driven into the struggle for the daily wage. In this land 
of fancied freedom and prosperity more women and children 
are to-day compelled by the growing sternness of conditions to 
labor for daily sustenance than ever before. 

The head of the family with an average yearly return of 
$438 if he is in the factory, or $370 if he is in the field, is 
finding it impossible to support his loved ones. Where once 
he left his wife to minister at the fireside, the children to 
gather loye of honor, home, and God from her radiant example, 
they must all now rush in many instances into the pallid rank 
to toil for shelter and for bread. Over 5,000,000 women have 
been lashed by pitiless necessity into the arena of economie 
conflict, 2,000,000 of whom are in the factories and the mills, 
Over 1,700,000 little children are forced by frowning want to 
work for wages in the field, the factory, the workshop, and the 
mine. If BEVERIDGE and Loben are in earnest on the subject of 
child labor, let them join with the Democrats in reducing the 
high-tariff charges and in removing the conditions which drive 
entire families into the factories, the fields, the mines. [Ap- 
plause.] Despite these conditions we are still told that Ameri- 
can labor under the high-protective tariff is the happiest and 
most highly paid on earth. We reply that American labor is 
underpaid; that it has an insufficient wage; that our marvelous 
wealth has been turned from the channels of equitable distri- 
bution along which Democratic laws and principles once di- 
rected it into the private treasuries of protected classes. We 
say that a system which concenters wealth and distributes 
want may be protection for the few it favors and upbuilds, but 
that it is oppression for the many it despoils. We say that 
this high-protective system has made the Government an ac- 
cessory to theft, an accomplice in plunder. When a govern- 
ment founded to promote the high principles of equality and 
freedom, heralded as the ark of liberty, the refuge of the world’s 
oppressed, is thus prostituted it is small wonder that social- 
ists assault our basic institutions and anarchists proclaim all 
government a lie. [Loud applause.] 

The Democratic party will materially reduce or, if necessary, 
entirely remove the duties that aid the trusts, and it will set 
in motion against all trusts and all trust owners the neglected 
machinery of the Federal law. It will rearrange and modify 
the tariff rates on the basis of equality and justice, touching arti- 
cles of necessity very lightly or not at all, imposing a some- 
what higher charge on things not necessities but still not lux- 
uries, and laying the heaviest rates on luxuries. In no event 
will it collect more from the people than is necessary to de- 
fray the unavoidable expense of a government administered 
with the most rigid economy. Democrats believe that the 
power of taxation should not be used to build up one man with 
another’s means. The Democratic party revised the exorbitant 
tariffs of 1828 and 1842 and gaye the American people in 1846 
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the most satisfactory tariff law they haye ever had. The Re- 
publican party will never make a sincere and effective modi- 
fication of the present enormous rates. It has pretended to 
undertake their revision on several occasions since the civil 
war inaugurated them on a scale which would never have 
been permitted in a time of peace, but the Republican party 
has never touched the tariff except to increase it. The last 
Republican national platform asserted that the tariff should 
not be revised until changing conditions demanded it, and ex- 
perience demonstrates that the dominant element of the Re- 
publican party will never admit the existence of such condi- 
tions. In October of 1905 the Republicans of Massachusetts, 
in State convention assembled, demanded a revision of the 
tariff. 

During the first session of the present Congress the Repub- 
lican Members from Massachusetts authorized Representative 
McCatt, of that State, in the name of Republican Massachu- 
setts, to request the Republican Congressional leaders to permit 
a revision of the tariff. In March of 1906 Mr. Meal, ad- 
dressed a letter to Chairman Payne, of the Ways and Means 
Committee, the Republican floor leader, reciting the tariff clause 
in the last Republican national platform, stating that the Massa- 
chusetts delegation believed, with the people of Massachusetts, 
that conditions had so changed that the public interests de- 
manded the alteration of the present tariff, and asking revision 
and readjustment. Mr. Payne, voicing the views of the domi- 
nant, stand-pat element of the Republican party, replied, deny- 
ing that conditions had so changed and refusing the appeal. 
He said that Congress was not prepared to review the tariff 
schedules in that calm, judicial frame of mind so necessary to 
the proper preparation of a tariff act at a time so near the Con- 
gressional elections. The Congressional elections haye passed, 
and we are now told that the Republicans will not consider the 
question of revision before 1909. And so the subterfuge and 
procrastination continue. 

Not only has the Republican party desecrated the principle 
of equal rights in the establishment of a flagrant tariff system, 
but also it has degraded another basic principle of the Declara- 
tion of Independence, the principle of government by consent 
of the governed, through its policies in the Philippines. During 
the last eight years the Republican party has extended our 
dominion over 9,000,000 foreign peoples in foreign seas, the 
vast majority of whom are subjects governed regardless of their 
consent. The subjugation of the Philippines has cost us hun- 
dreds of millions, aside from the sickening slaughter following 
a fanatical and hopeless resistance. Thus the Republican party 
has made the American flag a symbol of tyranny. It has vio- 
lated its original teachings and blasphemed the memory of its 
founders. The Republican party was dedicated to the preserva- 
tion of the rights of men. It was born with a cry against 
human slavery on its lips. With impassioned energy it pro- 
claimed the doctrine of universal liberty, and 3,000,000 bayonets 
glittered from the Mississippi to the sea to translate that doc- 
trine into the institutions of the country. It claims to haye 
liberated 4,000,000 of the human race from bondage. And yet 
to-day the Republican party holds 9,600,000 of the sons of men 
in absolute subjection. [Applause.] 

Rise, Wendell Phillips, from the dead and behold this 
spectacle, you who renounced allegiance to your country because 
it was not wholly free and with an eloquence not of earth as- 
sailed the established customs of a century—rise and scourge 
with epic wrath this Republican defamation of all for which you 
fought and .toiled. Rise, Garrison, you whom history terms 
“the liberator,” whose fearless gospel incited war that chains 
might fall and break, and observe the degradation of the party 
which was first eleyated to power on the tide your energies had 
set in motion. Rise, Lincoln, you who would not govern a 
people in the world against that people’s will and with sorrow 
beyond all words bear witness to the repudiation of your life's 
supremest teaching, the sentiment of your inspired deliverance 
at Gettysburg, by the recreant sons of heroic sires. When the 
Roman republic first established colonies, which it governed 
without regard to the will of the subjected peoples, the decline 
of its liberties began, although it preserved long afterwards all 
the outward forms and signs of freedom. After pointing out 
this fact in Roman annals Froude, the great historian, says: 


If there be one lesson which history clearly teaches it is this, that 
free nations can not govern subject provinces. If they are unable or 
unwilling to admit their dependencies to share their own constitution, 
ae ee itself will fall in pieces from mere incompetence for 

s duties. 


But they tell us that we are a world power and that we must 
have dependencies in order to maintain our dignity and extend 
our influence. We say that the world influence of this country 
will be far more salutary and more lasting through the consist- 


ent exemplification of the principle of self-government on this 
continent than through the acquisition of provinces in every 
quarter of the earth. But why have other nations acquired 
dependencies? It is because they have developed their own ter- 
ritory to the fullest possible extent and must find outlets for 
surplus energies and overflowing populations. Is this the con- 
dition of the United States? No; it is capable of perhaps ten 
times its present population, and the development of its conti- 
nental territory will consume our best thought and effort for 
centuries to come. Then why cling to distant lands in persist- 
ent violation of our most cherished principles? Our entire for- 
eign possessions are not to be compared to our Western States 
and Territories as an outlet for population, a field for capital 
and manufacture. California and Nevada are as large as Hol- 
land, Belgium, Portugal, and France combined; Washington 
and Oregon are as large as Great Britain, Denmark, and Switz- 
erland; Utah and Arizona are as large as Spain; Idaho and 
Montana are almost the size of Austria and Hungary; Wyoming 
and Colorado are as large as the German Empire; New Mexico - 
is practically the size of Italy; the Dakotas, Kansas, and Ne- 
braska are as large as Norway and Sweden; Indian Territory is 
the size of Greece, while Texas and Oklahoma are equal in area 
to New Zealand and Japan. The combined population of the 
foreign countries I have mentioned is about 300,000,000 ; that of 
the Western American States equaling them in territorial ex- 
tent about 10,000,000. What infinite possibilities of expansion 
and development are presented within our own boundaries! 
The limitless West is ours already; no millions to be expended’ 
in subjugation, no blood to shed, no graves to fill, no princi- 
ples to violate; the people already Americans, their institutions 
our institutions, their sympathies our sympathies, their hopes 
our hopes, their God our God. As has been strikingly said, 
“Let us dig more ditches in the West and fewer graves in the 
Philippines.“ [Applause.] 

The Republican party has exhibited an astounding and dan- 
gerous indifference on the subject of the currency. They boast 
of establishing the gold standard, but they haye done nothing to 
solve the problems that have arisen since its establishment. In 
an address several months ago before the West Virginia Bank- 
ers’ Association Secretary of the Treasury Shaw said: 

The system is not perfect largely because it is nonelastic. It fails 
to respond in volume to the peop 9 needs of seasons and localities. 
Attention has been called to this many times by many people. That 
there will be no further currency legislation until we shall have expe- 
rienced a panic occasioned by the want of elasticity I am convinced. 
The country does not appreciate the danger, and until the danger is 
fully understood no remedy will be applied. We came nearer such a 
panic September 20, 1902, than most people appreciate. The fact that 
we escaped then does not raise a presumption that we will always es- 


cape. glaring defect at a vital point will somewhere sooner or later 
assert itself. 


Could there be a more unanswerable condemnation of the Re- 
publican party? We have here the deliberate prediction by a 
Republican Cabinet minister of a panic with his own party in 
full control, and a deliberate admission that his own party will 
do nothing to remedy the defect and prevent the panic. But 
this is not all. Henry Clews, the famous financier, a profound 
observer, and a confirmed Republican, says in his weekly finan- 
cial review of October 6, 1906: 

It is absolutely certain that continued refusal to adopt sane currency 
measures will lead us to drift into one of the greatest financial crises 
that the country has ever seen f course we shall haye panics with 
or without currency reform, but disaster will be immeasurably aggra- 
vated by clinging to a clumsy and antiquated currency system or corre- 


spondingly ameliorated by adopting a system that is scientific, elastic, 
automatic, and suitable to American necessities. 


Further on he says: 
No civilized country in the world maintains a system so ill suited to 


its wants as the United States. That we are so far astern in this re- 
spect is a sore reflection upon our national intelligence. 


What an indictment of the Republican party! It is permit- 
ting the United States to trail behind the world with a clumsy 
and antiquated currency system, and it is taking no step to 
remedy a situation which both Shaw and Clews tell us will 
result in a panic, Thus the country, under Republican manage- 
ment, is staggering headlong into disaster and conyulsion. 

Under Republican management the Federal expenditures have 
increased at an appalling rate. Exclusive of the Panama Canal 
appropriation the increase of governmental expenditure in 1904 
over 1903 was thirty-five millions; in 1905 over 1904, forty 
millions; in 1906 over 1905, more than seventeen millions—an 
increase of over ninety-two millions in three years. The total 


national expenditure for 1903, 1904, 1905, and 1906, excluding 
the Panama Canal, was over $2,866,000,000; the total expendi- 
tures for 1898, 1899, 1900, and 1901, the four full years of 
McKinley, over $2,430,000,000. Thus, exclusive of all expenses 
in Panama, the expenditures of the four years of Roosevelt ex- 
ceeded those of the four years of McKinley, although he con- 
ducted the Spanish-American war, by over four hundred and 
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thirty millions. Our colonial, military, and naval expenditure 
has assumed European proportions. 

It is a curious and significant fact, a tribute to the vitality 
of Democratic principles, that the President and the Republican 
party after receiving in November, 1904, the largest national 
majority in American history, had to turn to the rejected Demo- 
cratic platform for the principal and most popular legislation 
of the Congress following that election. [Loud applause.] I refer 
to the railroad rate law. This law is a distinct step toward 
stricter regulation, and it contains many improvements on the 
old act, but it would have been made yastly more effective had 
not the President surrendered to the Aldrich-Allison element in 
the Senate. So far as actual relief from unjust rates and dis- 
criminations is concerned, little has been accomplished. The 
only practical effect of the new law is to enable the controversy 
between the shipper and the carrier to be transferred more 
quickly to the courts, where the case still may be tied up in- 
definitely. The new law makes more effective changes along 
other lines, changes which the railroad interests were glad to 
accept after winning the main issue of a court review. The 
movement for stricter regulation of railways did not originate 
with the Republican party. It began, so far as national parties 
were concerned, when the Democratic national platform of 1896 
demanded the enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. 

The demand was embodied in every succeeding Democratic 
platform and urged by Bryan and other Democrats. It was 
never mentioned in a Republican national platform. Roosevelt 
astounded his party associates when in his message of 1904 he 
took up this Democratic demand. A bill indorsed by the Presi- 
dent and known as the “ Hepburn bill” passed the House almost 
unanimously without any provision regarding a court review. 
When the bill reached the Senate the President announced that 
no court-review amendment would be tolerated. Seeing that he 
could not obtain enough Republican votes to pass the bill 
through the Senate, he opened negotiations through ex-Senator 
Chandler with the Democrats. Truman had been placed in 
charge of the bill by a shrewd. move of its Republican oppo- 
nents. Prompted by the highest and most patriotic motives 
the Democratic Senators stood firmly by the President and it 
soon became evident that the President was about to achieve a 
notable victory for the people. Suddenly, while the Democruts 
and a small contingent of Republicans, composing a sufficient 
number to have passed the original Hepburn bill, were standing 
loyally in the breach, the President announced that he would 
accept the Aldrich-AHison amendment, and the battle for the 
people’s rights was lost. Later, when La FOLLETTE, of Wiscon- 
sin, Introduced an amendment providing for a valuation of raii- 
way properties in order that the Commission might have an 
accurate basis for the determination of a fair and proper rate, 
his Republican colleagues voted it down, the Democrats 
valiantly supporting him. It is evident that if effective rate 
legislation is to be had the Republican party must be banished 
from control. The work has only begun. 

Roosevelt himself can not stay the tide he has unwittingly 
helped to set in motion. His attempt to secure popularity with 
measures which Bryan and the Democracy originated is like 
the endeavor of a pigmy to steal the thunderbolts of Jove. 
The other measures which became laws at the recent session, 
the pure-food bill, the meat-inspection bill, the quarantine bill, 
the canal-type bill, etc., were either nonpartisan or perfunctory. 
The Republican party was literally forced, after years of inex- 
cusable delay, by a threatening public opinion and the Demo- 
eratic filibuster to admit Oklahoma and Indian Territory to 
statehood. The principal measures which the President spe- 
cifically recommended and to which the Administration was offi- 
cially committed, the Philippine tariff bill, the ship-subsidy bill, 
and the Santo Domingo treaty, all failed. What a spectacle! 
A President and a party fresh from the greatest majority in our 
history unable to pass any other than Democratic or nonpartisan 
measures! [Applause.] 

The Republican Senate has persistently blocked the move- 
ment for the election of United States Senators by the direct 
vote of the people of each State. The last two Democratic 
national platforms demanded this reform, and the American 
people are almost a unit in its favor. The Republican national 
platforms have maintained an obstinate silence regarding this 
measure while the Republican Senate stands like adamant in 
the way of its adoption. 

Accustomed to limitless and perpetual power, the Republican 
party has drifted into a complete paralysis, a hopeless inertia. 
Stand pat is merely another expression for dry rot. [Laughter 


and applause.] Swollen with the spoils of office, corpulent with 
the wine of power, distended with the dropsy of corruption, the 
Republican party drags its huge, infected body across the halls 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.. 


JANUARY 16, 


of state, helpless among the trophies of the past, powerless alike . 
before the problems of the present and the retribution of the 
future, while its coward lips wail out “Stand pat, stand pat!” 
[Laughter and applause.] Stand pat,” although the pillage 
of the people never ceases; “ stand pat,” although the wealth of 
the Republic is by a ruthless tariff law transferred frou: the 
millions who support to the masters who exploit it; “stand 
pat,” although the Republican party refuses to lighten the tariff 
taxes. which it first imposed as a temporary burden in the years 
of war to double and redouble as a permanent tyranny in the 
years of peace; “stand pat,” although the tariff law itself pro- 
vides for a reduction of its charges; stand pat,“ although the 
enormous rates incite the antagonism of the world and imperil 
our foreign trade; “stand pat,” although McKinley pleaded 
from the doorstep of the grave for lower tariffs; “stand pat,” 
although patriotic Republicans of Massachusetts, Iowa, and all 
the country unite in the general prayer for less oppressive sched- 
ules; “ stand pat,” although our loftiest principle, the very soul 
of the Republic, the principle in the name of which our country 
was consecrated in the blood and tears of patriots, the principle 
of government by the governed’s will, has been abandoned in 
Republican policies abroad; stand pat,” although the currency 
situation is black with impendent danger; “stand pat,” al- 
though the expenditures of the public moneys has become a 
riotous dissipation, a wanton waste. 

Let me say here that a small but entirely sincere element of 
the people, in utter despair over Republican conditions, have 
fallen into socialism, into the violence and iconoclasm of ultra 
radicalism. In seeking a remedy for existing evils the Socialist 
would give us still more serious ones. He would overturn the 
basic institutions of our civilization; he would uproot the foun- 
dations of individualism and freedom. Let me quote from the 
Socialist platform of 1904: “Socialism means that all things 
upon which the people in common depend shall by the people 
in common be owned and administered. * * The so-called 
trust is but a sign and form of the developing socialism of the 
world's work.” Thus the Socialist would substitute common 
ownership for private ownership; he would destroy the insti- 
tution of private property. He hails the trust as a natural step 
toward common ownership. He would make the government a 
universal trust, an unlimited monopoly. He would make us a 
nation of employees; he would leave no prospect for individual 
enterprise and ownership. He forgets the lessons of history 
and the make-up of the human nature, for history and experi- 
ence teach us that when the government owns everything it is 
not long before somebody owns the government. The safety of 
mankind and the permanence of freedom require the separation 
of government as far as possible from all purely private enter- 
prise. The happiest and purest government is the impersonal 
government of law, of law before which all citizens stand as 
independent equals, not as servants and employees. [Applause.] 

The Socialist would abolish the private ownership of land. 
Without the private ownership of land, what would be- 
come of the individual ownership of home, the very cornerstone 
of civilization? Without the individual ownership of home, 
how long would the institution of marriage retain its sacred- 
ness? It may be a significant fact that many Socialist leaders 
entertain lax views regarding marriage. The glory of English 
liberty, our brightest heritage, has proceeded from the sanctity 
which has ever surrounded the humblest English home. Said 
Chatham, in the British Parliament: “The poorest man may 
in his eottage bid defiance to all the forces of the Crown. It 
may be frail; its roof may shake; the wind may blow through 
it; the storms may enter; the rain may enter, but the King of 
England can not enter! All his forces dare not cross the 
threshold of the ruined tenement.” [Applause.] What sacred- 
ness would attach to a so-called home in which a man knew that 
every other man in the country, of whatever race, had an equal 
interest? Socialism would wreck our civilization and remit us 
to savagery. 

The Democratic party would apply to society and its varying 
emergencies the principles of equality and brotherhood, the 
principles which its founder embodied in the Declaration of In- 
dependence and which constitute the underlying spirit of Amer- 
ican institutions. They tell us that the Democracy changes its 
issues at each election. We answer that the basic principle of 
the Democracy, the principle of equal rights, never changes, 
although its application to new conditions naturally develops 
new measures, and that thus the Democracy keeps step with 
time. We applied the principle of equal rights in 1896 when 
we said that justice to all the people required an increasing 
volume of standard money to meet the increasing needs of busi- 
ness, and we have been sustained by events. The volume of 
standard money has experienced since 1896 the greatest in- 
crease in its history. We applied the principle of equal rights 
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in 1900 when we defended the doctrine of government by the 
governed's will, and to-day the American people are realizing 
the soundness of that position. We applied the doctrine of equal 
rights in 1904 when we denounced the corrupt partnership of 
the dominant party with the great corporations of the country. 
Our candidate for President openly charged that the Repub- 
lican campaign manager had received immense corporate dona- 
tions. With violent effrontery the President denounced the 
charge as false, and the country believed him. It has since de- 
veloped that almost at the very hour of the President's loud de- 
nunciation the Republican campaign manager was receiving 
the funds of widows and orphans from the great insurance cor- 
porations with which to debauch a free electorate. [Loud ap- 
plause. ] 

Thus the Democracy applies an eternal principle to unfolding 
events. Thus it adopts new measures when new measures are 
necessary io the application of this principle. Thus it occupies 
a rational middle ground between the ultraconservatism, which 
would preserve existing conditions at any cost, and the ultra- 
radicalism, which would overturn the foundations of society. 
We say to the Republican stand-patter: “ You can not arrest 
the tide of progress; the tariff must be revised, the doctrine of 
government by the governed’s will must be restored, economy 
must be practiced in the Government expenditure.” We say to 
the Socialist: “You can not uproot the fundamental institu- 
tions of home and land and property without precipitating both 
anarchy and savagery.” Paraphrasing the idea of another, the 
situation may be thus described: Plutocracy and Republicanism 
say: “Stand pat; let evils rage;” Socialism shouts, “ Pull 
down the temple, though it crush us in its fall;" the Democ- 
racy, applying the deathless principle of equal rights, cries to 
all the struggling race of man, “ Forward, march; keep a just 
and eyen step with time.” [Applause.] 

In the defense and promulgation of the Democracy we need an 
especial enthusiasm, an enthusiasm like that which an old ne- 
gro deacon prayed might be given to Sam Jones from on high. 
Sam Jones had been invited to address a colored church in 
Georgia, and they called on this old deacon to open the service 
with prayer. He responded with a plea of fervid eloquence and 
power, accompanied by the vociferous hallelujahs and the melo- 
dicus namens of a typical Ethiopian congregation. “O, Lord,” 
he said, gib Brudder Jones de eye ob de eagle dat he may see 
sin from afur. Glue his ear to de gospel telephone and connect 
him wid de central skies. Luminate his brow wid a brightness 
dat'll make de fires ob hell look lak a tallow candle. Nail his 


hands to de gospel plow. Bow his head in some lonesome valley | 


where prayer is much wanted to be made. Noint him all over 
wid de ker’sene oil ob Thy salvation and sot him on fire.” 
{Laughter and loud applause. ] t 

With an enthusiasm that can not die let us gather beneath 
the stainless standard of the stainless leader, who, in a recent 
private journey around the globe, was honored by the nations 
as perhaps no other private citizen of any country was ever 
honored before, whose every heart beat is a throb of brother- 
hood, whose soul is illumined with the love of man, whose arm 
is tireless in the people’s cause. The most powerful lesson of 
history is the triumph of truth, truth the force invisible yet 
omnipotent, its scepter swaying all the vassal years. In its silent 
courts the centuries assemble to cry earth’s multitudes to judg- 
ment. The prostrate rise; the exalted fall. The mask of sanc- 
tity drops from the brow of gain. From sword and crown there 
leaps the accusing blood of peoples conquered and despoiled. 
Chains fashioned in the forges of the world’s injustice break and 
hands unshackled are to God uplifted. Men and nations, stripped 
of arrogance and rank and all the ornaments of earth, await 
the verdict of eternity. The deeds and motives of all days and 
ages are measured by the test, severe yet beautiful, of fidelity to 
truth. And no man, in all the years that have been and that 
are to be, will stand before that solemn assize with more assur- 
ance of its approval than the defender of humanity, the cru- 
sader. of equality, the friend and champion of the overburdened 
millions, the exemplar of righteousness and loye in his concep- 
tion of government and in the conduct of his life, William 
Jennings Bryan. [Loud and prolonged applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the comm 
do now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 3 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CAMPBELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 24103) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 20, 1908, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ee 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. KNarr was granted leave of ab- 
sence for eight days, on account of illness in his family. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE HON. H. C. ADAMS, 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the order which I send to the Clerk’ 
desk. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the order which 
the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Ordered, That there be a session of the House on Sunday, Feb: 75 
24, 1907, at 12 o'clock m., which shall be set apart for memorial ad- 
dresses on the life, character, and public services of Hon. H. C. ADAMS; 
ite $ Representative from the Second Congressional district of Wis- 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be consid- 
ered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ASHLEY RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 22135) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Ashley Rivyer in the counties 
of Charleston and Colleton, S. C., which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
bill as amended. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the assent of the United States of America 
is hereby given to the Charleston and St. Andrews Rallway Com- 
pany, a corporation 8 by the laws of the State of South 
Carolina, its successors and assigns, and such other persons as may be 
associated with it, to construct and maintain a bridge over the ‘Ashley 
River, in the county of Charleston, in the State aforesaid, at a point 
suitable to nayigation interests, in accordance with the provisions of 
an act of Congress entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,“ approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 7 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, is the bill in conformity with 
the regulations of the War Department? 

Mr. LEGARE. Les, sir. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time; was read the third time, and passed. 


DAMS AND POWER STATIONS ON BEAR RIVER. 


Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21194) to authorize 
J. F. Andrews, J. W. Jourdan, their heirs, representatives, asso- 
ciates, and assigns, to construct dams and power stations on 
Bear River, on the southeast quarter of section 31, township 5, 
range 11, in Tishomingo County, Miss. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be read as 
amended. : 2 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That J. F. Andrews, J. W. Jourdan, their heirs, 
representatives, associates, and assigns may hereafter erect, main- 
tain, and use a dam or dams in or across the Bear River, in the State 
of Mississippi, at such points on the southeast quarter of section 31, 
township 5, range 11, in Tishomingo County, Miss., as they may elect, 
for the purpose of erecting, operating, and maintaining power stations, 
and to maintain inlet and outlet races or canals, and to make such 
other improvements on Bear River as may be necessary for the develop- 
ment of water power and the transmission of the same, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act to regulate 
5 construction of dams across navigable waters,“ approved June 21, 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is ex- 
pressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is this bill in accordance with the re- 
quirements of the War Department? č 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes, sir. 
/ Mr. WILLIAMS. Unanimously reported by the committee? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes, sir; unanimously reported. 

Mr. DALZELL. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask the gentleman what committee it comes from. 

Mr. CANDLER. From the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, from which committee all such bills come. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. CANDLER. Unanimous report and has the approval of 
the War Department. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


‘| third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
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THE LATE SENATOR BATE. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the House change the hour for holding the memo- 
rial service in the memory of the late Senator BATE, from half 
past 1 o'clock p. m. next Sunday to 2 o'clock the same day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. * 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting. with 
accompanying documents, a recommendation that the Interior 
Department be authorized to enter into negotiations with the 
Choctaw Nation in relation to acquisition of unallotted land de- 
sirable for a forest reserve in Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, with illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
recommendation as to the leasing of a hot sulphur spring on the 
Shoshone Reservation in Wyoming—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for Watertown Arsenal, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting a 
supplemental estimate of appropriation for armament of forti- 
fications—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, submitting a statement 
of the amount of mail matter entered from his Department at 
the Washington post-office under the penalty privilege from 
July 1 to December 31, 1906—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. — 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transinit- 
ting a list of judgments rendered against the United States by 
circuit and district courts—to the Committee on Appropria- 
ions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed bill relating to the further distribution of the Reports 
of the Supreme Court of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the Commissioner of Education for the year 1904-5— 
to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliy- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. BATES, from the Joint Select Committee on Disposition 
of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, submitted a 
report (No. 6405) ; which said report was referred to the House 
Calendar. 8 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 6898) concerning Heensed officers of vessels, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6406) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21197) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, by extending the provisions 
of the first section thereof to the port of Brunswick, Ga., re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6407); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23583) to pro- 
vide for the investigation of the water resources in the United 
States, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
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a report (No. 6408) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4423) providing for the 
donation of obsolete cannon, with their carriages and equip- 
ments, to the University of Idaho, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6409); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (II. R. 24361) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Company to 
construct a bridge over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, 
from a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington 
County, to a point in Rostraver Township, Westmoreland 
County,” approved March 14, 1904—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MCMORRAN: A bill (II. R. 24362) to reduce the rates of 
postage in certain cases on mail matter addressed to enlisted 
men in the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Revenue-Cutter 
Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 24363) to protect the publie 
lands on the lower Colorado River, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (II. R. 24364) to authorize and 
direct the Postmaster-General to procure postal cars and con- 
tract for hauling them, and appropriating money therefor—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 24365) declaring section 6 
of Act 781, passed by the United States Philippine Commission, 
to be null and yoid—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (II. R. 24366) authorizing the enlarge- 
ment of military reservations by exchange of lands—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 24867) to authorize Inter-State 
Bridge and Terminal Railway Company of Kansas City, Kans., 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Kan- 
sas City, Kans.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 24368) reserving coal, oil, and 
gas upon the public domain in lands not disposed of under the 
coal-land laws, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 24869) to construct a road 
along the south bank of the Anacostia River—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 24870) to amend section 
4886 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 24871) for the prevention 
of railroad collisions—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24372) permit- 
ting citizens of the Creek, Cherokee, Seminole, Choctaw, and 
Chickasaw nations to alienate their allotments—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (II. R. 24373) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 24874) to fix the boundaries 
of lands of certain landowners adjoining the Coeur d’Alene In- 
dian Reservation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 24875) for acquir- 
ing a site and the erection of a Federal building for the post- 
office at Marion, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24876) for acquiring a site and the erec- 
tion of a Federal building for the post-office at Carbondale, I11.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24877) for acquiring a site and the erec- 
tion of a Federal building for the post-office at Murphysboro, 
Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24378) for acquiring a site and the erec- 
tion of a Federal building for the post-office at Duquoin, III.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 766) 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to transmit to the House 
certain contracts entered into between certain members of the 
Cherokee Nation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A resolution (H. Res. 767) 
to inquire into the rates of telephone service in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
768) providing for an increase of the salary of the assistant dis- 
bursing officer of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A resolution (H. Res. 769) referring 
to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 24139—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 220) au- 
thorizing temporary leaves of absence for homestead settlers— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 5 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 24379) for the relief of 
Peter G. Straub—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24880) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Woodruff Woolley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 24381) granting a pension 
to John H. Young—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24882) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvia A. Sturges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 24383) granting an 
increase of pension to Shadrack II. J. Alley—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24384) for the 
relief of D. E. Workman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24885) granting a pension to Bridget 
Grimes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24386) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24387) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24888) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Hedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 24389) granting an increase 
of pension to Bridget McAllister—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 24390) to correct 
the military record of Charles H. Kellen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 3 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 24391) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hugh Brady—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24392) granting an increase of pension to 
Miles B. Boswell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24393) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 24394) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mildred L. Stone—to the Committee on 
Pensions. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24395) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William H. Smith—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

; By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 24396) granting a pension 
to Freda, Burow—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24397) granting an increase of pension to 
David Prunkard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 24398) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Cole—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, ji 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 24399) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles F. Carlisle—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 24400) for the relief of 
Sidney Carleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 24401) 
granting a pension to Thomas Gawthrop—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24402) granting a pension to 'Faylor Hyre— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 24403) 
granting a pension to Harriette M. Maxwell—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 24404) grant- 
ing a peusion to Lauraette La Fluer—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bil (H. R. 24405) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Hunt Smith Bishop— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24406) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 24407) granting a pension to Hugh W. 
Thockmorton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24408) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael O'Neill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 24409) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Myers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 24410) for the relief of the heirs 
of Joshua White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 24411) granting a 
pension to Annie Farrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24412) granting a pension to Minnie Dris- 
coll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24413) granting an increase of pension to 
William Thomas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 24414) granting a pension to 
Van C. Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 24415) granting an increase of 
pension to Laura G. Hight—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 24416) granting a pension to 
James F. Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24417) granting a pension to Carlos L. 
Buzzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 24418) granting an increase 
of pension to Kate Flowers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 24419) granting a pension to 
Belle M. Ocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 24420) for the relief of 
Lieut. Commander Kenneth McAlpine—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 24421) granting an increase of 
pension to Squire Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24422) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24423) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. C. Hix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24424) granting an inerease of pension to 
Margaret Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 24425) granting an increase of 
pension to William McMillan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24426) granting a pension to Thomas H. 
Addison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24427) for the relief of Henry A. Butler— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 24428) granting an increase 
of pension to Pleasant C. Joiner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. s 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 24429) for the relief of 
S. H. Bailey, sr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 24430) for the relief of 
Richard T. Gott, administrator of Thomas N. Gott, deceased—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 24431) granting a pension to 
Morgan Reasor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 24432) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emanuel Russell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24433) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Beaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24434) granting an increase of pension to 
Alphonsus J. Bigham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24435) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24436) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander N. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24437) 
granting an increase of pension to John F. Harper—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 24438) for the relief of Mrs. 
S. M. Sisson, widow of Brown Sisson, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 24439) granting a 
pension to Frederick Eggers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24440) granting a pension to Frederick 
Maier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 24441) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac Paradise—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24442) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 24443) granting an increase 
of penson to Caleb J. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 24444) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander J, Herbert—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. - 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 24445) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Gann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24446) granting a pension to Isham M. 
Garrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24447) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Evans—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24448) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Matthews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24449) granting an increase of pension to 
Philemon Devereux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24450) granting an increase of pension to 
Hosea Bilyeu—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24451) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben R. Garrett—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24452) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Estes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 24453) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24454) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24455) granting an increase of pension to 
E. W. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24456) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Barnhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24457) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard L. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24458) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Spence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24459) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24460) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph F. Mendenhall, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24461) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Hancock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 24462) granting an increase 
of pension to Leonidas Obenshain—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A-bill (H. R. 24463) granting. 


an increase of pension to Matthias Crane, jr—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 24464) 
granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Blackwell—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees’ were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 19042) granting a pension to Georgette K. Col- 
lum—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24176) granting a pension to Tilden Aderholt— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1209) granting a pension to Sarah E. Dillon— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24260) granting a pension to W. L. Corum—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24264) to correct the military record of Charles 
J. Lanning—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 24325) for the relief of T. S. Williams—Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 23010) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim 
of John C. Galley, for compensation for loss of personal prop- 
erty in 1864—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 23009) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim 
of Mary Galley for loss of real and personal property in 1864— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Herald, Newcastle, Pa., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


JANUARY 16, 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John S. Ry an—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Association of Army Nurses of Civil War, for 
Dalzell pension bill, favoring volunteer nurses in civil war 
equally with nurses pensioned under act of 1892—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of conductors, engineers, firemen, and brake- 
men, Pittsburg Division of Pennsylvania Central, favoring modi- 
fication of House bill 18671—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Union Ex-Prisoners of War Association, 
Beaver County, Pa., favoring the Dalzell bill, H. R. 9, and S. 
3195—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of trainmen and conductors employed on Penn- 
Sylvania line west of Pittsburg, for modification of the sixteen- 
hour railway bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. P 

Also, petition of Denison (Tex.) city council, for improvement 
of upper Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the constitutional convention of Okla- 
homa, for appropriation to improve upper Red River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Frank S. Krebs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of St. Louis, favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Amerika, St. Louis, Mo., against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of the Farm and Ranch, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of Adolph Hotten- 
roth et al., for immediate reform in currency laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of Darius E. Workman—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Peter Brown, 
Bridget Grimes, William W. IIodsick, and John R. Evans—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George F. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
Hanson County, S. Dak., favoring passage of House bill 20554, 
against interstate dealing in futures—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. . 

Also, petition of citizens of Pukwana, S. Dak., for appropria- 
tion annually of $50,000,000 for waterways improyement—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Jacob Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Richard N. Porter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: : Petition of The Commercial, against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania : Petition of Fruit Growers’ 
Association of Bedford County, Pa., for certain amendment of 
the Payne bill (H. R. 19750), relative to duty on apples im- 
ported to Germany—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Mrs. Ellen Mealia—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DENBY: Petition of the Michigan Farmer, Detroit, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Order of Knights of Labor, Dis- 
trict Assembly No. 66, favoring the Esch bill for railway block 
system—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar- 
garet T. Everly (previously referred to Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of Wilson 
Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of American Shippers’ Associa- 
tion, for the Madden reciprocal-demurrage bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Clinton Rosette, of De Kalb, Ill., for amend- 
ment to rate bill permitting interchange of newspaper adver- 
tising for transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of survivors of the 
Mississippi Riyer ram fleet—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Charles F. Wonson—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Associa- 
tion, favoring simplified spelling—to the Committee on Printing. 

_Also, petition of Peoria County Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Peoria County Pomona Grange, indorsing 
reciprocity treaties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Peoria County Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, against free seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of 
Joshua White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of George E. Tingley, of Mystic, 
Conn., against amendment to copyright bill relative to photo- 
graphie work in newspapers—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of citizens of Madison County, Iowa, 
against religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of heirs at law of David W. Dodson—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: Petitions of more than 1,000 citizens of 
Clay County, against granting further extension of time for 
building a bridge across the Missouri River at Kansas City, on 
the old Winner piers; also, letters from Hon. R. E. Ward, J. D. 
Wasson, and George Tuggle, citizens of Clay County, and tele- 
grams from Dr. J. E. Gartside, A. Howard, et al., of Kingston, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel 
S. Gardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William A. Paul—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of Belle 
M. Ocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORE: Petition of Fruit Growers’ Association of 
Bedford County, for certain amendments of the Payne bill 
(H. R. 19750) relative to duty on apples imported to Germany 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUDD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
A. Butler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Hanford Journal, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of National Business League, for 
improvement in consular service—to the Committee ‘on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana: Petition of New Albany 
(Ind.) Commercial Club, for improvement of the Ohio River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Indianapolis Board of Trade, for a law to 
regulate issuing bills of lading on merchandise shipments in such 
form as to enable granting of credit by our national banks—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
S. H. Bailey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARSONS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Brig. Gen. Edward M. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Fruit Growers’ Association 
of Bedford County, Pa., for certain amendment of the Payne bill 
(H. R. 19750) relative to duty on apples imported to Germany— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Alexander N. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Philip Lape, Frank- 
lin Lear, Samuel Shoup, John T. Criswell, F. M. Amos, Burdine 
Beake, Alphonsus J. Bigham, John McCune, William Grant Mel- 
liott, Daniel Lamberton, Samuel Wilhelm, Joseph H. Stone- 
braker, Emanuel Russell, and Nicholas Beayer—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Orient Council, No. 72; Saxton Council, No. 
591; Dale Council, No. 642; Daniel Webster Council, No. 700; 
East Freedom Council, No. 405, and Good Will Council, No. 42, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, and State Camp of 
New York, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. ; 

Also, petition of the Daily Democrat and the Tribune, Johns- 
town, Pa., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Johnstown Turn Verein, against Dillingham- 
canner bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 

ation. 
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By Mr. SIMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of 
Edward T. Trice—to the Committee on War Claims. > 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of Champaign and 
Vermilion counties, III., favoring the Littlefield-Dolliyer bill 
(H. R. 13655)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas N. Arnold—to the Committee on War Claims, 7 

By Mr. TYNDALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William M. Mahaffey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALDO: Petition of George A. Taber and C. D. Pol- 
lock, for continuance of stream measurements by Hydrographic 
Bureau—to the Committee on Appropriations, 


SENATE, 


Tuvurspay, January 17, 1907. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. Hate, offered the following 
prayer: 

Take unto you the whole armor of God, that ye may be able 
to withstand in the evil day, and having done alt, to stand, 
Stand therefore. 

Abhor that which is evil; cleave to that which is good. Be 
kindly affectioned oné to another; in honour preferring one 
another; not slothful in business; fervent in spirit; serving the 
Lord. 

Behold, I come quickly, and my reward is with me, to give 
every man according as his work shall be. Blessed are they that 
do His commandments, that they may have right to the tree of 
life, and may enter in through the gates into the city. 

Father of love, Father of life, we commemorate this day the 
service of him whom Thou wast pleased to call from service 
here to higher service there. Teach,us, Father, every man, every 
woman, every boy, every girl, how to do the duty that comes next 
our hand in every living day. Show us what that duty is. Show 
us from hour to hour how we are to do it. Give us strength 
for our weakness that we may be fellow-workmen with our 
God—not alone, not as if we could be alone, but as together, to 
bear each other’s burdens, to live in the common life, each for 
all and all for each. This is our prayer; and that Thou wilt 
unite us, Father, as Thine own children in Christ Jesus. 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is done in 
heaven. Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our 
trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. Lead 
us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil. For Thine is 
the kingdom, the power, and the glory. Forever and ever. 
Amen, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Education submitting the manu- 
script of his report for the year 1904-5; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 


in the cause of Elijah Stannard v. The United States; which, 


with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

H. R. 16169. An act granting a pension to Neal O'Donnell 
Parks; 

H. R. 19035. 
Morgan; 

H. R. 19462. 
Fox; and 

H. R. 19528. 
beth Maddox. 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 822) granting a pension to Michael 
V. Hennessy, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 
asked for by the Senate, and had appointed Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, 


An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore 
An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
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Mr. Draper, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 8 

The message further announced that the House insists upon 
its amendment to the bill (S. 4908) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Kimball, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees 
to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
LoOuDENSLAGER, Mr. DRAPER, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. R. 80) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish two 3-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, with 
their carriages, limbers, and accessories, to the State of South 
Dakota, with an amendment in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 21194. An act to authorize J. F. Andrews, J. W. Jourdan, 
their heirs, representatives, associates, and assigns, to construct 
dams and power stations on Bear River, on the southeast quar- 
ter of section 31, township 5, range 11, in Tishomingo County, 
Miss. ; 

H. R. 21402. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Savannah River at Gregg shoals; 

H. R. 21677. An act to amend an act granting to the Daven- 
port Water Power Company rights to construct and maintain 
a canal, power station, and appurtenant works in the Mississippi 
River in Scott County, Iowa; 

H. R. 22135. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Ashley River, in the counties of Charleston and Col- 
leton, S. C.; 

II. R. 23560. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Benton and Franklin 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company,; 

H. R. 28561. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and Benton 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company ; 

H. R. 23578. An act to authorize the county of Clay, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across Black River at 
or near Bennetts Ferry, in said county and State; and 

H. R. 28821. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for.the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 


other purposes. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 81) authorizing 
temporary leaves of absence for homestead settlers; and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 3 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Wash- 
ington National Monument Society, praying that an appropria- 
tion of $7,500 be made for paving with asphalt the present cir- 
cular driveway around and near the base of the Washington 
Monument; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 2 8 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of Minneapolis and Marietta, in the State 
of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry women’s clubs of 
Skowhegan, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the employment of child labor; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Machias, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Commitee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of the Rey. George 
L. Mason, of Rochester, N. H., praying for the passage of the 
so-called “Crumpacker bill,” providing for a judicial review of 
orders excluding persons from the use of United States mail 
facilities; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Sullivan Machinery 
Company, of Claremont, N. H., praying that an appropriation 
be made for the preservation of the models in the United 
States Patent Office; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Mr. LODGE, I present a petition of the National Business 
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League, praying for a permanent consular improvement and 
commercial enlargement. The petition is very brief. I move 
that it be printed as a document, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DEPEW, presented petitions of sundry citizens of Atlanta, 
Middleport, and Greenwood, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McENERY presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
7826) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Elliott; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Collegeview, Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hardy, Nebr., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ottawa, 
Kans., and a petition of sundry citizens of St. John, Kans., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the twenty-fifth annual encamp- 
ment, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Topeka, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to ap- 
propriate $12 a month as a pension for all widows of deceased 
Union soldiers now or hereafter drawing a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Plant City, Fla., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of Co- 
lumbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fairfax 
and Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

` Mr. KNOX presented petitions of F. W. Thompson, of New 
Wilmington; L. McKelvey, of New Wilmington; M. A. Veazey, 
of New Wilmington; R. W. Eggert, of Danville; S. A. Kirk- 
bridge, of New Wilmington, and of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the Fourth Methodist Episcopal Church of Pittsburg, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, and of J, A. Veazey, of Ithaca, 
N. Y., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Rrerp Soor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented petitions of Samuel C. Huey, of Philadel- 
phia; R. L. Martin, of Philadelphia, and of Henry A. Frey, of 
Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “navy personnel bill;“ which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the publishers of the Elizabeth 
Herald, of Elizabeth; the Delaware County Democrat, of Ches- 
ter; of the People Company, of Franklin, and of George W. 
Wagenseller, of Middleburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for a modifi- 
cation of the Interstate Commerce Commission's ruling denying 
newspapers the right to exchange adyertising for railroad trans- 
portation; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Fourth 
Methodist Protestant Church of Pittsburg; the Hawthorne Ave- 
nue Presbyterian Church, of Crafton; the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Newtown; the Tabernacle Presbyterian 
Church, of Pittsburg; the Brushton Avenue Lutheran Church, of 
Pittsburg; the Homewood Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Pittsburg, and the Homewood Presbyterian Church, of Pitts- 
burg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League 
of Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for a revision of the public-land laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. . 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the adeption of certain amendments 
to the present consular-service law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7515) to authorize the Missouri River 
Improvement Company, a Montana corporation, to construct a 
dam or dams across the Missouri River, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom. was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1142) for the relief of Ephraim Greena- 
walt, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7014) to provide American registers for 
the steamers Marie and Success, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs. I ask 
that that committee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the claim covered by Senate Document No. 165, part 2, 
Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Claims, part 1 of the document having been 
already rereferred from the Committee on Military Affairs to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 21689) to increase the limit of cost 
of five light-house tenders heretofore authorized, reported it 
without amendment. 8 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 23218) to authorize the Kentucky and 
West Virginia Bridge Company to construct a bridge across 
the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at or near Williamson, in 
Mingo County, W. Va., to a point on the east side of said river 
in Pike County, Ky., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7800) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railway 
Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac River at or 
near Shepherdstown, W. Va., reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 23718) to authorize the Chicago, Lake Shore and 
South Bend Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Calumet River in the State of Indiana, reported it without 
amendment. . 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5614) for the relief of the widow 
of Harrison S. Weeks, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7550) for the relief of Harry A. Young, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9577) for the relief of Charles H. Stockley, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2825) for the relief of James D. Vernay, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 17624) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to amend section 4405 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1905, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 7042) to transfer jurisdiction 
of the Washington Aqueduct, the filtration plant, and appurte- 
nances to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BULKELEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3645) to correct the military 
record of Edwin H. Moyer, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7904) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Duke; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7905) to amend an act approved 
June 29, 1906, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BENSON introduced a bill (S. 7906) for the relief of 
James Tulley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7907) granting an increase of 
pension to Wilkison B. Ross; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 7908) to provide the 
right of appeal or writ of error in behalf of the United States 
in criminal cases; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. = 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 7909) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Abraham Col- 
linsworth ;. which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WHYTE introduced a bill (S. 7910) placing John W. 
Saville, passed assistant engineer, United States Navy, on the 
retired list with an advanced rank ; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7911) placing M. H. Plunkett, 
assistant engineer, United States Navy, on the retired list with 
an advanced rank; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 7912) granting an increase 
of pension to Eleanor P. Bigler; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. y g 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7913) 
providing that in the assignment of lands herein provided for 
to the several members of the Creeks, Cherokees, Chickasaw, 
and Choctaw tribes of Indians situated in the Indian Territory, 
who have not heretofore accepted allotments, the said several 
assignments to them, respectively, shall be of the lands occu- 
pied, improved, cultivated, and inclosed by them; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. ? > 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7914) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary F. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 7915) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary M. Howell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 7916) providing for the ap- 
pointment and maintenance of a deputy marshal and a deputy 
clerk for the circuit and district courts for the district of Kan- 
sas, at Kansas City, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7917) to authorize the Interstate 
Bridge and Terminal Railway Company, of Kansas City, Kans., 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri River; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NIXON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7918) granting an increase of pension to R. T. Mel- 


yin; 

A bill (S. 7919) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Abel; and 

A bill (S. 7920) granting a pension to Josephine M. Buck. 

Mr. NIXON introduced a bill (S. 7921) for the relief of 
George A. Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7922) to reimburse Anna B. 
Moore, postmaster at Rhyolite, Ney., for money expended for 
clerical assistance; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 85) au- 
thorizing temporary leaves of absence for homestead settlers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 


AMENDMENTS TO DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. - 


Mr. GALLINGER submifted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $3,000 for completing card index, and to correct and 
transcribe the indexes of copies, correct the dockets, and index 
all wills filed from 1801 to the present time, etc., in the office of 
the register of wills, intended to be proposed by him to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$66 to reimburse William C. Eckstein for amounts paid to John 
E. Allman and A. S. Lucas, who were erroneously placed on the 
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roll of privates of the fire department of the District of Co- 
lumbia in the month of July, 1906, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. è 
AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment, intended to be proposed 
by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

DONATION OF CANNON TO-SOUTH DAKOTA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 80) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish two 
83-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, with their carriages, 
limbers, and accessories, to the State of South Dakota; which 
was, in line 8, to strike out all after “Provided,” down to and in- 
cluding “ States,” line 9, and to insert: That no expense shall 
be incurred by the United States in the delivery of said cannon, 
carriages, and accessories.” 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 21194. An act to authorize J. F. Andrews, J. W. Jourdan, 
their heirs, representatives, associates, and assigns, to con- 
struct dams and power stations on Bear River, on the south- 
east quarter of section 31, township 5, range 11, in Tishomingo 
County, Miss. ; 

II. R. 21402. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals; 

H. R. 21677. An act to amend an act granting to the Daven- 
port Water Power Company rights to construct and maintain 


a canal, power statioh, and appurtenant works in the Missis- 


sippi River in Scott County, Iowa; - 

H. R. 22135. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Ashley River, in the counties of Charleston and Col- 
leton, S. C.;: 

II. R. 23560. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Benton and Franklin 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company; f 

H. R. 23561. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and Benton 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company ; 

H. R. 23578. An act to authorize the county of Clay, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across Black River 
at or near Bennetts Ferry, in said county and State; and 

H. R. 23821. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
-procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no concurrent or other 
resolutions, the morning business is closed. The Chair lays be- 
fore the Senate a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. FORAKER, 
as modified by him yesterday, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs is hereby author- 
ized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take and have 
printed testimony for the purpose of ascertaining all the facts with 
reference to or connected with the affray at Brownsville, Tex., on the 
night of August 13-14, 1906. Said committee is authorized to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to sit during sessions of 
the Senate, and, if deemed advisable, at Brownsville or elsewhere, the 
expenses óf the investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I will ask the courtesy of 
the Senator from Ohio long enough to say that in his speech 
yesterday afternoon the Senator stated that it was his desire 
to close this debate. To that, Mr. President, I have no objection. 
But it is my purpose to offer an amendment to the resolution of 
the Senator from Ohio, and in that connection I should say that 
it is not my purpose to discuss the amendment at any consider- 
able length, nor, in fact, to go beyond a statement of its intent 
and scope. It seems to me, in the light of the Senator’s declara- 
tion and expressed wish, it is proper for me to give him notice 
of this purpose. It will be entirely agreeable to me for the Sen- 
ator himself to determine at what point my proposed amendment 
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shall be submitted, whether before he proceeds with his argu- 
ment, or later, after he shall have concluded. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I would rather, for reasons 
which I think the Senator will appreciate, conclude my remarks 
at this time. I would be obliged to the Senator, however, if 
without interrupting me to make his explanation he would be 
was to offer his amendment so that I may be advised of its 
nature. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was with that purpose that I made the 
suggestion, as probably the Senator from Ohio, in the course of 
his concluding argument, would want to have an opportunity of 
noticing the proposed amendment. ‘That course is entirely 
agreeable to me. I send it to the desk to be read for the in- 
formation of the Senator and the information of other Senators, 
and at the conclusion of the speech of the Senator from Ohio I 
shall ask to submit briefly a statement as to the purpose and 
scope and intent of the proposed amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky pro- 
poses an amendment to the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, 
which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. After the first words, “Resolved, That,” it is 
proposed to insert the following: 


Without questioning or denying the legal right of the President to 
See without honor enlisted” men from the Army of the United 
es. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I need not say I am opposed 
to that amendment and can not accept it. I want to get the 
facts, and my resolution calls for nothing but the facts, 

But, Mr. President, I do not think the Senate should now, 
by adopting an amendment of that character, preclude itself 
from considering this question of power when all the facts that 
may be obtained by the committee shall have been laid before 
the Senate. 

I had hoped it would not be necessary to say anything more on 
the question of the power of the Chief Executive, but this 
amendment makes it necessary, perhaps, that I should ad- 
dress myself to that proposition at this time, not for the pur- 
pose of elaborately arguing it, but only for the purpose of show- 
ing at least that it is a question about which we should not 
preclude ourselves by taking action of this kind before we have 
learned and established what this case is. 7 

There is another thing, Mr. President. On yesterday, sup- 
posing I was meeting the objections of all Senators who were 
disposed to have an inyestigation at all, I agreed to a modifi- 
cation of my resolution. I did that upon the theory that all 
question of power was to be postponed until the case was 
brought before the Senate upon the testimony. I did that for 
the sake of harmony. I did that for the sake of getting the 
facts and opening the door - 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator does not, I am sure, mean 
to be understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am sure the Senator does not mean to 
be understood as even intimating that I or those about me were 
parties to that agreement. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not. I am speaking about my 
party colleagues on this side of the Chamber. I supposed when 
that modification was agreed upon it would be satisfactory and 
we would have a vote; that those who did not want an investi- 
gation of the facts would vote “no,” and those who wanted an 
investigation of the facts would vote for the resolution, with the 
understanding that we were not hampered or restrained in the 
investigation of the facts, but that no question of power was to 
be considered by the committee or to be reported upon by the 
committee. 

But now, in view of what the Senator brings into the case, 
let me speak about the power of the President to make this 
kind of an order. I listened with close attention and with very 
great interest to the very able arguments of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Knox], and other Senators on that point, who contended that 
the President had power inherent in him as Commander in 
Chief to make the order in question, and that, such power inher- 
ing in him as Commander in Chief, it had not been taken away 
from him by any statute or by any regulation of the Army, but, 
on the contrary, had rather been confirmed to him. I believe 
that, in a word, is the gist of the arguments that have been 
made on the other side as to this proposition. 

Mr. President, when I spoke here on December 20 I touched 
upon that point because I thought we were challenged to speak 
about it by some passages in the President’s message. I then 
made some rather extended remarks as to what was the consti- 
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tutional power of the President and what was the constitutional 
power of Congress with respect to the Army, contending in that 
behalf that the constitutional power of the President is the 
power to command and that the constitutional power of the 
Congress is the power to raise armies and to provide rules for 
the government and regulation thereof. And I contended that 
because of these constitutional provisions it was competent for 
the Congress to make all necessary regulations, and that when 
any regulation had been made by Congress for the government 
of the Army, as to the size of it, as to the units of its organiza- 
tion, as to the distribution of it between infantry, artillery, and 
cavalry, as to enlistment, as to discharge—anything permanent 
in its character as a regulation, those regulations were abso- 
lutely binding on the President, as well as on everybody else, 
and that the President had no power to make regulations except 
only when authorized by Congress or when Congress had neg- 
lected to make some regulation, which necessity compelled him 
to make for the preservation of his Army or for its proper gov- 
ernment or management. 

I will ask to have incorporated in my remarks at this place 
what I then said on that subject. I send the remarks to which 
I refer to the desk, and ask that the Reporter may incorporate 
them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

“The President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States, and of the militia, etc.” 

I have read far enough. That is all that the Constitution says as 
to the constitutional powers of the President as Commander in Chief. 

In section 8 of Article I of the Constitution it is provided as I shall 
. I have a note of it, but I prefer to read from the Constitution 
itself. However, to save time I will read from my notes. on 8 
of Article I reads, in part, as follows: 

“The Congress shall have power * è * to raise and support 
armies; * * to make rules for the government and regulation of 


the land and naval forces.” 
That is all that is applicable, and I confine myself in the reading to 


t 
Now, Mr. President, it must be ait pea to anyone without any study 
that the constitutional power conferred upon the President of the 
United States as Commander in Chief is to command the Army, and 
the power conferred by the Constitution on the Congress Is a power to 
raise the Army and to prescribe the laws and the rules whereby the 
Army shall be regulated. Nobody would pretend that the Congress had 
any power or that anybody else had any wer over the President as 
the commander to direct the movement of troops, to say where they 
should be stationed in time of peace or how they should be directed 
— the enemy in time of war. He, in that particular, is absolute, 
thout anybody to question his authority. 

But, on the other hand, it seems to me, Mr. President, equally clear 
no one can question that the Congress has power to prescribe by law 
what rules and regulations shall govern the Army as to its organiza- 
tion, as to the size of the Army, its maximum, its minimum, as to the 
number of the infantry regiments, the number of cavalry regiments, the 
number of artillery regiments, and the number of batteries, and the 
number of men in each of these units of organization; and how, Mr. 
President, particularly, men shall be enlisted and men shall be dis- 
charged from the Army, the terms and coriditions upon which they shall 
be enlisted, the rights that shall acerue to them on account of their 
service—long service, faithful service—whether or not they shall be 
recognized by the Government and be rewarded by the Government. 
All that rests with Congress as a part of that power. As a part of 
that 3 it is competent for the Congress of the United States to 
provide that no man shall be summarily discharged from the Army 
after he has been regularly enlisted except upon certain terms and 
conditions; that no man in the Army shall be found guilty of any 
offense with which he may be charged except after he has had an op- 
portunity to 7 before a tribunal where he can present his defense, 
where he can represented in person and be W ren by attorney, 
if he wants to be, or by some one else to speak for him; where he can 
confront his accusers and cross-examine their witnesses. 


Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, I call attention to what 
I then said and repeat it in substance, so that there may be no 
misunderstanding of what I have been contending for, namely, 
that the constitutional power of the President is the power to 
command, the constitutional power of the Congress is the power 
to regulate and govern the Army; that the President is supreme 
as commander and can not be interfered with by the Congress, 
and that the Congress is supreme in legislating for the Army 
and can not be interfered with by the President; that the Presi- 
dent can make regulations only by authority of law or as a 
result of a necessity that Congress has not provided for. 

That was my first statement. I repeated that statement in 
effect when I spoke here January 7. I did not suppose there 
would be issue taken upon that proposition. But there has 
been. On yesterday the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] 
cited some authorities to support his contention that this power 
inheres in the President to make regulations and to make 
orders; and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] con- 
tended that whatever the power of the Congress might be to 
regulate and govern the Army, it did not extend to the regula- 
tion of orders issued by the Commander. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner] told us that 
our fathers made the Constitution with the British constitution 
in mind, and that when they provided that the President of the 
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United States should be the Commander in Chief of the Army 
they had reference in their minds to the powers of the King as 
the commander in chief of the British army. 

Mr. President, I was rather surprised to hear that kind of a 
statement coming from a representative of Massachusetts, the 
scene of the Boston tea party, Bunker Hill, and other places of 
great Revolutionary historic interest, for of all the men in this 
body be should remember that our forefathers and their prede- 
cessors fled to this continent in order that they might get away 
from the King, and they had no purpose at any time, certainly 
not when they framed the Constitution after our independence 
had been conquered, to create a king or to create kingly power 
for any man to exercise. 

I have some authorities on that subject. In the first place, I 
eall attention to what Alexander Hamilton said. In that elder, 
if not better, day when lawyers were lawyers and proud of their 
profession and ready to stand up for the law everywhere and 
under all circumstances, when courts were courts and fearlessly 
administered justice, and when Senators were Senators and 
spoke on the floor of this Chamber precisely what they spoke in 
the cloakroom, he was considered a fairly good authority on the 
Constitution of the United States. Alexander Hamilton, in the 
Federalist, snid what I am about to read. 

I need not tell yon who Alexander Hamilton was. He was 
the greatest creative genius of the formative stages of our Goy- 
ernment, the most brilliant man of his time, the best authority 
on government making, and the most pronounced type of all who 
contended for a strong centralized government. It was his con- 
tention throughout that the central government should be a 
strong government, as nearly the opposite of what we had under 
the Articles of Confederation as it was possible to make it, and 
to him, perhaps, more than anybody else are we indebted for 
our Constitution, not that he said as much in the Convention as 
others or took as much part there, but because he led success- 
fully the greatest parliamentary battle ever fought on the 
American continent, or in the world, when he secured the rati- 
fication by the New York convention of the Constitution of the 
United States, which without that ratification never would have 
been adopted. i 

Mr. President, here is what Alexander Hamilton said on this 
point. I read this in answer to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] that the Commander in Chief 
was given all the inherent power, the same power, that per- 
tained to the commander in chief of the British army. In dis- 
cussing this subject in the sixty-ninth number of the Federalist, 
Alexander Hamilton said: : 


Second— 
I will not read all of it— 


The President is to be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States. In this respect his authority would be nominal 
the same with that of the King of Great Britain, but in substance muci 
inferior to it. It would amount to nothing more than the supreme com- 
mand and direction of the military and naval forces as first general 
and admiral of the confederacy, while that of the British King extends 
to the declaring of war and to the raising and regulating of fleets and 


‘armies; all which, by the Constitution under consideration, would ap- 


pertain to the Legislature. ` 


I need not read further. I have read enough to show what 
Mr. Hamilton's view was of the Constitution he helped to make, 
the Constitution which he did more than any other one man to 
secure the ratification of by the requisite number of States, 

He did not imagine, Mr. President, that the power that was 
being conferred upon the President of the United States as 
Commander in Chief of our Army and Navy was the same as 
the powers of the commander in chief of the British army. 
He recognized that we were undertaking here to escape not only 
from kingly power, but also from unwritten constitutions, and 
to establish governments founded on written constitutions. 
Those men knew exactly, and better than anybody else, what 
to put in a constitution to express their purpose, for they were 
the greatest constitution makers the world has ever known. 
Mr. Gladstone once said with respect to that Constitution—I 
can not quote his words exactly, but I can substantially—that 
it was the greatest work ever struck off by the hand of man at 
a single effort. The only criticism I would make upon that 
statement is that it was not a single effort. It was the ripened 
work of two hundred years of constitution building. Our 
fathers, in securing and drafting and discussing their charters, 
their organic laws, had come to understand the work of creat- 
ing a government resting on a written constitution better than 
anybody else in all the world. They knew the danger of leaving 
anything to be inferred from the institutions in the light of 
which, of course, our institutions were founded. 

Therefore they provided what? Not that our Commander in 
Chief should have the same power as the British commander in 
chief, but that he should be limited to the power to command, 
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while the other power that had belonged to the British com- 
mander to regulate the army should be given to Congress. 

I think that authority of itself is enough to establish the 
proposition for which I have been contending. But let me call 
attention in this connection to the fact that. I cited on previous 
occasions a number of authorities precisely in line with what 
Mr. Hamilton said, and yesterday the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Knox] cited one of them in his argument. He cited 
it to show that the President of the United States has power 
to make regulations inherent in him as Commander in Chief, 
as I understood the Senator. The case I refer to, as cited by 
him in support of that proposition, is reported in 16 Peters, 
known as the “ Eliason case.“ In that case—I cited it in one 
of the speeches I made here on the subject—the Supreme Court 
said that the President had the power to make regulations when 
Congress had not acted with respect to a subject where regu- 
lation was necessary, and it said all such regulations as the 
President might see fit to make would have the effect of law, 
provided, Mr. President, provided they were within the legal and 
constitutional sphere of the President—not otherwise. 

But, Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from Pennsylvania 
cited an authority that no one else until he cited it had called 
attention to in this debate, O’Brien on Military Law. I had 
neyer seen the work. This is a work that was published sixty 
years ago. I overlooked it because I was looking for something 
more modern, and I shall call attention to something more 
modern presently. I sent at once to the Library and got this 
work, looked through it, to find that it is one of the best author- 
ities on this subject I have found anywhere. I am greatly ob- 
liged to the Senator from Pennsylvania for calling my atten- 
tion to it. After discussing the power of the President as Com- 
mander in Chief and after citing the constitutional provision 
that the President shall be the Commander in Chief and the 
Congress shall have power to raise armies and provide rules 
for the government and regulation of the same, this author 
proceeds. I read from page 30: 

The effect of these provisions is that Congress, after raising and 
equipping an army, can not use it against the liberties of the country, 
because it can neither command it nor 9 a commander to it. 
The President can do nothing detrimental to the public safety, for 
Congress may at any moment strike from his hands the instrument he 
is misusing. 5 of this, any military command contrary 
to law is null, and no military officer dare obey it under penalty of 
punishment by a military or civil court. 

In all that relates to the raising of an army, to its strength, to its 
organization, to its criminal code, Congress is omnipotent, the Presi- 
dent powerless. The same remark applies to the fiscal concerns of 
the Army. 

And then, passing over a part of the text, he continues: 

The command of the President is, indeed, absolute within its sphere, 
but its sphere is bounded on all sides by law. 

It is “ bounded on all sides by law.” And so it is— 

The moment the Executive oversteps the boundaries prescribed he 
becomes powerless and his commands are of no force. 

I looked to see the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] in the Recorp this morning, but it has not yet 
been printed. Therefore, if I am in error in quoting him, I hope 
he will correct me. „I understood him to say that this power 
conferred by the Constitution upon the Congress to provide 
rules for the government and regulation of the Army was not 
a power that authorized Congress to interfere with any order 
the Commander in Chief might make. 
~ Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator appeals to me, that is my 
opinion. I think Congress is given power to govern the Army 
through rules and regulations. I agree entirely with the Sen- 
ator that neither Congress nor the President can exceed the 
constitutional power. Neither can the President exceed any 
statutory restriction. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand. All I appealed to the Sen- 
ator for was to see that I did not misquote him. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am quoting him simply from recollec- 
tion, because I have had no opportunity to see his remarks in 
print. 

: Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. But now, in answer to that, Mr. President, 
I read again the sentence that prompted me to make that allu- 
sion to the Senator's remarks: 

The moment the Executive oversteps the boundaries prescribed he 
becomes powerless and his commands are of no force. 

That is, an order—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree to that. I said, if the Senator will 


permit me a moment, that where the President in the exercise 


of a power which he possesses, derived from the Constitution or 
from a law, makes an order, while the Congress may change the 
rule it can not review and set aside that order. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is true, Mr. President; but I have 
been reading from Mr. Hamilton to show that the power of the 
President is a power to command, and that all power with re- 
spect to the regulation of the Army is vested in Congress. If 
the Congress do not exercise that power and the necessity 
arise, the Commander in Chief may, from the necessity of the 
case, prescribe a regulation for it. I am not done reading from 
this author. He says further : 

Congress may declare when and for what objects the Army is to be 
used and for what purposes it may not be used, and thus chart out 
accurately the limits of Executive power. And even within these 
limits the action of the Executive indirectly, but absolutely, depends 
on the concurrence of Congress, which must appropriate funds for 
the purpose before even a corporal’s guard can be moved. 

So contracted is the actual authority of the President that, but for 
the protective power of his qualified veto, his command might be so 
restricted by legislation as to destroy its utility. It is in the power 
of Congress not only to protect itself, but to embarrass the action of the 
Executive at every step. It may prohibit the approach of troops 
within a certain distance from the Capitol; it may raise troops for a 
special service, such as to garrison a particular fort or to operate in a 
particular district, and may declare that this corps shall serve no- 
where else. In none of these or similar: cases dare the President over- 
step the limits prescribed. The only effect of his illegal order would 
be to subject to punishment the officer who obeyed it. 

As Commander in Chief the President may issue to the Army an 
military commands or orders whatever, provided they be not illegal.” 
These orders are of binding force on those to whom they are given, 
not merely by virtue of law, but in consequence of the article of the 
Constitution appointing him supreme commander. 

Then, passing over a part of the text, he continues: 

As the Executive has no legislative power it is plain that the regu- 
lations issued by him to the Army are not law; and as he is as much 
bound by law as any other citizen it follows that, if any of them con- 
flict with law, they are so far null and void, otherwise they are con- 
stitutionally binding as military commands. 

Or military orders, to adopt the language which was employed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. President, there is not in point of principle much difrer- 
ence between the Senator from Wisconsin and myself. The 
difference is in the application of it. What I have contended 
for from the outset is, as expressed by this authority, that the 
President, in the exercise of his power as Commander in 
Chief, is surrounded on all sides by law, and is just as amenable 
to law as is anybody else, and this authority, taken in connec- 
tion with the interpretation of the Constitution given by Mr. 
Hamilton, shows that his power under the Constituion is lim- 
ited to command; the same power as, he says for illustration, 
would belong to the Admiral of the Navy or the first General 
of the Army. That is what Alexander Hamilton said about it, 
and that is what I contend for in regard to it. 

But, now, let us come down to something more recent. I haye 
not been very long out of the active practice of the profession 
of law, but I have been out of it long enough for text writers 
to commence a series of publications on a new classification 
of law. There is no new law in it, but the classification is 
new. All these orders and regulations about which we have 
been talking are now classified by the text writers as ad- 
ministrative law, and a number of books haye been written on 
this subject quite recently. I have before me one by Fairlie. 
I read from it at page 32, where he discusses this subject : 

Military powers.—The President is by the Constitution Commander 
in Chief of the Army and Navy, and also of the State militia when in 
the service of the United States. Con „ however, has the power of 
declaring war and of military legislation. It is thus difficult, if not 
impossible, to draw a strict line of demarcation between the authority 
of Congress and that of the President. But the general principles of 
demarcation can be indicated, and in practice there have been very few 
important conflicts. Congress regulates whatever is of general and 


permanent importance, while the President determines all matters tem- 
porary and not general in their nature, 


It is by virtue of that rule, by virtue of that principle, Mr. 
President, that Congress, within the exercise of its constitu- 
tional power, undertakes to regulate not only how men shall be 
enlisted when an army is raised, on what terms and conditions 
and for what length of time, what they shall be paid for their 
services, but also undertakes to regulate how men shall be dis- 
charged. It is just as much a permanent rule to regulate the 
discharge as it is to regulate the enlistment. Nobody will con- 
tend that anyone but Congress has constitutional power to raise 
an army. No one should contend that with respect to anything 
permanent in the nature of regulation anybody but Congress has 
the power to act. If it be true that the powers of the Com- 
mander in Chief under the Constitution of the United States are 
not the powers of the British King; if it be true that his powers 
are only those deduced from the Constitution; if it be true, as 
Mr. Hamilton says, that he is but the first general, then it fol- 
lows, Mr. President, that he has no so-called inherent power 
with respect to discharges; and he has never pretended to ex- 
ercise the inherent power to grant discharges as President of 
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the United States from the beginning of our Government down 
to this day. He never undertakes to discharge a man from 
the service in time of peace except in accordance with the rules 
prescribed for the government of discharges by Congress or by 
Army Regulations promulgated by the President through the 
Secretary of War, by virtue of authority from Congress. I 
might read at greater length to the same effect on that subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not understand me as tak- 
ing a position which contravenes what he has just read? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the Senator to say—and I un- 
derstood him to say it in so many words—that the Commander 
in Chief, by his inherent power, without regard to the statutes, 
had authority to discharge a man from the service if he thought 
the good of the service required it, without regard to a regula- 
tion of Congress on the subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. On the contrary, Mr. President, I said that 
it was not necessary in this matter to discuss that question. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know that is what the Senator said. 

Mr. SPGONER. And I did not discuss it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, but the Senator certainly made the 
statement I refer to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said it was unnecessary to discuss the 
question, because the President proceeded under the act of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly; but the Senator had spoken of 
the inherent power of the President, indicating the opinion that, 
in the exercise of his inherent power without any statutory 
provision, the President may so discharge a man; but he did 
add—and I should have added that in the statement of what 
the Senator said when I quoted what he said on the point to 
which he was addressing himself when he took exception to a 
portion of my remarks—he added that it was not necessary 
now to discuss that, because the statute of Congress so provided. 
Then the Senator went on to challenge all who believed that 
the President had this statutory power, to point out wherein it 
had been limited. Now, I am going to tell you wherein it has 
been limited, according to the opinion I have about it. I say I 
am at a disadvantage when I undertake to quote the Senator, 
because he speaks with such an entertaining manner, so elabo- 
rately, and so forcibly, and on this occasion he spoke at such 
length that it is impossible for me, two days afterwards, without 
having a chance to look at the text of his remarks, to be sure 
that I am quoting him accurately. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I should have 
been very much delighted to have printed my remarks in the 
Record the next morning, but I did not haye an opportunity to 
read them until last night on account of the pressure of other 
business. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not finding any fault with that. I 
only referred to it by way of apology for myself. That is all. 

I want to call attention to another late work, by Goodnow, 
on this same subject. These are modern works. At page 86, 
after fully discussing this subject—I am going to read very 
briefiy, because it is not necessary to read it at length—it is 
sufficient to say that it agrees entirely with every authority 
that I haye quoted—with Fairlie, with Hamilton, with 16 
Peters, with O'Brien, and with all the other cases. At the foot 
of page 86, after fully discussing the question, he says: 

Furthermore, such executive regulations, whether issued by the Presi- 


dent or T heads of Departments acting under his direction, must con- 
form to the law, else the courts will refuse to enforce them. 


Ile cites 106 U. S. Reports, 466, the case of Barlow v. Jones, 
the syllabus of which reads as follows: 


1. Animals specially imported from beyond the seas for breeding pur- 
poses are not subject to duty. 
2. The Secretary of the Treasury has no authority to prescribe a 
| regulation requiring that before admitting them free the collector shall 
“be satisfied that they are of superior stock, adapted to improving the 
breed in the United States.” 


The Chief Justice delivered the opinion of the court, in which 
i he said that it was competent under the law for the Secretary, 
| with the approval of the President, to establish such regulations 
as had been established because the law authorized it, but that 
there was no power anywhere in the Secretary to prescribe a 
regulation, or in the President or in anybody else, that added to 
the law or took away from it. Therefore, when they said a 
certain class of animals might be admitted duty free, the Secre- 
‘tary could not add another necessary qualification to exempt 
them from duty. 


any limitation upon the power conferred by article 4 of the 
Articles of War upon the President. It has been quoted so 
often that I suppose I need not quote it again, but if I can find 
it perhaps I had better do so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have it here and will hand it to the Sen- 
ator. a 
Mr. FORAKER. I thank the Senator. 

The fourth article of war provides as follows: 


No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharg from the service 
without a discharge in writing, signed by a field officer of the regiment 
to which he belongs, or by the commanding officer when no field officer 

present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man before 
his term of service has expired, except by order of the President, the 
Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, or by sen- 
tence of a general court-martial. 


The Senator argues that this is a broad and unqualified con- 
ference of power, by this fourth article of war, upon the Presi- 
dent to grant discharges; and on its face it is. He challenges 
us to point out any limitation upon it. Mr. President, that is 
the easiest thing in this whole debate. This limitation upon the 
President is found in all the articles providing for courts-martial, 
especially the sixty-second article of war. It is in one article 
after another, as I have heretofore pointed out. It is in these 
articles provided that for this and that and the other offense, 
enumerating every possible offense that could be foreseen and 
thought of beforehand that a soldier was likely to commit, he 
should be subject to trial by court-martial, and his punishment 
should be such, and only such, as the court-martial might direct. 
Then we have the sixty-second article. It is the omnibus article, 
which provides that any other offense that a soldier may commit, 
not specified, shall be punishable after a trial by court-martial 
in such manner as the court-martial may direct. 

The point that I contend for is this, Mr. President, that where 
an enlisted man is charged with a crime, charged with an offense 
that is cognizable under the Articles of War, and with respect to 
which he is entitled to trial by court-martial, neither the Presi- 
dent nor anybody else has the right to take the law as to that 
offense into his own hands. He has not the right, because in 
the contract of enlistment that the enlisted man enters into, it 
is expressly provided that he shall be ruled and governed in ac- 
cordance with the Articles of War. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him for a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is conceded that one of 
the crimes committed at Brownsville, by soldiers or otherwise, 
is murder, which is a capital offense under the laws of Texas. 
I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that article 62, which 
he says governs all crimes, especially excepts capital cases. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly it does. I have already pointed 
that ont and commented on it; not on this occasion, however. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to ask the Senator, in view of the 
fact that there is absolutely no provision in the Articles of War 
punishing capital cases, does he deny that the President has 
authority to discharge from the Army a murderer? 

Mr. FORAKER. I deny, Mr. President, that the President of 
the United States has any authority whatever with respect to 
discharges from the Army, except only that which is conferred 
upon him by statute. The power conferred upon him by the 
fourth article is to be construed in connection with all these 
other safeguards which the Congress, in enacting these Articles 
of War, has seen fit to throw about the enlisted man for his pro- 
tection. In the case of murder he is entitled to be turned over 
to the civil authorities to be tried. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is one of the provisions, however, of the 
Articles of War, I believe, that a discharge may be granted on 
account of conviction in the civil courts. Now I yield to the 
Senator. ; 

Mr. CULBERSON. I may have misunderstood the Senator, 
but I understood him to say that the President had no power to 
discharge in this case, because the punishment of every conceiy- 
able crime was provided for by the Articles of War. Now, when 
I point out to him that capital cases are expressly excepted and 
that there was a capital offense committed at Brownsville, he 
says, as I understand him, changing his position somewhat, that 
because that is punishable by State law the President had no 
power to discharge. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am not changing my posi- 
tion at all. Every conceivable crime is provided for by the 
Articles of War. It is provided how, if a soldier shall be 
charged with an offense, he shall be tried in every case. He 


Now I come to the challenge the Senator gave to point out! shall be tried by a court-martial, except only in capital cases, 
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where he shall be turned over to the civil authorities and be 
tried by them. That is as much a provision for the trial of the 
man as though the provision were that he should be tried before 


a general court-martial. There is nothing different in principle. 
The Articles. of War have carefully provided for every con- 
ceivable case, for that case to which the Senator calls my at- 
„tention, as well as for all other cases. 

Mr. President, all these provisions of the Articles of War 
are, therefore, I say. limitations upon the broad, unqualified 
power conferred by the fourth article. That is the contention 
I made in the first remarks that I offered here, and the conten- 
tion I have been making ever since. i 

So it is about the regulations. The regulations are made by 
the President and promulgated by him through the Secretary of 
War. They are made for the government of the Army. But, 
Mr. President, they are not made by virtue of his power as 
Commander in Chief; they are made by virtue of the fact that 
Congress has authorized the President to make them by express 
statutory provision. That duty is intrusted to him; and when 
he makes regulations and promulgates them it is the duty of 
Congress to take notice, and the Supreme Court has held that 
if Congress does not take exception to the regulations that are 
thus promulgated they have the same force and effect as law. 
It is competent for us at any time to take exception. There- 
fore, it is, Mr. President, that the provision with respect to dis- 
charges without honor is another limitation upon the power 

conferred by the fourth article of war. 

But, says the Senator from Wisconsin, the President who 
promulgates these Army regulations to-day may to-morrow, 
when occasion arises, override them with a new regulation. That 
is the effect of what I understood him to say. Mr. President, 
that is a rather startling legal proposition for a free and con- 
stitutionally governed people to accept. I have never heard of 
but one instance, in modern times, at any rate, of any supreme 
authority of the state undertaking to override in the afternoon 
what was law in the forenoon without legislative intervention, 
but simply by executive power. The official to whom I refer 
was the late Oom Paul, president of the Boer republic. I do 
not know whether the facts were as charged or not, but in the 
indictment against him was that charge that if the law did not 
suit him when he came to apply it to a case, he forthwith 
changed it, and then applied it in its changed form, making 
the law from day to day, if he saw fit, just what he wished to 
make it. Is it possible that we are to haye that kind of law- 
making in this country? I take it not even the President would 
stand for that sort of a contention, much as he might like to 
make the law fit this particular case. 

Mr. President, the President can not do it, for this reason: 
There is a limitation upon his power in that respect. Every 
one of the men discharged by this order was enlisted after the 
regulation to which I refer—the one hundred and forty-sixth 
regulation—was put into its present form, and the contract of 
each man is therefore that he submits to be governed according 
to the rules and Articles of War; according to the regulations 
and Articles of War. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Ina moment. So it was that in the form 
in which it now stands that regulation was written into the 
contract of every one of these 167 men who were discharged. 
It was a part of the contract; and, being a contract right, not 
even the President himself could change it. He may change the 
regulations, and thus affect all men enlisted afterwards, but he 
could not give it a retroactive effect, so as to enable him to dis- 
charge these men in violation of regulations existing when they 
enlisted. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have listened with a great deal of interest 
to the Senator from Ohio. If I understand his position aright, 
it is that wherever the Articles of War prescribe there shall be 
a court-martial for an offense the President is debarred from 
discharging a soldier when guilty of such offense? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. How does the Senator account for the ap- 
proving by himself of the action of the President in discharging 
some men who had been guilty of fraudulent enlistment and 
who had deserted, perhaps, without subjecting them to a court- 
martial? here are some 352 cases, including some of those of 
which, I understand, the Senator from Ohio approved. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I take great pleasure in re- 
minding the Senator that I haye spoken on that subject ex- 
plicitly, and I have challenged the War Department, and I 
have challenged any Senator who wants to speak in opposition 


to what I am contending for, to bring forward a single case 
out of the 352 that are referred to where a discharge was not 
granted in effect as a fayor instead of as a punishment. I gave 
a number of illustrations. A man comes forward and he peti- 
tions to be discharged from the service. There are reasons why 
his officers may think he is of no value in the service, and they 
are willing to have him discharged. The case being laid before 
the President, and the man wanting it, the President discharges 
him. But now let me suggest to the Senator the reverse of that. If 
the President, without regard to the state of facts, can discharge 
without honor, he can discharge without any facts whatever. 
That is the ultimate result of the argument the Senator contends 
for, and if he can discharge three companies without any rea- 
son except that he so wills, he can discharge the whole Army 
simply because he wishes to do so. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
further to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the President is required by law to sub- 
ject any man who violates one of those articles to a court- 
martial, it dces not lie in the province of the President to grant 
any fayor or to permit a discharge simply because he chooses 
to oblige a transgressor. The Senator approved both of the 
cases to which I have referred, and yet fraudulent enlistment 
and desertion are punishable specifically by court-martial. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly; but if the soldier, as I have 
heretofore said repeatedly in this debate, denies the charge that 
he was fraudulently enlisted or that he deserted, and stands 
upon his rights, the President has no power, except only to 
court-martial him, for such is the law. But if the soldier says, 
“Yes; I did make a misrepresentation; I am sorry for it; I 
want to get out, and I am willing to take a discharge without 
honor,” then the President has power to give it. 

Mr. President, the point is that a discharge without honor 
is limited necessarily, because of the construction that we must 
give to the other articles of war, to cases where a man is dis- 
charged, not as a criminal or because by Executive order he 
has been found guilty of a crime, but where he comes and 
makes no contention, but submits and accepts, and is willing 
to accept, and is usually glad to get, a discharge “ without 
honor.” It is a matter of favor and not of penalty. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. If there. be in the 352 cases one different 
from what I have said, then let somebody produce it. Now, I 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to suggest to the Senator that the 
word “giyen” in the fourth article—providing that no dis- 
charge shall be “ given ”—exactly fits his own contention and 
confirms it. > 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And absolutely makes it certain that that is 
the only method by which a discharge can be given. It is a 
discharge made not by order, as for a punishment, but given as 
a matter of grace. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am very much obliged to the Senator for 
ealling my attention to that word. It does support the conten- 
tion. But, Mr. President, if the word “ given” were not there, 
but some other word, it would have the same general effect. 
Of necessity, we would have to conclude, if we gave effect to the 
other articles of war, that where a man is charged with crime 
and denies it and stands upon his rights, he has a right to trial, 
and there is no power lodged anywhere to say he is. guilty 
and order him to be dismissed; there is no power lodged any- 
where to indict a man by order, try a man by order, convict a 
man by order, and then punish him by order. 

Mr. President, there is another limitation upon the power 
of the President, and that is the spirit of American institutions 
that runs through all our legislation and all our political re- 
lations—the spirit that every man somewhere and some time 
and in some manner shall haye his day in court when charged 
with crime. That, Mr. President, has been the law of the world 
from the beginning of civilization. 

I am reminded of the trial of Paul before Agrippa. You re- 
member that Festus reported the case of Paul to Agrippa, and 
that he declined to punish him or to find him guilty of any offense 
until he had a chance to be heard. I read verses 14, 15, 
and 16 of the twenty-fifth chapter of the Acts of the Apostles: 

14. And when they had been there many days, Festus declared Paul's 
ande unto the King, saying, There is a certain man left in bonds by 

15. About whom, when I was at Jerusalem, the chief priests and the 


elders of the Jews informed me, desiring to have judgment against him. 
16. To whom I answered, It is not the manner of the Romans 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1257 


to deliver any man to die, before that he which is accused have the 
accusers face to face, and have license to answer for himself concerning 
the crime laid against him. 

That, Mr. President, has ever been the law of every civilized 
and every Christian country in all the history of the world. 
No man shall be conyicted of crime until after he has been per- 
mitted to face his accusers and cross-examine the witnesses. 
Is it possible that we, in this twentieth century, with our boasted 
constitutional liberty, are behind the Romans of two thousand 
years ago? No; it is elementary, and when in the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution it was provided that life, liberty, or 
property should not be taken without due process of law, and 
then the Army and the Navy were excepted from that provi- 
sion, the Congress, recognizing the incongruity of such a pro- 
vision with the spirit of liberty and the nature of our institu- 
tions, provided that the enlisted man should have due process 
of law, should have a right to trial. 

What is due process of law? Due process of law is nothing 
more than being heard and punished according to the law of the 
land, and so Congress made a law of the land for the enlisted 
man who had been put outside the provision of the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution. That law so made by Congress has 
continued until this day. Does any man need to be told that 
anything in conflict with the spirit of American liberty and 
American justice and American right is un-American? Shall 
a man who has served his country for twenty-six years, who bas 
borne the fiag of this nation in battle always to victory, who 
has an honorable record—as honorable as any man in the pub- 
lic service, from the President down to the lowest—be dis- 
graced before the world, branded as a criminal, without being 
given «a chance somewhere to say to an authority authorized to 
hear him, “I am not guilty; I have not committed this of- 
fense,“ and prove his contention if he can? If such is the law, 
it is a shame and a disgrace to the American people. 

It was because of this spirit of our institutions that the 
Congress carefully so provided, and all the more carefully be- 
cause enlisted men in the Army are under officers who have a 
certain measure of very autocratic power; under officers fre- 
quently far removed from courts of justice and from those to 
whom the enlisted men could appeal if their rights were being 
taken away from them. For such reasons has the Congress 
provided that every man in the Army who is charged with a 
crime shall have a right to be tried before a court-martial, shall 
have a right to come and present his defense, if he claims to 
haye one. 

All these men claim to have a defense. I do not know 
whether their defense is good or not. That remains to be 
seen. I am not going to be drawn into a discussion of the 
merits of this testimony, although by other Senators there has 
been much discussion of that character. I am confining my- 
self to the great, broad question that applies to white men as 
well as to black men. I am not going to belittle and dwarf this 
question of constitutional power on the one side and constitu- 
tional right and liberty on the other by introducing the race 
problem or any other question that would belittle it. It is a 
great, broad, living question, and we should deal with it with 
a sense of that fact. 

But the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] told us in an 
effort he was making to evade—I do not use that word in an 
offensive sense—the restrictions of the Articles of War as to 
trial and the regulations as to discharge without honor, he con- 
tended, I say, in order to escape the effects of them, as I under- 
stood him always—let that be understood—that no charges bave 
been preferred against these men; that they do not stand 
charged with anything, in a technical sense. Of course he could 
not mean in any other, And he says further, “ Neither are they 
so charged nor have they been punished.” Let us see if they 
have not been both charged and punished. Who is it that ar- 
raigns these men before the world? The Inspector-General of 
the Army, General Garlington, is one, Major Blocksom, an in- 
spector, is another, and the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of War speak to the same effect. What do they 
say? These are not indefinite men, indefinite individuals. 
They are the highest officials of the nation. They say to Con- 
gress—the President does and the Secretary does, and they 
cause the Army officials to say the same thing by transmitting 
their reports—that some of these men have committed murder, 
many of them haye committed perjury, all of them possibly have 
committed misprision of felony by refusing to tell what the 
men say they do not know anything about. 

The President tells us of the savagery of these men, of the 
brutal crime they committed, of the murder they committed. 
He speaks of them in his last message as midnight assassins. 
All these terms are justifiable when the men are shown to be 
guilty and to the extent they are shown to be guilty, but I am 
not speaking of that. I am speaking of the question whether 


or not they are charged by anybody with any offense. Is not 
that a charge? Is not that an official charge? Is not that the 
worst possible form of charge that could be made against them? 

And the punishment. It is not adequate, everybody agrees, 
for a murderer if he be found to have been a murderer to sim- 
ply dismiss him from the Army without his extra pay or with 
his right to retire on pay taken away from him as a result of it. 
That is not punishment of an adequate character. But, as I 
said once before, while that is true, yet it is punishment of the 
severest character to men who may be innocent of all crimė. 
I have not heard anybody contend that all the men in this bat- 
talion are guilty of an offense. I have heard it contended that 
from fifteen to twenty were guilty of shooting up the town, and 
that they were all murderers because murder was committed. 
To the extent that it may be established by testimony, that will 
be the result. It must be that they had accessories before the 
fact and accessories after the fact. If they did any such thing 
as charged, necessarily they had, and those who were accesso- 
ries before and after the fact are equally guilty, we will assume, 
at least morally, whatever the local statute may say. That is 
the character of the charge that is made. 

I have before me the President’s message, the one he sent to 
Congress December 19, in which these men are arraigned in 
this language: 

In short, the evidence proves conclusively that a number of the sol- 
diers engaged in a deHberate and concerted attack, as cold blooded as it 
was cowardly ; the purpose being to terrorize the community, and to kill 
or injure men, women, and children in their homes and beds or on the 
streets, and this at an hour of the night when concerted or effective 
resistance or defense was out of the question, and when detection b 
identification of the criminals in the United States uniform was well- 
nigh impossible. So much for the original crime, A blacker never 
stained the annals of our Army, 

I ask that the remainder of the paragraph, as I have marked 
it, be incorporated by the Reporter in my remarks. 

The FF Without objection, permission is 

ranted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

It has been supplemented by another, only less black, in the shape 
of a successful conspiracy of silence for the purpose of shielding those 
who took part in the origina! conspiracy oF murder. These soldiers 
were not schoolboys on a frolic. They were full-grown men, in the 
uniform of the United States Army, armed with deadly weapons, sworn 
to uphoid the laws of the United States, and under every obligation of 
oath and honor not merely to refrain from criminality, but with the 
sturdiest rigor to hunt down criminality; and the crime they com- 
mitted or connived at was murder. They perverted the power put into 
i hands to sustain the law into the most deadly violation of the 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the 
Senate unduly, so I shall hurry along. 

It is said, “ Now, what are you going to do if you have an 
investigation?” It will be time to cross the river when we 
get to it. I yesterday stated that one purpose of this investiga- 
tion was to give these men the opportunity, if any of them can 
avail themselyes of it, to show that they have no responsibility 
whatever for this crime, and that they have not committed the 
offense of withholding knowledge, for they have no knowledge. 
I do not know how many of them can show that they are with- 
out offense in that and in every other particular, But I am 
sure, from what I have been advised of, that many of them 
can; the great majority of them can. If so, it is our duty to 
establish that fact, to the end that the President may, as he 
has said he would do in such a contingency, act with favor in 
the reinstatement of these men and the restoration of them to 
all rights which they have improperly lost by reason of his 
order including innocent men. ; 

That is true without regard to the evidence which has been 
sent here, taken recently by Mr. Purdy. I am not going to com- 
ment on that now. I have not read it all yet, but I have read 
most of it. But when I have read it all, at a later day and at 
a more appropriate time I shall have something to say about it. 
For the present I want to say with respect to it that it does 
not relieve this case from the objections that I have been urg- 
ing against the procedure leading up to the discharge of these 
men, because this testimony was taken ex parte—taken by ofti- 
cials who were sent there by the President to investigate and to 
secure testimony without these men themselves or through any 
representative having an opportunity to defend, to appear, to 
cross-examine. We do not in that way convict men of crime in 
this country, not even soldiers. The lowliest citizen, the hum- 
blest man, is entitled to his day in court, and that is true though 
he may be a soldier in the United States Army. His court will 
be a military court instead of a civil court. That is the only 
difference. 

Now, I think we ought to have this inyestigation on the 
President’s account, to the end that he, upon testimony properly 
taken, where everybody has a right to be heard, may be sus- 
tained and vindicated if the testimony shall have that effect; 


for the credit of the Army, without regard to what the result 
may be; for the sake of common decency, and to be in accord 
with the spirit of American institutions. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a minute? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that all that evidence is confined to the issue whether these 
men committed that raid, and not whether there was any mis- 
prision of the crime, 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator is exactly right; and on that 
point General Garlington says he thinks probably there is a 
conspiracy of silence, but there is no evidence whatever to show 
it. ‘That is almost his exact language, I believe. It is quite as 
strong, at any rate. 

Now, I want to come to something else, and I desire to hurry 
through. I have been amazed at the feeling that breaks out in 
this country whenever something is done which involves the col- 
ored man, especially if it be some injustice or wrong to him. 
If my colleagues on the other side will allow me to say so, it is 
most surprising to me, in connection with lynchings in the 
South and, for that matter, alse in the North. It does not seem 
to be enough to put a man to death outside the law—without 
waiting for the law—but it must be done with brutality. He 
must be burned at the stake, as has been done in some instances, 
or the poor victim is put to some horrible terture in connection 
with his lynching, frequently something that would disgrace 
Indian savages. i 2 

Now, that spirit has been cropping out here to some extent. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] the other day, 
in speaking, told us what had happened at Athens, Ohio. I do 
not want to comment upon that except only to call attention to 
the fact that the Secretary of War did in that case what I think 
it was right and proper for him to do, notwithstanding the pro- 
tests that were made against it. When he was informed that 
some soldiers had been engaged in the shooting up of the town 
of Athens; that they had shot a corporal of the provost guard 
and killed him and severely wounded a sergeant and two or 
three others, I believe, and that the men had been arrested and 
that their eases were to be brought before the grand jury, and 
that they would be put on trial for murder, the Secretary of 
War directed the Judge-Advocate-General to send one of his 
staff to Athens to defend those men, and the Attorney-General 
of the United States was importuned to have the district attor- 
ney for the southern district of Ohio, in which Athens was situ- 
ated, to attend and care for and protect and look out for and 
defend the rights of these men. And the Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral appeared and the district attorney, by his assistant, ap- 
peared. 

All that was done by the Government, and when General 
GROSVENOR, as it has been shown by the evidence put in the 
Record, wrote to the Secretary of War protesting against the 
Government intervening to defend murderers, as he charged 
these men with being, the Secretary of War said he justified 
his action on the ground that an enlisted man, when he gets 
into trouble of that kind, should be treated as in some sense a 
ward of the Government because of his helpless condition. The 
Government did everything in its power to see that they were 
protected. The testimony was marshaled to show their inno- 
cence in so far as it could be. The men were finally tried and 
some of them were convicted, and one of them is now in the 
penitentiary of Ohio. 8 

Mr. President, that rule was not followed in this case. If 
anybody can think of anybody more helpless than a discharged, 
discredited negro soldier in Brownsyille, I would like to know 
who it would be. . 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. 3 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply rise, in view of the statement 
of the Senator, to remind him that the assistant district attor- 
ney for the southern district of Texas was sent at the request 
of the Secretary of War to see that these men had a fair trial 
at Brownsville. 

Mr. FORAKER. If that be true, I stand corrected, and I 
am much obliged to the Senator for calling my attention to that 
fact. This is the first time I have heard of it, and if there is 
anything of that nature in this record I would be obliged if the 
Senator would point it out. I have overlooked it if there is. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The report of the assistant district at- 
torney is in the record. 
` Mr. FORAKER,. I have overlooked it. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. His name is A. C. Hamilton. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; since the Senator mentions the name, 
I recall there is something of the kind in the record. 

Mr, CULBERSON. It was quite early. 

Mr. FORAKER. Perhaps so; but what I am talking about is 
what is being done now. Men are being sent, a representative 
from the Department of Justice and a representative of 
the Army, to Brownsville, what for? To get testimony that 
would look to the defense of these men in any contingency? 
They claim they are innocent. They make a claim that the 
men at Athens could not and did not pretend to make. These 
men claim they are innocent and swear they are innocent, and 
because they have all sworn they are innocent, and because the 
testimony first sent to Congress seemed inadequate to justify 
the action that had been taken, officers of the Government are 
sent there to secure and send here testimony looking to their 
conviction. Their defense and testimony for them receive no 
consideration whatever. 

Now, Mr. President, that is not all. They sent to us in the 
President’s message what purports to be.a history of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, and the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TTILMuAN] in his speech the other day—and he must not 
take exception to the fact that I take exception to something 
that was said by one who is assisting, as he announced, in the 
trial of this case—the Senator took occasion to say that the 
record sent to the Senate by the President of the United States 
as an exhibit to his message shows that these discharged men 
are a set of brutal, murderous, cutthroats, or something like 
that. I can not quote his language exactly, but that is the 
effect of it. I know he used the word “cutthroats” and I 
know he used the word “ brutal,” and I know he used the word 
“murderous.” How many other adjectives he employed I do 
not recall That is what he said. Other Senators have spoken 
to the same effect. Quite a number have told us that they 
were vicious, that they were brutal, that they ought to be 
called the “ Bloody Twenty-fifth,” and so forth, and so on. 

Let me call the attention of Senators to the fact that not a 
single man of the 167 discharged had anything whatever to do 
with any one of the offenses recited in this record of the Twenty- 
fifth—not one of them—nor did any one of the companies of this 
battalion have anything to do with any shooting affray in all 
the forty years this regiment has been in existence. Let me 
analyze this record. It is set out here with great particularity, 
and I-call the attention of every Senator to it. In this record, 
at page 315, is given first an official account of the shooting 
affair at Sturgis City, Dak. I can not read, it. It is not 
necessary. There was a shooting affray, denominated properly 
by that name. One man was shot and killed, and it was a 
murder, and there was no excuse for it, and I would not stand 
here to extenuate to the extent of one iota the crime committed 
by the men who did that shooting; and yet there were extenu- ' 
ating and provoking causes that led to it. But let it stand as 
murder committed by those men. But who were those men? 
They all belonged to Company H, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Not one of them belonged to Company B, C, or D, and that hap- 
pened in 1885, twenty-two years ago. Every man connected 
with that shooting long ago was mustered out of the service, 
some after they had been tried and convicted for that crime. 

But, while I will not stop to read that, let me in justice to 
this much-abused regiment, read what Gen. Alfred H. Terry 
saw fit to say in his official report on that subject. At page 
359 of Senate Document 155 there will be found his official re- 
port. He was the commanding officer. He said: 

I have had much experience with colored troops, and I have always 
found them as well behaved and as amenable to discipline as an 
white troops that we have. The characteristic submissiveness of their 
race is manifested in the readiness with which they yield to military 
cone are much more temperate than our white troops, 
eoa disorders resulting from intoxication are comparatively 

em. 

Passing over a few paragraphs, he says, further: 

I take it for granted that in the Territory of Dakota the keeping of 
houses of ill-fame is prohibited bed law, but notwithstanding the law 
there are in the town two brothels which would appear to ve been 
established for the express purpose of catering to the taste and pan- 
dering to the passions of the colored troops, for they are “ stocked” 
with colored prostitutes—negresses and mulattoes. 

They are, pam assured, places of the vilest character, and it was at 
one of them that the affray of egy 19 occurred. Had no 
such place it is most improbable that any affray would have 
occurred, and if the people of Sturgis City suffer such places to exist 
they must, I submit, expect the natural result of their existence— 
frequent broils, and from time to time the commission of the most 


crimes. And I submit further that until the people of the 
ons ressed these dens, which ly debauch the 


and crime 
rare among 


town shall have su 
troops of the post and threaten their own safety, they will not be in 
a position to ask the Government to change its garrison. 


Now, that is one. There was a shooting. There was a man 


killed. I do not pretend to extenuate or to apologize for it. 
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Only as an act of justice I read what the commanding officer 
said about it, and every man knows that we never had in the 
United States service a more conservative, conscientious, and 
capable man to judge honestly than Alfred H. Terry, a major- 
general of the volunteers during the civil war and a brigadier- 
general at the time when this shooting affray occurred. 

Moreover, there was a board appointed in that case. Did the 
President of the United States, by order, discharge somebody 
because of that shooting? No; they convened a board of in- 
quiry and they investigated it. There was the same effort there 
to conceal as is charged here, but when the trial came on the 
guilty parties were discovered. The testimony established the 
guilt, and they were all brought to punishment. 

What is the next case? One of these bloody shooting affrays, 
the only one that any one of the companies of this battalion had 
anything to do with. It happened at San Carlos, in Arizona. 
It was not a shooting scrape at all, but a case where some men 
of Company C got into a sort of fist fight with some of the 
Indians stationed at that agency, and the soldiers got the better 
of the Indians and beat them up pretty badly with clubs; but 
there was no shooting.. Nobody was armed on either side. 
There was nothing in connection with that occurrence that has 
not occurred a hundred times in connection with white compa- 
nies and white regiments. I pass that by as not worthy of any 
further comment. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
punished. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. And now the Senator suggests 
to my mind an important point. I said here the other day that 
if, out of the 170 men then belonging to this battalion stationed 
at Fort Brown, 16 to 20 of the number had organized a raid, had 
plotted a shooting up of the town, and then carried it out in 
the way indicated, of necessity they must have accessories be- 
fore and accessories after the fact; and it seemed to me utterly 
impossible that a crime of such magnitude, with so many men 
engaged in it, could be carried out in the way indicated and 
they or some of them not be discovered by anybody. 

But it is said the colored men were in a conspiracy and they 
would not discover them. It is conceded that the white offi- 
cers—the commissioned officers—were not in the plot. They 
were present. Immediately after the firing commenced they 
repaired to the, barracks and saw the men formed in line, and 
stood by while the roll was called. It has been said that the 
roll was carelessly called. I do not think so. I know enough 

_ of what the facts are to believe that it was carefully called and 
every man was there, and that the roll was practically called 
before the firing ceased, and that the commissioned: officers 
stood by the side of the orderlies who were calling the roll, and 
that they were on the alert, especially to see anybody who 
might be approaching from the city, from which point they 
thought they were being attacked. No commissioned officer saw 
anybody come and join the ranks. 

Does anyone contend that sixteen or twenty men who had 
been 300 yards, or whatever the distance may be, down in the 
town shooting up the town, in the state of excitement they 
would necessarily be under, could come after the firing rushing 
back to the garrison, pass around the barracks, join the com- 
panies, and form in line in front of the barracks and not be 
detected by the commissioned officers or by the noncommis- 
sioned officers who called the roll? 

Mr. President, this may amount to nothing in the final result, 
but now it amounts to this: It is such an extraordinary thing 
that I was justified in saying, as I did the other day, that you 
may search the history of criminal jurisprudence in vain from 
the beginning of the world to this time to find anything like 
it successfully carried out with nobody to tell it, not a clew to 
he found to convict any one of the men. You will search in 
yain for anything like it. At Sturgis City and at San Carlos 
and all the other places where the conspirators killed some- 
body they undertook to conceal their crime, but in every in- 
stance the crime was detected. Witnesses were found. They 
were found because the men were guilty. “Murder will out” 
to-day as much as when that fact was first announced. But so 
much for that. 

Now I come to another case, the third, the shooting at Win- 
nemucca; and I want the attention of Senators, because I have 
a rather unpleasant duty to perform with respect to this al- 
leged shooting. The resolutions of the Senate were sent to the 
War Department and to the President, calling for all the facts 
relating to these discharges and calling for the history of this 
regiment. In response we got, among other things, what pur- 
ported to be a history of the shooting at Winnemucca. The rec- 
ord of the shooting at Winnemucca, as shown by this record, con- 
sisted of a report made by S. W. Groesbeck, Judge-Advocate-Gen- 


The men were identified in that case and 


eral of the United States Army ; a recommendation by William R. 
Shafter, major-general commanding, two or three short affida- 
vits, and a very extended sensational newspaper account of the 
shooting. The upshot of it all, according to the report made by 
the Judge-Advocate-General and this newspaper account, is that 
not Companies B, C. and D, but Companies L and M, of the 
Twenty-fifth, with Company K, of the Twenty-fourth, were on 
their way to the Philippines. They stopped at this little place in 
Nevada, called Winnemucea, and the officers went from the 
train to get their suppers. It was about 7.30 in the evening. 
While they were getting their suppers a report was brought to 
them that there was a shooting affray occurring in a saloon. 
They immediately repaired to it, but found that all the men who 
had been at the saloon had returned to the train. The news- 
paper account goes on to tell how the men went into that saloon, 
a little place 20 by 20 feet, which had a bar, with tables and 
chairs. There could not have been very many men init. They 
seemed like a good many perhaps. They went in to get some re- 
freshments, and they got into some kind of a squabble, and one 
of them whipped out his revolyer, as the newspaper says, and 
shot the bartender and seriously wounded him. ‘The troops were 
immediately inspected. No guilty man could be found among 
them. No gun could be found that had been discharged and no 
reyolyer that had been discharged. The troops had to hurry on, 
although they were kept there some hours. In due time they 
went on board the transport at San Francisco; and when they 
were on the Pacifie Ocean, without anybody to represent them, 
the Judge-Advocate-General who makes this report was sent to 
Winnemucea, and he there got an ex parte statement, such as 
had been published in the newspapers; and his report was made 
in accordance with that. General Shafter, reviewing that report, 
recommended that these companies be fined to the extent of $250, 
and there the record sent us stops. 

Well, I read it over and I thought I would like to know 
whether that fine was paid. Somehow or other it seemed to me 
that possibly something had been omitted, and so I wrote to 
the Secretary of War calling his attention to this state of the 
records, and inquiring whether or not there were any more 
correspondence or orders and documents of any kind on file in 
the War Department haying reference to this shooting. 

In answer to that in due time I received the following. in- 
closed in a letter from the Secretary of War, giving additional 
information in regard to that shooting. I ask that it may be 
printed in full in my remarks as a part of the same. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT., Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., April 6, 1903. 
Hon. ELIRU Root, 
Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin: I inclose two letters from Mr. Bert Klucny, of Winne- 
mucéa, Nev., a constituent of mine, relative to a claim he and others 
have for depredations committed by some negro troops, en route to the 
Philippines, at Winnemucca. The letters will give you all the informa- 
tion 1 have regarding the matter. Will you kindly advise me whether 
such claims have ever been filed in your Department; and if so, what 
disposition has been made of them? Kindly return the letters with 
your reply, and greatly oblige, 


ours, respectfully, Francis G. NEWLANDS. 


[First indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF TITE ARMY, 
ADIUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 13, 1903. 


Respectfully referred to the commanding general Department of the 
Missouri, Omaha, Nebr. 

The records of this office show that while passing through the town of 
Winnemucca, Nev., certain members of Companies L and M, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, committed depredations upon the property belonging 0 
one C. W. Deiss and one Bert Klucny, citizens of the town in question, 
and that upon the recommendation of the Judge-Advocate-General cer- 
tain papers on the subject (249375 A. G. O.) were referred to the 
commanding officer Twenty-fifth Infantry, through the Division of the 
Philippines, on August 14, 1899, for the purpose of appointing a board 
of officers to endeayor to ascertain, if possible, the perpetrators of the 
outrage. 

The Secretary of War desires to know what action, if any, has been 
taken on this paper. 

By command of Lieutenant-General Miles: 

WILLIAM ENNIS, 
Lieut. Col., Artillery Core: 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[Second indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI, 
Omaha, Nebr., April 16, 1903. 
Respectfully referred to the commanding officer Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, through commanding officer Fort Niobrara, Nebr., for the informa- 
tion called for in the first indorsement. 
By command of Major-General Bates: 
E. J. MCCLERNAND, 
Major of Cavalry, Adjutant-Gencral. 
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[Third indorsement.] 
HEADQUARTERS TWENTY-FIFTH UNITED STATES INFANTRY, 
Fort Niobrara, Nebr., April 18, 1903. 
Lg e aenn referred to Capt. A. B. Shattuck, quartermaster Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, for a full and complete report of the circumstances re- 
ferred to within, 
By order of Colonel Bowman: 7 
J. D. LEITCH, 


Captain, Adjutant Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Seven inclosures. 


[Fourth indorsement.] 


FORT NIOBRARA, NEBR., May 2, 1903. 


Respectfully returned to the adjutant Twenty-fifth Infantry, repart 
inclosed. I was relieved from duty with Company L in August, 1899. 


. B. SHATTUCK, 
Captain, Quartermaster Twenty-fifth Infantry. 


[Fifth indorsement.} 


HEADQUARTERS TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 
Fort Niobrara, Nebr., May 3, 1993. 
8 referred to the commanding officer Company M. Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, for report on separate paper of the circumstances men- 
tioned within as far as can be gathe from records of company or 
testimony of enlisted men. 
By o of Colonel Bowman. 
LEITCH, 


J. D. 
Captain, Adjutant Tioenty-fifth Infantry. 


[Sixth indorsement.] 


Company M, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 
Fort Niobrara, Nebr., May 26, 1903. 


tfully returned to the adjutant Twenty-fifth Infantry; report 
2 — 5 10 8 Ju ty try; repo 


inclosed. 
J. P. O'NEIL, 
Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Commanding Company M. 


[Seventh indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS TWENTY-FIFTH UNITED STATES INFANTRY, 
Fort Niobrara, Nebr., May 26, 1903. 


Porpertany referred to Capt. S. P. Lyon, Twenty-fifth Infantry, for 
mar X 
By order of Colonel Bowman. 
J. D. LEITCH, 
Captain, Adjutant Twenty-fifth Infantry. 


re 


[Eighth indorsement.] 
Fort NIOBRARA, NEBR., June 16, 1903. 
Respectfully returned to the adjutant, Fort Niobrara, Nebr., report 
inclosed. P 
D 


- SAMUEL P. LYON, 
Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 


[Ninth indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS TWENTY-FIFTH UNITED STATES INFANTRY, 
Fort Niobrara, Nebr., June 21, 1993. 


Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General United States Army 
(through military channels) inviting attention to fourth, sixth, and 
eighth indorsements hereon, and the three inclosures to these indorse- 
ments, be letters from Captains O’Nell, Shattuck, and Lyon, Twenty- 
fifth Infan — 2 The records of this regiment show that a board of 
officers, consisting of Capts. H. A. Leonhauser, W. J. Pardee, and 
F. H. Albright and First Lieut. C. F. Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, was 
convened on October 14, 1899, to consider evidence in this case and 
decide what amount of damage should be assessed to companies L 
and M, Twenty-fifth Infantry, but there is no record of the report 
of the board ever having been sent through these headquarters. 

First Lieut. C. F. Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who is now serving 
at this post, was recorder of the board in question, and states that on 
account of the officers composing the board being scattered widely in 
Luzon it was impracticable to make up the proceedings, so that no 
report was ever made. 


A. H. BOWMAN, 
Colonel Twenty-fifth Infantry, Commanding. 


[Tenth indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI, 
Omaha, Nebr., June 23, 1903. 
Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General of the Army, inviting 
attention to the ninth indorsement. 


W. M. WRIGHT 
Captain, Second Infantry, A. D. C., 
Acting Adjutant-General, in absence of Department Commander, 


{Eleventh indorsement.] 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, June 29, 1903. 


Respectfully referred to the artermaster-General for remark. 
By order of the Secretary of War. 


E. R. HILLS, 
Major, Artillery Corps, Acting Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[Twelfth indorsement.] 
Wan DEPARTMENT, 
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, July 11, 1908. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

The records of this office fail to sow the receipt of any claim for 
destruction of property and wounding of Christopher Wilhelm Deiss 
in “ Berte” Klucny’s saloon, at Winnemucca, Ney. 


There is no appropriation applicable to the payment for damages. 
The only relief for such claimants is in the ete of Congress. 

C. F. HUMPHREY 
Quartermaster-General U. 8: Army. 


(Thirteenth indorsement.] 
War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, July 16, 1903. 
Respectfully referred to the Judge-Adyocate-General for remark. 
By order of the Secretary of War: 


5 ; E. R. HILLS, 
Major, Artillery Corps, Acting Assistant Adjutant-General. 


{Fourteenth indorsement.] 
War DEPARTMENT, 
JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
` Washington, D. O., July 23, 1908. 

Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General. 

On June 29, 1809, a troop train carrying portions of the ee A 
fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, on their way to San Francisco to 
embark for the Philippines, stopped at Winnemucca, Nev. Soldiers 
from this train are alleged to have entered the saloon of one Bert 
Klucny, to have helped themselves to the contents of the place, to 
haye damaged the premises, and to haye shot one Christopher Deiss, 
an attendant of the saloon, 

A letter from Hon. Francis G. NEWLANDS, United States Senate, in- 
closes two letters from Mr. Bert Klucny, in which the latter speaks 
of having claimed for himself $5,000 damages and of a claim for 
$100,000 made by Christopher Deiss. Nothing is known in this office 
regarding such claims having been made, and in the twelfth indorse- 
ment the Quartermaster-General states that no such claims are on 
file in this office. It is thought from the amounts mentioned and the 
circumstances of the case that if these claims were made it must 
have been with the idea that the United States Government was rẹ- 
sponsible. For the tortious acts of its soldiers the Government can 
not be held responsible, and the only remedy apparent might be 
through the powers given to certain officers under the fifty-fourth 


: article of war. 


So far as the measure of damages to the saloon and its contents 
is concerned, it is on record in these Day ea that Bert Klueny refused 
to give a statement of the amount of his loss. 

Complaint appears to have been made to the commanding officer 
of the train at Winnemucca immediately after the fracas occurred, 
and he appears to have given the local authorities every opportunity 
to iden the 8 of the damage, without result. A com- 
plaint appears therein to have reached the commanding general, De- 
partment of California, who caused the judge- advocate of the Sopars 
ment to make an investigation. The investigation was had at Winne. 
mucca, and a report made on July 13, 1899. As by that time the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry was on its way across the Pacific, the investi- 

ation could only be of an ex e nature. The conclusions formu- 
ated by the judge-advyocate in his report are, inter alia, that the 
shooting of Deiss was not done with a service pistol, and that “the 
destruction of property and wounding of Christopher Wilhelm Deiss 
in ‘Bert’ Klucny’s saloon are due to the disorderly conduct and 
criminal actions of the enlisted men of Companies L and M, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry.” 


This report was forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the po 


July 15, 1899, indorsed: “*, * with recommendation that $25 
be stopped from officers and enlisted men of Companies L and M, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, and paid to Mr. C. W. Deiss, barkeeper of Bert 
Klucny’s saloon. 

“No recommendation for damages to Klueny's saloon should be made, 
as he declines to state his loss.” 

— the sum of $250 as compensation to Deiss was fixed upon is not 
stat 

The papers appear to have been referred to this. office and the then 
Judge-Advocate-General returned them on August 4, 1899, to the Ad- 
jutant-General, with a recommendation that roceedings be taken 
under the fifty-fourth article of war, in view of the decision of the De- 
partment in the Palmer case (1895, A. S. O., 28574), and . 
that the procedure established for such cases in General Orders, No. 34. 
Adjutant-General’s Office, 1868, be followed, and a board convened by 
the commanding general, Department of California, to assess the 
amount of dama ete., and that when assessed the amount be stopped 
against the guilty individuals or, if the Palmer case be taken as a 
precedent, against the organizations some members of which appear to 

ave committed the depredations. 

The matter now comes p under the letter of Senator NEWLANDS. 

This letter was referred to the headquarters of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry at Fort Niobrara, and from thence to various officers of the regl- 
ment having a knowledge of the case. From the ninth indorsement, 
by Col. A. H. Bowman, Twenty-fifth 8 returning the papers, we 
‘find that a board was conve on October 14, 1899, to consider evidence 
in the case, but that there is no record of the report of the board ever 
having passed through regimental headquarters. rom the recollections 
of Lieutenant Bates, who was recorder of the board, Colonel Bowman 
is informed that, owing to the members of the board being scattered in 
Luzon, it was impracticable to make up the proceedings, and no report 
was ever made. 

It is to be regretted that this board did not report, and it is sur- 
prising that, 2 been once formally detailed, the board was 
allowed to disregard its orders and drop out of sight. 

Over four years have elapsed since the occurrence at Winnemucca. 
The term of enlistment of over- man on the troop train has expired. 
The report of Captain O'Neil, enty-fifth Infantry, shows that there 
were but nineteen men in company M, Twenty-fifth Infantry, in May 
26, 1903, who were in the company on June 29, 1899, and that none of 
them were present during the trouble at Winnemucca. It is probable 
that a similar condition obtains in Coane 

Under these circumstances there seems to nothing that can be done 
looking toward “making reparation from the offenders’ pay.” 

It would be out of the question, in the absence of any identification 
of the actual culprits, to stop at this date an amount from the pay of 
the two companies Involved. 

It is recommended that Senator NEWLANDS be advised that there are 
no claims on file in the Dep 
topher Deiss, and that after considering the data available in the case 
it is not thought that anything can now be done by the Department 
looking toward granting compensation either to Mr. Klucny or to Mr. 
Deiss for what damage they may have suffered. 1 5 

. DAVIS, 


GEO. 
Judge-Advocate-General, 


JANUARY 17, 


artment made by Bert Kluenx or by Chris- 
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{Fifteenth indorsement.] 
Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
b Washington, July 27, 1903. 
Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War with report as directed 
on the first foid of this paper. 
W. P. HALL, 
Acting Adjutant-General. 


s FORT NIOBRARA, NEBR., April 30, 1903. 
The ADJUTANT TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Sin: In compliance with instructions from your office, I have the 
honor to submit the following report relative to the affair at Winne- 
mucca, Ney. The train bearing Companies L and M, akah In- 
fantry, and K, Twenty-fourth, 8 arrived at this town about dark 
June 29, 1899. The of officers, myself included, pro- 
ceeded to the nearest eat house for supper. uring the meal a 
eltizen et ered room and reported that the soldiers had wrecked 
a saloon an ot a man. 

All the officers Immediately left the room, and I proceeded at once 
to Be cars 3 by Company L, Twenty-fifth Infantry, which com- 
pan comman r; 

The men were in or about the cars, quiet and orderly ; the street was 
filled with citizens, and more or less excitement prevailed. In a few 
minutes the commanding officer ordered me to form my company. It 
was formed outside the car, roll called, all were present, and the men 
were Ily Inspected by several of the citizens, who claimed 
they could the men who had done the shooting. accompanied 
them, questioned the men, and gave all possible assistance to locate the 
guilty parties. eant Smith, an old soldier with an excellent reco 
was recognized as baving in the saloon. He admitted it; stat 
that he went there immediately upon the arrival of the train, sat at a 
table, had some beer, paid for it, and returned to his car, and was in 
the car when the discharge of firearms took place, and that he had no 
knowledge of the affair. is statements were corroborated and he was 
believed. His revolver and ammunition were examined. The revolver 
had not been fired and his ammunition was as issued. A private named 
Forter was also recognized as having been In the saloon. It was proved 
that he sat at the table with Se t Smith and that the beer he had 
was paid for. He also claimed to have left the saloon before the trouble 
and shooting began. Neither man could giye any information on the 
subject. Twice in the company was formed outside the car and 
carefull Inspected. No one could be identified as haying been mixed 

in the ‘air, and none of the alleged stolen articles were found. 
ah the men to whom revolvers had been issued were fallen in, their 
revolvers inspected by the sheriff and myself; none were found to have 
been fired and ali ammunition was as i Suddenly the search for 
the soldier who had fired the shot which had hit a citizen stopped and 
A gas begun for a sọldier who was said to haye stolen some four 
tles beer. 

A white recruit traveling in one of the cars occupied by Company 
L said he was in the saloon at the time, had seen the man take the 
beer, and could recognize him. The aa t was again 8 Ld 
the sheriff, myself, and the said recruit. e could not identify the al- 
leged thief. e were detained at Winnmucca some six hours. During 
the time men were quiet and 9 I asked repeated questions of 
the various men, all disclaimed any owledge or participation in the 
affair, and it was impossible to select any one as having enga, 
in the same. d not enter or go near the saloon in question and 
know nothing as to its condition at an; 
officer of Company L, Twenty-fifth Infantry, and being present at the 
time, it is only fair and just, both to myself and the men to reply to 
certain statements in the report of the judge- advocate, especially his 
“conclusions as to the facts,“ and which he states “of necessity rest 
upon ex parte information.” I am positive had he been present on the 
night in question he could never have arrived at some of his conclu- 


time. As the commanding 


sions, ompany L was not allowed to leave its coaches in a body, 
as might be inferred, page 4, said report. The companies were re- 
cruited to an unusual size, and it did not take many colored soldiers 


at about dark to give the Impression that the streets of Winnemucca 
were crow Fewer still, t said saloon was crowd room 
20 by 20, containing bar, table, and chairs. Company L was the first 
company to be 1 ed; when its inspection was over much surprise 
was e when it was learned that this was only one-third- the 
soldiers present. I never heard a probable estimate as to the number 
of soldiers in said saloon. When we reached Winnemucca the men had 
had their supper, the berths were made down, and I have always be- 
lieved that only a comparatively few men left the train. The im- 
proio should not prevail that men of Company K, Twenty-fourth In- 

try, were not allowed to leave the train at stations. I was present 
and saw them. 

All soldiers, so far as I observed, conducted themselves well on such 
occasions. It was a matter of talk in the officers’ car, between officers 
and civilians, that a sergeant ef this company was the only person 
found on the train whose revolver had been discharged, evidently some 
time before, said to have been at prairie after leaving Fort As- 
sinniboine, and which explanation was, I belfeve, satisfactory. If the 
statements of the noncommissioned officers of said company are to re- 
ceive such weight pi J. A's report), the statements of noncommis- 
sioned officers of the other companies present should receive equal 
weight. At the time and place I heard no statements made by the civ- 
ilians which relieved from suspicion one company more than another. 

The coaches occupied by Company L, Twenty-fifth Infantry, were in 
rear and nearly paces said saloon. When the shooting began it 
res abe — e asian cen = for W nag of the train 
o get on a nearest point, an s is pro ust what they did 
do, and then proceeded to their proper cars. ni 7 

If any statement was made to the judge-advocate which would give 
him the impression that the men of Company L had “ liberty to leave 
the train in any numbers whenever it stopped,” such information was 
decidedly ex parte and given with no knowledge on the subject, Com- 
pany L occupied two coaches, a noncommissioned officer in charge of 
each and a soldier on duty in each coach at all times. My orders 
were that no one could leave the train without permission of the first 
sergeant, that all must go through his car and out the rear door, which 
was next the officers’ car, where they would be the more likely to be 
observed in getting off and on the tra If conclusion third (p. 5, said 
report) was derived from this source of information, it was as unjust 
to me as to the men of the company. It is admitted that the soldiers 
did no shooting in the saloon. en it was suggested that others be 
searched, it was remarked that it was against the law to en re- 
volvers in Winnemucca. Had such a search been made and — 


found, it would not have been the first time that such a law had been 


found to have broken. 

The bullet extracted from the said Deiss was shown to officers in the 
car. There could be no possible doubt. It was not Government am- 
munition, neither was it fired from a Government revolver. Chris- 
e Deias was shot with a small-caliber revolver while standing in- 
side the saloon near the bar. Why soldiers armed with a Government re- 
velver, caliber .38, were so carefully inspected to find the who 
had fired this shot I did not understand. It certainly would not have 
been unreasonable to have inspected the bar and others connected there- 
with in the penp to locate party who had fired the shot. 

In conclusion, I have never ieved that soldiers did 
They had no motive. I have no doubt the bar was overtaxed, tha 
men were not being served fast enough and began helping themselv 
and that then measures were taken to clear the saloon. I think 1 


to locate the party who had 
fired the shot which might have killed the said Deiss was dropped, not 
to be again taken up, and a search begun for a soldier who was sa’ 
have stolen some four bottles of beer only tended to confirm my impres- 
sions and to infer that some of the citizens at least had their own 
doubts on the subject. 

Very respectfully, 


A. B. SHATTUCK, 
Captain and Quartermaster, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 


Fonr NIOBRARA, NEBR., May 26, 1903. 


The ADJUTANT TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 
Fort Niobrara, Nebr. 5 

Sin: I have carefully investigated this case. There are only nine- 
teen men in the company now who were in the company at that date; 
none of these were present at the disturbance, and eir statements 
are all from hearsay. The first sergeant of the company, Wyatt Huff- 
man, was then first sergeant of the com , and might be able to 
throw some light on the subject, but he ts on furlough and will not 
return until after the middle of June. 

I was not with the regiment at that time. 

Very respectfully, 
J. P. O'NEIL, 


Captain, Ticcnty-fifth Infantry, Commanding Company M. 


FORT NIOBRARA, NEBR., June 16, 1903. 
The ADJUTANT, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Sin: In compliance with seventh indorsement, I have the honor to 
submit the following statement regarding the disturbance at Winne- 
mucca, Nev., June 29, 1899. 

This affair happened so long ago that my memory is clear only as to 
certain prominent points, which are as follows: 

About dark on the evening of June 29 the train with Companies L 
and M, Twenty-fifth Infantry, en route to San Francisco, reac Winne- 
I was at that time adjutant of the Second Battalion, Twenty- 

. Shortly after the train stopped most, or may be all, of 
the officers went to a hotel a short distance from the station for sup- 

While we were eating a civilian came in and said that a soldier 

ad shot a civilian in a saloon near the station. The officers at once 
left the hotel and went to the train; when we reached there all the en- 
listed men who had left the train had returned, and all was quiet. 

I did not enter or examine the saloon, or see the man who had been 


shot. À 

The district attorney, with other oficials of the town, came to the 
train, and every assistance was given them to identify., if ble, the 
soldier or soldiers who, they claimed, were involved in shooting, 
The troops were turned out three or four times for their ins. ection, 
every soldier being present. Although several civilians cl to be 
able to recognize the soldiers who were guilty, they were unable to 


80. 

The bullet extracted from the man cho, it was claimed, was shot by 
a soldier proved on examination not to be a .38 caliber service bullet. 

The revolvers in the on of the men, upon inspection, showed 
no evidence of having been fired 1 L 

My opinion at the time was that, while there had been some sort of 
disturbance in the saloon, it was not proven that the shooting was donè 
by a soldier, nor did the evidence we could gather and an examination 
of the bullet even indicate strongly that such was the case. This 
opinion I have had no reason to change. 

To the best of my recollection the matter of guards and permitting 
men to leave cars at the stations was turned over to the company com- 
manders and by them, subject to the approval of the bat- 
talion commander. 

SAMUEL P. LYON, 


Very respectfully, 
S Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, August 19, 1903, 

My Dran Str: The Department duly received your letter of A 6 
last, inclosing two communications Teon Mr. Bert Klucny Station to 
claims of himself and Chris. Deiss for damages alleged to have been sus- 
tained at the hands of United States colored troops while passing 
through the town of Winnemucca, Nev., en route to the Philippines, 
and 8 if the said claims have ever been filed in the War Depart: 
ment; and if so, what disposition has been made of them. 

Replying thereto, I beg to inform you that nd such claims are on 
file in the ent, and, after considering the data available in the 
case, it is not thought that anything can now be done by the rt- 
ment toward granting compensation either to Mr. Klucny or to Mr. 


Deiss for what damage they may have suffered. 
The inclosures above ref to are returned herewith, as requested, 
Very respectfully, 


Assistant: See oF” 

Hon. Francis G. NEWLANDS, ant Secretary of War. 
United States Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I call attention to the report by George B. 


Davis, Judge-Advocate-General, on this subject; also a report 
by Capt. A. B. Shattuck, quartermaster of the Twenty-fifth 


Infantry at the time, and also a report of Capt. Samuel P. 
Lyon, captain of one of the companies. I want to read some of 
this. All this was omitted, Mr. President, for some reason, when 
we were given an account of the shooting at Winnemucca. We 
were given an account which showed that colored soldiers had 
done the shooting. Now, what does this say? Captain Shat- 
tuck in making a report on the subject, dated at Fort Niobrara, 
Nebr., April 30, 1903, says what I shall read. The regiment 
had gone to the Philippines and had returned when he was 
called upon for this report. 
FORT NIOBRARA, NEBE., April 30, 1903. 

Sin: In compliance with instructions from your office I have the 
honor to submit the following report relative to the affair at Winne- 
mucea, Ney. The train bearing Companies L and M, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, and K, Twenty-fourth Infantry, arrived at this town about 
dark June 29, 1899. The majority of the officers, myself included, 
proceeded to the nearest eating house for supper. During the meal a 
citizen entered the room and reported that the soldiers had wrecked a 
saloon and shot a man. 

All the officers immediately left the room, and I proceeded at once 
to the cars occupied by Company L, Twenty-fifth Infantry, which com- 
pany I commanded, 

e men were in or about the cars, quiet and orderly; the street 
was filled with citizens and more or less excitement prevailed. In a 
few minutes the commanding officer ordered me to form my company. 
It was formed outside the car, roll called, all were present, and the 
men were then carefully 7 by several of the citizens who 
claimed they- could identify the men who had done the shooting. I 
accompanied them, questioned the men, and gaye all possible assistance 
to locate tenguy parties. Sergeant Smith, an old soldier with an 
excellent record, was recognized as having been in the saloon, He ad- 
mitted it, stated that he went there immediately upon the arrival of 
the train, sat at a table, had some beer, paid for it, and returned to 
his car, and was in the car when the disc arge of firearms took place, 
and that he had no knowledge of the affair. His statements were 
corroborated, and he was believed. His revolver and ammunition were 
examined. The revolver had not been fired and his ammunition was 
as issued. A private named Porter was also recognized as having 
been in the saloon. It was proven that he sat at the table with Ser- 
geant Smith, and that the beer he had was paid for. He also claimed 
to have left the saloon before the trouble and shooting began. Neither 
man could give any information on the subject. Twice again the com- 
pany was formed outside the car 4nd carefully inspected. No one 
could be identified as having been mised up in the affair, and none of 
the alleged stolen articles were found. All the men to whom revolvers 
had been Issued were fallen in, their revolvers Inspected by the sheriff 
and myself; none were found to have been fired, and all ammunition 
was as Issued. Suddenly the search for the soldier who had fired the 
shot which had hit a citizen stopped and a new one begun for a soldier 
who was said to have stolen some four bottles of beer. A white re- 
cruit, traveling in one of the cars occupied by Com ao said he 
was in the saloon at the time, had seen the man take the beer, and 
could recognize him. The company was again inspected by the sherif, 
myself, and the said recruit. He could not identify the alleged thief. 
We were detained. at Winnemucca some six hours. 
men were goler and orderly. 


During the time 
men; all disclaimed an 


I asked repeated questions of the various 
knowledge or participation in the affair, and it 
was impossible to select anyone as hay been engaged in the same. 

I did not enter or go near the saloon in question, and know nothing 
as to its condition at any time. As the commanding officer of Com- 
pany L, Twenty-fifth Infantry, and being present at the time, it is 
only fair and just, both to myself and the men, to reply to certain 
statements in the report of the Judge-Adyocate, especially his con- 
clusions as to the facts,” and which he states “ of necessity rests upon 
ex parte information.” I am positive had he been present on the night 
in question he could never -have arrived at some of his conclusions. 
Company L was not allowed to leave its coaches in a body, as might 
be inferred (p. 4, said report). The companies were recruited to an 
unusual size, and it did not take many colored soldiers, at about dark, 
to give the impression that the streets of Winnemucca were crowded. 
Fewer still that said saloon was crowded—a room 20 by 20, contain- 
ing bar, table, and chairs. Company L was the first company to be 
inspected. When its inspection was over, much surprise was evinced 
when it was learned that this was only one-thi of the soldiers 

resent. I never heard a probable estimate as to the number of sol- 
Biers in said saloon. When we reached Winnemucca, the men had 
their supper, the berths were made down, and I have always believed 
that only a compara nyay few men left the train. The impression 
should not prevail that men of Company K, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
were not allowed to leave the train at station. I was present and saw 


em. 

All soldiers, so far as I observed, conducted themselves well on such 
occasions. It was a matter of talk in the officers’ car, between officers 
and civilians, that a sergeant of this company was the only person 
found on the train whose revolver had been discharged, evidently some 
time before, said to have been at prairie dogs after leaving Fort Assin- 
niboine, and which explanation was, I believe, satisfactory. If the 
statements of the noncommissioned officers of said company are to 
receive such weight (p. 4, J. A's report) the statements of noncom- 
missioned of the other companies present should receive equal weight. 
At the time and place I heard no statements made by the civilians 
which relieved from suspicion one company more than another, 

The coaches occupied by Company L, Twenty-fifth Infantry, were in 
rear and nearly opposite said saloon. When the shooting began, it 
would have been the most natural thing for those men off the train to 

t on at the nearest pona and this is probably just what they did 

o, and then proceeded to their proper cars. 


I have read all that with care, because it is all responsive to 
the charges that are made against these men in the Judge-Adyo- 
cate-General’s report, which has been sent ta us as though a cor- 
rect and undisputed account of what occurred. 

Now, passing over a sentence and coming to the point, he 
points out how the man who was wounded had the bullet ex- 
tracted from him, and says: 

The bullet extracted from the said Deiss was shown to officers in the 


ear. There could be no possible doubt. It was not Government ammu- 
nition, neither was it fired from a Government revolver. Christopher 
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Deiss was shot with a small caliber revolver while standing inside the 
saloon near the bar. 


So he goes on, Mr. President. I have read enough to show 
the nature of it. Captain Lyon sustains what Captain Shattuck 
says; every other officer who makes a report sustains him, and 
thus it is shown by this testimony that there is no reliance to be 
placed in the Judge-Advocate-General's report that was sent 
to us. 

Therefore, so far as Winnemucca is concerned, there was no 
shooting by any member of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, let alone 
by any member of either Company B, Company C, or Company D, 
neither of which companies was there. It is not for me to say 
why this important testimony was withheld when we were ask- 
ing for the history of these shooting affrays. ‘These helpless 
wards of the Nation were put in the attitude of having under- 
taken to murder a man on whose premises they had gone, with- 
out at the same time giving us this conclusive testimony to show 
they had not done any such thing. I make no comment; it is 
not necessary. 

I have shown that at Fort Sturgis, twenty-seven years ago, 
some men from Company H did shoot and kill a man in a raid- 
ing party. I have shown that at San Carlos some men of Com- 
pany © got into an affray of some kind, without guns or deadly 
weapons, and had a fight, in which the negroes got the better 
of some Indians. I haye shown that at Winnemucca, where it 
was undertaken by the records sent us to establish that they did 
some shooting, they did not do any shooting. I do not have to 
comment on it. It is not necessary. It speaks for itself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the state- 
ment he made a little while ago as erroneous in regard to all the 
men having been engaged in these shooting scrapes having been 
punished. Nothing has ever been done with those who killed a 
negro woman at Fort Niobrara. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am coming to that in a minute, to show 
you that they did not kill any negro woman at Fort Niobrara. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, in the name of common sense, what 
did the War Department mean by sending us all this stuff? 

Mr. FORAKER. That is what I want to know. I will 
show you what it is. That is what I am here for. I will show 
you what was done at Fort Niobrara in a minute. 

But next came a most deplorable shooting affray, that which 
occurred at Fort Bliss, at El Paso, Tex. There a member of 
Company A—not one of these three companies—a member of 
Company A of the Twenty-fifth Infantry was arrested and put 
in jail. His comrades wanted to bail him out. They would not 
accept bail. This is at page 352. His comrades went back to 
camp, 2 or 3 miles distant, and at midnight or later got away 
from the sergeant in charge of the gun racks the key, went to the 
gun racks and took out their guns, organized a raiding party 
of four or five men, marched back to the jail with axes and guns 
to liberate their comrade, and in the affray that resulted one 
of the soldiers was killed and one of the jailers was killed. 

Now, that was a crime without any excuse at all in law. I am 
not here to extenuate it. But, Mr. President, General McKib- 
ben, known to most Senators as one of the most splendid officers 
in the Army, made a report upon that, in which he showed 
there was great provocation. I do not cite that for the pur- 
pose of extenuating the crime, but simply that justice may be 
done, and that these men, who for forty years have stood faith- 
fully to the flag and the honor of their country, shall not, in 
addition to being denounced as guilty of this particular crime, 
be branded as a lot of cutthroats and brutal murderers, as 
shown by the records that are sent here. So much for that. 

Now, I come to the last, Fort Niobrara; and what about Fort 
Niobrara? This regiment was stationed there. Company B 
was there along with some other companies of the regiment. 
There was a place a mile and-a half distant from the reserva- 
tion where a drinking place was kept. About midnight some 
men fired into that place, wounded two people, one of them a 
colored soldier belonging to Company B, who was sitting there 
simply a guest in the establishment. Nobody but colored men 
went there. The country was full of cowboys. There is no 
testimony to this day who did it. The officer of the day in 
that case, on duty at the time, hearing the firing and getting a 
report that there had been an alleged shooting, at once posted 
extra pickets to detect anybody who might be returning to the 
camp, and had check roll call, and the guns inspected, and every 
soldier was there, and every man was there except only one 


yield 


white soldier from Company K of the Eleventh and two men out 


of the band. 
The place that was fired upon was a place that was fre- 
quented not by white people, but only by the soldiers of this 


1907. 
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command, and if it be an absurdity to think, as Senators have 
forcibly said it is, that the people of Brownsville could be 
charged with shooting up themselves, was it not also an ab- 
surdity to say that members of this colored regiment would go 
down and in a wanton way shoot up their comrades who were 
there at that place of entertainment? 

Now, that is all there is of this record. This bloody history, 
of which we have heard so much, consists of two shooting 
affrays, and only two, in which anybedy was killed, one at El 
Paso—utterly inexcusable; I do not pretend to extenuate it— 
and the other at Fort Sturgis, twenty-seven years ago, and in 
no one of these did any member of Company B or Company C 
or Company D take any part. The record of these companies, 
covering forty years, is without a blemish. 

Mr. President, that is not all. I have here an official con- 
gratulatory order issued to the Twenty-fifth Regiment at the 
close of the Spanish-American war. I will ask permission to 
put it in the Recorp in full. It is embodied in a newspaper 
article giving the history of the Twenty-fifth Regiment. It is 
about a column in length. I ask that the whole article be in- 
corporated in my remarks, including this official congratulatory 
order. I want to cite it simply to show that the order com- 
mences with a statement that for the first time in twenty-eight 
years the whole regiment had been assembled when the Spanish- 
American war commenced. For twenty-eight years they had 
been scattered over the country doing duty, a company here and 
another yonder, or a battalion „here and another yonder, per- 
haps. These units of organization had been as separate and 
distinct as though they were so many separate and distinct 
regiments. When the war came the whole regiment was brought 
together for the first time in that long period, and the record 
shows that no regiment that went to Cuba won more honor on 
the field of battle than did the Twenty-fifth Infantry, and no 
companies in the American Army have a clearer record or a 
more gallant and heroic record than Companies B, C, and D of 
that regiment. Not a man of either one of these companies, 
according to these reports, that are spoken of as a condemna- 
tion of the regiment had anything to do with any shooting affray. 
No one of them had anything to do with any disturbance of any 
kind except the few men of Company © who got into an alter- 
cation with some Indians, where there was no shooting at all, 
a thing that might happen with any white company and has hap- 
pened hundreds of times with white companies. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paper will 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

FACED BULLETS LIKE HEROES-—<OFFICIAL STORY OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH 

UNITED STATES INFANTRY AT EL CANEY—COLORED REGULARS PROVED 

THEIR VALOR UNDER A MURDEROUS FIRE—WAS IN THE NEAREST IN- 


TRENCHMENT TO SANTIAGO WHEN THE SURRENDER OF THE CITY WAS 
MADE. 


All the Army made history during the short Cuban war; but the 
colored regulars in three days practically revolutionized the sentiment 
of the country in regard to the colored soldier, and as a result more 


4 — 100 Afro-Americans are bearing commissions in the United States 
rmy. 

The entire colored contingent—the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry and the 
Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry—did well. It has n said 


by one who knows: “ Not a colored soldier 3 himself on Cuban 
soll.“ Indeed. the converse of this is practicaliy true. Every colored 
soldier honored himself. 

Withont desiring to take away one leaf or sprig from the laurels won 
p the other colored regiments, and with a full recognition of the valor 
of the entire Army, I invite attention to the following official story of 
the arpon of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry in the Cuban 
campaign : 

I may summarize in advance by saying that the Twenty-fifth was the 
first regiment to leave its home station, the first to into camp, was 
a part of the first 2 to Cuba, and the second to land, and had 
the honor of digging he intrenchments nearest to the enemy's line. In 

hysique and discipline it was so nearly perfect that only one man from 
ts ranks died on Cuban soil from climatic disease and only two from 
d of any sort. The men are mostly large, many of them being 
six-footers and weighing, when in good condition, 200 pounds and over, 
and the standard of intelligence among them and the language used are 
about up to what obtains in the Army generally. In — — 
drill, and general military knowledge and skill they have attained a 
high degree of efficiency, and, as a whole, are of excellent character and 


temper, 

The present regimental commander is Lieut. Col. A. S. Daggett, a 
highly accomplished officer, who rose to the rank of colonel in the civil 
war and was brevetted brigadier-general for gallant and meritorious 
services in the battle of the Wilderness. He came to the command of 
the regiment in Tampa but a few weeks before it embarked on the 
transports for Cuban shores. 

The story that I am now to 3 to the readers of the Herald is 
woven almost entirely from the official report and orders of Colonel Dag- 
gore who commanded the regiment most successfully through the fierce 
fight before Santiago. Anyone who saw the regiment as it passed the 
8 of the Second Massachusetts on its way to the present camp 
would have witnessed an open and cordial tribute to its valor. As these 
worn and dusty—and dusky—veterans swung by the cultivated, well- 
bred amateur warriors of chusetts the young heroes gave them 
such cheers and a piaua as soldiers seldom give. “They have a good 
feeling for us,” wal a sergeant of the Twenty-fifth to me. They think 

“They know we are soldiers,“ he re- 


you are soldi ” I remarked. 
plied. = 


The Twenty-fifth, with all the other colored regiments, is known as 
a band of fighters. 

The history of the*campaign of the Twenty-fifth is succinctly and 
eee ped in the following general orders published near Santiago, 
August 11, 8 > 

“Gathered from three different stations, many of you strangers to 
each other, you assembled as a regiment for the first t in more than 
twenty-eight years on May 7, 1898; at Tampa, Fla. There you en- 
deavored to solidify and propane yourselves, as far as the oppressiva 
weather would perai for the work that a to be before you. 
But who could have foretold the severity of t work? You endured 
the severe hardships of a long sea voyage, which no one who has not 
experienced it can appreciate. 

“ You then disembarked amid dangerous surroundings, and on land- 
ing were for the first time on hostile ground. You m ed under a 
tropical sun, carrying blanket roll, three days’ rations, and 100 rounds 
of ammunition, through rain and mud, Re of the time at night, sleep- 
ing on the wet ground without shelter, living part of the time on scant 
rations, even of bacon. hard bread, and coffee, until, on July 1, you 
arrived at El Caney. Here you took the battle formation and advanced 
to the stone fort more like veteran troops than troops who had never 
been under fire. 

“You again marched day and night, — only to dig four lines 
of intrenchments, the last being the nearest point to the enemy reached 
by any organization, when, still holding your rifles, within these in- 
trenchments, notice was received that Santiago and the Spanish army 
had surrendered. 

“ But commendable as the record cag be, the brightest hours of your 
lives were on the afternoon of July 1. Formed in battle array, you 
advanced to the stone fort against volleys therefrom, and rifle pits in 
front, and against a galling fire from blockhouses, the church tower, 
and the village on your left. You continued to advance skillfully and 
bravely, directed by the officers in immediate command, halting and de- 
livering such a cool and well-directed fire that the enemy was com- 
pelled to wave the white flag in token of surrender. 

“Seldom have troops been called upon to face a severer.fire, and 
never have they acquitted themselves better. 4 
“The regimental reserve was called upon to try its nerve by lying 

quiet under a galling fire withont returning it, where men were kill 
and wounded. This is a test of nerve which the firing line can not 
realize, and requires the e gered of bravery and endurance. 
You may well return to the United States proud of your eccomplish- 
ments, and if any ask what you have done, point him to El Caney.” 

The history of that part of the battle performed by the Twenty-fifth 
is further detailed by the regimental commander in official reports 
to his superiors. These reports and the orders just quoted from consti- 
tute the whole official literature on the subject, and hence the present 
story may be regarded as both authentic and exhaustive. 

According to Colonel Daggett's Cy aE the ment occupied the 
of a short reconstructed line, with the Fourth Infantry on its left. 
the right of the Twenty-fifth somewhere were about fifty Cubans, but 
the Lyme is that they did not help in the fight. 

The firing line cf the Twenty-fifth consisted of two companies—H and 
G. Company D was then ordered to deploy as flankers on the right. 
This battalion was commanded by Capt. W. S. Scott, and adyan in 
line with the Fourth Infantry, all being under fire, until within about 
500 yards of the fort. Here the line found cover, balted, and delivered 
an efective fire. At this point the Fourth Infantry was blocked by 
natural obstacles, and could make no further advance, but continued to 
pour a telling fire Into the fort. 

Colonel Daggett ordered an advance, which was quickly made by the 
Twenty-fifth, but in doing so it broke away from the Fourth, which 
was halted on its left, and thus separated itself from the brigade and 
exposed its left to a severe oblique, or nearly cross fire, from the vil- - 
lage and blockhouses which were on the left and a little in front of El 
Caner: Company C was then ordered to reenforce the left of the line, 
and Lieutenant Kinson’s company was called from the reserve to re- 
pen Company C in the line of support, thus making five companies in 
action. 

The battalion in this formation continued to advance from cover 
cover until it reached a point within 50 yards of the fort. Here ‘heen 
companies med so cool, steady, and sure a fire that a Spaniard could 
not show himself but he was . hit, and fifteen or twenty 
minutes before any other troops came up the enemy put out the white 


flag. 

The space, however, between the front of the Twenty-fifth and the 
fort was so swept by the cross fire from the church and blockhouses on 
the left that it was impossible for one of our officers to cross to re- 
ceive the surrender of the fort or for a Spanish officer to bring the 
tag to our lines. 

t the end of about twenty minutes one company of the Twelfth In- 
fantry, which had gotten round to a point where they were thoroughly 
screened from the fire of both the fort and the village, under protec- 
tion of the fire of the Twenty-fifth, entered the fort and received the 
surrender, which the bullets of the Twenty-fifth had brought about. 
Two of our men—Butler, of H Company, and J. H. Jones, of I Com- 
pany—entered the fort at the same time with the men of the Twelfth, 
and while an officer of that regiment received the white flag of sur- 
render, these two men seized the Spanish standard. They were imme- 
diately ordered to give it up by an officer of the Twelfth and obeyed, 
but before doing so they each tore a piece from the flag. One of these 
pieces I have seen and examined, and the man who has it I have known 
for years, and I do not hesitate to accept his story. The fact, indeed, 
is so well attested that it is embodied in official reports. 

The conduct of the regiment and the skill and courage of the com- 
manding officer, as well as of the company officers, were such as to 
elicit highest praise. From the regiment four sergeants have been 
promoted to commissions, and Lieutenant-Colonel Daggett has received 
most flattering mention, the whole action of the regiment being re- 
garded as especially brilliant. 4 

T. G. STEWARD, 
j Chaplain Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, one other thing. I 
said I was amazed at the spirit of ugliness toward these men 
which has cropped out. The shooting affray was in August last. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Before the Senator goes to a new sub- 
ject I should like to refer to the Winnemucca incident. I have 
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been absent from the Senate, and I am not familiar with this 
discussion. When the Senator alluded to the Winnemucca in- 
cident I sent for the record, and I find on page 340 a quotation 
from a newspaper article, to which the Senator referred, which 


may explain it. It is as follows: 


It developed this morning that had an inspection been made of every 
man on the train and his belongings the right soldier who did the 
shooting would have been located. It is conclusive that a Government 
revolver was not used, but a pistol of .38 caliber that one of the 
colored soldiers had stolen from J. Isola’s saloon at Carlin. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I went over that and said 
the newspaper article made statements which warranted the 
Judge-Advocate-General in making his report; but that it was 
an ex parte report, as to which the company had no representa- 
tion at all; that the charges were not established in any manner, 
and the statements of Captain Lyon and Captain Shattuck and 
the other officers of this company show conclusively that no 
such thing as that occurred. The newspaper article the Sena- 
tor refers to is, as I myself characterized it, bitterly hostile 
all the way through; it is sensational; it is a pretty good type 
of yellow journalism. 

Mr. President, since this shooting there have appeared many 
charges—I spoke here one day and the next day telegrams were 
sent from El Reno about an attack being made on Captain Mack- 
lin, that he had been attacked by a discharged soldier of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry. I saw in some quarters a statement to 
the effect that that was one of the first fruits of our under- 
taking to say a word in behalf of a hearing for these men. But 
that is of no consequence here. That is the story that went out. 
What is the truth about it? Everybody knows now that no 
discharged soldier of the Twenty-fifth Infantry had anything 
to do with it. 

Only a few days later, however, the newspapers were filled 
with sensational accounts of how a discharged soldier from the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry had crowded a Mrs. Clifford off the street 
with rudeness and with brutality, and went on to tell how ugly 
and vicious and mean these men were, all in keeping with the 
character which the Senator from South Carolina conceives 
from reading this record they had acquired, but now everybody 
knows that story has been exploded. The man who undertook 
to pass Mrs. Clifford while crossing the street was a porter on 
a Pullman car, who was rushing into a lunch house to get a 
sandwich, and had hurried out in order that he might get back 
before train time. No incivility whatever was intended, and 
there was no clashing except that which was accidental. 
` Then two or three days later there was a sensational account 
of how another discharged soldier of the Twenty-fifth Infantry 
had gone into a Chinese laundry, wantonly fired on the China- 
man who was in charge, and had shot him up. But in a few 
days after there came a refutation of that to the effect that it 
was not a soldier at all, but that it was somebody in the employ- 
ment of the railroad company who had rushed in there and had 
some kind of an altercation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. In regard to the shooting of Captain Macklin, 
I thought the man who did it had been arrested. 

Mr. FORAKER. A man has been arrested recently, but he is 
not a discharged soldier of any of these companies. 

Mr. LODGE. He was a soldier of Company A. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand he was, but he has not yet 
been tried, and I do not know whether or not he is guilty. He 
says he is not guilty. 

What I am talking about is the sensational account sent out. 
Everything that is done is attributed to these men, and at last 
we have a sensational account that there is a conspiracy among 
the discharged men to murder all the white officers of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry because these soldiers had been dis- 
charged. Now, that has been exploded. Major Penrose says 
that there is no truth whatever in the statement that such testi- 
mony has been developed or that anybody has any such thought, 
so far as he is aware. 

I mention all this, Mr. President, not for the purpose of en- 
gaging in a race controversy. or discussing the race question, 
but only for the purpose of admonishing Senators that if we 
are to investigate this matter with a view to establishing the 
facts let us .wait until the facts have been found. We are 
strong enough, and there is nobody concerned who is not brave 
enough, to have the truth known. If there is any class of peo- 
ple in this country to whom we should be just, to whose rights 
we should see to it that no injury is permitted, it is not only the 
soldier who is defending us, but it is especially the colored sol- 
dier, who is more helpless, possibly, before the law than any- 
body else, ; 


The Senator from Wisconsin asked yesterday what else was 
the President to do but to discharge these men. The President 
could not, he said, try them, because there was no evidence. 
No evidence! Mr. President, I haye heard of that as a reason 
many times for not trying men on charges of crime, but I never 
before heard of that as a reason why some other kind of punish- 
ment should be meted out to them. I read the other day from 
the language of the Supreme Court in the Milligan case, where 
the court say that to suspend or suppress or disregard the law 
upon the theory that there is some great exigency is always 
inexcusable and that it leads only to anarchy or despotisin. 
That is the language of the Supreme Court. 

I say, however, it is not the case, as I look at it, which the 
Senator presents. Assuming now, Mr. President, for the sake 
of argument, that the men of this battalion, to the number of 
sixteen or twenty, did do this shooting, does not every man 
know of necessity that the noncommissioned officers in charge 
of the quarters, that the noncommissioned officers in charge of 
the gun racks, that the sergeant on guard and the sentinel 
pacing up and down behind the wall would, of necessity, know 
who these men were? They would of necessity know, when the 
sixteen or twenty men marched out of quarters, whether they 
went out through the gate or jumped over the fence, and espe- 
cially would they know whether these sixteen or twenty men 
commenced firing inside the fort, inside the walls, on the prem- 
ises of the Government. 

If it be conclusively established, as we are told it is, that 
from sixteen to twenty of those men did this shooting, then is it 
not of necessity also established that these men to whom I refer 
had guilty knowledge ; that they were accessories before the fact, 
if they did not participate in it. In the nature of things it 
would be a human impossibility for those men to commence fir- 
ing, some of them from the barracks, we are told, some of them 
outside the barracks from the premises inside the walls, and 
then jump over the wall, start down street, shoot up the 
town for ten or fifteen minutes, and then rush back and pass 
through the guard and everybody else without detection. 

Mr. President, it appears that every man was in line when 
the roll was called; every man answered; and, not only that, 
but a line of guards was put behind the wall to intercept any- 
body who might come from the town, and all this in a very few 
minutes. 

But I am not going to discuss that. I am only now saying 
enough to show that if it was desired to establish the guilt of 
these men, it was an easy matter, if they were, in fact, guilty, 
to do it by simply ordering a trial, by simply following the 
directions of the law, and that is what at first the authorities 
started out to do. The civil authorities arrested thirteen of 
these men, twelve of them soldiers and one an ex-soldier who 
had been discharged but a few days before. The men arrested 
were the sergeant of the guard and the men who constituted 
the guard, the sentinels, the men who were in charge of the 
quarters, the men who held the keys to the gun racks, the men 
who, of necessity, would haye knowledge. If before a tribunal 
such as the law authorized when it provided that men subject 
to such charges should be tried by court-martial witnesses had 
been called, if there was any shooting done at all by anybody 
connected with the battalion, those were the very men who 
would have had a prima facie case against them upon eircum- 
stantial evidence of a character so strong that the President 
held it to be conclusive, and who would have been convicted, 
and the men who committed this great crime, if they committed 
it, would haye been brought to punishment and a punishment 
adequate would have been inflicted. 

But beyond suggesting that there was evidence to warrant 
the trial—far more evidence than many times is laid before a 
prosecuting attorney and a grand jury when an indictment is 
found charging a man with crime—beyond showing that there 
was that predicate for a trial, and that tliey were not allowed a 
trial, but were denied it; that by Executive order they were 
indicted, tried, convicted, and discharged without any one of 
them having a chance to be heard—I do not care to speak. That 
was, to my mind, under all the circumstances, without authority 
of law, or, if by authority of law, then a disgrace to the Amer- 
ican people. 

During the delivery of Mr. ForaKer’s speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio will sus- 
pend a moment while the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be laid 
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aside temporarily. Without objection, it is so ordered. The 
Senator from Ohio will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. ForaKer’s speech, 

Mr. LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARMACK, Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
to me? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I gave notice some time ago that I would 
to-day present resolutions commemorative of the life and char- 
acter of my late colleague, Senator Barre. If agreeable to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, I should like to present them now. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, I yield the floor to the Senator for 
that purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me to make a mo- 
tion? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to get a yote on the resolution 
unless somebody wants to speak. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, it will be remem- 
bered 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Atprico] has the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the ‘motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think it is due to the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. WHITE] that I should state what possibly 
he is himself reluctant to state, that he has given notice of a de- 
sire to address the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it not be equally convenient for the 
Senator from Maryland to speak on Monday next? 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I prefer to go on to-morrow 
if I shall not thereby interfere with any arrangements of the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not hear the reply of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WHYTE], 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Maryland stated that he 
would prefer to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I withdraw the motion. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR WILLIAM B. BATE. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, some time ago I gave notice 
that to-day I should ask the Senate to consider resolutions com- 
memorative of the life and character of my late colleague, Hon. 
WILLIAM B. Bate. I send the resolutions to the desk, and ask 
that they may be read. 

The. VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tions submitted by the senior Senator from Tennessee. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the 

death of Hon. WILLIAM B. Bare, late a Senator from the State of Ten- 
nessee. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to 
pay se tribute to his high character and distinguished public 
services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Tennessee. 
The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, it is with a feeling of pecul- 
iar tenderness and reverence that I approach the sad duty of 
this occasion. I was born within a mile of General Bare’s 
homestead, lived among his friends and neighbors, listened 
with rapt attention to stories of camp and conflict as they fell 
from the lips of the heroic veterans who were his followers and 
comrades in battle, and from my early boyhood was deeply im- 
bued with the spirit of personal devotion to him that prevailed 
among the people of his native county. In later years circum- 
stances brought us much together, and I became his personal 
friend and supporter in all his political contests. My personal 
knowledge of the man revealed inborn qualities which strength- 
ened my love for him and held it to the last; and the affection- 
ate relations that have existed and do exist between our fam- 
ilies are among the most precious blessings of life. 

Mr. President, if in youth one could be permitted to shape the 
end of his life he could not wish for it a happier termination 
than that which closed the mortal career of WILIA B. BATE. 


xXLI——80 


Full of years, full of fame, and full of honors he closed a life 
crowned with domestic peace and happiness, the esteem and con- 
fidence of his people, and that conscientiousness of duty faith- 
fully done, which more than all things else gives sweetness to 
life and takes bitterness from death. By the sternest code of 
honor he lived a life of rectitude. It is no exaggeration to say 
that neither to the right nor to the left, under whatever tempta- 
tion, throughout a long life, full of action, full of excitement, 
full of strivings and honorable ambitions, did he ever swerve by 
the breadth of a hair from the path of honor. In addition to all 
this, and higher and better than all this, the Christian’s faith 
and hope were his; so that his peaceful death, met with a calm 
and quiet resignation, was a fitting close to such a life, a happy 
realization of the prophet’s prayer, “ Let me die the death of 
the righteous, and let my last end be like his.” He died as one 
who knew that the gates of death were but the portals of immor- 
tal life. 

Wirtu1am B. Bare was born in the old blue-grass county of 
Sumner, a county still famed for the sterling character of its 
citizenship and the generous hospitality of its people. The 
world can not produce a nobler type of men and women than 
may there be found. They are worthy of the ancestry from 
whom they sprang. General Bare was the son of a Revolu- 
tionary soldier and came from the old pioneer stock who 
in the early history of the State invaded this region with ax 
and rifle to hew through the primeval forests a pathway 
for civilization. They were men of heroic heart and simple 
faith. A faith in God that knew no doubts or questionings gave 
them the fortitude to dare the terrors of the wilderness. On 
the frontiers of civilization, struggling with wild beasts: and 
with yet wilder men, they acquired the fundamental qualities 
that go to make the manners and the character of a gentleman— 
respect for one’s self and for others. General Bate was born 
near Old Bledsoes Lick and within sight of the old fort where 
the early settlers found protection while yet the white man had 
to make good his title to the land against his savage foe. Here 
he spent the years of his boyhood until—a fatherless lad—he de- 
termined to go forth alone to match himself against the world. 
Ile went first to Nashville and secured a place as clerk on a 
steamboat which plied between Nashville and New Orleans. 
The war with Mexico coming on, he enlisted in the latter city, 
joining a company of Louisianians, and went to Mexico. He 
served out his term of enlistment with the Louisiana troops and 
then joined a company from his own State which had arrived 
upon the scene of hostilities and was made first lieutenant. In 
this capacity he served to the end of the war. 

After his return from Mexico he soon entered upon the study 
of law, graduating from the Cumberland Law School, at Leba- 
non, Tenn. He did not have to wait for clients, but at once 
achieved marked success in his profession, being elected prose- 
cuting attorney for the district including the city of Nashville 
in the year 1854, just two years after he had been licensed as a 
practicing attorney. In 1856 he married Miss Julia Peete at 
Huntsville, Ala., the loving and faithful partner of his long and 
checkered life, who still survives him. It so happens that this 
day upon which we commemorate his life and services is the 
anniversary of the day of their happy union. 

General Bate early developed a taste for politics, and as a 
member of the legislature and Presidential elector on the Breck- 
inridge-Lane ticket he began his political career, a career which 
had already given promise of greatness when interrupted by 


‘the outbreak of the war of secession. 


Tennessee left the Union reluctantly and with sorrow. She 
had voted down the first proposal to leave the Union by an im- 
mense majority. But when the secession movement grew to 
such strength that war became inevitable, and she had to de- 
cide between the alternative of uniting her forces with or against 
her sister States of the South, she chose to abide the fortunes 
of the Southern Confederacy. Looking calmly back from this 
peaceful time to that stormy period, I am proud that she dared 
and suffered with the South. 

The martial, the military instinct in General Barg was 
strong, and his whole heart and soul was in the cause of the 
South. Neither then nor afterwards, to his dying day, did he 
ever question the justice of her cause or permit any man to do 
so in his presence without stern and emphatic rebuke. That 
cause had in him a friend who was faithful unto death and. be- 
yond the grave. 

He enlisted as a private in a company then forming at Gal- 
latin, was made its captain, and later was elected colonel of 
the regiment. In his eagerness to give his services on the field 
he promptly took his regiment to Virginia and commanded it in 
the battle of Bull Run. As its term of enlistment was about to 
expire, so thoroughly had the rank and file become imbued with 
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the spirit of their commander, when the proposal was made to 
them to enlist for the war the entire regiment stepped forward 
as one man. There was not one laggard in this regiment of 
Sumner County heroes. 

There was another conspicuous illustration of the spirit that 
prevailed in this regiment. . Because of the promptitude with 
which they had gone to the front, Colonel Bare had been per- 
mitted to select the army in which his regiment should serve, 
and he naturally selected the army of Tennessee. Upon the 
transfer being made, all the members of the regiment were given 
a sixty days’ furlough. Before this furlough had expired Albert 
Sidney Johnston made the movement which brought on the battle 
of Shiloh, and at the call of their colonel the members of this 
regiment voluntarily abandoned the ease and comfort of home, 
tore up their unexpired furloughs, and hastened to report for 
duty. For many of them it meant death or mutilating wounds, 
for this regiment was early in the battle and in the “ focal and 
foremost fire.” In a desperate charge Colonel Barz rode in the 
. very front of his regiment and cheered them toward the foe. 
While doing so he received a wound which shattered his leg, 
but he continued to lead his regiment onward until faintness 
from loss of blood caused the bridle reins to drop from his hands 
and until his horse was shot from under him. In that battle 
his brother and brother-in-law and a cousin were killed and 
another cousin severely wounded—five members of one family 
in one regiment weltering in their blood upon one battlefield. 

Colonel Bare lay for a long time in peril of death from his 
terrible wound. His surgeons decided that amputation was 
necessary, but it was characteristic of the man that he over- 
ruled the opinion of the surgeons and decided to take the chance 
of recovery without the loss of his limb. His decision meant 
that he would take all the chances of death rather than be- 
come unserviceable to his country in its hour of peril. He 
slowly recovered from his wound and was indeed badly crippled 
throughout the war. He returned to his command on crutches 
as a brigadier-general. 

He was so badly crippled that it was not believed that he 
would again be fit for duty in the field, and a movement sprang 
up to make him governor of the State to succeed Isham G. 
Harris, whose term was soon to expire. There is no doubt 
whatever that he could have been elected; but he promptly 
declared that he would accept no civil office, but would share 
all the perils of battle with his comrades unto the bitter end. 
He was afterwards twice wounded while yet so badly crippled 
from his former wound that he had to be lifted to his horse 
as he rode at the head of his command. He had three horses 
killed under him at Chickamauga, and everywhere and under 
all circumstances he exhibited that same spirit that won the 
name bestowed upon him in the official report of his division 
commander, General Stewart, at Chickamauga— The indomi- 
table.“ I shall not dwell upon the details of his military career. 
I need not do so—there are volumes of eulogy in the simple 
statement that he entered the army as a private soldier and 
left it as a major-general. From the hopeful beginning to the 
end of the sad but glorious chapter, when he surrendered the 
ragged, famished, battle-torn, heroic remnant of his command, 
it was the same story of a devotion that knew no weakness 
and a yalor that knew no fear. Upon his tombstone, and upon 
that of every Tennessean who followed him, may be written 
without flattery the characterization of Bayard—“ a knight 
without fear and without reproach.” 

When the war was over he returned to the practice of law, 
removing to the capital city of Nashville, and soon commanded 
an immense practice. He was especially successful in jury 
trials, and at the time when he became governor in 1882 his firm 
probably had the largest practice in the State. 

He was elected governor at a time when the refunding of the 
State debt followed as a result of the settlement which was an 
issue in this campaign. An incident in connection with this 
shows the extreme punctiliousness of his sense of duty. The law 
required that the new bonds issued should be signed by the 
governor. When it was proposed to prepare a stamp by which 
the facsimile of his signature might be placed upon the bonds 
he insisted upon an exact compliance with the letter of the law 
and of undergoing the immense physical labor and writing the 
signature upon each with his own hand. In all his career 
this. same nice and self-exacting sense of duty governed his 
-public and his private conduct. 

After his second term as governor came his election to the 
Senate. It was a battle of the Titans in which he then pre- 
valled. Intellectual giants like ex-Governor Marks and ex- 
Congressman John F. House contended with him in friendly and 
chivalrous rivalry, and yielded him the palm without bitterness 
as to a victor worthy of their steel. 


In politics he lived and died a Democrat—not simply in the 
sense that he supported the nominees of his party, but because 
he was a thorough believer in its great fundamental principles. 
Like the late Isham G. Harris he clung with tenacity to his 
party’s earliest creed and felt a sense of resentment for every 
deviation from the Jeffersonian principle of a strict construction 
of the Constitution. 

In his service here he was faithful, industrious, diligent, a 
close student of the business of the Senate, having a clear un- 
derstanding of the questions of the day, and when he chose to 
do so he presented his views with great ability, learning, and 
power. A speech on the tariff question in the early years of his 
service showed him to be a profound student of national taxa- 
tion, and his speech upon what, in our part of the country, was 
usually denominated the “force bill” was liberally quoted from 
one end of the land to the other. ; 

But above all other qualities, he bore among his associates 
here a reputation for honor and integrity that was without a 
stain. No suspicion of an unworthy motive was ever imputed 
to any act of his. No man here or elsewhere ever felt one mo- 
ment’s doubt as to the absolute rectitude of his intentions. 

It is a fact significant of the happy passing of old issues, of 
old passions and prejudices, that among the most deyoted 
friends he-had in this Chamber were those who wore the blue 
when he wore the gray, who fought under the Stars and Stripes 
when he fought under the stars and bars; with whom he con- 
tended for life and death in the awful shock of battle. There 
are no truer friends than those who have been honorable foes, 
and the handclasp that is made above the grave of kindred 
dead is neyer broken. Even as he loved and honored those who 
fought by his side he loved and honored those who confronted 
them. And while old associations, the memory of common sor- 
rows and of common sufferings, bound him as with hooks of steel 
to his comrades in arms, the story of that great war was to 
him a lesson of American prowess and American valor, which, 
united under a common flag, could withstand the world in arms. 

His intense devotion to the memory of the cause for which he 
had fought, and of the comrades who had died for that cause, 
might seem to the superficial inconsistent with heartfelt devotion 
to the Union; but you in this Chamber who fought on the other 
side, none of you ever questioned for one moment the loyalty to 
the Union of this battle-scarred old hero of the Confederacy. 
You loved and honored him for his very fidelity to those hal- 
lowed memories and hallowed graves. You, who like him, but 
on the opposing side, haye passed through the furnace of war 
know that he who can lightly forget what was once the cause 
of his country, the cause for which its women prayed, and for 
which its sons had died, could not be loyal to any country or 
faithful to any flag. You knew that he brought to the service 
of the whole country as faithful a devotion to duty as when 
fighting for the cause of the Confederacy on the red edge of bat- 
tle. The Confederacy had no braver knight than WILLIAM B. 
Bats when war was flagrant in the land; the Union has had no 
truer friend since the war clouds were lifted and the waiting 
sunlight came down to bless the land, which is the common 
hope, as it is the common heritage, of us all. His love for the 
Confederacy was but the faithfulness of memory to the noble 
dead—that lingering with uncovered head by the tomb of old 
comrades and fallen hopes which purifies and exalts the soul. 

Mr. President, it is true that “peace hath her victories no 
less renowned than war.” WILIA B. Bate was one of those 
who came back from the war, surveyed the scene of red ruin 
and blank desolation that overspread his country, and then with 
hearts resolute and undismayed faced the awful problems of 
that awful time. All the heroism displayed through four blaz- 
ing years of war pales into insignificance by the side of that 
story of patience, constancy, and fortitude which enabled a 
weaponless and uncaptained army of disfranchised citizens to 
win victory even from defeat. 

In private life General Batre was simple, plain, devoid of 
artifice or ostentation. Unusually blessed in his domestic rela- 
tions, he found his happiest hours around the family hearthstone 
and in the company of congenial friends; but in all the walks 
of life the same high courage and noble qualities which won 
him honor and fame in field, in forum, and in Senate were his. 
And when he came to meet the inevitable hour these qualities 
rose supreme and he blenched not when he stood face to face 
with the king of terrors. Over him the grave could win no 
victory and for him death had no sting. As in the ardor of his 
youthful prime he had faced death without a tremor, with all 
the courage of a soldier, so at the last he met death with all 
the fortitude of a Christian. At peace with his fellow-man, with 
his conscience, and his God, “he gave his honors to the world 
again, his blessed part to Heaven, and slept in peace.” 
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Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, we have halted on the forced 
march that is made necessary by the short and congested ses- 
sion of Congress, and we have called a truce to all dissension 
that we may pay tribute to the memory of one of our number 
whose name the Ruler of the Universe has stricken forever 
from the Senate roll and from the roll of life. The shadow of 
death marks the boundaries of man’s common country. By the 
reconciling grave we are one. 

WILLIAM BRIMAGE Bate was a soldier of his country before 
he became a man. He had just entered his fourth term of 
service in this body when he departed from us. Throughout 


his long and useful life he was an earnest and honest soldier. 


of the common good. 5 

At the close of his service he left behind him a clean, white 
record, which bears witness that through his life’s ceaseless 
struggle he was always “present for duty,” and that as God 
gave him to see that duty so he did it, whatever might befall. 

He had passed considerably beyond the period of threescore 
years and ten before he died—indeed, he was in his eightieth 
year—but his strength had remained equal to his tasks; and it 
is consoling to reflect that it was not in the valley of helpless- 
ness that he left us nor by the process of slow decay. 

No matter when death comes, so mighty is the change it is 
startling and sudden. 

No matter what the premonitions may be, and no matter 
howsoever we steel our hearts to meet the inevitable, the blow 
that shivers the life of one beloved and honored must lacerate 
the sensibilities and pall upon the affections. 

Although the shadow upon the dial marked the evening of his 
days, Senator Bare was here and took the oath of office for a 
new term on the 4th of March, 1905. 

I had stood by his side when he entered the Senate in 1887, 
and again was with him when he was sworn in the last time. 

Together we joined in the line of Senators that proceeded 
from this hall te witness the inauguration of President Roose- 
velt from the east front of the Capitol. As we passed out of the 
Chamber I said to him, “ General, I have seen you sworn into 
the Senate for four times, and I hope that you may long live and 
that I may have the pleasure of seeing you sworn in again;” 
but it was not so written. 

As we reached the throng pressing forward through the halls 
of the Capitol we became detached from each other and I never 
saw him more. A severe cold, contracted by the exposure to 
the piercing atmosphere of the inaugural occasion, brought on 
pneumonia, and soon the sad intelligence came that WILLIAM 
BRIMAGE BATE was no more. 

He was born in the blue-grass region of Tennessee, in Sumner 
County, as his colleague has recounted, in the midst of the scenes 
of the old Indian wars, near Bledsoes Lick, which is now 
known as Castalian Springs, in a section that abounds with 
incidents of the encounters between the hardy pioneers and the 
stubborn tribes of Indians who stood in their pathway. He 
sprung from that yeoman stock which loves the land and fights 
for it, and, plastic of mind and heart, he was full of the tradi- 
tions and legends which inspire manhood to high emprise. 
“Old Hickory” said, and he was of that region, that “the 
man who was*born and reared among these people deserved but 
io credit for being a gentleman or a soldier, for he could not 

elp it.” 

The blood of the pioneers of Virginia and North Carolina 
mingled in his veins. Tillage of the soil, the earliest and purest 
of ayocations, was theirs, They held the simple faith of the 
Baptists, and they looked on life as a real earnest and solemn 
matter, to be met by the best that was in them. 

When yet in his teens young Barn, with that spirit of adven- 
ture and desire to see the world which is apt to characterize the 
youth of our race, set out for New Orleans, having become a 
clerk on the steamer Saladin, plying between Nashyille and that 
city. 

The expansion of our race has never come from congestion at 
home. They have gone forth into all lands from that spirit of 
enterprise and love of romance and adventure which the Creator 
has implanted in their ambitious, strong, and aspiring blood. 

The Mexican war was on, and, joining a Louisiana command, 
the boy BATE, as a private soldier, with his musket on his 
shoulder, marched with it to the relief of Zachary Taylor on 
the border of Mexico. This service ended, he became first lieu- 
tenant of Company I, Third Tennessee Volunteers, was selected 
as its adjutant, and with it served until the conclusion of the 
Mexican war. 

From second clerk on a steamer and private in the ranks 
he rose by steady gradations to the foremost places in both 
peace and war. To glance at the positions in which he was 
placed by the confidence and trust of the people is as if to let 


the eye range over the rungs of the ascending ladder by which 
he climbed to eminence and renown. Private and lieutenant in 
the Mexican war, editor of the Tenth Legion, a Democratic 
journal, after the return to peace, and a member of the legisla- 
ture, and then came his settling down to the study of the legal 
profession in 1850, when he entered a law school in Lebanon, 
Tenn., graduating in 1852. 

Soon again he climbs upward. He became attorney-general 
for the judicial district which was composed of Sumner, Dayid- 
son, and Williamson counties, which include the city of Nash- 
ville, for six years. While holding this office he was nominated 
for Congress, but declined. In 1860 he was elector upon the 
Breckinridge ticket for the Presidency, but Tennessee stood 
slow and patient, as did my own State, upon the edge of war, 
and each of them gave their electoral vote to John Bell. 

In 1861, the lightnings of war flashed from the cloud of long 
dissension. It was the rear guard fight about an institution 
which perplexed the nations of the earth for countless ages 
past. Again he took his place at the bottom of the ladder, 
enlisting as a private of volunteers. He was elected captain 
of the company which became Company I, of the Second Ten- 
nessee, and later was elected colonel of the regiment. Brig- 
adier-general in 1862, major-general in 1863, corps commander 
of the remnant of a great command at the surrender, BATE 
made a name as a soldier, based upon facts which can never be 
confused or belittled, which places him in the front rank of just 
renown. 1 

In the conflicts of 1862-1864 he was wounded, first at Shiloh, 
in 1862, then at Hoovers Gap, in 1863, and then again at At- 
lanta, in 1864; and as the rings in the bark of a tree mark 
the years of its growth, so the years of his service were marked 
with scars upon his person. 

“ Indomitable Bate” was the characterization of him by 
Gen. A. P. Stewart, after the bloody battle of Missionary Ridge, 
in which three horses were killed under him. 

No hero of all that bloody strife more possessed the confi- 
dence of the soldiers whom he commanded and of the su- 
perior officers who commanded him. 

The war records make enduring pedestal for the statue of his 
fame, and whether they were composed by a soldier upon one 
side or the other they are in the main the embodiment of the 
truth. If neither of the armies which opposed each other had 
other chroniclers and commentators than those who fought 
against them, their great heroic characters and their fame would 
be permanently enshrined. . 

Some day Tennessee will raise his own figure on that pedestal, 
and it will some time stand in bronze in his beloved Tennessee, 
where it will not only attest the valor and devotion of the past, 
but be an inspiration to the youth of the volunteer State, which 
will “ keep the soldier firm and the statesman true.” 

I heard one of his captains, who was himself wounded at 
Shiloh, say that over the roll of the musketry could be heard 
the voice of Bate cheering on his soldiers. Presently one of his 
men said to him, Colonel Bare must be down, for I hear his 
voice no more.” So in truth it was; and soon near Shiloh 
Church lay five of his family near each other, three killed and 
two wounded, his brother, Capt. Humphrey. Bate, amongst the 
dead, himself amongst the stricken. 

But enough of war. Apart from the nobleness of sacrifice 
and the greatness of soul which the trials of war stimulated 
and brought forth, and, apart from the removal of the cause of 
strife, the best thing about the great conflict is that it is over 
and that it will come no more; but the brave and true of each 
side will be cherished as a people’s legacy, adding luster to the 
American name. 

When surrender came at Bentonville in 1865 Bare rode to 
the remnant of his old division, which stood in line, dismounted, 
hobbled on his crutches to his old brigade and regiment, 
and, when the order to stack arms was given for the last time, 
he stood amongst those with whom he had been a private 
soldier and from them departed as a private citizen once more. 
Napoleon taught that the officer must take his place with his 
soldiers in surrender, as in the battle. It needed no Napoleon 
to tell that to Batre. It is the instinct of such brave and honest 
spirits as was his. 

Now again he was at the bottom of the ladder, and again his 
ascent began. For seventeen years he sedulously practiced his 
profession, and rose to high rank and large practice. In 1875 
he came within one vote of being elected à Senator of the United 
States, and by the change of a single vote Andrew Johnson was 
chosen. 

In 1876 he was an elector at large on the Tilden ticket, and 
for a second time he bore the Democratic banner on the Federal 
field. In 1882 he became governor of Tennessee and was a sec- 
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ond time chosen. In 1887 he entered the United States Senate. 
His services here were diligent, constant, and unremitting. The 
greater part of a Senator’s work makes little noise and gets 
little notice. In the committee room and in council with col- 
leagues is worked out, for the most part, the legislation of the 
country. It is rare that a speech controls the action of this 
body. The wise suggestion at the proper time makes no record. 
The careful and precise study of details may become as potent 
as the underground wire that lights a city or that drives its 
engines and trains, but the eye gets no picture of it. But his 
services here were by no means confined to mere detail. He 
is regarded as practically the author of the Weather Bureau 
and the Signal Service in their present o ization. He was 
the author of the bill which ended the supervision of elections 
by the Federal Government, and his hand was seen and his 
influence felt in many of the good works which emanated from 
the committees on which he served and have passed into legis- 
lation. Though not a frequent speaker, he possessed ability 
and eloquence which were exemplified on pertinent occasions. 

Those who served with him for years in the Senate will 
never forget the great fight he made to prevent the removal of 
the Jackson statue from what is known as Lafayette square. 
His opposition to its removal was successful, although prepara- 
tion had already been made and in part completed to take away 
the equestrian statue of Jackson and put it on the corner of the 
square, instead of letting it stay as the centerpiece. No corner 
for Jackson, but the chief place, said Barre. So on the center of 
the square in front of the White House Old Hickory still rides 
erect his prancing steed, and because he had a champion of the 
stuff whereof he—the hero of New Orleans—was made. 

The combination of intelligence, sagacity, and courage, com- 
mingled with the many virtues that go to make up the gentle- 
man, the soldier, and the good citizen, came together in force of 
character in WILLIAM B. Barn and made him a foremost man. 
His heart was loyalty itself. He adhered to principles wherever 
they carried him. He would not compromise a creed nor give 
to expediency what belonged to conyiction. 

He respected the opinions of others and treated all with cour- 
tesy; and the courtesy which he freely bestowed he in turn 
exacted. - 

He seemed old fashioned in his strict ađherence to the ideals 
of his teachings and his convictions, and the ligbt and frivolous 
sometimes attributed to the stubbornness of his nature what was 
in truth only the clearness and tenacity of his faith. 

He was a man of simplicity and devoid of ostentation. He 
never spoke just to be heard of men, but only to carry to them a 
message which went forth from his heart and mind. Many of 
his speeches were notable for their careful and well-considered 
views and for the clearness and power. with which they were 
uttered. 

On festival and on memorial occasions, especially upon those 
that commemorated noble characters and great deeds, Senator 
Bate was frequently the welcome orator, and his addresses were 
marked by those truthful historical allusions, those worthy re- 
flections, and those beauties of poesy and eloqtence that gave 
instruction in the most attractive and pleasing garbs of ex- 
pression. . 

I can not take my seat, Mr. President, without adverting to 
the happy domestic life of Senator Barr. Fifty-one years 
ago he married Miss Peete, of Huntsville, Ala. Their union 
was blessed with children—all daughters—two of whom survive. 
His home was not only his castle, it was his temple, and those 
nearest and dearest to him were his constant thought. 

On one occasion, when on some public ceremonial a compli- 
ment was paid to Mrs. Bate, who had been his helpmate and 
companion for many years, the Senator recognized it and thus 
respected it: 

I thank you— 


He said to those who had paid this tribute to her he loved 
best— - 


I thank = for this compliment to my wife, and I challenge any man 
to have a better right to feel more kindly and lovingly to the beautiful 
and charming women of Alabama than I do. You will pardon the 
personality when I say that in the long ago—and it seems to me but 
yesterday—it was in the beautiful little city of Huntsville, Ala., nestling 
at the foot of Monte Sano, overlooking a valley that smiled with de- 
light, that I was given, under a wreath of orange blossoms, one of the 
loveliest of all the sweet ie flowers that grew and bloomed in that 
refined and cultivated social garden. She has been for more than forty 
years my companion and comfort—through war and peace, through weal 
and woe, through good and evil fortune—and although she has gone into 
motherhood and grandmotherhood, still she is my cheerful com ion 
and my faithful comforter. So I feel that I can 3 wi im 
punity the right of any man who was not born under Ala 8 * 
ee e eee e - 


There is an ancient adage which says “ every man is the child 
of his own works.” So obviously was WILLIAM BRIMAGE BATE., 
He was a matter-of-fact man, and he built himself from the 
ground. He dreamed no dreams of frenzied fancy; he saw 
no visions; he owned no castles in Spain, and took no stock in 
Utopia. Nevertheless, the spirit of poesy and the charm of ro- 
mance were in his heart, and there, too, was the fountain of 
that natural eloquence which flowed forth when the true spring 
was touched, i 

There was nothing dim and there was nothing doubtful about 
him. He stood foursquare to all the winds that blew. His 
people looked upon his works, and they saw that they were good. 
They felt the beat of his strong true heart and the warm grasp 
of his honest hand. They knew him, and their constancy was 
but the reflected image of his own constancy to them. 

I had the honor to be among those who bore his body back to 
Nashville, and stood and saw it laid again in his native soil. 
The vast outpouring of the people was impressive. But nothing 
was more impressive than the gray line of his old Confederate 
comrades that followed his hearse and fired the last salute over 
his grave. Some of them were yet sturdy and strong, some 
wrinkled and haggard with life’s accumulated burdens, some as 
gray haired as the coats they wore. But all of them were of 
one mind of approyal and of one heart in the spirit of love for 
the dead hero who rode in their front in battle, and in their 
front at the last received the bolt of fate. There we laid him 
in the dust at the bottom of life’s ladder. There he rests in 
the abiding honor and affection of the people of Tennessee. 
Nor will Tennessee alone remember him. He served the whole 
American people as a worthy Senator and as a patriotic citizen. 

He who considers his history sees he not also another ladder 
rising in the vision of immortality, its foot resting on the earth, 
its summit disappearing from mortal ken in the heavens? 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, while the thirteen colonies 
were struggling to secure their independence from Great Brit- 
ain, there was a small band of determined and hardy frontiers- 
men of the Carolinas and Virginia who pressed westward over 
the spurs of the Allegheny Mountains into the valleys of the 
Cumberland, the Tennessee, and the Ohio, and wrested the same 
from the cruel, crafty, and indolent savages who roamed through 
the wilderness, a terror and a menace to the settlers on the 
frontier. These frontiersmen wrought their impress upon the 
revolutionary struggle, directly and at a most critical time, at 
King’s Mountain, and indirectly by repressing to a large extent 
throughout the unequal struggle the bloody aggressions of the 
savage allies of Great Britain. But the greatest result of their 
task was this: That at the conclusion of the war they fur- 
nished the colonies the basis and ground for claiming and ac- 
quiring that fertile and vast expanse of country between the 
Allegheniés and the Mississippi River. And thus the heroic 
struggles of these brave men inured in the fullest sense to the 
great advantage and glory of the entire nation. 

These men were preeminently, both intuitively and by train- 
ing, a race of warriors and State builders. What they con- 
quered and subdued with the rifie and the ax, they knew how to 
organize, maintain, and govern conformable to the principles of 
free government. 

From the very loins of this race, as its best type and possessed 
of all the virile courage and vigor of it, came Senator BATE, our 
coworker and associate for many years in this body. He died in 
the seyenty-ninth year of his age, at peace with ail the world, 
after a most eventful and fruitful life such as falls to the lot of 
but few men. He was a veteran in the public service and had 
been a veteran in both war and peace. I can not enter into the 
details of his long life apd varied career. Those who stand 
nearer to him than I are better qualified for this task. I 
can only give my impression of him as I saw him, heard him, 
and knew him. 

He was one of the bravest men that ever lived. This he at- 
tested on many a bloody field of battle and in many a civie 
strife and controversy, but his bravery was of the higher order, 
a moral and intellectual bravery, based on principle and con- 
viction, and not of the grosser kind, the mere bravery of the 
bully. He was always brave in the performance and execution 
of what he conceived to be his duty, of what he deemed right 
and just, never evading or shirking a burden or responsibility, 
neyer faltering, however great the odds. But he was a gladi- 
ator of the noblest type, scorning to take a mean or underhanded 
advantage of his adversaries, manly and forbearing at all times 
and under all circumstances. He had no patience for shams or 
mere glamor of any kind; he could always distinguish, in man 
or measure, the counterfeit, however much embellished, from 
the real and substantial. He had no tolerance for the former, 
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but was always ready and swift to embrace the latter. Like 
all brave men of the higher type, he was gentle, kind, and sym- 
pathetie th all spheres and walks of life and in all the varied 
and trying affairs of life. That air of arrogant loftiness and 
supreme self-sufficiency, which tokens the vain, the blood or 
the purse proud man, was utterly foreign to his nature and 
make-up. He gauged men at their real measure and worth, 
and on that level be was always ready to meet them. There 
never was a more modest man than he in military or civic life. 
What he wrought on the bloody fields of battle or in the realm 
of the civil service of his State and country he left others to 
tell and extol. He preferred to be measured by his deeds 
rather than by his words. Men of action are, as a rule, brief 
and modest in speech, and are content with results rather than 
mere praise. 

As a member of this body he was one of its most useful mem- 
bers, faithful in attendance, both in session and in committee. 
He never shirked, but was always ready to bear his full share 
of the drudgery of legislation—that drudgery so essential but 
often little noted by the public at large. He did not belong to 
that school of legislators who are content and feel that they 
have done their whole duty if they deliver one or two set 
speeches during the session. While he was not a prolific de- 
bater, yet he never abstained from discussing a measure of im- 
portance that he felt called upon to support or oppose, and his 
discussion was always instructive, clear, and to the merits. 
He never spoke for the mere sake of speaking—for mere ora- 
torical display. He was always in earnest, and when he spoke 
he spoke to pass or defeat a measure. He never supported or 
opposed a measure for the mere purpose of courting popularity. 
His attitude was governed by what he conceived to be right and 
just in the premises. In other words, it was always a matter 
of principle with him. 

His environment and training had been such that on all con- 
stitutional questions he belonged to the so-called “school of 
strict constructionists ”—strict in measuring the rights of the 
Federal Government, but liberal in measuring the rights of the 
States. And in this he was the child of his age, his State, and 
his surroundings. Our system of government is such that from 
the very beginning it bred and evoked two schools of constitu- 
tional construction, the one tending to fortify the Federal and 
the other to fortify the State power. And whatever else may be 
said on the subject, all fair-minded men, I think, will concede 
that the one school is a valuable check and restraint upon the 
exuberance of the other, and that between the ‘contentions of 
the two the people, who have given their power of attorney to 
the Federal Government for national and Federal purposes and 
to the State government for local and State purposes, will ulti- 
mately secure and maintain that equilibrium of double power 
and double purpose which is the mainspring and the glory of our 
wonderful Federal system. 

Senator Bare died faithful and loyal to our flag and to the 
best interests of our country. Its welfare was foremost and 
uppermost in his love and affection. He was one of its brave. 
faithful, and trusty legislative sentinels, on duty when he 
passed away. His countersign in his last moments was “the 
Union now and forever.” Tennessee never had a more honest, 
more faithful, and more zealous representative in the United 
States Senate, and we, his colleagues, had in him a Senator who 
was always on duty, always at the laboring oar. His task and 
his mission on earth is ended. He did not live in vain; he 
wrought much for the good of our country and for the cause of 
our common humanity. He was a Senator of the United States 
in the fullest sense of the term, and the recording angel will 
enter him as a braye, upright, and faithful man, and as a public 
seryant who bore the burdens of life fearlessly and heroically 
to the last. 


Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, WILLIAM BRIMAGE Bate’s 
career was eventful. His strong personality gave evidence of 
conflict and victories. It was stamped in every lineament of 
his face and expressed itself in his every motion. He was not 
born to remain an idle spectator amidst stirring events nor to 
participate in them merely content with duties simply per- 
formed, but to be the controlling spirit and leader. As a boy 
he was on the Mississippi River, and caught inspiration from 
that mighty stream. The rough experience of life on that river 
has educated hardy, strong men, with strong intellects, indom- 
itable will and courage, making a perfect type of true and vig- 
orous manhood. Leaving this river, with its strong impres- 
sions upon him, he became the boy hero of the Mexican war. 
This experience carried him to the Tennessee legislature in 
young manhood, where he was distinguished. Hardly stopping 


for rest or recreation, he entered upon the practice of the law, | 


mastered this intricate science, and soon became eminent, and 
was elected attorney-general of the Nashville district, in which 
office he served six years. During his incumbency of this office 
he was nominated for Congress, but declined this high honor. 
His entry into politics was brilliant, but was stopped for the 
moment by the civil war. But his activity did not cease. 

With his experience in war and civil life and the high posi- 
tion he occupied, he would have been justified in demanding 
high military rank, but, having self-confidence and measuring 
his ability, he knew that opportunity alone was wanting for 
advancement. Therefore he entered the Confederate army as 
a private, but rapidly ascended to captain, colonel, brigadier 
and major general. He literally fought his way to supremacy. 
He was always to the front and three times dangerously 
wounded while in the lead. What a record for a soldier! What 
nation would not be proud of such and crown him with all the 
honors it could bestow! 

Here he could have rested, having achieved all the fame and 
glory to satisfy the most ambitious. But his ambition was 
associated with duty to his unfortunate countrymen. He still 
fought for their deliverance from an infamous, hell-born des- 
potism and again became active in political life. His people 
appreciated his unselfish patriotism and the sacrifice made in 
their behalf, and twice placed him in the executive office of 
his State. He made a great governor, ranking among the 
best, and his efforts were untiring to reduce taxation and to 
give the people a clean and economical administration. He suc- 
ceeded and was rewarded by a seat in this honorable body. 
His history here is well known, and laws enacted during his 
several terms in the Senate bear the impress of his genius. 
Those who served with him know his ability, the grandeur of 
his character, and the services he rendered to the nation. 

Worst to be endured than all that he had yet encountered was 
the tyranny and fetters fastened upon him and his people 
after the cessation of hostilities between the States, the being 
buried while yet alive, to the sad condition of his people. He 
fought and battled for right while thus fettered and buried. 
He used every energy of his being to cast aside the trammels 
and to burst from the cerements of that tomb and take his 
place in the van of his countrymen, struggling for liberty—aye, 
for life itself. He carried them on in accelerated progress, in 
improvement in government, and in material things, which pros- 
trated to the dust the puny obstacles of legislative, judicial, and 
executive tyranny. 

It can safely be asserted that no conditions such as followed 
the close of the civil war can ever be renewed in this country. 
Bad men, vicious men, can no longer obtain sway over a people 
ignorant and easily led by interested advisers acting for their 
own selfish ends. That terrible departure from justice which 
marked the period of reconstruction has taught a lesson that it 
is unsafe to depart from the sacred rule of civil polity not to 
bestow power where there is no effective and individual re- 
sponsibility. 

His great energy and ability when thus freed strove to defeat 
the cunning and sordid plots of monopolists. When he thus 
entered political tife he was free, no longer the slave of a fanat- 
ical party, no longer at the mercy of designing and intriguing 
politicians who planned and plotted for the disfranchisement of 
honest and brave men of the South. He had attained that 
position, and on this vantage ground, after his entrance into the 
Senate, he struggled for honest government, a government not 
of promises, but of actual accomplishments. He rejoiced in the 
prospect of good government, in the progress of trade, of private 
and political virtue, and the attainment of national prosperity 
in the restoration of the people's rights. In peace he won 
laurels more imperishable than those which crowned him in 
war. His achievements here and his fame belong to the nation. 
He did well and nobly his appointed task in life, and he now 
rests from his labors and sleeps under the simple, but not in- 
glorious epitaph commemorating “One in whom mankind lost 
a friend and no man got rid of an enemy.” 

He had no irritability of temper and was not impatient of 
contradiction, but on subjects he had mastered and on which 
he held strong opinions he was tenacious. He comprehended 
all subjects of legislation and had the rare faculty of master- 
ing all details and combining them with general views of the 
whole subject-matter, thus availing himself of all that specula- 
tion presents and experience affords to correct the results of 
general reasoning. 

His orations were clear and logical, eloquent and classical: 
“The first ereditor of every people is the plow, and upon the 
furrows which it turns reposes the great mass of national 
wealth.” Such sentences of classical inspiration are frequently 
met in his addresses.. His physique was strong and vigorous, 
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enabling him to endure the severest strains of mental labor. 
His faculties were strong and coordinate, enabling him to con- 
centrate them with force and vigor to accomplish his purposes. 
With such physical, moral, and intellectual force he readily 
achieved the highest distinction as jurist, soldier, and states- 


man. To follow him in all his efforts in acquiring the highest 
honors would be to review the jurisprudence of his State and 
the history of the battles of two wars and the conflict for politi- 
cal mastery in Tennessee. In all this conflict and endeavor his 
was the master mind. He pressed forward to success and vic- 
tory with character unsullied and not a yoice raised in detrac- 
tion. His achievements were in a State which in every crisis 
of her history deyeloped great men, whether in the forum or in 
the field. To meet and to successfully compete with such men 
great qualities in manhood and intellect were required. 

His character was a grand one in its integrity, its honesty, 
and its purity. He had a lofty disdain for all that was low 
and mean. There was no shadow of fanaticism to cloud his 
character or to disturb his judgment. He was in public and in 
private life a person of the purest morals, and his indignation 
was aroused by profligacy or groveling baseness. His nature 
was kind and affectionate and true, and there was never a more 
steady or sincerer friend, 

He had approached the evening of life. For him the sun twas 
sinking beneath the horizon, and the shadows were gathering 
fast around him. They enveloped him in final embrace, it may 
be said, in this Chamber, and when the light went out it was 
amid the scenes of his labors and in the last discharge of duty. 


Mr. CLARK of Montana. Mr. President, to haye been re- 
quested by the near friends of the late Senator BATE to say a 
few words on this occasion is a privilege and honor which I 
deeply appreciate. 

It was my good fortune for several years before his demise to 
be seated next to him in this Chamber and to exchange with him 
the glad morning greetings which his kindly heart always 
prompted. We had frequent conversations and discussed freely 
the various pending questions of importance with which the 
Senate was occupied from time to time; and oftentimes, 
although not inclined to be communicative as to himself, I drew 
from him many very interesting reminiscences of his eventful life. 

No member of this body was more punctual in attendance than 
he. Nothing but the most serious illness of himself or family 
prevented his presence here, and uniformly in time for the 
prayers of the Chaplain, for which he manifested the greatest 
reverence and respect. I am glad to acknowledge my deep sense 
of obligation and gratitude to him for wise counsel and advice 
always cheerfully given, and above all, for his kindly acts and 
words, which so deeply endeared me toward him. 

The fatal iliness which carried him away so suddenly was con- 
tracted on the-platform at the east front of the Capitol, where 
he participated in the Inaugural ceremonies of the President. 
So violent was the attack that ended this noble life that outside 
of his family and intimate friends few people were aware of his 
illness until the sad news of his death was announced. I recall 
the sad incident where at my own home, at a formal dinner 
party at which he was to have been the guest of honor, while 
waiting for his arrival the first tidings of his serious illness 
came unexpectedly to all present and cast a gloom upon the 
festivities of the occasion. 

We all recollect the sad and impressive funeral ceremonies 
which took place in this Chamber. The universal expressions 
of sorrow from all present denoted the confidence, respect, and 
love which dwelt in the minds and hearts of all who knew him. 
He was so unostentatious that it required an intimate knowl- 
edge of the man to know and appreciate his noble impulses and 
sterling qualities. To him anything suggestive of insincerity, 
duplicity, or mendacity was abominable. Purity of thought and 
speech was characteristic of his daily intercourse with his 
fellow-men. He led the life of a Christian, in all respects cor- 
rect and consistent, and in his social life he was most genial, 
‘companionable, and hospitable. He was never so happy as 
when surrounded by his family and intimate friends; he and 
his charming wife, whom all who know her respect and love, 
dispensed so royally the well-known hospitality of their home. 

In the committees on which he served he was distinguished 
for prompt attendance and diligent study of all the questions 
presented for consideration and intelligent discussion of the 
same. His fearless defense and advocacy of what he conceived 
to be right, his unflinching integrity of purpose and action, were 
known to all with whom he came in contact. In his advocacy 
of any question and presentation of argument he was always 
clear and forceful. As minority leader in opposition to the bill 
pending for the joint statehood of Arizona and New Mexico he 


made a remarkable record, which clearly established his ability 
to cope with the most adroit masters of parliamentary practice. 
His speech in that memorable contest was a masterful effort, 
and its peroration, brilliant and patriotic, was accorded the 
highest acclamation and praise. The defeat of the measure, 
largely due to his able efforts, was one of the greatest triumphs 
in his political life. 

In review of the wonderful achievements of the great. char- 
acter whose memory we revere and honor to-day we are car- 
ried back to the events embracing a period of nearly half a 
century, when he took an active part in the thrilling events of 
the civil war. This was not his first military experience. When 
only a boy, acting as a clerk on a steamboat, he enlisted in a 
Louisiana company and served with distinction in the war with 
Mexico, where, for gallant service, he was promoted to a 
lieutenancy. Upon the close of the war he returned to Ten- 
nessee and embarked first in the field of journalism, then studied 
law and entered the political arena, and the day following the 
firing on Fort Sumter found him enlisting as a private in Com- 
pany I, Second Tennessee Infantry. I leaye to others more 
familiar with his life and more capable of eloquently describing 
his military career that interesting and delightful theme. His 
rapid rise and promotion for gallantry and bravery from a pri- 
vate to a major-generalship; the story of his almost constant 
engagement in battle throughout the entire period of the war; 
his frequent wounds and narrow escapes, having had three 
horses killed under him in one battle; his persistence in fighting 
when physically disabled; his reluctance to yield at last when 
the cause so dear to his heart was absolutely hopeless—all 
comprise a record of Spartan yalor and heroism that is unsur- 
passed, if not unparalleled, in the world’s most famous con- 
tests, and can not fail to elicit the most profound admiration of 
all who will read it. 

The people of his State recognized his ability, his patriotism 
and devotion to their interests, and honored him twice with an 
election as chief executive of the State, and four times they 
honored him with election to the United States Senate. All 
these honors were richly deserved, and the State of Tennessee 
proudly and gratefully bestowed them in recognition of the 
splendid achievements and valorous service of her noble son; 
WILLIAM BRIMAGE Bare, the loyal citizen, the brilliant soldier, 
the honored statesman. ; 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I dread to mar, as I know I 
shall by unstudied speech, the uniform beauty and appropriate- 
ness of the addresses which have been delivered here in tribute 
to the memory of Senator Bate. But I dread more, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the inference which might be drawn from my silence that 
I am indifferent to the memory of one for whom I had profound 
respect and sincere friendship. 

I served long with Senator Batre. I came to know him well 
and to greatly esteem him as the possessor of all the essential 
qualities of genuine manhood. I haye heard more in detail to- 
day of his career than I had known. Nothing which has been 
said here of his surpassing devotion and gallantry on fields of 
battle has surprised me. From my knowledge of him he could 
not have been better called by any other name than “The 
Indomitable BATE.” 

I never knew a man, Mr. President, with a finer sense of 
fealty to the demands of duty, great and small, than charac- 
terized Senator Bate. He was not only of exceptional physical 
courage, but of exceptional intrepidity of soul. Brusque some- 
times, sturdy, strong fibered, educated in a school of life 
which develops strength of character and manhood, he pos- 
sessed with all his strength and firmness and bluntness not 
only courtesy—the courtesy of the gentleman of the old school, 
to use a phrase which means much, for there is no finer gentle- 
man in the world than the gentleman of the old school—but he 
was withal a man of great tenderness, as are all manly men. 


The bravest are the tenderest, 
The loving are the daring. 


His sympathies were easily aroused, and no man resented 
more instantly and with greater spirit the perpetration of a 
wrohg upon man, woman, or child than did he. 

If I were to name the element in him which more than all 
things else impressed me, it was an ever-present sense of 
duty. It is impossible to conceive of the slightest conscious fail- 
ure in the performance of any duty, public, private, or social, 
in Senator Bate’s life. 

Mr. President, he loved with inexpressible strength the Com- 
monwealth of Tennessee and her people. He had been brought 
up in a school of thought and in an environment entirely dif- 
ferent in many ways from that in which my youth and early 
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manhood were cast. Not unnaturally he belonged to a school 
which construed the Constitution so as to enlarge the rights of 
the States and to minimize what I thought were the powers 
and rights of the General Government. He was not to be criti- 
cised by me for that, nor would he criticise me for that, for I 
never met a man more tolerant of honest differences of opinion, 
tolerant of weakness in friend and in foe, but tolerant never 
of meanness and littleness in anyone. He offered his life— 
and that is the most that any man can offer—many times for a 
cause in which he believed and in which I did not believe. 

But, Mr. President, with all his strength of comradeship and 
of associations, with his firmness of conviction, apologizing for 
nothing, repenting of nothing, when he, standing at that desk, 
took the oath of a Senator, no man who ever has taken it and 
no man who ever will take it can take it with a stronger, holier 
purpose to serve in every way to his uttermost the Government 
of the United States than did he. 

He was utterly indifferent to his own comfort, sometimes in- 
different to his own. health and safety, in the discharge of 
Senatorial duties relatively trifling, because they were duties, 
and he regarded no duty as trifling. He did not look, with all 
his splendid career behind bim, upon the National Government 
from any standpoint of restriction in power other than that 
which he found and which many of us find in the Constitution, 
which he had sworn to support. 

Mr. President, he stood for the rights of the States; he stood 
for the rights of the National Government. He stood for 
larger powers in the National Government than he would have 
done thirty years ago, as I now stand stronger for the rights 
of the States than I would have done thirty years ago. He 
knew that the National Government was created by the States; 
that every power which it possesses was surrendered by the 
States; that it possesses none except those which expressly 
or by implication were surrendered by the States, and that all 
the powers which the States did not surrender the States with- 
held and still possess. 

He could not, without being a great man, Mr. President, have 
carved out for himself the career which he did in professional, 
in military, and in public life—a career which won him the 
love and admiration of his State and of the South and the 
unfeigned respect and regard of the people of the North. I 
have never allowed this aisle—nor do any of us in the discharge 
of public duty or in judgment of each other—to exist; and 
I heard the news of the illness and death of Senator Bare with 
the keenest sorrow. 

Mx. President, this may be said of him, that when he breathed 
his last—and happily, he was spared a lingering illness—there 
followed him to his home in Tennessee the respect and affection- 
ate regard of every member of the Senate, and the respect which 
all thoughtful people everywhere cherish for an honest, sincere, 
manly man, who had discharged to the full his duty in every 
relation of life. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, in the Senate of the United 
States the true value of a man is soon ascertained. Not only 
is a member revealed to his associates, but often, I have no 
doubt, to himself. Many a Senator, I am sure, has here found 
that he possessed abilities and powers that he had only half 
recognized, and perhaps some of those qualities on which he 
had prided himself were found to be but weak tools for the work 
that had to be done bere. Whatever there is in a man is here 
called into play, and he is judged through what he is shown to 
be, not through what his partial admirers may think he is, 
The character which is attributed to a Senator who has served 
a term, or nearly a term, represents the man himself as far as 
it is possible for associates to truthfully portray the character 
of those whom they know best. 

Senator Bare was one who lost nothing by reason of the in- 
voluntary scrutiny to which all of us and all of our acts are 
here subjected. The noble qualities of mind and heart which 
were here shown compelled the most sincere respect; and the 
confidence which was reposed in his absolute honesty and un- 
selfishness was strengthened as the years of his service increased 
in number. By his colleagues on both sides of this Chamber 
he was recognized as representing the very highest type of 
public man. 

Senator Bare came from that part of our country where loy- 
alty and personal honor are deservedly emphasized as the two 
highest virtues of man, public or private. Whatever views he 
might hold, whatever cause he might espouse, it was recog- 
nized that his position was taken as the result of impartial con- 
sideration and unselfish thought, and though others might not at 
all times agree with him, no one could raise a question as to 
his honesty, his conscientiousness, or his integrity of purpose. 


His entire career is evidence of the simplicity and truth of his 


noble character. In two wars he exposed his life from the 
sense of highest duty to his people; and his many wounds re- 
ceived on the battlefield proved his energy and unshrinking 
courage in following the path to which that duty pointed. 

Brave men in all parts of our country recognize and honor 
bravery wherever found, and to no one should such honor be 
more sincerely given than to Senator BATE.. 

Senator Bate was of that sturdy stock which carried the 
Revolutionary war to a victorious issue. There was inbred in 
him that quality of indomitable courage, that spirit of freedom, 
that determination to maintain at any cost whatever he believed 
to be right, which was the strength of the armies which fought 
under Washington and which won for us political liberty. It 
was this stock which gave to the people west of the Cumber- 
land Mountains the characteristic virtues which they possess 
to-day. Senator BATE them all in a marked degree; 
and they compelled him early to attain and in all his later 
life to maintain a leading position in the State which he made 
his home, whose people had so honored him again and again 
by electing him as their representative in the highest legisla- 
tive body in the land. 

His public spirit forced him into politics while he was yet 
young, and until his death he was more or less in public life. 
Fortunate is he who in so leng and active a career can create 
such a record for unselfish devotion to the public welfare. For 
many years one of the most prominent and most trusted leaders 
of his party in Tennessee, he at last became governor, which 
office he administered for two terms to the lasting benefit of 
his State and with honor and credit to himself. From the 
governor's chair he came to the United States Senate, and here 
he found the opportunity to round out a most useful and hon- 
orable life. His honesty, courage, and ability were at once 
recognized, and he became one of the members of this body 
who had to be reckoned with on all important occasions. 
Vigilant and active, no matter of moment escaped him. 

As chairman of the great Committee on Military Affairs he 
evinced a breadth of view and grasp of detail that showed him 
to be one of the most efficient of legislators. And on other 
important committees of which he was a member, his influence 


was felt as a force. In all public questions it was the greatest 


good to the greatest number at which he aimed, and to him we 
owe some of our most useful legislation. The Department of 
Agriculture, as at present constituted, is due principally to his 
efforts, and it was through him that the Weather Bureau was 
transferred from the War Department to the Department of 
Agriculture and divorced from the Signal Service, which has 
enabled its development to be effected until it has attained its 
present high state of efficiency. It was through his efforts that 
the so-called “force bill” was defeated, and in the debates 
on that measure, against which the whole strength of his 
manhood protested, Senator Bate delivered some of the 
strongest and most eloquent speeches ever heard in this Cham- 
ber. It was through him, also, that all laws providing for 
Federal supervision of elections were repealed, thus restoring 
to the people he loved so well the status from lack of which 
they had so long suffered. This great work was of incalculable 
benefit to our entire country, for through its means section- 
alism was destroyed and the United States became at last and 
in fact one and indivisible. No service could be greater than 
this. 

On an occasion similar to this Senator Bare said here, in 
reference to a deceased colleague: 

In our civil war citizens of the same Commonwealth were impelled 
by that first and supreme necessity that is not chosen, but chooses; 
which is paramount to all deliberation and admits of no discussion and 
demands no ev ce. They were forced into conflict by the operation 
of principles they did not originate and by circumstances over which 
they had no control. And now, since both sides, from their respective 
sopana, believed they were in the right, let us on occasions like 
this, in this national forum, common in representation of all sections 
and all parties, bring wreaths to the “ bivouac of the dead” without 
stopping to discuss the resolutions of ‘98 or the conditions which 
they created, or the wisdom or folly which inspired on the other side 
the spirit of fanaticism. Be our politics what they may, let us all 
honor the brave and heroic sons of all the States as models and 
exemplars of American character; and, since “grim-visaged war has 
smoothed his wrinkled front,” let us honor those who were heroes in 
the strife with true American patriotism and pride. 

We and the entire country can not only honor him who was a 
“hero in the strife” for his manliness, devotion, and heroism, 
but we can and do honor him with true American pride for the 
devotion and patriotism he has shown in this Chamber and for 
the example he has here set for all who love their country. 

I was honored, Mr. President, by his personal friendship and 
received great benefit from his wise counsel. I owe him a debt 
of gratitude that can never be repaid. So, in this tribute to his 
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memory, I may well say that he has left us a splendid legacy, 
and if we profit by his example we shall all be better men and 
better citizens of this now happy and united country. 
Throughout his long life Senator BATE demonstrated that his 
ambition was the highest that can actuate man—an ambition to 
do his full duty as he understood it, not only to those immedi- 


ately surrounding him, but to all mankind. In this no thought 
of self appeared, and personal advantage, position, or the acqui- 
sition of wealth had no place in his scheme of life. When he 
died he left no great fortune to his bereayed widow and his chil- 
dren, but he did leave them what is of far greater value—an un- 
tarnished reputation; and I am sure that the members of his 
family in Tennessee and California—for some of them reside 
there—will guard and cherish this priceless legacy. In his case 
it is most clearly shown that a good name is better than great 
riches; and that can be bequeathed to his descendants by every 
man who will accept the precepts and follow the example of 
General Bare, the soldier and the statesman. As has been so 
well said of another who died upon the field of duty, we can 
say in memory of our departed colleague and friend: 
When a star is 157 8 15 on high, 
For ages will its li 
Still travel dow „ from the sky, 
Shine on our mortal sight. 
So when a good man dies, 
For years beyond our ken 


The light he leaves behind him lies 
Upon the path of men. 


Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, the Senate of the United 

States has paused to-day in the discharge of its high and re- 
sponsible duties to the people of this great nation to pay fitting 
and deserved tribute to the memory and character of a dis- 
tinguished son of Tennessee. 
MI. President, in this mercenary age, when the minds of men 
seem to be so deeply absorbed in the problem of how money 
may be gotten and riches acquired, it is a relief and a solace to 
be able to study the character and honor the memory of one 
who devoted a long life of unceasing labor and unwavering 
fidelity to the service of the.people. 

Wura B, Bare, late a Senator of the United States, repre- 
senting in this Chamber the State of Tennessee, was born Octo- 
ber 7, 1826, in Sumner County of that State. He died in the 
city of Washington on March 9, 1905, thus lacking only a few 
months of having reached the ripe old age of fourscore years. 

For more than half a century the name of WILLIAM B. BATE 
has been familiar to every household in Tennessee, and in all 
his long and eventful career his influence has been potent for 
good. Few of the sons of Tennessee—and the State has been 
fruitful and rich in great men—haye so universally commanded 
the respect and confidence of all the people as Senator BATE. 
zven his political enemies accorded him the just meed of 
praise due to the highest integrity, honesty of purpose, and pu- 
rity of life. The people of Tennessee honored him as they haye 
honored few of its citizens. He served the State long and faith- 
fully. Once a member of the legislature, once attorney-general 
of his district, a soldier in the Mexican war, and again for 
four years a soldier in the civil war, twice Presidential elector, 
twice governor, and four times in succession elected to the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 

Every honor which the people of Tennessee had to bestow 
they freely gave to him, and his fidelity to each and every trust 
but proved that their confidence was not misplaced. 

He died at his post of duty just as he was entering upon his 
fourth term in the Senate. Others may have served the State 
longer in some particular place; others may have made greater 
impress in certain fields of endeavor, but few have served the 
State in more ways and none with greater fidelity than Senator 
WILLIAM B. BATE. 

He sprang from the body of the common people. Like so 
many others in the American Republic who have achieved fame 
and won renown, he had no noble ancestry to boast of, but he 
had that which in this land of equality of opportunity was far 
better—he had a sound body, robust intellect, the highest cour- 
age, rugged honesty, and a worthy ambition to serve his fellow- 
men. 

IIis birthplace was in the rich, beautiful, and fertile basin of 
middle Tennessee, and in sight of the old fort overlooking 
“ Bledsoes Lick,“ famous in the early settlement of the State 
as the scene of many fierce and bloody encounters between the 
red men and the daring pioneers, who braved the dangers of 
an unexplored wilderness and the savage foe to carry the van- 
guard of civilization across the Cumberland Mountains on its 
westward course and plant it on the tributaries of the Missis- 
sippi River. 


Senator Bate sprang from that sturdy stock of virtuous and 
liberty-loving people, whose restless and adventurous spirit led 
them to seek a home in the wilderness. 

They came armed with the rifle, the ax, and the Bible, sus- 
tained by a brave and self-reliant manhood. They came to- 
clear the forest, to plant the field, to build homes, and lay the 
foundations of orderly government. They came determined to 
carye out of the wilderness, by the strength of their own right 
arms and brave hearts, an abiding place and to erect for them- 
selves and their posterity a commonwealth, in which there 
should be guaranteed to all, to high and low alike, freedom of 
the person, freedom of religion, freedom of speech, and free- 
dom of the press. 

They were brave, hardy, and adventurous, but they believed 
in individual freedom. They believed in themselves and they 
believed in God. They had the American genius for state mak- 
ing. They were prominent as commonwealth builders. 

From such an ancestry Senator Bare inherited and early im- 
bibed that toughness of moral fiber and strength of character 
which, through a long life of public service, no temptation 
could eyer weaken or impair. He was not born with a silver 
spoon. Ie had the good fortune of having inherited honest 
poverty and of being forced, in his youth, to undergo those hard- 
ships and privations which are so conducive to the formation of 
a strong and manly character. 

He had the further blessing of haying been bor and raised 
on a farm, that fruitful nursery of great men, and to its hard- 
ships and struggles can be attributed in no small degree that 
physical endurance, moral strength, and intellectual force which 
marked his after life. 

For an American boy to have been born and reared on the 
farm, where, in field and forest and by river, he can study 
and commune with nature and bave stimulated within him a 
profound reverence for the grandeur of the universe and the 
divinity of God, is a blessing. To be denied it is a distinct and 
positive loss. 

From the farm, that cradle from which has come so many 
of the nation’s strong and forceful men, he was early forced. 
out into the great world to meet and compete with his fellow- 
men. 

His father died when he was a youth of 15 years of age, 
and he was left without the help and guidance of his parental 
care. 

His early training was thus left to his widowed mother, and ~ 
so strong was the imprint of this noble Christian woman im- 
pressed upon him that when in after years he decided to openly 
attach himself to the church, with a sentiment that was as 
tender as it was beautiful he went back to the old home, sought 
out and joined the church in which his mother had lived aud 
died, and was baptized in the same crystal stream in which, 
more than three-quarters of a century before, she bad been 
baptized. 

For a few years he continued to work on the farm ‘and at in- 
tervals to attend the old field school, with its house built of 
logs, whose curriculum, though circumscribed by the limited 
learning of its stern preceptor, was generally enough to sow 
the seed of knowledge and virtue that in the fullness of 
time would ripen into strong and vigorous manhood and 
character. 

But the ambitious spirit of this farmer boy chafed under its 
narrow limitations, and he longed for a wider field of enter- 
prise and endeavor. His first employment after he left the farm 
and home to go out into the world to meet his fellows in the 
fierce struggles and competitions of life, in which he was des- 
tined to win success and honor and fame, was as a clerk on a 
steamboat then plying between Nashville and New Orleans. 
He was in the latter city when war broke out between the 
United States and Mexico over the young and struggling Ke- 
public of Texas. His chivalric soul was fired with the story 
of that self-exiled Tennessean, Gen. Sam Houston, who had 
so mysteriously resigned the high office of governor of Tennessee 
and left his native State to win immortal fame at San Jacinto 
and found a new republic in the far-distant southwest, and at 
the heroic devotion and unparalleled courage of another Tennes- 
sean, Davy Crockett, whose sacrificial blood at the Alamo was 
to water the patriotie seed that should grow and ripen into 
the Lone Star State of Texas. 

Burning with a martial spirit, young Bate promptly enlisted 
in a Louisiana regiment, and was thus the first Tennessean 
to reach the seat of war on the Mexican border. 

He afterwards joined a Tennessee regiment and was made a 
lieutenant and participated with gallantry and distinction in 
most of the great battles of that war. He won merited dis- 
tinction in war before he attained his majority. 
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At the close of the Mexican war he returned to his home in 
Sumner County, Tenn., and again began work upon the farm. 


He soon thereafter established a weekly paper at Gallatin, 
with the martial title of “ The Tenth Legion.“ That paper was 
Democratic in polities, and was well and ably edited by its 
youthful proprietor. 

Soon after attaining the age of 21 he became a candidate for 
the legislature from his native county, and after a spirited con- 
test with older and better-known men he was elected and served 
the term with credit. In 1850 he determined to adopt the law 
as his profession. He thereupon sold his paper and entered 
the law school at Lebanon, Tenn., an institution widely known 
in the South, and from which many great lawyers of great 
ability and distinction and many statesmen of renown have 
graduated. He graduated in 1852, and at once began the prac- 
tice of law at Gallatin, in his native county. His success was 
rapid and marked. 

In 1854 he was elected attorney-general of the judicial dis- 
trict in which Nashyille, the capital of the State, was situated. 
Ile held that office for a full term of six years and declined 
a reelection which was offered him. He discharged the onerous 
and trying duties of the office with such marked ability and 
zeal that his reputation as a sound lawyer and vigorous ad- 
vocate extended beyond his district and were recognized 
throughout the State. 

In 1860 he was placed upon the Breckinridge and Lane 
electoral ticket and canvassed his district. By the ability and 
eloquence displayed in that canvass he came to be recognized by 
the Democratic party of the State as one of its most zealous 
and able advocates. With the election of Mr. Lincoln to the 
Presidency the clouds of civil war began to gather. 

By education and training and environment Senator BATE 
was a strict constructionist of the Constitution. Ile was a 
firm believer in the doctrine that a sovereign State which had 
voluntarily entered into the Union had a right, when in its 
judgment the constitutional compact was broken, to peace- 
fully withdraw from the Union. 

To him the civil conflict came as the only means of settling 
what he regarded as a great and fundamental constitutional 
question. He had no doubts, no misgivings as to the correctness 
of his position. He believed in the sovereignty of the State and 
in its necessary resultant, the right of secession, with all his 
heart, and acting on that belief, and actuated by the purest 
motives, and moyed by the highest and most unselfish devotion 
to duty and to country as he saw that duty, the day after the 
first gun of the great fratricidal struggle was fired at Sumter 
he enlisted as a private in the Confederate service. 

He was rapidly promoted to captain and to colonel, and in 
May, 1861, marched at the head of his regiment to the seat of 
war in Virginia. He, with his regiment, participated in the 
battle of Bull Run, where he and his gallant men received their 
baptism of fire. In that first great battle of the civil war he 
displayed that dash and courage that marked his whole mili- 
tary career. In February, 1862, the time of enlistment of him- 
self and his men haying expired, he appealed with such feryor 
to their pride and patriotism and manhood that his entire regi- 
ment reenlisted “for the war.” His was the first regiment to 
display such devotion to the cause, and its example was in- 
spiring to the whole army. 

So much was this conduct of Colonel Bare and his regiment 
appreciated by the Confederate authorities at Richmond that 
they were given a sixty days’ furlough, and Colonel Bare was 
‘allowed to choose the army with which he would thereafter 
serve. He selected the army of Tennessee, then in command 
of the gallant and gifted Gen, Albert Sidney Johnston. In the 
history of warfare there has seldom been exhibited a more un- 
selfish and heroic devotion to a cause than was displayed by 
Colonel Bare and his regiment of gallant Tennesseans, when 
just preceding the great battle of Shiloh, at the call of their 
colonel, with unexpired furloughs still in their pockets, they 
met at the appointed place, re-formed, and moved forward to 
join the army in front on the eve of that noted battle, and were 
among the first to receive the fire of General Grant's iegions at 
the opening of the battle of Shiloh. 

On that memorable field of blood and carnage Colonel BATE 
had his horse killed under him and was himself severely 
wounded. In that fearful carnage his brother and two others 
of his kindred were killed, and still another wounded. So that 
out of one family there lay upon that bloody field near the old 
Shiloh Chureh five members, three dead and two wounded, a 
scene scarcely paralleled in the annals of warfare. 

For gallantry at the battle of Shiloh Colonel BATE was com- 
mnissioned by President Jefferson Davis brigadier-general. 

From Shiloh to Murfreesboro, Chickamauga, Missionary 


Ridge, north Georgia, around Atlanta, at Franklin and Nash- 
ville, in the many great battles fought by the Army of the Ten- 
nessee, General Barn was a conspicuous and distinguished 
figure, at his post of duty even when his unhealed wounds 
forced him to use his crutches. Always dashing, gallant, and 
courageous, he won from General Stewart the soubriquet of 
“The Indomitable BATE.” 

Through all those four years of suffering and hardships, of 
dangers and defeats, General Barre never once faltered or 
wavered; never once lost faith in himself, the courage and 
fidelity of his men, nor the justness of his cause. 

He surrendered the shattered remnant of his division at 
Bentonville, N. C., only after it was known to all that the 
cause for which he had so gallantly fought and suffered was 
lost and further fighting was not only folly, but criminal mad- 
ness. When the end came, and the Stars and Bars, which he 
had followed in victory and defeat ‘with such unselfish devotion, 
was furled for the last time, with a spirit of frank and manly 
patriotism he accepted as final and conclusive every fair and 
legitimate result of the war. The issue had been submitted 
to the stern arbitrament of the sword; the decision had been 
against him. He accepted the result as a brave soldier anid a 
true patriot should. He made no apologies for the past. He 
cherished no animosities for the future. 

Like hundreds and thousands of others who had worn the 
gray in that terrible conflict, he said, “ Let the dead past bury 
its dead.” Not forgetting the glories and the sacrifices of the 
past, they turned their faces to the future and laying hold of 
the new and difficult problems that were pressed upon them they 
have helped to build here a greater, a richer, and a freer 
republic in one than could have lived upon this continent if 
divided into two. 

General Bate returned to his home poor, wounded, and limp- 
ing. He found his State devastated, homes destroyed, indus- 
tries paralyzed, the labor system on which the South’s wealth 
had depended not only disorganized, but, as a system, utterly 
destroyed. The slave had been freed, but the black man re- 
mained, and with him a problem unparalleled in its difficulties. 
To reorganize his State and bring it again into harmony with 
the other States of the Union, to revive old industries and con- 
struct new ones, to build up the waste places, to readjust 
society, and to reorganize labor and adapt it to the new and 
changed conditions which had come as the war's inevitable 
consequence were problems which demanded the highest states- 
manship and most patient conservatism. 

General Bare saw and accepted the situation—the inevita- - 
ble—and with the truest patriotism addressed himself to the 
just and peaceful solution of these large and difficult problems. 
He did his full duty as a citizen to bring peace and order out 
of chaos. He advised his comrades in arms to turn their faces 
to the future and to devote their energies to rebuilding their 
shattered fortunes. 

After the surrender in 1865 General Barre resumed the prac- 
tice of law at Nashville and continued in active and success- 
ful practice till 1882, when he was nominated and elected goy- 
ernor of Tennessee. He was again elected in 1884, and served 
his State in that high office for two full terms with marked dis- 
tinction and ability. In 1887 he was elected to the United 
States Senate, where he continued to represent his State by suc- 
cessive elections till the day of his death. He had just entered 
upon his fourth term when he died. Of his services here I 
need not speak, as others who served with him and knew and 
appreciated his honesty and fidelity to duty have done so. 

Senator Bare was no ordinary man. When we see him a 
poor, fatherless plowboy at 15, with meager educational advan- 
tages and no extraneous influences to aid him, by dint of his 
own laborious efforts and solid worth rise step by step until he 
became a major-general in the greatest war of modern times, 
the chief executive of his State, and an honored and respected 
member in the highest legislative council of the greatest nation 
of the world, we must confess that there was somewhere in the 


man some uplifting force that made him great and strong. 


Where lies the hidden spring, the secret power? 

From long and, I confess, a not impartial study of Senator 
BATE as a man, citizen, soldier, and public official my firm belief 
is that the key to his character, the mainspring of his success 
in life, are to be found in his honesty and fidelity. 

Senator BATE was an absolutely honest man. He neyer owed 
any man a debt that he did not pay. He never took from any 
man a dollar that he did not believe was justly his. He was 
not only honest in the narrow commercial sense of fidelity to 
every financial obligation, but in the higher and broader rela- 
tions of life. In dealing with his fellow-men, in business, in 
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politics, in every relation of life, he was always frank, straight- 
forward, and honest. 

His word was as good as his bond, with security. Direct, 
resolute, sometimes stern even to abruptness, he created en- 
mities and was often maligned, but no man eyer successfully 
maintained the charge that he failed to meet an obligation or 
to keep faith with any one of his fellow-men. 

Careful, cautious, even slow to make up his mind and incur 
an obligation or to espouse a cause, when Senator BatTe’s word 
was once given he to whom it was given might go his way in 
peace, with absolute faith that that word would be made good 
at any sacrifice. Senator Bare’s fidelity to duty was not less 
marked than his honesty in dealing and in purpose. 

In every walk of life, from musket bearer to division com- 
mander, from steamboat clerk to governor’s chair and Senator’s 
seat, his fidelity to every trust was stern, unyielding, Spartan. 
From the path of duty as he saw it, from fidelity to those who 
trusted him, no threat or danger could drive him, no temptation 
could allure him. He stood always firm and uncompromising 
for the right, as his faith and his conscience pointed the way. 

Faith in himself and the justness and purity of his motives 
and fidelity to obligations and to duty made him strong and 
forceful in the accomplishment of his purposes. He was as 
faithful to principle as to personal obligation. He deserted no 
cause which he had espoused. He compromised no principle 
in which he believed. Convinced that the States had a right, 
under the Constitution, to secede and that they had sufficient 
cause to justify the act, he unhesitatingly bared his bosom and 
risked his life and was ready to sacrifice his all for the mair- 
tenance of that principle. A Democrat and a strict construc- 
tionist of the Constitution on principle, no question of personal 
gain or popularity or of party exigency ever caused him to 
waver in his fidelity to that principle. He believed his construc- 
tion of the Constitution was right, and from it he never 
swerved. He never wavered in his fidelity to truth as he saw 
it, to duty as it was given to him to understand it, to the Con- 
stitution as he interpreted it. 

He had faith in and a deep-seated love for our form of gov- 
ernment. He had faith in the people and never doubted their 
‘capacity for self-government. He trusted the people. The 
people trusted him. There were others to whose brilliancy of 
speech or boldness of achieyement the people may have ac- 
corded a higher admiration, but there was none in whose fidel- 
ity to duty and honesty of purpose the masses of the people 
reposed a sublimer faith. „Senator Bare was faithful to every 
trust. No son of Tennessee ever bowed his head in shame be- 
cause he was unfaithful to obligation or to duty. 

While he was their servant the people went quietly to their 
fields, to their shops, to their several avocations, knowing that 
he who bore their high commission in the council of the nation 
was as faithful to duty as the needle to the pole, as pure in life 
as the translucent waters that flow through the yerdant val- 
leys, and as firm in character as the everlasting mountains of 
his native State. My father’s friend, I can not remember the 
time when I did not know Senator Bark. I was taught to 
honor and respect him; his friendship and fidelity made me 
love him. I sought his counsel. I was guided by his wisdom. 
His last official act was to dictate and sign a letter to me on 
the day before his death. It was the last time he ever signed 
his name, and so firmly was his hand held in the grip of death 
that the name is scarcely legible. It related to the disposition 
of the Confederate flags, ordered returned to the States by a 
resolution of Congress, about which, as governor, I had asked 
his advice—the old, tattered banners, only representing a lost 
cause, a sentiment, if you please; but to him, even in his hour 
of dissolution, it was the Cross of St. Andrew, under whose 
stainless folds he had charged to victory and to glory. 

Mr. President, the upright citizen, the pure patriot, Senator 
WILLIAM B. Bare, whose long and eventful life was devoted to 
his country’s welfare, was faithful to the end. He died at his 
post of duty. He sleeps beneath the blue-grass sod of his native 
State, which. he served so long and loved so well. Peace be 
to his ashes and honor to his memory. 

At the close of his address, Mr. FRAZIER said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I ask for the adoption of the resolution I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Teee pro- 
poses a resolution, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows : 


Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, January 18, 1907, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, January 17, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE HON. RUFUS E. LESTER. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
ona consent for the present consideration of the following 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That Sunday, February 10, 1907, at the conclusion of the 
addresses on the life etc., of Hon. Rock woop Hoar, shall be set apart 
for memorial addresses on the life, character, and anis services of 
Hon. Rurus E. LESTER, late a Representative from Congres- 
sional district of Georgia. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The question was taken, and the order was agreed to. 


SUBPORT AT BELLINGHAM, WASH. 


Mr. NEEDHAM, by direction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, reported as a privileged report the bill (H. R. 23114) 
extending to the subport of Bellingham, in the State of Wash- 
ington, the privileges of the seventh section of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation of duti- 
able merchandise without appraisement. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the point of 
order as to whether this report is privileged or not. I am not 
at all certain that it is. 

The SPEAKER. Does the bill make any charge upon the 
Treasury? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. Then it would go to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. It has been the custom to present similar 
bills as privileged reports. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NEAL O’DONNEL PARKS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 16169) 
granting a pension to Neal O’Donnel Parks. with a Senate 
amendment, which was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH MOORE MORGAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
19035) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore Morgan, with 
Senate amendments, which were read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EMILY FOX. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
19462) granting an increase of pension to Emily Fox, with a 
Senate amendment, which was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH MADDOX. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
19528) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Maddox, 
with a Senate amendment, which was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MICHAEL V. HENNESSY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 822) 

granting a pension to Michael Hennessy, with House amendment 


nonconcurred in by the Senate, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist upon its amendment, and agree to the request of the Sen- 
ate for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. LoupENSLA- 
GER, Mr. DRAPER, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama as conferees 
on the part of the House, 

WILLIAM H. KIMBALL, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4908), 
with a House amendment nonconcurred in by the Senate. 

Nr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
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further insist upon its amendment and agree to the request for 
a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. LoupENSLA- 
GER, Mr. Draper, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama as conferees 
on the part of the House. 


GEORGE A. TUCKER, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 5041) 
granting an increase of pension to George A. Tucker, with a 
House amendment thereto disagreed to by the Senate, and a 
conference requested. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I moye that the House further in- 
sist on its amendment and agree to the conference requested by 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. DRAPER, 
and Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama. 


BETTIE MAY VOSE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 6833) 
granting an increase of pension to Bettie May Vose, with a 
House amendment thereto disagreed to by the Senate, and a 
conference requested. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I moye that the House further in- 
sist on its amendment and agree to the conference requested by 

` the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Messrs. LoupENSLAGER, DRAPER, 
and RICHARDSON of Alabama. 


JAMES M. DARLING, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
8631) for the relief of James M. Darling with a Senate amend- 
ment thereto. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS TUG FORK OF BIG SANDY RIVER. 


Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24109) to authorize 
the Norfolk and Western Railway Company to construct sundry 
bridges across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the follow- 
ing bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Norfolk and Western Railway Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Virginia, its 
successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate bridges and approaches thereto across 
the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at such points where the same forms 
the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky or 
the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Virginia, as 
the said company may deem suitable for the passage of its road over the 
said Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River in the States of West Virginia and 
Kentucky and in the States of West Virginia and Virginia, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act entitled An act to regulate the 
e of bridges over navigable waters,“ approved March 23, 
1 


Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask 
the gentleman if these are the same bills that we had up here 
two or three years ago? 

Mr. HUGHES. Bills of the same nature, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is this unanimously reported from 
the committee? : 

Mr. HUGHES. It is unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HUGHES, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill II. R. 24103—the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill—with Mr. Mann in the chair. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, before the gentle- 
man begins, I should like to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, for the information of several of us who have something 
else to do, about how long he thinks this general debate will run? 


Mr. GILLETT. I haye no further requests, after the gentle- 
man from Pennsylyania [Mr. OLMSTED] concludes. I understand 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] has promised half 
an hour. 

Mr. BURLESON. Thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That will be all the general debate? 

Mr. GILLETT. Beyond that I know of no further general 
debate. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to occupy so 
much time as has been allotted to me, as my voice is hardly in 
condition to say all that I wish to say. I may desire to insert 
some statistics or other matter that I shall not take time to 
read, and will therefore ask unanimous consent at this point to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I ask attention for a brief 
period this morning to a matter in which a great many good 
people all over this land are interested, namely, the welfare of 
those wards of the nation, the American Indians. 

In the Indian appropriation bill as it passed this House at 
this session there was this paragraph: 

For support and education at Indian school at Carlisle, Pa., for trans- 
portation of pupils to and from said school, and for general repairs 
and improvements, $163,000; for additional salary for superintendent 
in charge, $1,000; for employees’ quarters, $5,000; in all, $169,000. 

Now, it is known that in another body an attempt will be made 
either to strike out this appropriation entirely or to so amend 
the bill as to cut off, at a stated period, this Carlisle Indian 
School. As there may not be an opportunity when the bill 
comes back to this House for much discussion, I ask your pa- 
tience for a few minutes this morning while I explain the origin, 
purpose, progress, and usefulness of the United States training 
school for Indians at Carlisle, Pa. = 

Away back in 1777, mostly by the labor of Hessians cap- 
tured by Washington at the celebrated battle of Trenton, there 
were erected extensive barracks at Carlisle. By 1846 they had 
reached such proportions that they were capable of housing 
2,000 men and caring for their horses. At that time the build- 
ings were splendidly fitted up by Capt. E. V. Sumner, in com- 
mand of the post, and largely devoted to the uses of a United 
States cavalry school until the civil war, when the troops at that 
point were drawn into active service. 

At about the close of the civil war these barracks were used 
for the housing of Indian captives, in charge of Capt. R. H. 
Pratt. Late in the seventies or early in the eighties there was 
conceived and carried into effect the idea of establishing and 
maintaining at that point a school for the industrial training of 
Indian boys and girls. 

Captain Pratt (afterwards colonel and now retired as briga- 
dier-general) was placed in command and proved himself the 
right man for the place. He was eminently successful. Upon 
his retirement he was succeeded, some two or three years ago, 
by Maj. W. A. Mercer, the present superintendent, with whom 
I am not personally so well acquainted, but who seems to main- 
tain the high standard of the institution. x 

The progress of this Indian industrial school at Carlisle has 
been remarkable. It has become, and now is, the largest, the 
most celebrated, the most useful, and, proportionately, the least 
expensive of all our Indian schools. Those persons throughout 
the entire country most interested, and who have given the 
most studious thought and care to the welfare of the Indian, 
have watched with increasing pride and satisfaction the growth, 
progress, and increasingly useful career of this institution. 

Separated from their tribal relations the Indian pupils haye 
taken a greater interest in acquiring useful knowledge and haye 
gained greater proficiency. The discipline of the institution is 
perfect, and the training there given them is of a plain and 
practical character, fitting them not only to be independent and 
make their own living, but to be useful to the communities in 
nice they may ultimately find employment and make their 

omes. 

The location of this school is ideal. The Government owns 
several hundred acres of land in the beautiful, fertile, and far- 
famed Cumberland Valley. The buildings are near, indeed 
within, the corporate limits of the peaceful, orderly, and attract- 
ive borough of Carlisle, and in the beart of as fine an agricul- 
tural region as there is in the country. The farmers there- 
abouts are sober, industrious, and thrifty people, setting good 
examples for the young Indians, many of whom are employed 
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by them during the summer months, earning good wages in 
every variety of farm work. Although in the early days of the 
country the Indian depredations and outrages in that vicinity 
were almost without number, it has come to pass that the in- 
habitants look with extreme kindness upon these Indian boys: 
and girls, and the sentiment toward them is of the very best. 
The Government buildings are adequate for the care of 1,200 


or 1,500 pupils. The sanitary conditions of the location and of 
the grounds and buildings are excellent. Within the past year 
a new auditorium has been completed, with a seating capacity 
of 1,200. It is plain in character, with a large stage equipped 
with the necessary fittings, electric lights, ete. There is also 
a new library and spacious, comfortable, well-lighted reading 
rooms in connection therewith. The Government has in late 
years spent very considerable sums in enlarging and putting all 
these buildings in the very best condition. There is a fine 
greenhouse and a large orchard and gardens. The pupils are 


practically trained in the culture of fruit and berries, plant- 


propagation, the raising of vegetables, the care of all kinds of 
fruit trees, flowers, shrubbery, and decorative and foliage plants. 
The grounds are beautifully kept by the Indians themselves and 
are the subject of the pleased comment of thousands of people 
who visit them annually. 

The greatest objection that I haye ever heard urged to this 
school was that the “higher education” does not in the end 
prove beneficial to Indians. That objection I think comes from 
people who have not carefully considered the character of the 
training and education which is bestowed upon them at Car- 
lisle. Perhaps I can not more concisely set forth the character 
of the education given to these pupils than is done in the reports 
of its superintendent made to the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
I wish to illustrate by the reading of this report the character 
of the “ higher education” which is here given to the Indians, 
The superintendent says: 


Industrial work along fourteen lines, under the immediate direction 
of Superintendent of Industries Thompson, was pursued regularly and 
energetically, with vont rams results, considering the condition; but 
there was lacking equipment in some of the shops necessary to the at- 
tainment of desired results. However, the deficiencies are provided for, 
and another qon the courses in Comi, blacksmithing, and wagon 
making will be much improved, and additional work given in con- 
struction. 

Class work and individual instruction were given in sewing, cooking, 
and laundry. The plan of assigning a number of girls to special duty 
in the kitchen for individual. instruction was pursued with great suc- 
cess. Each girl was assigned a table which she was obliged to take 
care of, and for which she prepared and cooked food for*ten, discre- 
tion be allowed somewhat as to variety and method of preparation, 
which induced friendly rivalry. Credit is reflected upon the girls’ work 
by the fact that their tables were so much desired that it was found 
necessary assign new tables weekly, to the end that all could in 
turn have the benefit of them. 

In the sewing room and laundry older and well-instructed girls were 
put in charge of classes, thus giving responsibility, which increased and 
confirmed their knowledge. É 

The two large farms were conducted as in the past, and while good 
results were obtained, there is much room for improvement in methods 
of instruction and resulting products, in both of whith better success 
is expected the coming year. ‘ 


And again as follows: 


Much attention was Bs to systematic physical exercises for both 
ney and girls, the good results of which are noticeable in the finely 
set-up appearance of both, the increased average good health, and ap- 

rent expressions of content and happiness. In athletics our track 
eam won noted victories over large colleges and made excellent records; 
in baseball we did well, and our football eleven was most successful. 
As the students engaged in athletics, even the members of our teams, 
are required to keep up the schoolroom and industrial work, there are 
no bad results, but much that is of benefit to the individual and to the 
school in the pleasant diversion it lends to the regular work and most 
desirable and beneficial break in the monotony of school life which it 
provides, and all at no expense to the Government. In f: the money 
received from two or three of the important games of football has 
maintained the athletics of the school, prepared field, built training 
cages, bought equipment, pus coaches, provided funds for the special 
instruction at summer schools and for the higher education of indi- 
viduals which would otherwise have been Impossible, and made it possi- 
bie to meet without serious handicap in tests of strength, skill, and 
endurance their white brethren of the colleges with great credit and 
much benefit to themselves. For the first time Haskell and Carlisle 
met on the gridiron and fn a most Interesting game at the St. Louis 
Exposition. Carlisle was decidedly victorious. 

he outing em as carried on for a number of years past was con- 
tinued successfully. It is productive of the very t results and is 
one of the most valuable aids to the practical education and general 
uplifting of the Indian youth, and is made possible to the great extent 
in which it is conducted here only by the splendid Christian and indus- 
trial environment of the school. 


Now I call your attention to this paragraph in his report for 
1906: 


The industrial work has been more thoroughly organized and more 
closely supervised, especially as to the several trades, with correspond- 
ingly increased results. Several new woodworking machines pro- 
pelled by electric motors were installed in the carpenter shop nearly 
a year ago. Since that time all of the millwork for our new buildings, 
for our many improvements, and for our numerous repairs has been 
turned out from that shop; also the cases, in hard wood, for our new 
library, and a large amount of cabinetwork, besides tables, stands, 
chairs, ete. During the Tres about eighty-five sets of double harness 
and a number of wagonettes, wagons, buggies, and surreys haye been 


cally 
and 


made for western schools and agencies. That they were satisfactory was 
evidenced by several duplications of orders. The training in the sey- 
eral trades is thorough and practical. They include, r the boys, 
ntry, blacksmithing, wagon making, patating, tinsmithing (espe- 
roofing work), harness. and shoe making, printing, baking, steam 
pipe fitting, tailoring, plastering, masonry, and cement work, tho 
last three named having been added during the past year; for the 
girls, sewing, laundry work, and practical housekeeping are thoroughly 
and systematically taught. All the uniform dresses and much of the 
otber clothing, shirts for la and waists for small boys, as well as 
table and bed linen, towels, ete., for the school, are made in the girls’ 
maiin 3 The tailor shop makes nearly all the uniform suits 
or the boys. 

In all our industrial work special stress is placed on haying our in- 
structors instruct and make the pupils do the work, so that we are able 
to say our manufactured products are in fact the work of our boys 
and girls. Further than this, the plan is adopted whenever oppor- 
tunity offers to place our most advanced and capable boys and girls 
in charge of classes. Thus individual power is develo beyond the 
point of mere training, so that many of our students are equipped for 
positions in the Indian Service or for the direction of hired labor on 
their own account. 

Our two school farms, with a total area of about 300 acres, nearly 
all of which can be cultivated, have produced crops and, with the 
exception of some e for the mess and a small quantity of forage 
for the stock which had to be bought, have supplied an abundance of 
vegetables for the pupils and the subsistence required for our horses 
and our large dairy herd. The soil is, however, very much im- 

overished as a result of too persistent cropping and insufficient ferti- 
ization. Plans have been formulated not only to improve the fer- 
tility of the farms as speedily as possible, but to raise all the forage 
required at the school, even for an increased dairy herd which now 
comprises elghty-six head. The farms are conveniently located with 
reference to the school, and a la number of our boys get practical, 
training at farm and garden work and the care of stock during the 
year. The dairy boys are Neer how to care for and milk the cows, 
and how to take care of the milk and cream and how to make butter. 

Our poultry yard has been enlarged by the addition of three new 
houses, and it is the purpose to sroatly increase and thoroughly organ- 
ize this industry, not only for the sake of the greater supply of eggs 
and poultry for the children’s tables, but so that the students may re- 
ceive more thorough training in and become interested. in poultry rais- 
ing, which should go with every rural home. Already our flock has 
been increased from 500 or 600 to more than 2,000. $ 

* * . 

At this school, however, our outing system provides. the most prac- 
tical training possible for our boys in the conduct df a farm, the care 
of stock, etc., and for our girls in housekeeping and domestic economy. 
Under the system all our students spend two winters and at least two 
and in many cases three summers in one of the best rural homes in 
eastern Pennsylvania or New Jersey. During the past year the eating 
work has been carried on with the usual r results. The tota 
number of students “ out“ during the year was 693, of whom 372 were 
boys and 821 girls. 

To illustrate still further the practical nature of the “ higher 
education” complained of, I read from the commencement ad- 
dress of the superintendent in 1906, as follows: 


The industries taught are carpentry, ee printing, tailor- 
m 


ing, wagon making, carriage and house painting, calcimining, wena 
ing, 8 shoemaking, harness making, steam fitting, plumbing, 
farming, dairying, stock and poultry raising. The industrial depart- 


ment has been improved by adding 8 stone masonry, cement 
work, lath and plastering, photography, and increased in possible effi- 
ciency, obtained by extending the work in nearly every branch, by add- 
ing 3 and generally better systematizing the course in many 
industries. In photography splendid work is being done, and it is ex- 
ceedingly interesting to many of the youth with artistic talent, besides 
being 1 patronized, whereas a few years ago there was al- 
most universal objection among the Indians, amounting In most cases 
to superstition, to having their photographs taken. 
of but six years ago wherein I had much difficulty in saving a friend 
from being shot by an angry Indian whose pappoose he had snapped 
with a kodak. The incident would have been most laughable if it had 
not embodied such serious possibilities. 

I will not consume time by further readings. I have sufti- 
ciently shown the branches in which young Indians are edu- 
eated and made proficient at Carlisle. Now, Mr. Chairman, is 
it “ higher education” or is it too high education to teach these 
young boys to make harness, to make horseshoes, to build 
wagons, to lay bricks, to become stone masons, to make tables 
and stands and chairs, to become tinners, carpenters, steam fit- 
ters, pipe fitters, and the like? Is it a useless and unnecessary 
sort of education to teach young Indians to shoe horses, to milk 
cows, to plow a straight furrow, to sow wheat, to mow, to reap, 
to husk corn, and perform all the other industries known to 
farm life? Is it undesirable that these Indian girls shall be 
taught to bake, to do laundry work, to do housework of all 
kinds, to make their own dresses, to make shirts for the boys, 
and generally to be qualified to make their own honest living? 

It seems to me that this is the very best kind of “ higher edu- 
cation ” that could be bestowed upon these pupils—the best for 
them and best for the country—because it makes them self-sus- 
taining, useful, and independent citizens. . 

Another objection urged is that it would be better to educate 
them upon the reservations among their own people. I doubt it. 
I do not believe it. I have high authority to the contrary. In 
a letter addressed to the Nationat Educational Convention at 
Ocean Grove, N. J., in August, 1883, the then Secretary of the 
Interior, Hon. Henry M. TELLER, said: 


The agency schools are not regularly attended, and the children de- 
rive but little benefit therefrom, 


That was a good while ago, and I doubt not that conditions 
are very much improved at the agency schools since then. I 


I recall an event 
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am making no attack upon them; I believe they are doing much 
good. But I do not believe they are doing as much good as the 
school at Carlisle. I have in my possession a letter from 
a gentleman who has lived ten or fifteen years upon, or in 
the vicinity of, an Indian reservation, upon which there is a 
school. He tells me that he was neyer able to find an Indian 
who could do housework nor one who could do baking until 
he found one who bad returned from the Carlisle School. He 
says he has never known a pupil of an Indian reservation 
school who could bake. Is it detrimental higher education 
that an Indian girl or boy should know how to bake? At the 
Carlisle School a little Indian, rejoicing in the somewhat in- 
appropriate name of Goliath Big Jim, bakes every day, or 
superintends the baking of, five barrels of flour into very good 
bread. All of the girls and many of the boys who graduate at 
Carlisle are proficient in that art. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether or not he does not think it an unnecessary expense to 
send Indians from one to two thousand miles, to a different 
climate, where it is much colder than the climate to which they 
are accustomed, and where they are more susceptible to fatal 
diseases, especially consumption and kindred diseases, together 
with the additional trouble of carrying them so far away from 
their homes, away from their people and their kindred? Does 
not the gentleman think it would be much better to have these 
schools near the reservations, whether they are on the reserva- 
tions or not, and should it not be the desire and intention 
of the Government to loeate those schools in the neighborhood 
of the State or Territory where the Indians are situated, instead 
of expending so much money and sending them so many hun- 
dred miles away, as they do now, to a different part of the 
country, where they can not have the sympathy of their home 
people and of their families? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, those are perfectly proper 
and relevant questions, natural questions perhaps, and I am 
very glad to answer them. As to the matter of expense, ex- 
perience and statistics show that, even including the transporta- 
tion, they are cared for at less cost per capita at Carlisle than 
at any other Indian school in the United States. That is partly 
owing, perhaps, to the fact that there is a greater number there 
and partly to the fact that the Government owns in eonnection 
with the school a large and fertile farm, worked by the Indians, 
which furnishes a very considerable proportion of the provi- 
sions for their support. Now, experience also teaches, I think, 
that they do better at this school than they do at or near the 
reservations. Separated from their tribal relations they seem 
to take a greater interest in acquiring education and achieve 
greater proficiency. That they do have the sympathy of their 
home people and families is well known. It is also shown by 
the innumerable applications from Indian parents for the ad- 
mission of other children. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
an inquiry on that point? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if it is true that after the Indian leaves the school and 
returns to his natural environment, namely, the reservation, 
whether or not he is as well fitted to go again amongst his 
brethren as he would be if he was educated in his environment; 
that is, at home or near home? 

Mr. OLMSTED. That also is a perfectly proper and relevant 
question, Mr. Chairman, and I think can be readily answered. 
In the first place, a great many of these Indians never do go 
back to the reservations. One argument which has been used 
against this school is that they will go back to the blanket, It 
may be that a few of them do, just as it is true that some pupils 
in our great universities fail to avail themselves to the west 
extent of their opportunities and go back to idle, indolen t, use- 
less fives. But it is true only to a small degree of the pupils 
of the Carlisle school. Colonel Pratt, who was in charge of 
this school for many years, said two or three years ago in a 
speech at Wilmington, Del., that within 80 miles of that town 
there were over 200 Indian graduates, some of them domestics 
in white families, others doing carpentering, blacksmithing, and 
other work, and it is so to-day. There are graduates of that 
school working as telegraph operators and at innumerable 
trades and occupations. Thirty-four Carlisle Indians served in 
the Spanish-American war and made excellent soldiers. At 
least seven of them enlisted in the Navy. A few of them, after 
leaying the Indian sehool, have graduated at Dickinson Col- 
lege. I am advised that at least one United States Senator has 


Will the gentleman permit 


living with his family in Washington as cook or house worker 
at least one girl from Carlisle, and he has found two or three of 
them useful in his own home. He has reported that his family 
is well pleased with their proficiency and with their services. 

The Carlisle pupils are employed in families and upon farms 
in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Maryland, and Delaware. A great 
majority of them never do go back to the reservations. I think 
those who do go back are even better qualified to work among 
their relatives and friends and bring them up to the standard 
of independent living, whieh after all is what we ought most to 
desire in the education of the Indian. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if he knows what the average period of time is for pupils 
at the Carlisle school? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The full course is about five years. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. And is it not true that as a 
rule pupils who go to Carlisle do not return to their homes until 
such time as they have graduated or left the school? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, they do not all graduate. I am un- 
able to say about the extent to which they visit their homes dur- 
ing their school course. I know that very often their parents 
visit them. I know their parents are very much interested in 
this school, and it is a singular and pertinent fact about this 
school, Mr. Chairman, that it does not have to send out agents 
to secure pupils, but applications are made by the parents of 
the Indians to an extent beyond the capacity of the school. 
There are always applications for more pupils than the school 
can accommodate, showing that the Indians themselves take a 
great interest in this school. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylyania that I have always supported the ap- 
propriations for the support of the Carlisle school, and I have 
done that because I believe in the education of the Indian up to 
a certain extent. I have some misgiving about the advisability 
of continuing indefinitely a school for Indians at Carlisle, 
away from their homes and the States where they reside, unless 
there is going to be some way to find employment for ‘the pupils 
and graduates of that institution in the locality of the school 
rather than that they go back to the reservation. Now, every- 
thing that is taught at Carlisle that the genleman has enumer- 
ated is taught in every well regulated Government Indian school. 
We have in the West many schools that are known as nonres- 
ervatlon schools, yet they are adjacent or close to the reserva- 
tion and practically are the same as the schools on the reserva- 
tion, and everything that the gentleman has mentioned, I think, 
is taught in most of those schools, and they are taught along 
the industrial lines and the other lines that the gentleman has 
suggested. But I doubt, as I said, whether it is advisable to 
continue educating Indians at Carlisle unless it is with the in- 
tention that after they leave the school they will remain in the 
environment of their education rather than to return to the 
reservation. 

Mr. OLMSTED: Mr. Chairman, there is not the slightest dif- 
ficulty in finding employment for every graduate of the Carlisle 
Indian School within a hundred miles of the school itself. 
There is, indeed, a great demand for these pupils—greater than 
the school can supply—and if any one of them does go back to 
the West it is because of his own choice or the choice of his 
parents. Some of them do go back and enter the Indian Serv- 
ice of the Government. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
terruption there? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. : 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In order to give some light on the 
proposition which the gentleman has just stated, that there is a 
great demand in these various schools for Indian children, I 
will state that in the El Paso district, in my State, which I 
recently represented, they were so anxious to get children for 
these various Indian schools in the United States that they sent 
down there and took a lot of Mexican children. It is true that 
these Mexicans have some Indian blood in them, because it is 
a mongrel race. They procured thirty or forty of those stu- 
dents, p them for different schools in Oklahoma and 
Indian Territory, and they beeame dissatisfied. After they had 
been up there for a while, they applied to the Secretary of the 
Interior and to the school authorities to be relieved, so that they 
could go baek home. 

They refused them, and they then filed some kind of legal 
proceedings, setting up the fact that they were citizens of Texas 
and that we had free schools there and free school facilities, 
probably the best in the United States, and that these were not 
Indian children, and on the faets shown they were compelled 
to turn loose our Mexican eitizens and send them back home. 
I want to suggest to the gentleman that it is a fact that these 
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schools are now seeking students all over the United States, any- 
one with Indian blood in them, whether they are citizens of the 
United States or the State or Territory in which they are lo- 
eated, and counting them in the schools for the purpose of get- 
ting $167 a head per annum, to which these children are en- 


titled. I think as soon as the parents of an Indian child be- 
come citizens of the United States that this Government should 
no longer be charged with educating that child, but that the 
States or Territories should have that child. The lands be- 
longing to the Indians are being allotted to them very fast, and 
the decisions of the court and the law is that as soon as the 
lands are allotted to the Indians they become citizens of the 
United States; hence a citizen of the State or Territory in which 
they reside. Their children then are entitled to enter the pub- 
lic schools of that State or Territory, and they should be taken 
off of the United States. If that is done, in ten years or less 
time there will be no Indian children competent to send to Car- 
lisle or to any of these large schools. I believe we are spending 
an immense amount of money now uselessly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, Mr. Chairman, the observations of 
my friend are hardly applicable to the case in hand or to the 
Carlisle School. There has never been any occasion for this 
school to send out agents to drum up pupils whose entrance 
would be of doubtful propriety ; nor, indeed, to solicit pupils at 
all. It is unable to care for all the applicants it has, although 
the average attendance is about 1,000. The cost of keeping the 
pupils in this school, board and clothing, is only about 8143 per 
capita, exclusive of transportation, which is much less than they 
are kept for in any other school. f 

When the time comes that there are no pupils who can be 

properly kept in school, then we may have to consider the aboli- 
tion of all the schools. But that time has not come and is not 
eyen near at hand. We now have about ninety reservation 
Indian schools, boarding schools, and twenty-five nonreserva- 
tion Indian boarding schools, not far removed from the reserva- 
tion. The only one far distant is that at Carlisle. It was 
an experiment, but it has proved a wonderfully successful one, 
and it would be the height of folly to cut it down in the midst 
of its usefulness. 
. We have also, supported at Government expense, 146 day 
schools, and there are in course of construction nineteen new 
buildings to be used as day schools upon the reservations. In 
the ninety reservation schools there were in 1906 11,007 pupils 
enrolled. In the twenty-five nonreservation schools there were 
9,279 pupils enrolled, of which 1,025 were at Carlisle. In the 
day schools there were 4,476 pupils enrolled. All of these 
schools are, I have no doubt, doing good work. I do not desire 
to be understood as making any attack upon or criticism of any 
of them; but it is easily demonstrable that the school at Carlisle 
is doing more good and accomplishing a better and higher pur- 
pose than any of the others. It ought to be the last, instead of 
the first, to be abolished. We have also at Hampton a school 
where some Indians are educated, partly or wholly at Govern- 
ment expense. Then, at Philadelphia, we have the Lincoln In- 
stitution, where Indians are educated at the private expense of 
charitable and philanthropic persons who are interested gen- 
erally in the Indian cause. 

There are also upon or near the reservations some forty-five 
mission schools, maintained by Christian churches of various 
denominations, for the education and training of Indians. The 
Catholics have been and are particularly interested in such 
schools, and other churches are doing something in the same 
line. 

Now, another branch of education taught at Carlisle is illus- 
trated in the fact that these Indians have a band of sixty pieces. 
Is it detrimental or in any way objectionable higher education 
to teach an Indian to blow his own horn? That he certainly 
does blow it successfully was apparent when that band marched 
down Pennsylvania avenue in the grand procession incident to 
the inauguration of Theodore Roosevelt at the head of 400 Car- 
lisle Indian cadets. 

Is it an objectionable higher education that these youths are 
taught discipline, soldierly bearing, and orderly conduct? Those 
cadets had no occasion to be humiliated in the presence of the 
military cadets of West Point or the nayal cadets from Annapo- 
lis. The Indian boys suffered nothing by comparison. Their 
appearance elicited: this favorable comment in a letter written 
to their commander by Hon. F. E. Leupp, the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. He said: 

I wish you would say to the boys who took part in the inaugural 
parade that I was more than gratified—I was positively astonished—at 
their fine marching and soldiers appearance, Wherever I have gone in 
Waslrington since that day people have been talking about the Carlisle 
cadets, and I have been very proud of haying them under my jurisdic- 


tion. I hope to be able to say something of this face to face when we 
meet at commencement. - 


The Secretary of the Interior was also so gratified that he 
wrote the commander, saying: 


It gives me very great pleasure to congratulate you and through you 
the Carlisle boys, whose fine appearance, soldierly bearing, and excel- 
lent performance while participating in the inaugural procession here 
on Saturday last elicited great applause, especially from the President, 
the members of the Cabinet, and others who had the pleasure of wit- 
nereng them as they passed by the President’s stand, and, I am in- 
formed also, all along the route of the procession that day. 

Please thank your boys for me for this demonstration of their hah 
elation in part of the efforts the Government is making in behalf of 
their education. 


I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that no organization participating 
in that day’s procession received more plaudits than did the 
Indian cadets of the Carlisle School. The regiment was ac- 
companied by six noted chiefs—Geronimo, American Horse, Hol- 
low Horn Bear, Quanah Parker, Little Plume, and Buckskin 
Charley—who acted as aids to the commander, showing the in- 
terest that these noted chiefs and all Indians take in this school 
as well as the whites who watch its progress so closely. 

Mr. Chairman, I have heard it stated, and believe it to be 
true, that no pupil of the Carlisle School, and no father of a 
pupil of the Carlisle School, has ever taken arms against the 
Government. It is a great agency of peace in more ways than 
one. z 

And now another branch of this higher education—and let me 
say here in reference to the suggestion of the gentleman who just 
interrupted me—in it they obtain a greater proficiency than is 
acquired by pupils in the reservation schools. While it is true 
that many of those branches are taught in the reservation 
schools and nonreservation schools near the reservations, the 
pupils haye obtained greater proficiency at Carlisle for two 
reasons: First, they are farther separated from their families 
and friends, just as we send white boys away from home in or- 
der that they may better learn, giving their whole attention to 
study without the distractions of home surroundings, and may 
also learn independence; second, the course is five years, as 
against three years on the reservation schools. 

Another branch of the higher education in which they are 
taught is football, baseball, and other athletics. It has come 
to pass in these latter days that the standing of a college or 
university is judged largely by the success of its football team. 
Measured by that test the Carlisle School not only excels all 
other Indian schools, but compares favorably with many of our 
large colleges and universities, and stands in a class with 
Harvard, which was able to score only six points against the 
Indian team in the past year’s contest. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would the gentleman advocate the creation of 
a school for the purpose of teaching football to these Indians? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Why, no, Mr. Chairman; I would not adyo- 
cate a Government school simply for the teaching of football to 
Indians; neither would I advocate the establishment or mainte- 
nance of great universities for the teaching of football to white 
boys. But I have never heard that it injured an Indian boy any 
more than a white boy to become athletic; and I will say to the 
gentleman from New York that these athletics do not cost the 
Government a cent. They are not paid for out of Government 
funds nor by private subscriptions. The Indian football team 
and the Indian baseball team are so proficient, so celebrated, 
and so popular throughout the country, and constitute such 
great attractions that wherever either team plays the admissions 
are large, and their share of the gate moneys a great deal 
more than pays the expense of the entire athletic system and 
training of the school. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course I asked the gentleman the question 
in pleasantry, and I supposed that when the gentleman spoke of 
their being taught football and baseball that he was also using 
pleasantry with reference to these boys. 

Mr. OLMSTHD. Oh, yes; I so understood my friend from 
New York. It is a good thing, and I took occasion to speak of 
it as showing how desirable as well as pleasant it is for these 
Indian boys and girls in the school to be trained in athletics, 
whereby they not only gain pleasant recreation, but are in- 
creased and preserved in health. I will add that the conduct 
of these young Indians at these great public gatherings for 
games is most exemplary, and may well excite the envy of 
many institutions for the education of white pupils. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman is regarded, very 
justly, as an excellent lawyer, and I would like to have his legal 
opinion upon the question as to whether or not there is any 
legal obligation resting upon the Government to sustain schools 
for the Indians, or people who have Indian blood in their veins, 
after the parents of those children have become citizens of the 
United States? 
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Mr. OLMSTED. Well, Mr. Chairman, that question has no 
application in this discussion. It is not alleged that it ap- 
plies to the pupils in the Carlisle School, and that legal question 
would haye no more application to this school than to any other 
school, either reservation or nonreservation. Indeed, it seems 
to have no application at all to Carlisle. 

I édo not suppose there is any legal obligation upon the Gov- 
ernment to do anything for these Indians. There is not, so far 
as I am aware, any legal or constitutional obligation resting 
upon Congress to appropriate for the maintenance of any of 
these schools. It is rather in the nature of a moral obligation. 
There are no other people toward whom this Government stands 
in quite the relation ‘that it stands toward the Indians, who once 
possessed and owned and occupied this entire land. Moreover, 
it is now a question not more as to the welfare of the Indians 
than as to the greatest good to the country in dealing with them. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If the gentleman will permit me 
to suggest, I am satisfied that four-fifths of the children in the 
Carlisle School are children of parents who are citizens of the 
United States, who have had their lands allotted to them, and 
who, hence, are citizens of the State or Territory where they re- 
side, and should be in the State schools, and the State should 
provide for them, and not the General Government. What does 
the gentleman think about that? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, that is a question which, it 
seems to me, is profitless to discuss at this point. I am unable 
to, follow up the financial or other status of the parents of 
these children. I do not know what ones have had lands al- 
lotted to them. I have never heard the allegation made before 
that any of their parents were citizens of the United States. 
I am satisfied the gentleman from Texas is entirely mistaken 
as to Carlisle. But if it were true of that school I am sure it is 
true of all the other schools, and therefore there is no argument 
arising from that fact to justify the striking down of this school 
and the maintenance of the others. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What I desired to direct the 
gentleman’s attention to was the question whether he would 
be in favor of taking numbers of Indian children whose parents 
were citizens of the United States and of the States where they 
lived and putting them in the Carlisle School or any other 
school? 

Mr. OLMSTED. When we take up the question of abolishing 
all these schools, that is a question which we may haye to meet 
and discuss. But we shall first have to ascertain and determine 
whether any of the parents are citizens of any State. 

Now, as to the coeducation of Indians and whites in the pub- 
lic schools. That has been tried to a certain extent near the 
reservations, with results thus set forth by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. In his report for 1906 he says: 

In many neighborhoods the whites object to the Indian pupils on 
the ground of their dirty habits, their diseases, and their morals. 

He says the whites object to coeducation with the Indian pu- 
pils in the public schools because of their health, their habits, and 
their morals; that they are dirty, diseased, and immoral. That 
is the objection to their education in the public schools in the 
vicinity of the reservations. Now that is not true at Carlisle. 
The pupils there are kept clean and healthy, neat, tidy, and or- 
derly. No complaint has ever come up from the citizens in the 
vicinity of the Carlisle School against these pupils on any one 
of the three grounds named. The Commissioner in the same 
report also shows that on and near the reservations there is 
race prejudice against the Indians, and mentions that it is “ par- 
ticularly obvious at Fort Totten, Hayward, Pala, San Jacinto, 
Seger, and Tulalip.” There is no race prejudice against them 
in Pennsylvania. 

Although in the early days of this country there were as 
many Indian depredations committed in and about Carlisle as 
in any other part of the country, it is now the fact that there is 
a most kindly and friendly and admiring sentiment among the 
industrious, intelligent, and thrifty farmers and all other people 
in that beautiful valley toward these wards of the nation. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Has the gentleman any sta- 
tistics as to the number of pupils in the Carlisle school who 
have been cbliged to leave the school on account of tuberculosis? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have no statistics upon that point. Tuber- 
culosis, as is well known, is a disease to which Indians are more 
or less subject, no matter where they may be—North or South, 
East or West. > 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman mentioned Quanah 
Parker, who is chief of the Comanche tribe of Indians in Okla- 
homa. I will state to the gentleman that a son of Quanah 
Parker died in New Mexico, at Fort Stanton Reseryation, about 
a year ago. His father brought him down where I lived, and I 
assisted in getting him transportation to that point. He was in 


the last stages of consumption, and he had just the year before 
that graduated at Carlisle. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is very likely. I know of two grad- 
uates from Yale who died of tuberculosis within sixty days. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman did not wait until 
I completed my statement. I know myself of numerous Indians 
in that reservation who had been sent to Hampton and Car- 
lisle, in the North here, away from the plains country, where 
the climate is much more healthful than it is in the East for 
people of that kind, who have been accustomed to outdoor life, 
and many of them—I will not say a majority of them, but a 
great many of them—fall victims to tuberculosis. They are 
maet more subject to it—take it more easily than white peo- 
ple do. 3 

Mr. OLMSTED. I belieye that to be true, but I deny that 
they. are peculiarly subject to it or exposed to it at Carlisle, 
for fhat is not a part of the country in which that disease par- 
ticularly abounds. It has a particularly healthy climate; fully 
as much so as the country in which the reservations are, for 
the most part, located. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
vanians, but not for Indians. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. If the gentleman will pardon 
me, I would like to state that last year I took up with the 
agent of each of the Indian reseryations in my State, and there 
were several, to know something about the number of pupils 
that had gone from these reservations to the Carlisle School 
and to know something about how they had turned out. I found 
in one reservation that the larger part of them had died as a 
result of tuberculosis a short time after returning from school. 
I found also that a good many that had left were absolutely 
worthless, but, on the whole, I think there was a greater num- 
ber that were thrifty than there were that were worthless. In 
one or two reservations, with few exceptions, they were all main- 
taining a living and taking care of themselves, and some of 
them were employed about the agency. One agency where I 
was,. the issue clerk was a Carlisle graduate, and he was as 
bright and probably as efficient a clerk as any white man could 
have been.. I simply state this in justice to the Carlisle School. 
I could have given statistics if I had known that this debate 
was coming up. If I have them in the city, I will give them to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I think, on the whole, it 
was in favor of the education that they received at Carlisle. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to have such tes- 
timony from so reliable a source. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will par- 
don me, I would like to ask a question of the gentleman from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would liké to know whether the Indians on 
the reservation, which the gentleman referred to, are not dying 
on trom year to year, young Indians as well as the old, of tuber- 
culosis 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Tuberculosis is prevalent to 
a great extent among the Sioux Indians on some reservations. 
I think on some reservations as high as 70 or 75 per cent are 
affected with tuberculosis. It is a subject that has attracted a 
good deal of attention of late, and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in the Indian appropriation bill that we passed last 
year, was authorized to examine into the subject and make a re- 
port to Congress, which he has not yet done. I understand that 
he expects before the adjournment of Congress to make a report 
with certain suggestions and recommendations. I do not know 
that the tubercular feature is a subject that enters into this ques- 
tion of the Carlisle school, except the fact that the confining of 
an Indian, who might be subject to tubercular trouble, would 
tend perhaps to develop the disease; but that would be true 
anywhere, although I think the climate where the Indians are 
generally located, especially in the Northwest, is more conducive 
to the health of the people who have tubercular affection than 
perhaps the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is unfortunately true, Mr. Chairman, that 
the Indians are, more than the white race, subject to the ravages 
of tuberculosis. I believe it is also true of the colored people 
in the South as well as in the North. But it is a mistake to 
suppose that the Indians at the Carlisle School are more subject 
to that disease than the Indians at any other school. -I believe 
if the exact facts and real statistics could be elicited upon that 
point it would be found that there is less of that disease among 
the pupils at Carlisle than in any other school. The utmost 
care is taken in the admission of pupils not to receive any that 
are so afflicted, and their health is cared for scrupulously there. 
That is one advantage of the athletic training that they receive, 
the girls as well as the boys, and they are kept out of doors as 
much as possible. Many of them work out of doors all summer, 


It may be all right for Pennsyl- 
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Mr. FITZGERALD, Will the gentleman pardon me for a 
question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Before the gentleman passes away 
from the athletic feature I would like to ask him if he is able 
to state whether any Indians are retained in the school merely 
for the purpose of continuing them as members of yarious ath- 
letic teams? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think I may safely say that they are not, 
except, perhaps, as instructors. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I mean retained as pupils some time 
after they would naturally finish at the school, because of their 
peculiar fitness for the different athletic games. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think not, Mr. Chairman. I think they 
would not be permitted to play with a college or university 
team if there was any charge of that kind sustainable against 
them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Perhaps it is fair for me to say that the 
reason which prompts the question is this: Two years ago I 
spent some time at a place where the Carlisle Indian band was 
stationed for a week. I found a member of the band to be a 
Seneca Indian who had been eight years at Carlisle. I asked 
him when he expected to finish, and he did not know. Appar- 
ently that young Indian from the State of New York was at 
the school. merely to 

Mr. OLMSTED. Blow his horn? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; to add to the efficiency of the band. 
My belief is that the school has done good work in Indian edu- 
cation. I desire to know whether the gentleman has any infor- 
mation that would enable him to state whether this, perhaps, 
would be an exceptional case or whether the school has not 
been made too attractive in some respects, so as to keep Indians 
there for purposes not most beneficial to them, but merely to 
add to the renown of the school with the people of the country. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I hardly think that 
that can be true. If it were true to any extent, I should ter- 
tainly have heard of it. I think the case mentioned by_ the 
gentleman is an isolated case. It is possible that that par- 
ticular Seneca Indian was retained as a sort of instructor in 
the band. I do not know the particulars of that case. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; he was not an instructor. He was 
an ordinary musician. I forget the particular instrument that 
he played, but not one that required any great proficiency or 
expertness, 

Mr. DALE. Does the gentleman from New York know 
whether the school got an appropriation for that Indian? If it 
did not, then the gentleman’s argument would haye no force— 
if he was not counted in the number. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I had some discussion about that, but 
I am unable to state definitely whether he was an Indian for 
whom the nation paid or whether he was there paying his 
own way; on that I am unable to state. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I wish the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would state to the House, if he has not already 
done so, how much is annually appropriated for the Carlisle 
School by the Government and how many Indians they have 
there in annual attendance? 

Mr. OLMSTED. ‘The intent is to maintain as nearly as pos- 
sible 1,000. Sometimes it is a little over that number, and 
sometimes a little under, but the average is about 1,000. The 
total enrollment in 1906 was 1,025. The appropriation in this 
bill for their maintenance, including transportation, is $163,000. 
It is less per capita than at the other schools. On the point 
suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], 
of course it is a very attractive feature of this school that it 
has this magnificent band and maintains this magnificent regi- 
ment of cadets, It is attractive to the Indians themselves, and 
probably in part accounts for the many applications for ad- 
mission, mostly from full-blooded Indians. I believe the pro- 
portion of full bloods is greater at this school than at any other. 
But these features are also attractive to all white people who 
are interested in the Indians. I noticed that the President of 
the United States eyed them with great pride and pleasure as 
they passed before him in review at the dedication of Penn- 
sylyania’s magnificent capitol building on the 4th of October 
last. They were on that occasion a most attractive feature of 
the parade in honor of the dedication of the handsomest State 
capitol in the United States. 

There is another feature to which I wish to call the attention 
of the House. In the summer months these Indians are permit- 
ted to hire themselyes out to farmers and others. They not 
only get healthful occupation on the farms and acquire in that 
way practical and valuable experience in farming, but they 
breathe in health with the pure air and drink it in with the 
pure water of that far-famed valley. They are taught also 


habits of frugality. I am told that 
to teach an Indian is to save money. 
erous with his money and property. 


one of the hardest things 
The Indian is always gen- 
There is no such thing as 
a stingy Indian. But here they are taught to improve in that 
direction. That they do improve and learn is manifest from the 
fact that during the past summer—1906—the Indians at that 
school earned over $30,000 and have saved over $12,000, which 
they now have in banks and savings institutions. 

The pupils at Carlisle use neither liquor nor tobacco. Disci- 
pline in this, as in other details, is very strict. The institution 
is, of course, nonsectarian. The ministers of the churches at 
Carlisle of all denominations are quite willing to take turns 
preaching to them. Their moral as well as their physical health 
is carefully looked after. 

It is not my desire to longer consume the time of the House. 
I merely wish to say that the people of this entire country have 
watched with interest, and I think with pride, the growth, the 
wonderful progress, and the increasing usefulness of this Car- 
lisle Indian School. I trust that I may rely upon the support 
of this House, if need be, to prevent it from being singled out 
and stricken down at the height of its usefulness. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas 
haying taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed bill of the following title; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

S. 7034. An act to incorporate the International Sunday 
School Association of America. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BURLESON. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KLINE]. 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, contemplated legislation for the 
government of the District of Columbia has frequently, in one 
form or another, caused heated discussions on the floor of this 
House. Many pieces of this character of legislation are looked 
upon with suspicion when presented here. The District of Co- 
lumbia government is peculiar and exceptional to itself. There 
is no municipality or municipal district in the country that has 
adopted and maintained the form of government which now pre- 
vails in the District under the authority of Congress. In other 
municipalities throughout the country the lawmaking power is 
in councils or boards of aldermen elected by the people, and the 
executive powers are yested in the mayor of the city, also 
elected by the people. 

All laws and legislation regulating the government of the city 
of Washington and the District of Columbia are enacted by 
Congress, and the government is administered by a board of 
three Commissioners appointed by the President of the United 
States. 

Since the present form of government was established by Con- 
gressional action the city and District have made phenomenal 
progress and advancement. The boundaries of the city have 
been extended beyond the wildest anticipations, its public build- 
ings and private edifices are of a character and magnitude of 
which any city must feel proud, and its beauty, its cosmopolitan 
characteristics, and attractiveness are constantly attracting the 
people from all parts of the United States—yea, of the whole 
world. 

Another has said: Sixty years ago the city of Washington 
was the very modest capital of an inspiring Republic. To-day 
she is the fair capital of a great Republic; and sixty years from 
now the city of Washington will be the most ornate and the 
most beautiful capital of the greatest and most powerful na- 
tion of the world; it has a good start toward becoming the 
Paris of America. 

The city is already metropolitan. Every citizen in this vast 
country claims it as his own, and, therefore, however distant 
we may be removed from her boundaries, however humble our 
station in life may be, and however much we may be devoted 
to the interest of our homes and constituencies, we all are at- 
tached and interested in the advancement, thrift, splendor, and 
greatness of this most beautiful capital of a nation to become 
the greatest and most powerful nation in the world. 

Its wealth, importance, progress, and greatness may be exem- 
plified by a few statistics. The total assessed valuation of 
Washington City on July 1, 1906, was fixed at $189,728,863, and 
of Washington County on said date, outside of the city limits, 
was fixed at $49,733,122; and the total assessed valuation of 
real estate in the District of Columbia for the fiscal year of 
1906 is $239,461,985. The total real estate taxes for the year 
1906 are $3,591,929.78. 

The assessed yalue of personal property in the District of Co- 
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lumbia for taxation purposes in 1877 was $15,429,873, and in 
1906 it was estimated to be $27,000,000. In 1871 the valuation 
of real estate in the District for taxation purposes was $79,997,- 
454, and in 1906 it was assessed, as before stated, at $239,461,985. 

Although it is the smallest political subdivision in the Union, 
the District of Columbia outranks twenty-five States and Ter- 
ritories in point of wealth. The wealth of the District in 1904 
was $1,040,383,173, compared with $928,739,773 in 1900, an in- 
crease in four years of over $111,000,000, or a little over 12 per 
cent. : 

The wealth of the District exceeds that of the following States 
and ‘Territories: Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Is. 
land, Delaware, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Florida, North Dakota, South Dakota, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Arkansas, Indian Territory, Oklahoma, Montana, 
Idaho, Wyoming, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Neyada, and 
Oregon. 

It is nearly five times as great as the wealth of Nevada; three 
times the wealth of Wyoming, each of which has two Senators 
and one Representative; it is three times the wealth of Ver- 
mont or Idaho, twice that of New Hampshire or South Caro- 
lina, and two and one-half times as great as Florida or Utah: 
And the wealth of Georgia, Vermont, ‘Tennessee, Colorado, 
Washington, and Louisiana are all in the same class. 

In 1880 the population of the city of Washington was 177,624, 
and in 1890 it had increased to 230,382. In 1900 it had a popu- 
lation of 278,718, and to-day it is estimated to exceed 310,000 
people. The aggregate of taxes, interest, and penalties collected 
for the year ending June 30, 1906, were $6,124,593.74, and, 
strange to say, in the administration of this Government in the 
District of Columbia, rich and populous and with diversified in- 
terests, the citizens and the inhabitants of the District have 
no voice, power, or authority in legislative matters. 

Has it ever occurred to you that it was of the highest impcr- 
tance that the people of the District of Columbia should have a 
Delegate or Delegates on the floor of this House to protect the 
interests of the District of Columbia and to advise and deliber- 
ate on District affairs with the Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, representing constituencies in the country at large? 

With this in mind, that the people of the District of Colum- 
bia for a proper protection of their interests ought to haye a 
Representative in Congress, I introduced during the early ses- 
sion of this Congress a bill (H. R. 20529) providing for the elec- 
tion of two Delegates in the District of Columbia, to represent 
the District in Congress, with power to debate, and vote on all 
questions and legislation affecting the District of Columbia, and 
that they be made members of the House District of Columbia 
Committee. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. KLINE. Certainly. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman why he 
recommends in his bill two Delegates from the District, when 
in fact it is the same as the Territories and much less in propor- 
tion than many of the districts of the.country. My own dis- 
trict has over 400,000 people in it, and they have but one Rep- 
resentative in Congress. 

Mr. KLINE. The reason is because the population or the 


approximate population of the District of Columbia is almost |- 


equivalent to two ratios. That is the reason why I selected 
two, but I will be satisfied with one if this bill can be passed. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I wondered what your reasons were, 

Mr. KLINE. It should have, at least, the same character of 
representation in the Federal Congress that is and has been for 
many years accorded to our Territories, and which the posses- 
sions of Porto Rico, Hawaii, and Alaska are now enjoying. 

The Constitution of the United States confers upon Con- 
gress the exclusive legislative control in all cases whatsoever 
over the District of Columbia, but does not allow the inhabitants 
any vote for Presidential electors and other oflicers. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit another inter- 
ruption? Do I understand you would give that Delegate, or 
Delegates, a full measure of representation, with a vote and 
voice upon the floor, or simply that of a Delegate representing 
a Territory? 

Mr. KLINE. The bill itself provides that such Delegates 
shall only have the right to vote and debate on questions in 
which the District of Columbia is interested, and have no right 
to debate or vote upon other questions of legislation. 

Mr. KEIFER. You could not give this Delegate the right 
to participate as a Representative under the Constitution, could 
you? 

Mr. KLINE. I think Congress could grant that power. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I am afraid not. I think it would be a 
violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. KLINE. I am not prepared at this time to answer this 
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Upon reflection it may be that the gen- 
tlemen are correct in their contention. 

By an act of Congress approyed February 21, 1871, all the 
territory included within the limits of the District was erected 
into 2 government by the name of the District of Columbia, 
which became constituted by said act a body corporate, with tha 


constitutional question. 


usual powers for municipal purposes. Said act abolished the 
old and established a new form of government for the District, 
and provided for a Territorial form of government, with gov- 
ernor, legislature, and 2 Delegate to Congress. 

Previous to the act of 1871 the legislative power had been 
exercised directly by Congress, in which, however, the people 
had no representation, but upon the establishment of a Terri- 
torial form of government by that act, the right of electing a 
Delegate to Congress with the same privileges as Delegates of 
other Territories was granted. 

Early in June, 1874, Congress passed an act abolishing the 
form of government intended to be established by the act of 
1871, and to replace the old order, temporarily providing a govern- 
ment by three Commissioners, and made provision for the prepa- 
ration of a permanent form of government; and in June, 1878, 
an act was passed which lodged the affairs of the District in 
the hands of a board of three Commissioners—two civilians ap- 
pointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate and an 
engineer officer detailed from the Army. All the numerous sub- 
ordinates are appointed by the Commissioners. The affairs of the 
District are now managed and governed, and for twenty-seven 
years haye been managed and governed, by the provisions and 
directions of the act of 1878. 

Congress, under said act, pays half the taxes and the sal- 
aries of all officers appointed by the President, and all others 
are paid by the District of Columbia. 

It is or may be generally admitted that for the District of 
Columbia (if self and popular government is to be denied them) 
the present form of goyernment is as good and satisfactory as 
ean be secured by human minds; but, on the contrary, I also be- 
lieve that there are many good citizens who likewise believe 
and contend that for apparent reasons and for the benefit of 
the District it should have representation in the House of 
Representatives. 

Representation as contemplated by said bill would certainly be 
conducive to a great amount of good, as well as aid to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Committee in the House, and Members of the 
House of Representatives, when District legislation is under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania per- 
mit another interruption? ; 

Mr. KLINE. Certainly. 

Mr. GOULDEN. What has your observation taught you as 
to the conduct of the government of the District of Columbia 
since this reorganization as compared with that when they had 
direct representation and had the right to, vote and the right to 
govern themselves? 

Mr. KLINE. I find that the progress of the District has been 
phenomenal, and it has and had a good government, but I be- 
lieve that the people of the District of Columbia, like the States 
and the Territories, should have representation. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I agree with you in the main on that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
he found in the inyestigation of this subject any particular de- 
sire on the part of the citizens of the city of Washington them- 
selves to have this representation that the gentleman’s bill calls 
for? 

Mr. KLINE. I have. I am in receipt of numerous letters, 
memorials, and communications, and I am told the citizens have 
held meetings in the city of Washington indorsing this measure 
and the provisions of this bill. My judgment is that the subject 
should be referred to a vote of the people of the District of 
Columbia for adjustment, whether or not they desire repre- 
sentation in Congress and self-government. 

Before preparing this bill I did not consult with anyone in- 
terested in the administration of the affairs of the District of 
Columbia; I did not obtain the advice or encouragement of any 
Member of Congress, nor did I then haye in mind many of the 
potent and cogent reasons why such legislation should be 
enacted which haye since been brought to my mind and atten- 
tion. It was simply my own conviction, actuated by personal 
experience acquired during my brief membership as 4 member 
of the District Committee. 

I may have no adherents in this thought and may be unable 
to convince anyone of the soundness and propriety of such legis- 
lation and proposed invasion of existing conditions and methods 
of procedure. I know, however, that there are some Members 
on the floor of the House who haye adyocated and would sup- 
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port proper measures that would give the District à system of 


self-government, and I also have become cognizant that 
many good, reputable, and influential citizens in the District 
are seriously and earnestly in favor of legislation such as I 
have proposed, or on lines of a similar import. I have, there- 
fore, without any pretense of eloquence, rhetoric, or felicity of 
diction, but in a plain and simple manner, attempted to give my 
individual reasons for the introduction of said bill and why it 
should be enacted into law. > 

: It seems to me that such a proposition is clearly just and 
proper and reasonable and that argument should not be neces- 
sary to convince the legislator of the propriety of such legisla- 
tion. We all recognize that those vested with power and au- 
thority are jealous of their rights and jurisdiction and fre- 
quently resent and discourage a disturbance of the same, and 
therefore it may be that those in authority may not even permit 
a fair and unbiased consideration of the subject. The District 
Commissioners, who are vitally and materially interested in 
such legislation, have reported against the bill. I am not actu- 
ated by any selfish motives. It is not a sectional question with 
those who may be called upon to solve and determine the same; 
it is only a subject which intends to be fair and just to a people 
who assist in bearing the burdens of the Government, who now 
and hitherto have had no yoice or representation in the conduct 
and management of their own municipal and local affairs. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 
tion? The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that the Com- 
missioners have reported adversely to the bill. 

Mr. KLINE. They have. 

Mr, GOULDEN. May I be allowed to ask if there have been 
hearings upon the matter and a full discussion had before the 
committee? 

Mr. KLINE. The subject has not been formally presented to 
the committee. The ‘committee had other business, which en- 
gaged its attention in the past, and it has had no time to in- 
vestigate and consider this bill, except the matter was referred to 
the District Commissioners, and they- reported against it. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Without a hearing? 

Mr. KLINE. Yes. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Do you consider it fair that the Commis- 
sioners should have decided so important a matter to the people 
of the District without giving them an opportunity to be heard 
on the subject? 

Mr. KLINE. No; I do not. 

Our national independence was achieved on the issue of “no 
taxation without representation;” and if it be true that this 
Government is a “ government of the people, by the people, and 
for the people,” it is difficult to understand why the 350,000 citi- 
zens now living in the District, or that may hereafter establish 
their residence here, and its increased population, should be 
deprived of all voice and representation in their Government. 
If they were not taxed and in other respects not required to 
support and defend the Government, then I could see some 
reason why they should not be represented; but such is not the 
ease. As citizens, the people of the District of Columbia are 
subjected to the same burdens as other citizens, and they have 
performed their whole duty as fully, freely, and patriotically 
as those of any other part of the country. 

The people of the District have from the foundation of the 
Government contributed their full proportion for its support, 
both in peace and war. In the war with Spain the District 
furnished twice as many yolunteers, in proportion to population, 
as any State in the Union. It contributes by taxation one-half 
of the cost of its local government. It contributes to the pay- 
ment of internal-revenue tax an enormous item in aid of the 
payment of the expenses of our Government, and I am told 
that in 1891 the District paid over four times per capita as 
much as fifteen States and five Territories, including Alaska, 
and paid in nearly that proportion ever since. With all these 
burdens and contributions it is denied representation. It is 
the only place in these United States where citizens have no 
yoice in the selection of the men designated to rule them or in 
the disposition of the taxes they are compelled to pay. 

By making a search into our early history it is made ap- 
parent that it was never contemplated by the founders of our 
Government that the citizens of the District should become or 
be made political nonentities. It was never their intention that 
the inhabitants of the District of Columbia should be deprived 
of all voice in their own government. 

Before the adoption of the Constitution Madison made the 
statement in the Federalist that “a municipal legislature for 
local purposes, derived from their own suffrages, will of course 
be allowed them.” It was apparently the idea and expecta- 
tion of the legislators in early years that the people of the 
District should haye representation, as is shown by the follow- 
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ing from the debates in Congress in 1803. Mr. Hughes, of 
South Carolina, speaking of the District, said: “ He looked for- 
ward to the period when the inhabitants, from their number 
and riches, would be entitled to a representative on this floor. 
And with respect to their local concerns, when they grow more 
numerous and wealthy there would be no difficulty in giving 
them a Territorial legislature.” And Mr. Randolph, speaking 
on this subject, said: “ Domestic slavery is of all others the 
most oppressive, and political slavery, which has been well de- 
fined to be that state in which any community is divested of 
the power of self-government and regulated by law to which 
its assent is not required and may not be given. This species 
of government is an experiment how far freemen can be rec- 
onciled to live without rights, an experiment dangerous to the 
liberties of these States.“ 

In the Forty-first Congress, page 645, Hon. Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, from Pennsylvania, an honored member of this body for 
more than a score of years and one of its illustrious Speakers, 
said: “I am inclined to believe, judging from the rules of com- 
mon sense, that this is correct, especially in view of the cita- 
tion from Judge Story, which clearly establishes the right of 
Congress to delegate the legislative power in reference to this 
District. * * Nothing can be feared, in my judgment, 
from delegating this power to the people.” ' 

I think I am correct in saying that every national capital of 
Europe has its own local government, and London has half as 
many members in Parliament as it has in its council. 

Abraham Lincoln said: “Allow all the governed an equal 


volce in the government; that, and that only, is self-goyern- 


ment; “ and Representative Cox, of Ohio, once said: The citi- 
zens of Washington have an inalienable right to the freest, the 
most popular form of municipal government. * * * For us 
to give them less will be to be false to the most fundamental 
principles of American liberty.” . 

If the proposed bill should be passed the exclusive jurisdic- 
tion of Congress over the District would remain exactly the 
same as it is now. The only effect would be to give the citizens 
of the District of Columbia a voice in the District government, 
the same as other citizens, through their respective Representa- 
tives. Ought not the people in the District have the same privi- 
lege? If not, why not? 

Years ago, when the population was small and its interests 
were limited and not much diversified, the importance and neces- 
sity for representation was not so apparent. But to-day, with 
its wealth, interests, and population exceeding and surpassing 
many of the States of the Union, I see many obvious reasons 
why her people should have representation in Congress. The 
population of the District is within a small fraction sufficient 
to entitle them to two Representatives in the House. It is 
greater than a dozen of our States, and the amount of taxes paid 
is larger than is raised by some of the States for State pur- 
poses, and yet those States have two Senators and a Representa- 
tive, and several two Representatives. 

Whilst every member of the House District of Columbia Com- 
mittee is and has been performing the duty assigned to him 
with fidelity and ability, with the information at hand of the 
importance and necessity of the character of legislation pre- 
sented, yet no one will pretend that any member of the commit- 
tee is as efficient.and as well equipped to engage in this work as 
if he were a resident of the District. We are all acquainted 
or expect to be acquainted with the legislation needed by our 
immediate constituencies; we have a personal interest in such 
legislation, and we make every reasonable effort to secure that 
in which our several constituencies are interested. If we did 
not there would soon be a rebellion at home, and the home 
papers would be filled with columns of censure, reprimand, and 
criticism, with an invitation to retire from public life and make 
room for a more worthy successor. 

Living hundreds and thousands of miles away from the Dis- 
trict and seat to which legislation enacted is to apply, it is not 
human or reasonable to think that as much attention, study, 
and consideration would be given to such legislation as to that 
which affects our several constituencies or the entire country. 

The District Committee is composed of eighteen members, 
none of whom resides more contiguously to the District than 
the Philadelphia member, who lives distant 140 miles, and all 
the other members live in remote communities in all parts of 
the country, east of the Missouri River. It can not be said that 
any of said members are as intimately acquainted with the to- 
pography, highways, business interests, trade, inhabitants, and 
the needs of the District as those who live in the District, and 
fitted to be or become a Delegate in the House of Representa- 
tives from the District of Columbia. We are all interested in 
making Washington the most beautiful, most attractive, and 
best-governed capital city in the world. 
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We all must acknowledge that subjects have been under con- | and what was the population of the whole district in 1900, at 


sideration in committee and this House when there was an ab- 
sence of proper information, and no one present to furnish the 
requisite facts in order to legislate intelligently. 

True, the privilege is granted to receive information from the 
District Commissioners, or call witnesses or parties interested, 
but by such facilities the knowledge is not obtained that could 
be acquired by and from Delegates representing the District 
of Columbia, who would, by the bill introduced, secure member- 
ship in the District of Columbia Committee and the right of 
debate on the floor of this House, and thereby enlighten its 
membership on subjects wherewith they may have no fa- 
mniliarity. 

This bill provides simple election machinery for the election 
of Delegates. 

My judgment is that this bill, or one of similar import, should 
pass, and if enacted into law it would be beneficial to the 
progressive and healthy interests of the District and its inhab- 
itants, as well as a great aid to secure prompt, intelligent, and 
needed legislation for the government of the District of Co- 
lumbla. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr. Moorr of Pennsylvania). 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? | After 
a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURLESON. I yield time to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. GOULDEN]. 

Mr. HUNT. Have I permission to interrogate the gentleman 
for a moment? 

Mr. GOULDEN. 
time he desires. 

Mr. HUNT. I would like to know if in the course of your re- 
marks you referred to the fact there was at one time a form of 
self-government conferred upon the District? 

Mr. KLINE. I did. 

Mr. HUNT. ‘To what circumstances do you attribute its dis- 
continuance or the present mode of government in the District? 

Mr. KLINE. I referred to it in my remarks. When the form 
of government was changed 

Mr. HUNT. And the reason for it? 

Mr. KLINE. I do not think I assigned any rensons for it, 
but as a fact the government was changed in 1871 and thus 
continued until 1874, and in 1878 a bill was passed by which 
the government of the District was vested in the hands of three 
Commissioners appointed by the President. | Applause.] 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. GOULDEN]. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in 
reference to a matter of considerable importance to my dis- 
trict, the Eighteenth New York, but before doing so I wish to 
state that I am in sympathy with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KLINE] regarding local self-government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I heartily indorse what he has so ably and 
so eloquently said upon that subject, and I hepe that the Dis- 
trict Committee may find time at an early date to take up this 
important question and give to the people of the District of 
Columbia that to which, in my judgment, they are entitled, 
namely, self-government. [Applause.] 

The bill under discussion appropriating so large a sum for 
the District of Columbia is of importance to the nation., The 
difficulty seems to be to make the reyenues of the Government 
equal the demands made on Congress by the people. It requires 
the greatest care on the part of the various committees of this 
House and of the Senate to accomplish this desirable and neces- 
sary result, to save the credit of the country. 

In the last session a bill was brought in from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds appropriating some sixteen 
inillions for the use of post-offices, courts, and other necessary 
Government buildings throughout the country. 

The Borough of the Bronx, with its population of 350,000, all 
in my district, needs a public building, especially for the proper 
handling of its mails. While the borough is a part of the old 
city of New York, it lies from 10 to 15 miles from the general 
post-office of that city. Its growth has been phenomenal. In 
1890 the population was 85,000; in 1900 the population (United 
States census) was 200,507; in 1905 the population (State cen- 
sus) was 272,000; in 1907 the population (police census) was 
350,000 ; estimated in 1910 the population will be 500,000. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from New 
York permit an interruption? 

Mr. GOULDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNT. To what influences is this great increase due, 


I yield to the gentleman from Missouri the 


the time of the apportionment? 

Mr. GOULDEN. Answering the last part of the gentleman's 
query first, I would say that the population in 1900, in round 
figures, was 240,000. The rapid increase since then is due to the 
improved transit facilities, the opening, regulating, grading,.and 
paving of many miles of streets, the building of sewers, beauti- _ 
fying the 4,000 acres of magnificent public parks, the healthful- 
ness and beauty of this section; to the fact, largely, that we 
have had a splendid local government, presided over by that 
able and distinguished citizen, the Hon. Louis F, IIaffen, the 
borough president; and last, but not least, that the people are 
a public-spirited body of citizens, second to none in the country. 
[| Applause. ] 

I desire to say that this does not include all of the Eighteenth 
district. We have a population of 50,000 south of the Harlem 
River on the island of Manhattan and in the borough of the 
same name, which belongs to and is a part of my district. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Have you a branch office there now? 

Mr. GOULDEN. We have no branch office—simply substa- 
tions. Mr. Chairman, I shall later ask unanimous consent to 
include a letter from the postmaster of New York City, with the 
full statistics accompanying it, regarding this particular section 
of the great and growing city of New York. 

Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SHEPPARD. May I ask the gentleman just one more 
question? 

Mr. GOULDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I want to say, as a member of the Public 
Buildings and Grounds Committee, that the gentleman from 
New York has been most tireless in presenting the claims of the 
Bronx post-office building to the committee, as well as to Its 
individual members. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I thank the gentleman from Texas, who, as 
a member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
knows whereof he speaks, and I hope I will always have his 
active support in that committee in this needed appropriation 
for the Borough of the Bronx. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The gentleman certainly did have my sup- 
port, and he shall continue to have it in the future. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I heartily thank the gentleman from Texas 
in behalf of my district. 

It is now the eleyenth city in the Union. Its assessed valun- 
ation of real estate for taxable purposes is over $400,000,000. 
The new buildings erected in 1906 approximated $30,000,000. 

‘This great and growing borough, one of the five great subdi- 
visions of the city of New York, demands a public building, espe- 
cially for its growing postal needs. 

A commission consisting of the Postmaster-General, the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of 
the Senate, Senator Scorr, and of the House of Representatives 
Congressman BARTHOLDT, were named at the close of the last 
session of Congress as a commission to investigate the postal 
facilities of Manhattan and the Bronx, with the view of recom- 
mending the necessary action to give the required relief. 

This committee are expected to visit the boroughs named and 
investigate the whole subject and report to the Sixtieth Cou- 
gress in December next. 

I desire permission to include in my remarks on this subject 
a letter and statistics from Postmaster William R. Willcox, of 
New York City, one of the ablest and most efficient officials in 
the Government service, given at my request last month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD." Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letter and data referred to are as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER, 

New York, N. Y., December 29, 1906. 


Hon. J. A. GouLDEN, 
180 Broadway, New York. 


. My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: I am in receipt of your letter of December 
27, in which you express to me the conclusion that the Bronx Borough 
has outgrown its postal facilities, and that you are desirous of ascer- 
taining what recommendations have been made and what our views 
are concerning the service in that particular part of the city. 

The matter of postal facilities for the Bronx has been carefully 
studied by me since I have been in office, and I have from time to time 
made various recommendations concerning increased accommodations for 
that part of the city, many of which are still before the Department, not 
having been acted upon. It is true that the Department during the past 
year has, at my solicitation, provided two additional postal stations in 
this section and furnished an additional force of carriers for duty there, 
all of which has helped matters considerably; but nevertheless there is 
still much room for further . and I have no hesitation in 
saying that the demands for better service are within reason and entirely 
just, considering the enormous interests involved. A very large portion 
of the Bronx has reached a point when it must be considered as 
equally important in every way as that part of the city locally known 
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as Manhattan Island, and the problem must be reckoned with accord- 
ingly. A review of certain thoroughly reliable statistics will pova tne 
ce 

in build- 


correctness of the above assertion and show you that this o 
8 the marvelous growth of the Bronx in population, 
Es, a 


ud in assessed valuation: 


5. 783, 430 
— 291, 533, 218 
ON EIB BREEN A S TEA Be iin a SN RIN ETE 405, 497, 493 

In 1902 there were 800 buildings erected, at a cost of $6,503,979; 
in 1904, 944 spur i at a cost of $16,172,200, and in 1905, 2,214 
buildings, at a cost of $37,500,445. The new buildi erected in 1906 
will represent a value of at least $40,000,000, chiefly for homes for 
that great class of the R who find the cost of living in Man- 
hattan Borough too burdensome to carry. Thousands of this class are 
flocking into the city from all over the country, and the closest pos- 
sible estimate shows an annual increase in 8 of 35,000 in the 
Bronx. It may be Interesting to note that the total valna- 
tion in that borough within the past ten years is greater than the 
combined valuation of the populous counties of Broome, Chenango, and 
Dutchess, in this State. he average cost of a building in the Bronx 
is $15,000, as compared with $6,500 in Lad ty age $4,000 in Queens. 
The Bronx has a population of between 350, and 400,000, and as 
a separate municipality it would rank about the eighth largest city in 
the United States. 

My object in referring to the foregoing is not for the purpose of 
giving you information regarding the growth of your own borough, but 
more to assure you that this particular district, which is served from 
this office, has been made the subject of careful study. A further 
reason is that I wish you to thoroughly appreciate the difficulties ex- 
perienced here in endeavoring to satisfy the constant and unquestion- 
ably reasonable demands for better service which are being made 
upon us. It needs no extensive argument to show that unless the poet 
service shall keep apace with the tremendous forward movement, it will 
require a vast ture at no distant date to place the service on 
an equal footing with other residential sections of the city. 

I am sending you annexed to this letter a statement of the exact 
service now performed at the various stations throughout the city, and 
also a statement showing to what extent I believe the service should be 
immediately improved. e calculations have been carefully made, the 
various items verified as closely as possible, and if we could obtain 
from Washington the requisite assistance to put the schedules herein 
referred to into operation I believe that the people of the Bronx would 
have no reason for complaint. 

Very truly, yours, 


W. R. WILLcox, Postmaster. 
STATION X. 

Twenty-six carriers, fourteen clerks, one superintendent, two as- 
sistant pon aba pe and one janitor are assigned to the station. 

Five deliveries daily are made on all parts of the district. 

Twelve collections daily are made west of St. Anns avenue and five 
collections daily are made east of St. Anns avenue, including Port 
Morris section. 

DELIVERIES ON ALL PARTS OF THE DISTRICT. 


Carriers report, first oe 6 a. m.; second aie. 10 a. m.; third trip, 
12.40 p. m.; fourth trip, P m.; fifth trip, 5. 2: m. 
Carriers leave, first trip, 7 a. m.; second trip, 10.15 a. m. ; third trip, 


1 p. m.; fourth trip, 3.20 p. m.; fifth trip, 6 p. m. 

Carriers return, first trip, 8.55 a. m.; second trip, 12.15 p. m.; third 
trip, 3 p. m. ; fourth trip, 20 p. m.: fifth trip, 8 p. m. 

Carriers end, first trip, 9.05 a. m.; second trip, 12.25 p. m.; third 
trip, 3.10 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.25 p. m.; fifth trip, 8.10 p. m. 


COLLECTIONS—CENTRAL SECTION, 


5 a. m., due at X 6 a. m. 

8.05 a. m., due at X 9.05 a. m. 

2 7 a. m., due at X 10.30 a. m. 
1 


FE 
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p 
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4 


S 
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at 8.40 p. m., due a * 
at 10.30 p. m., due at 1.30 p. m. 
Sundays leave at 10.45 a. m., 3, 6.30, 8.40 p. m. 


COLLECTIONS. 

East of St. Anns avenue, Including the Port Morris section, carriers 
deliver and collect mail at the same time. There is no early-morning 
or 3 collection. The first collection when carriers 
leave the station on the first delivery trip at 7 a. m., and are due to 
return at 8.55 a. m. The last collection at 6 p. m., when car- 
riers leave the station on the last delivery trip, and are due to return 


to the station at 8 p. m. 
Begin at 7 a. m., due at X 8.55 a. m. 
t X 12.15 p. m. 


Begin at 10.15 a. m., due a 

Begin at 1% m., due at X 3 p. m. 

Begin at 3.20 p. m., due at X 5.20 p. m. 

Begin at 6 p. m., due at X 8 p. m. 

Sundays leave at ls m. 

Two additional carriers wanted for collection service. All the ter- 
ritory east of St. Anns avenue to Long Isiand Sound has but five col- 


* 
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lections daily. Carriers deliver and collect at the same time. Letters 
deposited in boxes after last delivery trip at 6 p. m, due at 
Station X at 8.10 p. m., remain in boxes until the following morning, 


when they reach the station at 8.55 a. m. on completion of first deliv- 
ery. During the past year 107 flat and a ent houses ha been 
ed pied by 2,247 families. 


pata aaa tao letter boxes should be placed at the following im- 
por’ points: 

One hundred and thirty-eighth street, between St. Anns and Cypress 
avyenues*(St. Luke's ae 

One hundred and thirty-eighth street and Cypress avenue. 

One hundred and forty-first street and Beekman avenue. 

One hundred and forty-first street and Walnut avenue. 

One hundred and forty-first street and Locust avenue. 

One hundred and thirty-sixth street and Locust avenue. 

One hundred and thirty-fourth street and Locust avenue. 

One hundred and thirty-fifth street and Willow avenue. 

One hundred and thirty-third street and Willow avenue. 

One hundred and thirty-fourth street and South boulevard. 

One hundred and thirty-sixth street and South boulevard. 

One hundred and thirty-eighth street and South boulevard, making 
a total of twenty street letter boxes in use between St. Anns avenue 
and Long Island Sound. : 

STATION R. 

Twenty-five carriers, fourteen clerks, one superintendent, two assist- 
ant superintendents, and one janitor are ass to the station. 

Five deliveries daily on all parts of the district. 

Twelve collections dally on all parts of the district. 


DELIVERIES. 


a. m.; second 
fourth trip, 3.20 p. m.; fifth trip, 6 p. 
9 a. m.; 

wee 3 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.20 p. m.; 
arriers end, first trip, 9.15 a. m.; second 
3.10 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.30 p. m.; fifth trip, 


COLLECTIONS. 


P m. 
trip, 12 m.; third trip, 
8 p. m. 


5 a. m., due at 
at 8.05 a. m., du 

9. a. 
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n at 8.40 p. 
Begin at 10.30 p: m. 
Sundays, leave 0.45 a. m. 
The service should not be 
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20 p. m. 

R 11.80 p. m. 

3, 6.80, and 8.40 p. m. 
ine 


STATION T. 
Thirty-four carriers, fifteen clerks, one superintendent, and one janl- 
tor are assigned to the station. 
Five deliveries daily are made on central section. 
Four deliveries daily are made on west section. 
Twelve collections daily are made on central section. 
Four collections daily are made on west section. 
BOUNDARY OF THE WEST SECTION. 
All that territory from One hundred and fifty-third street to One hun- 
ed and seventy-first street, between Grant avenue and Jerome avenue, 
inclusive, served. by two carriers. 
DELIVERIES ON THE CENTRAL SECTION. 
Carriers report, first trip, 6.15 a. m.; second trip, 10.40 a. m.; third 
trip. 12.50 p. m.; fourth trip, 3.40 p. m.; fifth trip, 5.50 p. m. 
arriers leave, first trip, 7 a. m.; second trip, 11 a. m.; third trip, 
1.10 p. m.; fourth trip, 4 p. m.; fifth trip, 6.10 tices 
Carriers return, first trip, 9.10 a. m.; second trip, 12.50 p. m.; third 
trip. 3.35 p. m.; fourth tr p, 5.50 p. m.; fifth trip, 8.30 p. m. 
rriers end, first trip, 9.15 a. m.; second trip, 12.50 p. m.; third 
trip, 3.40 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.50 p, m.; fifth trip, 8.40 p. m. 
DELIVERIES ON THE WEST SECTION. 
Carriers report, first trip, 6.15 a. m.; second trip, 10.40 a. m.; third 
trip, 12.50 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.50 p. m. 
arriers leave,¢first trip, 7 a. m.; second trip, 11 a. m.; third trip, 


1.10 p. m.; fourth trip, 6.10 ie m. 
Carriers return, first trip, Ae m.; second trip, 12.50 p. m.; third 
P, e 


trip, 3.35 p. m.; fourth As m. 
‘arriers end, 9.15 a. m.; second trip, 12.50 p. m.; third trip, 3.40 
p. m.; fourth trip, 8.40 p. m. 3 
CENTRAL SECTION—COLLECTIONS, 
at 4.55 a. m., due at 4 2 a. m. 


— 


Begin at 11.40 a. m., due at T 12.50 p. m. 
Begin at 1 75 m., due at T 2.10 p: m. 
Begin at 2.15 p. m., due at T 3.25 p. m. 
Begin at 3.30 p. m., due at T 4.40 p. m. 
Begin at 4.45 p. m., due at T 5.55 p. m. 
Begin at 6 Ri m., due at T 7.15 p. m. 
Begin at 8.30 p. m., due at T 9.45 p. m. 
n at 9.55 p. m., due at T 11.05 


Begin at 9. p m. 
Sundays, leave 10.45 a. m., 2.30, 6.30, and 8.30 p. m. 
WEST SECTION—COLLECTIONS, 

Carriers deliver and collect mail at the same time; there is no early 
morning or late evening collection. The first collection begins when 
carriers leave the station on the first delivery trip at 7 a. m. The 
last collection begins when carriers leave the station on the last de- 
livery SAA at 6.10 


Begin at 6.10 p. m., due at T 8.30 p- m. 
Sundays, leave 4 p. m. 
carrier is needed for collection service. At 


One additional the 
present time all that tin A between One hundred and fifty-third 
and One hundred and sevyenty-first streets, from Grant to Jerome 


avenues, has but four collections daily. Letters deposited in boxes 
after carrier begins his last delivery at 6.10 p.m., due to return to 
station at 8.30 p.m., do not reach the station until the carrier returns 
from his first delivery trip on the follow! morning at 9.10 o'clock. 
With one additional er the number of collections could be in- 
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creased from four to six daily, 
8 p.m. Ten additional boxes 
territory. 


peony at 5 a.m., and the last at 
could en be added to the above 


Fox STREET STATION. 


Eleven carriers, six clerks, one superintendent, one assistant super- 
intendent, and one janitor are assigned to the station. 
Five deliveries on the central section. 
Six collections on the central section. 
Three deliveries on the Hunts Point section, 
Three collections on the Hunts Point section. 
DELIVERIES ON THE CENTRAL SECTION. 


Carriers report, first trip, 6. 15 a. m.; second trip, 10.40 a. m.; third 
8. 12.50 p. m.; fourth trip 3.40 p. m.; fifth trip, 5.50 p. m. 
Sarriers leave, first trip, 7 a. m.; second trip, 11 a. m.; third trip, 
1.10 p. m.; fourth trip, 4 p. m.; fifth trip, 6.10 p: m. 
Carriers return, first trip, 9 a. m.; second trip, 12.50 p. m.; third 
nis 3.25 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.50 p. m.; fifth trip, 8.25 p m. 
‘arriers end, first trip, 9.15 a. m.; second trip, 12.50 p. m.; third 
trip, 3.40 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.50 p. m.; fifth trip, 8.40 p. m. 
COLLECTIONS ON CENTRAL SECTION, 


DELIVERIES ON HUNTS POINT SECTION. 


3 One hundred and forty-ninth street and Long Island 
Sound to Southern boulevard, to Longwood avenue, to Kelly street, to 
Westchester avenue, to Jennings street, to Bronx River, to Long Island 


Sound. 
: MOUNTED ROUTE—ONE (1) CARRIER. 
Carrier reports, first trip, 6.30 a. m.; second trip, 11.20 a. m.; third 


trip. 4.10 p. m. 
tet me oe eaves, first trip, 7 a. m.; second trip, 11.30 a. m.; third 
T g „ m. 7 
Carrier Poturns, first trip, 10 a. m.; second trip, 12.50 p. m.; third 
„ 6.20 p. m. 
Carrier ends, first trip, 10.20 a. m.; second trip, 1 p. m.; third trip, 


6.40 p. m. 

Collections are made from the two street letter boxes located on the 
Hunts Point section. 

Begin at 7 a. m., due at station 10 a. m. 

Begin at 11.30 a. m., due at station 12.50 p. m. 

Begin at 4.20 p. m., due at station 6.20 p. m. 

Sundays, leave 3.30 p. m. z 

Three additional carriers for délivery and collection service. 

Two of this number are wanted to improve the collection service on 
the regular Fox street district, where the last collection begins at 
6.10 p. m., and letters mailed after that trip begins (6.10), due at Fox 
street station at 8.25 p: m., remain in boxes until the following morn- 
ing, when they reach the station at 6.15 on the ey. collection made 
on the district. It will be noticed from the collection schedule that 
under present conditions letters deposited in certain boxes shortly 
after 7 a. m. do not reach the station until 12.50 Ps m., and letters de- 

ited in certain boxes shortly after 6.10 p. m. do not reach the sta- 
jon until 6.15 the following morning. Z 

The collections should be increased to elght daily, except on the 
Hunts Point section. 

The advisability of transferring that portion of Tremont district, 
locally known as “West Farms,” to the Fox street station is ap- 
parent. That section is now served by two carriers from the Tremont 
station, who should be transferred to Fox street station. It includes 
all that territory on the north side of Wilkins avenue to Crotona Park 
east to Southern boulevard, to One hundred and seventy-sixth street, 
to Daly avenue, to east One hundred and eighty-second street, to the 
Bronx River, to Long Island Sound. 

The West Farms section receives three deliveries daily, beginning 
at 7.15 a. m., 11 a. m., and 3.30 p. m. An additional fourth delivery 
trip should be made, beginning about 5.15 p. m., and the other deliv- 
eries should be changed to begin at 7.15 and 10.30 a. m. and 2 p. m. 

There are eleven street letter boxes located in the same section, six 
3 receive eight collections daily and five receive four collec- 

ons daily. 

The last collection made from these five boxes begin at 3.30 p. m., 
when carrier starts out on his last delivery, and is due to return at 
6.10 p. m. Collections from these boxes should be Increased to eight 
daily and the last collection made to begin about 8.30 p. m. Addi- 
tional boxes should be placed at conyenient parts of the district, and 
in order to put this improved service in operation one additional car- 
rier will be required. 

TREMONT STATION. 

Thirty-four carriers, twelve clerks, one superintendent, one assist- 
ant superintendent, and one janitor are assigned to the station. 

Four deliveries are made on the Tremont district, except the West 
Farms section, which has three deliveries. Said section is bounded 
as follows? From One hundred and seventy-first street and Bronx 
River, through One hundred and seventy-first street to Crotona Park 
east, to Daly avenue, to One hundred and eighty-second street, through 
One hund and Eighty-second street to Bronx River. 

Bight collections are made on the Tremont district, except from 
five boxes located in the southern portion of the West Farms section, 


Southern boulevard, Boston road, West Farms road, and One hun- 
dred and seventy-eighth street. 
DELIVERIES—CENTRAL SECTION. 
Carriers report, first trip, 6.15 a. m.; second trip, 10.45 a. m.; third 
trip, 3 p. m.; fourth trip, 5 p. m. 
Sarriers leave, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 11 a. m.; third 
trip, 8.30 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.15 p. m. 
arriers return, first trip, 9.15 a. m.; second trip, 1 p. m.; third 
trip. 5 5 m.; fourth trip, 7.30 p. m. 7 
arriers end, first trip, 9.30 a. m.; second trip, 1.15 p. m.; third 
trip, 5.15 p. m.; fourth trip, 7.45 p. m. y 
5 DELIVERIES—BELMONT SECTION. 
Carriers report, first trip, 6.15 a. m.; second trip, 10.45 a. m.; third 
trip: 8 — m.; fourth K p. m. 
arriers leave, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 11 a. m.; third 


trip, 3.30 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.15 p. m. 


Carriers return, first trip, 9.30 a. m.; second trip, 1 p. m.; third 
trip, 4.50 p. m.; fourth trip, 7.15 p. m. 
Sarriers end, first trip, 9.45 a. m.; second trip, 1.15 p. m.; third 
trip, 5 p. m.; fourth trip, 7.30 p. m. ` 
DELIVERIES— WEST FARMS SECTION. 


h 5 report, first trip, 6.15 a. m.; second trip, 10.45 a. m.; third 
rip, „ M. 
z Earriers leave, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 11 a. m.; third trip, 


30 p. m. 
n 558 return, first trip, 10.15 a. m.; second trip, 2 p. m.; third 
rip, 6.30 p. m. 
o Carriers end, first trip, 10.30 a. m.; second trip, 2 p. m.; third trip, 
.45 p. m. 

COLLECTIONS—CENTRAL SECTION. 


Begin at 5 a. m., due at Tremont 6.50 a. m. 
Begin at 8 a. m., due at Tremont 9.50 a. m. 
Begin at 10 a. m., due at Tremont 11.50 a. m. 
Begin at 12 m., due at Tremont 1.50 p. m. 
Begin at 1.10 p. m., due at Tremont 3 p. m. 
Begin at 3.0% 5 p. m. 


5 p. m., due at Tremont 4. 
Begin at 3.30 p. m., due at Tremont 7.20 p. m. 
Begin at 8.30 p. m., due at Tremont 10.20 p. m. 
Sundays, leave 2, 4.15, and 8.15 p. m. 
COLLECTIONS—WEST FARMS SECTION. 


There are eleven boxes located in the West Farms section. Eight col- 
lections daily are made from six of these boxes and four collections 
from the remaining five boxes. 

Location of the six boxes having eight collections daily : 

Vyse avenue and One hundred and seventy-seventh street. 

Boston road and One hundred and seventy-seventh street. 

West Farms road and One hundred and seventy-seventh street. 

No. 2007 Boston road, Station No. 44. 

Boston road and One hundred and seventy-ninth street. 

Vyse avenue and One hundred and seventy-ninth street. 

Begin at 5 a. m., due at Tremont 6.50 a. m. 

Begin at 8 a. m., due at Tremont 9.50 a. m. 

Begin at 10 a. m., due at Tremont 11.50 a. m. 

Begin at 12 m., due at Tremont TOO m. 

Begin at 1.10 p. m., due at Tremont ? p; m. 

Begin at 3.05 p. m., due at Tremont 4.55 p. m. 

Begin at 5.30 p. m., due at Tremont 7.20 p. m. 

Begin at 8.30 p. m., due at Tremont 10.20 p. m. 

Sundays, leave 2, 4.15, and 8.15 p. m. 

Collections from the remaining five boxes in the West Farms section: 

Begin at 5.45 a. m., due at Tremont 6.15 a. m. 

Begin at 7.15 a. m., due at Tremont 10.15 a. m. i 

Begin at 11 a. m., due at Tremont 2K. m. 

Begin at 3.30 p. m., due at Tremont 6.30 p. m. 

Sundays, leave 2, 4.15, and 8.15 A m. 

One additional carrier and an allowance for one horse, wagon, and 
driver to establish a package-box wagon route from the Tremont station. 
At present there is but one wagon collection route in the Bronx district, 
located at Station R. With an additional wegen at Tremont it is pro- 
posed to extend this collection service on Station X district to St. Anns 
avenue on the east and Mott avenue on the west, adding four package 
boxes, one at Mott avenue and One hundred and forty-fourth street, 
Ryder avenue and One hundred and thirty-eighth street, St. Anns ave- 
nue and One bundred and thirty-eighth street, St. Anns avenue and One 
hundred and forty-first street. On the district of Station R to extend 
the service to Dawson and Leggett avenues on the east and Mott ave- 
nue and One hundred and forty-ninth street on the west, adding seven 
package boxes, as follows: 

One at Trinity avenue and One hundred and forty-ninth street. 

One at Union avenue and One hundred and fifty-sixth street. 

One at Dawson and Leggett avenues. 

One at Jackson avenue, under L station. 

One at Prospect avenue, under L station. 

One at Eagle and Westchester avenues. 

Pea at Mott avenue and One hundred and forty-ninth street (subway 
station). 

On the district of Station T, to extend the service to Union avenue 
on the east and Webster avenue on the west, adding eight more package 
boxes at the following points: 

One at Fleetwood avenue and One hundred and sixty-second street. 

One at Park avenue and One hundred and sixty-eighth street. 

One at Webster avenue and One hundred and seventieth street. 

One at Jackson avenue and One hundred and sixty-sixth street. 

One at Caldwell avenue and One hundred and sixty-fifth street. 

One at Caldwell avenue and One hundred and sixty-first street. 

One at Tinton avenue and One hundred and sixty-ninth street. 

One at Union avenue and One hundred and sixty-fifth street. 

3 boxes could also be placed at important points on the Tre- 
mont the southern portion of the Fordham districts. 


FORDHAM STATION. 


Nine carriers, four clerks, and one superintendent. 
Four deliveries daily are made on the Fordham section. 
Five collections daily are made on the Fordham section. 
eliveries daily a ade on 0 ar P 
Three deliveries daily are made the Bedford Park section. 
Four collections daily are made on the Bedford Park section. 
Boundary of the Fordham section: From Bronx River to One hundred 
and eighty-seventh street to Marion avenue to One hundred and eighty- 
ninth street to Fordham road to Jerome avenue to One hundred and 
ninety-sixth street to Marion avenue to One hundred and ninety-fifth 
street to Bronx River. 
DELIVERIES. 
Carriers report, first trip, 6.30 a. m.; second trip, 10.45 a. m.; third 
* 3 p. m.; fourth trip, p. m. 
‘arriers leave, first trip, 7.30 a. m.; second trip, 11 a. m.; third 
trip. 3.15 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.15 p. m. 
arriers return, first trip, 9.15 a. m.; second trip, 1 p. m.; third 
trip. 4.50 p. m.; fourth trip, 7.30 p. m. 
Carriers end, first trip, 9.30 a. m.; second trip, 1.15 p. m.; third 
8. 5 p. m.; fourth trip, 7.45 p. m. 
elivery on the Fordham section (one-man route), bounded by 


Webster avenue and One hundred and ninety-fourth street to Jerome 

avenue to One hundred and ninety-sixth street to Decatur avenue to One 

hundred and ninety-seventh street to Marion avenue to One hundred 

and ninety-sixth street. 

Be reports, first 8 6.30 a. m.; second trip, 10.45 a. m.; third 
P, 


3 p. m.; fourth trip, 5 p. m. 
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Carrier leaves, first trip. 7.50 a. m.: second trip, 11 a. m.; third 
bak 3.15 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.15 p. m. s 
A a. m.; second trip, 12.10 p. m.; third 


arrier returns, first trip, 9.15 
trip. 4.15 p. m.; fourth tr p. 6.25 p. m. 
arrier ends, first trip, 9.30 a. m.; second trip, 12.15 p. m.; third 
trip, 4.30 p. m.; fourth trip, 6.30 p. m. 
COLLECTIONS—FORDHAM SECTION, 
Begin at 6 a. m., due at Fordham 6.30 a. m. 


Begin at 11 a. m., due at Fordham 1 p. m. 
Begin at 3.15 p. m., due at Fordham 4.50 p. m. 
3 at 5.15 p. m., due at Fordham 7.30 p. m. 

Sundays, leave 2.30 and 5.30 7 m. 

Collection on that part of Fordham section (one-man route), bounded 
by Webster avenue and One hundred and ninety-fourth street to Je- 
rome avenue to One hundred and ninety-sixth street to atur avenue 
to One hundred and ninety-seventh street to Marion avenue to One 
hundred and ninety-sixth street. 

Begin at 6 a. m., due at Fordham 6.30 a. m. 

Begin at 7.30 a. m., due at Fordham 9.15 a. m. 

Begin at 11 a. m., due at Fordham 12,10 F $ 

Begin at 3.15 p. m., due at Fordham 4.15 p. m. 

Begin at 5.15 p. m., due at Fordham 6.25 p. m. 

Sundays, leave 2.30 and 5.30 p. m. 

BEDFORD PARK SECTION. 

Three deliveries daily. Four collections daily. 

Boundary of the Bedford Park section : Brónx River and One hundred 
and ninety-fifth street, through Jacob street to Marion avenue to Sber- 
wood street to One hundred and ninety-sixth street to Jerome avenue 
to Van Courtlandt avenue to Woodlawn road to Two hundred and 
seventh street to Bronx River. 


DELIVERIES. 
Carriers report, first trip, 6.30 a. m.; second trip, 1.15 p. m.; third 
trip, 4.15 p. m. * 
‘arriers leave, first trip, 7.30 a. m.; second trip, 1.30 p. m.; third 


ip 3 p. m. 
rriers return, first trip, 9.50 a. m.; second trip, 3 p. m.; third 


trip, 6.05 p. m. 
‘arriers end, first trip, 10 a. m.; second trip, 3.15 p. m.; third trip, 
6.15 p. m. 

COLLECTIONS. 


Begin at 6 a. m., due at Fordham 6.30 a. m. 

Begin at 7.30 a. m., due at Fordham 9.50 u. m. 

Begin at 1.30 p. m., due at Fordham 0 m. 

Begin at 4.30 p. m., due at Fordham 6.05 p. m. 

Sundays, leave 4 p. m. 

Five additional carriers. “Fordham” proper now enjoys four de- 
liveries ditily, whereas that portion of the district known as Bedford 
Park” has but three deliveries. The service in the latter section 
should be increased to the same standard as Fordham. ‘The first de- 
livery of mail on the Bedford Park section is not completed at the 
present time until 9.50 a. m., which results in frequent complaints and 

rotests from residents. It is e to complete the first trip by 
.15. It is also recommended that an independent collection service 
be established on the entire Fordham district, with eight collections 
daily, the first beginning at 6 a. m. and the last at 8 p. m. Under 
resent conditions letters deposited in certain boxes in the Bedford 
Park section shortly after 7.30 a. m. do not reach the station until 3 
p. m., and they can not therefore be delivered in the lower part of the 
city until the first regular delivery on the following morning. Again, 
if the letters are deposited in certain boxes after 4.30 p. m., they can 
not reach the station until 6.30 a. m. following morning. During the 
past six months eightx-two two and 3 houses have been 
erected and occupied, and at the present time eighty-seven two-family 
houses are in course of construction; six three-family houses and two 
apartment houses—one eight and the other sixteen families. At least 
twelve additional street letter boxes should also be erected at promi- 
nent points in that section. 

It Is further recommended that mails to and from the Fordham sta- 
tion be carried on the elevated railroad Instead of on the New York 
Central and Hudson River Railroad—Harlem division—as at present, 
with an hourly interchange of mails from Tremont station, T, Fox 
street, R, X, and L. This will be a decided improvement in the local 
service in the sections named. Wagon service should also be extended 
between Tremont and Fordham to four round trips daily, to corer 
e mails and other matter too heavy to be handled on the 
railroad. $ 

WESTCHESTER STATION. 

Thirteen carriers, three clerks, one superintendent, and one janitor 
are assigned to the station. 3 

Three deliveries daily are made in Westchester village. 

Two deliveries asig are made outside of Westchester village. 

Four collections daily are made in Westchester village. 

Three collections are made in Unionport, Van Nest, Bronxdale, and 
Morris Park. 

Two collections daily are made in Classon Point, Throggs Neck, and 
Fort Schuyler. 

DELIVERIES—WESTCHESTER VILLAGE. 

Carriers report, first trip, 7 a. m.; second trip, 1.30 p. m.; third 
trip, 3.45 p. m. 

Carriere leave; first trip, 7.35 a. m.; second trip, 1.45 p. m.; third 


trip, 4 p. m. 
Carriers return, first trip, 10.385 a. m.; second trip, 3.30 p. m.; third 
trip, 5.05 p. m. 
Carriere end, first trip, 10.40 a. m.; second trip, 3.40 p. m.; third 
trip, 5.15 p. m. 
UNIONPORT, VAN NEST, BRONXDALE, AND MORRIS PARK. 
Carriers report, first trip, 7 a. m.; second trip, 2.30 p. m. 
Carriers leave, first trip, 7.35 a. m.; second trip, 2.4 p m. 
Carriers return, first trip, 10.55 a. m.; second rip, 5.25 p. m. 
Carriers end, first trip, 11.10 a. m. ; second trip, 5.40 p. m. 
DELIVERIES—CLASSON POINT, THROGGS NECK, AND FORT SCHUYLER, 
Carriers report, first trip, 7 a. m.; second trip. 2.30 p. m. 
Carriers leave, first trip, 7.35 a. m.; second trip, 2.45 p i 
Carriers return, first trip, 11.15 a. m.; second trip, 5.45 p. m. 
Carriers end, first trip, 11.80 a. m.; second trip, 6 p. m, 
COLLECTIONS—WESTCHESTER VILLAGE, 
Begin at 6.20 a. m.; due at station at 7 a. m. 
Begin at 7.38 a. m.; due at station at 10.35 a. m. 


at 7.30 a. m., due at Fordham 9.15 a. m. $ 


Begin at 1.45 p. m.; due at station at 3.30 p. m. 

Begin at 4 p. m.; due at station at 5.05 p. m. 

Sundays, leaye 3.30 p. m. 

COLLECTIONS—UNIONPORT, VAN NEST, BRONXDALE, AND MORRIS PARK, 


Begin at 6.20 a. m.; due at station at 7 a. m. 

Begin at 7.35 a. m.; due at station at 10.55 a. m. 

Begin at 2.45 p. m.; due at station at 5.25 p. m. 

Sundays, leave 3.30 p. m. 

COLLECTIONS—CLASSON POINT, TIROGGS NECK, AND FORT SCHUYLER. 


Begin at 7.35 a. m., due at station 11.15 a. m. 

Begin at 2.45 p. m., due at station 5.45 p. m. 

Sundays: Leave 3.30 p. m. 

Four additional carriers for collection and deliveries. 

The first deliyery now made in the village of Westchester is not com- 
pleted until 10.35 a. m, It is proposed to complete the trip at 10 
o'clock. The last delivery begins at 4 p. m. and is completed at 5.05 
p.m. It is proposed to make this trip at a later hour, 4.45 p. m. At 
present a very important mail arrives from Station L at 4.28, and, of 
course, can not be sent out until the following morning. By changing 
the hour of departure of last trip to 4.45 p. m., as su ted, it woul 
assure delivery on same night of the mail received at 4.28. 

Unionport, Van Nest, Bronxdale, and Morris Park sections have but 
two deliveries daily, one beginning at 7.35 a. m. and the other at 2.45 
p. m. An additional trip should made at 1.45 p. m. and the present 
2.45 trip should be changed to 4.45. The advantages of this ee 
change are that residents of the above-named sections would receive 
their first delivery by 10 o'clock, whereas under the present conditions 
the first delivery is not completed until 10.55. The mails now reaching 
Westchester at 3.15 and 4.28 p. m. could both be delivered in these 
sections on the same night by carriers leaving station at 4.45 p. m. 
This would also permit of a later collection service over the same ter- 
ritories. At present carrier begins collecting on his last delivery trip 
at 2.45 p. m., whereas under the proposed schedule collections would 
begin at 4.45, when carriers would start out on their last delivery. 

There have been thirty-five two-family houses erected and occupied 
in Westchester village during the past year, and ten similar structures 
will be ready for occupancy on or about January 1 next. In the 
Unionport, Van Nest, Bronxdale, and Morris Park sections a total of 
341 two-family houses have been erected and occupied since January 1, 
1906, and 65 similar structures will be N D January 1 next. At 
least ten additional boxes should also be erected in the aboye sections 
in order to obtain full advantage of the additional carriers’ service. 

WILLIAMS BRIDGE STATION. 

Nine carriers, two clerks, one superintendent, and one janitor are as- 
signed to the station. 

Three deliveries daily are made on the Williams Bridge, Laconia 
ont Wakefield, Bronxwood Park, Lester Park, and Bronx Park (part) 
sections. 

Two deliveries daily are made on the Eastchester, Arden, and Eden- 
wald sections. 

Four collections daily are made on the Williams Bridge, Laconia 
vars. Wakefield, Bronxwood Park, Lester Park, and Bronx Vark (part) 
sections. 

Two collections daily are made on the Eastchester, Arden, and Eden- 
wald sections. 

DELIVERIES—WILLIAMS BRIDGE AND LACONIA PARK SECTIONS, 


Carriers report, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 1.10 p. m.; third 
; third 
third 
third 


trip, 4.35 p. m. 
Carriers return, first trip, 10.15 a. m.; second trip, 3.35 p. m.; 


trip; 28 p. m. 
‘arriers end, first trip, 10.20 a. m.; second trip, 3.40 p. m.; 
trip, 6.30 p. m. 

DELIVERIES—UPPER WAKEFIELD SECTION. 


Carriers report, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 1.10 p. m.; third 
trip, 4.25 p. m. 

Carriers leave, first trip, 7.45 a. m.; second trip, 1.25 p. m.; third 
trip, 4.35 p. m. 

8 return, first trip, 10.35 a. m.; second trip, 3.35 p. m.; third 
trip, 6.25 p. m. 

Carriers end, first trip, 10.40 a. m.; second trip, 3.40 p. m.; third 


trip 6.30 p. m. 
DELIVERIES—LOWER WAKEFIELD SECTION. 

Carriers report, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 1.10 p. m.; 
trip, 4.25 p. m. 

Carriers leave, first trip, 7.45 a. m.; second trip, 1.25 p. m.; 
trip, 4.35 p. m. 

‘arriers return, first trip, 10.20 a. m.; 
trip, 6.25 p. m. 

‘arriers end, first trip, 10.25 a. m.; second trip, 3.35 p. m.; 
trip, 6.30 p. m. 
DELIVERIES—BRONXWOOD PARK, LESTER PARK, AND BRONX PARK (PART) 

SECTIONS. 

Carriers report, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 1.10 p. m.; third 
trip, 4.25 p. m. 2 

Carriers leaye, first trip, 7.45 a. m.; second trip, 1.25 f m.; third 
trip, 4.55 p. m. ~- 

Carriers return, first trip, 10.55 a. m.; second trip, 2.55 p. m.; third 
trip, 6.25 p. m. 

Carriers end, first trip, 11 a. m.; second trip, 3 p. m.; third trip, 
6.30 p. m. 


third 
third 
third 
third 


second trip, 3.30 p. m.; 


DELIVERIES—EASTCHESTER AND ARDEN SECTIONS, 


Carriers report, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 4.25 p. m. 
Carriers leave, first trip, 7.45 a. m. ; second trip, ely! m. 
Carriers return, first trip, 11.55 a. m.; second trip, 7.30 p. m, 
Carriers end, first trip, 12 m.; second trip, 7.40 p. m. 
DELIVERIES—EDENWALD SECTION. 


Carriers report, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 4.25 p. m. 
Carriers leave, first trip, 7.45 a. m.; second trip, 4.35 p. m. 
Carriers return, first oP 11.45 a. m.; second ‘rip, 7.10 p. m. 
Carriers end, first trip, .50 a. m.; second trip, 7.20 p. m. 
COLLECTIONS—WILLIAMSBRIDGE AND LACONIA PARK SECTIONS. 


Begin at 6.45 a. m., due at station 7.15 a. m. 
Begin at 7.45 a. m., due at station 10.15 a. m. 
Begin at 1.25 p. m., due at station 3.35 p. m. 
Begin at 4.85 p. m., due at station 6.25 p. m. 
Sundays leave 4 p. m. 
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COLLECTIONS—UPPER WAKEFIELD SECTION. 


Begin at 6.50 a. m., due at station 7.15 a. m. 
Begin at 7.45 a. m., due at station 10.35 a. m. 
Begin at 1.25 p. m., due at station 3.35 p. m. 
Begin at 4.35 p. m., due at station 6.25 p. m. 
Sundays leave 4 p. m. 
COLLECTIONS— LOWER WAKEFIELD SECTION. 
5 a. m., due at station 7.15 a. m. 
Begin at 7.45 a. m., due at station 10.20 a. m. 
Begin at 1.25 p. m., due at station 3.30 p. m. 
Begin at 4.35 p. m., due at station 6.25 p. m. 
Sundays leave 4 p. m. 
COLLECTIONS—BRONXWOOD PARK, LESTER PARK, AND. BRONX PARK (PART) 
SECTIONS. 


Begin at 6.55 a. m., due at station 7.15 a. m. 
Begi 


n at 7.45 a. m., due at station 10.55 a. m. 
Begin at 1.35 p. m., due at station 2.55 p. m. 
Begin at 4.35 p. m., due at station 6.25 a. m. 


Sundays leave 4 p. m. J 
COLLECTIONS—EASTCHESTER AND ARDEN SECTIONS. 


Begin at 7.45 a. m., due at station 11.55 a. m. 
Begin at 4.35 p. m., due at station 7.30 p. m. 
Sundays leave 4 p. m. 

COLLECTIONS—EDENWALD SECTION, 


Begin at 7.45 a. m., due at station 11.45 a. m. 

Begin at 4.35 p. m., due at station 7.30 p. m. 

Sundays, leave at 4 p. m. 

The service should not be increased at this time. 
CITY ISLAND STATION. 


tee, earriers, one clerk, and one superintendent are assigned to the 
on. 
Four deliveries daily are made on the island. 
Four collections daily are made on the island. 
Two deliveries daily are made in Pelham Bay Park. 
Two collections daily are malle in Pelham Bay Park. 
DELIVERIES ON THE ISLAND. 


Carriers report, first trip, 6.45 a. m.; second trip, 10.50 a. m.; third 
trip, 1.45 p, m.; fourth trip, 4.45 p. m. 
arriers leave, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 11 a. m.; third trip, 
2 p. m.; fourth trip, 5 p. m. 
Carriers return, first trip; 9.25 a. m.; second trip, 12.15 p. m.; third 
. 3.30 p. m.; fourth tr p, 6.10 p. m. 
arriers end, first trip, 9.45 a. m. ; second trip, 12.20 p. m. ; third trip, 
3.45 p. m.; fourth trip, 6.15 p. m. 
COLLECTIONS ON THE ISLAND. 


Begin at 7.15 a. m, due at station 9.25 a. m. 
Begin at 11 a. m., due at station 12.15 p. m. 
Begin at 2 p. m., due at station 3.30 p. m. 
Begin at 5 p. m., due at station 6.10 p. m. 
Sundays, leave at 5.30 p. m. 


DELIVERIES IN PELHAM BAY PARK. 


Carriers report, first trip, 6.45 a. m.; second trip, 1.45 p. m. 

Carriers leave, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip; 2 p. m. 

Carriers return, first 5 11.25 a. m.; second trip, 4.50 p. m. 

Carriers end, first trip, 1.30 a. m.; second trip, 5 p. m. 

COLLECTIONS IN PELHAM, BAY PARK, 

Begin at 7.15 a. m., due at station 11.25 a. m. 

Begin ft 2 p. m., due at station 4.50 p. m. 

Sundays, leave at 4 p. m. 

The service should not be increased. s 

HIGH BRIDGE STATION. 

Binal carriers, one clerk, and one superintendent are assigned to the 
station. 

Four deliveries daily are made on all-parts of the district. 

Six collections daily are made on all parts of the district. 

DELIVERIES. 

Carriers pense | first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 9.50 a. m.; third 
8 p. m.; fourth trip, 4.50 p. m 

Sarriers leave, first trip, 7.45 a. m. 
3 p. m.; fourth trip, 5 p m. 

Carriers return, first ip, 9.45 a. m.; second trip, 11.20 a. m.; third 
trip, 4.45. p. m.; fourth trip, 6.20 p. m. 

arriers end, first Ip, 9.50 a. m.; second trip, 11.30 a. m.; third 
trip, 4.50 p. m.; fourth trip, 6.30 p. m. 


; second trip, 10 a. me; third trip, 


COLLECTIONS. 
Begin at 5.45 a. m., due at station 7.10 a. m. 
Begin 5 a. m., due at station 9.45 a. m. 


4 
0 a. m., due at station 11.20 a. m. 
2.45 p. m., due at station 2 p. m. 

Begin a p. m., due at station 4.45 p. m. 

Begin at 5 p. m., due at station 6.20 p. m. 

Sundays, leave 4.80 p. m. 

One additional carrier for delivery and collection service. Since the 
last Increase in carriers’ force at this station 73 one, two, and three 
aati houses have been erected and occupied by 280 families. There 
are at present in course of construction 7 apartment houses, which will 
accommodate 110 families, and 10 one, two, and three family houses, 
the greater part of which are about completed. All will be ready for 
occupancy in a short time. The last collection of mail on this district 
now begins at 5 p. m., when carrier starts out on his last delivery trip. 
AB ak proposed: to make a later collection of mail on all parts of the 

c 


UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS STATION. 
Koue carriers, one clerk, and one superintendent are assigned to the 


on. 

Four deliveries 9 17 are made on all parts of the district. 

Fiye collections daily are made on all parts of the district. 

DELIVERIES. 

Carriers report, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 10 a. m.; third trip, 
3 p. m.; fourth trip, 5 p. m. 

Carriers leave, trip, 7.45 a. m.; second trip, 10.15 a. m.; third 
e 8.15 p. m.; fourth trip, 5.15 p. m. 

‘arriers return, first trip, 9.45 a. m.; second trip, 11.20 a, m.; third 
trip, 4.50 p. m.; fourth trip, 6.30 p. m. 


Carriers end, first trip, 10 a. m.; second trip, 11.30 a. m.; third trip, 
5 p. m.; fourth trip, 6.45. 
COLLECTIONS. 
Begin at 5.30 a. m., due at station 7 a. m. 
Begin at 7.45 a. m., due at station 9.45 a. m. 
Begin at 10.15 a. m., due at station 11.20 a. m. 
Begin at 3.15 p. m., due at station 4.50 p. m. 
Begin at 5.15 p. m., due at station 6.30 p. m. 
Sundays, leave 4.30 p. m. 
The service should not be increased at this time. 
KINGSERIDGE STATION. 


Thirteen carriers, two clerks, one superintendent, and one janitor are 
assigned to the station. s 

Four deliveries daily are made on all parts of the district. 

Five collections daily are made on the Central, Marble Hill, and Epuy- 
ten Duyvil sections. 

Four collections aie are made on the Riverdale, Van Courtlandt, 
Hudson Park, and W. wn sections, 


DELIVERIES—RIVERDALE, VAN COURTLANDT, HUDSON PARK, AND WOODLAWN. 


Carriers report, first trip, 6.45 a. m.; second trip, 10 a. m.; third trip, 
1.45 p. m.; fourth trip, 4.45 p. m. 

Carriers leave, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 10.15 a. m.; third 
trip, 2 p. m.; fourth trip, 5 p. m. 

u return, first trip, 9.15 a. m.; second trip, 12 m.; third trip, 
4 p. m.; fourth trip, 7 155 m. 

Carriers end, first trip, 9.30 a. m.; second trip, 12.15 p. m.; third 
trip, 4.15 p. m.; fourth trip, 7.15 p. m. 
DELIVERIES— RIVERDALE, VAN COURTLANDT, HUDSON PARK, AND WOODLAWN 

SECTIONS. 

Carriers report, first trip, 6.45 a. m.; second trip, 10 a. m.; third trip, 
1.45 p. m.; fourth trip, 8 m. 

Carriers leave, first trip, 7.15 a. m.; second trip, 10.15 a. m.; third 
trip, 2 p. m.; fourth trip, 5 p. m. 

Carriers return, first trip, 9.30 a. m.; second trip, 12.15 p. m.; third 
1 8 p. m.; fourth trip, p. m. 
. Carriers end, first tr P, 9.45 a. m.; second trip, 12.80 p. m.; third 
trip, 4.15 p. m.; fourth trip, 7.15 p. m. 


COLLECTIONS — CENTRAL, MARBLE HILL, AND SPUYTEN DUYVIL SECTIONS. 


Begin at 6.15 a. m., due at station 6.45 a. m. 
Begin at 7.15 a. m., due at station 9.15 a. m. 
Begin at 10.15 a. m., due at station 12 m. 
Begin at 2 p. m., due at station 4 p. m. 
Begin at 5 p. m., due at station 7 p. m. 
Sundays, leave 3 p. m. 
COLLECTIONS—RIVERDALE, VAN COURTLANDT, HUDSON PARK, AND WOOD- 
LAWN SECTIONS. 


Begin at 7.15 a. m., due at station 9.30 a. m. 

Begin at 10.15 a. m., due at station 12.15 p. m. 

Begin at 2 p. m., due at station 4 p. m. 

Begin at 5 p. m., due at station 7 p. m, 

Sundays, leave 3 p. m. 

At the present time there is an early morning collection of mail in 
the Central, Marble Hill, and Spuyten Duyvil sections, beginning at 
6.15 and reaching the station at 6.45, but it is not deemed advisable 
at this time to extend this collection to the Riverdale, Van Courtlandt, 
Hudson Park, and Woodlawn sections, all of which are within 2 and 3 
miles of the station and are covered by mounted routes. 


RECAPITULATION. 
Carriers. 
Btatlon No ea een heen eee i eee — 
8 Ue A ae . Ee oe eS 1 
-| Fox Street Station a 


Fordham Station- ae, 
Westchester Station - 
High Brid Station. 
Tremont Station 


Also an additional allowance for horse hire, wagon, and driver to 
establish a package-box route on the Tremont section. 


Mr. GOULDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, a perusal 
of the figures clearly establish the urgent necessity for immediate 
action on the part of the Post-Office Department and of Congress. 

The complaints of inadequate and unsatisfactory service are 
yery numerous and exceedingly embarrassing to Postmaster 
Willcox and to the Representative in Congress from that district. 
A new, centrally located building, with largely increased car- 
rier and clerical force, is urgently demanded by the people. 
These facts are respectfully commended to the Postmaster- 


| General and to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 


of the Senate and House. [Applause.] 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the re- 
marks submitted by me on yesterday, I. desire the privilege of 
extending them in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETT. If there is no further time for general de- 
bate requested, I will ask that the Clerk read. 7 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For assessor's office: For assessor, $3,500, and $500 additional as 
chairman of the excise and personal tax boards; two assistant assessors, 
at $2,000 each; two clerks, at $1,400 each; clerk, arrears division, 
$1,400; four clerks, at $1,200 each; draftsman, $1,200; four clerks, 
at $1,000 each; assistant or clerk, $900; clerk in charge of records, 

1,000; two clerks, at $900 each; license clerk, $1,200; two clerks, at 

000 each; tor of licenses, $1,200; assistant inspector of 
licenses, $1,000; m r, $600; three assistant assessors, at $3,000 
each; clerk to board of assistant assessors, $1,500; messenger and 
driver, for board of assistant assessors, $600; temporary clerk hire, 
$500; in all, $43,500. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to find out if there has been any reduction in the 
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rore of the assessor’s office in this bill as compared with the 
ast bill. 
Mr. GILLETT. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. GILLETT. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Can the gentleman tell me how many tax- 
payers there are in the District of Columbia? 


No; there has not. 
Has there been any increase? 
No; it is exactly the same. 


Mr. GILLETT. No; I can not say that offhand. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have made a calculation here, and I find 
they have employed about-eighty-odd men to assess the property 
and collect the taxes in the District of Columbia. And, with 
the gentleman's permission, I want to state now what I stated 
when a similar bill was last year before Congress, namely, that 
in the county in which I live there are 18,000 taxpayers, and 
one man assesses the property for all those taxpayers and 
makes up the books and turns them over to the county treas- 
urer. Now, I wanted to find out, if it was possible, what these 
forty-odd men in the assessor's office were doing. 

Mr. GILLETT. Well, Mr. Chairman, I remember the gen- 
tleman’s inquiry of last year. I went personally and inquired 
as to the necessity of it. It has so happened that the person 
who was chief assessor last year has resigned meanwhile, and 
is a person whom I know personally and have great confidence 
in. I inquired if there was not an opportunity for a reduction 
of force without the Government service suffering, and he said 
that there was not, and he thought it was a hard-worked force 
and was essential for the proper performance of the duties of 
the office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The typographical error on page 4, line 
22—the word “assessor ”"—will be corrected by the Clerk to 
read “assessors.” Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to say to the gentleman that I 
haye been very much impressed with the zealous efforts of this 
subcommittee in making up not only this bill, but the bill that 
preceded it, but it seems to me that we ought to have some 
information here about how many taxpayers there are and why 
it takes forty men to assess the property. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I can give the gentleman the 
exact duties which were performed by these different men. 
They were required to be reported to us, and they are here in 
the report of the hearings of this year, which the gentleman 
may possibly have found. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; I have not. 

Mr. GILLETT. They are on page 288 of the hearings. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am sorry I overlooked it, because that is 
some information I wanted to obtain. 

Mr. GILLETT. It is the exact information the gentleman re- 
ferred to and was incited by his suggestion of last year. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the amendment. I just wanted 
to know what these people were doing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Excise board: For chief clerk, $2,000; clerk, $1,200; clerk, $1,000; 
messenger, $600; in all, $4,800. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the last 
word. I want to find out from the gentleman in charge of this 
bill what the excise board does. Are they the people who grant 
the licenses to sell whisky and intoxicating liquors in the Dis- 
trict? 

Mr.. GILLETT. Yes; they are to grant all kinds of licenses 
that are granted in the District. 

Mr. JOHNSON. How many licenses are granted in the city 
of Washington each year? 

Mr. GILLETT. Well, I can not carry these figures in my 
head, and the gentleman would hardly expect me to do that. 
But we have them in the hearings of last year. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I see that you haye an excise board, a chief 
license clerk, and an assistant license clerk, ete. 

Mr. GILLETT. No; there is one chief clerk and two other 
clerks. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. Not in that paragraph, but in another para- 
graph I find chief license clerk and assistant license clerk and 
all these other clerks. I withdraw the amendment. I only 
asked for information. That is what Tam trying to get. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For engineer's office: Record division: For chief clerk, $1,900 ; clerk, 
$1,800; clerk, $1,600; clerk, $1,400; three clerks, at $1,200 each; 
clerk, $840; two messengers, at $540 each; engineer of highways, 
$3,000; assistant engineer, $1,600; two assistant engineers, at $1,500 
each: three rodmen, at $780 each; three chainmen, at $650 each; 
draftsman, $1,200; three inspectors of streets, at $1,200 each; super- 
intendent of streets, $2,000; superintendent of county roads, $1,500, 
and $500 additional as assistant engineer in Rock Creek Park ; mpe 


intendent of parking, $1,800; assistant superintendent of park 
$1,000; clerk, $900; inspector of asphalt and cements, $2, ; Pro- 
vided, That the inspector of asphalt and cements shall not receive or 
accept compensation of any kind from or came any work or render 


any services of a character required of officially by the District 
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of Columbia to any person, firm, corporation, or municipality, other 
than the District of Columbia; inspector of gas and meters, $2,000; 
assistant inspector of gas and meters, $1,000; assistant inspector of 
gas and meters, $840; messenger, $540; inspector of sewers, $1,200; 
superintendent of sewers, $3,000; general inspector of sewers, $1,300; 
two assistant engineers, at $1,500 each; draftsman, 81.200; three rođ- 
men, at $780 each; three chainmen, at $650 each; clerk. $1,400; two 
clerks, at $1,000 each; two inspectors of property, at $936 each; per- 
mit clerk, $1,500; assistant permit clerk, $900; index clerk and type- 
writer, $720; clerk, $1,500; two clerks, at $1,350 each; inspector of 
material, $1,200; two property-yard keepers, at $1,000 each; engineer 
of bridges, $2,100; two assistant engineers, at $1,800 each; assistant 
engineer, $1,350; assistant engineer, $1,200; two transitmen, at 
$1,200 each; transitman, $1,050; three rodmen, at $900 each; three 
chainmen, at $650 each; draftsman, 81.330; clerk, $1,500; clerk, 
$1,200; clerk, $600; three messengers, at $540 each; inspector, 81.500; 
inspector, $1,200; bridge inspector, $1,200; eight foremen, at $1,200 
each; three subforemen, at $1,050 each; bridge keeper, $650; three 
bridge keepers. at $600 each; foreman, Rock Creek Park, $1,200; 
foreman, $1,050; four foremen, at $900 each; clerk, $750; inspector, 
$1,000; assistant engineer, $1,800; rodman., $900; chainman, $650; 
assistant inspector of asphalts and cements, $1,500; two inspectors, at 
51.200 each; inspector, $900; clerk, $750; two skilled laborers, at 
$600 each; skilled laborer, $625; assistant engineer, $2,200; drafts- 
man, $1,350; assistant_engineer, $2,100; assistant engineer, $1,800; 
assistant engineer, $1,500; inspector, $1,500; clerk, $1,200; drafts- 
man, $1,050; two rodmen, at $780 each; two chainmen, at $650 each; 
two messengers. at $540 each; four foremen, at $1,200 each; six 
foremen, at $900 each; janitor, $720; principal steam engineer, 
$1,800; three assistant steam engineers, at $1,050 each: six oilers, 
at $600 each; six firemen, at $875 each; superintendent of repairs, 
$1,500; clerk, $1,050; clerk, $620; driver, $540; superintendent of 
stables, $1,500; blacksmith, $975; two watchmen, at $630 each; two 
drivers, at $630 each; in all, $182,782. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment on page 9, lines 23 and 24, by striking out the words 
“seven hundred and twenty” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“nine hundred; so as to make the paragraph read: “index 
clerk and typewriter, 8900.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. ? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 9, lines 23 and 24, strike out the words “seven hundred and 
twenty“ and Insert in lieu thereof “ nine hundred.” 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, this proposed in- 
crease, as I understand, was recommended by the District Com- 
inissionérs, or at least by the superior officer of this index clerk. 
I am informed that it was made because in the judgment of 
those making it the amount of the work performed, as well as 
the excellent. manner in which it has been performed, fully 
justify the small increase asked. ‘There are those employed 
in this same building whose duties are no more onerous who 
are to-day drawing larger salaries. I also understand that 
there are a number of clerks in the District building who have 
entered the office long since this clerk did, and at less salaries, 
who are now drawing $1,000 a year. I happen to know, Mr. 
Chairman, that the lady who occupies this position, who has 
for years discharged its duties most faithfully and most con- 
scientiously, and whose superiors believe is entitled to a pro- 
motion and increase of salary because of the amount and char- 
acter of the work she performs, is the great-granddaughter of 
Francis Scott Key, the author of the Star-Spangled Banner. 
That fact should appeal to this House, I think. I ask, how- 
ever, that this increase be made, because in the first place it 
has been recommended by the department, recommended by 
the official who best knows what the duties of the position are 
and how well they are performed. It is a fact, I believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that the work of this position has increased at least 
40 per cent during the five years that this lady has occupied it, 
and yet she has never been given any promotion or increase 
of salary notwithstanding that the department has recom- 
mended it. The increase asked is very small—only $180 a 
year—and I trust that the gentleman in charge of this bill will 
not, under the circumstances, oppose so just and moderate a 
request. The case is, in my opinion, an exceptionally meritori- 
ous one. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr, Chairman, it is one of the unpleasant 
functions of the chairman of one of these subcommittees to be 
obliged to deny many requests he would be glad to grant. Of 
course many of us would like to give more money to the grand- 
daughter of her grandfather; but, after all, that is hardly a 
ground upon which a Committee on Appropriations would be 
expected by the House to act. If we did, there is no knowing 
where this appropriation bill would end. We looked at this case 
upon its merits. There was, as stated, a recommendation for 
an increase by her superior, but there are many clerks in this 
bill whose salaries would be increased if we granted the recom- 
mendation of their superiors. We did not think from investi- 
gation that her duties entitled her to a raise of salary; and al: 
though a number of Members spoke to us on the sentimental side 
of it, we did not think it our Cuty to yield to that; and, therefore, 
acting as we supposed the House would expect and wish us to, 
we declined to increase the amount. I trust the amendment will 


not succeed. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 18. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill regarding some things which appear 
in this quite lengthy paragraph and which have been read sev- 
eral times. In quite a number of instances there are repeti- 
tions of the same thing. To call the gentleman’s attention spe- 
cifically to one item only, as an illustration of a good many 
others, I see that rodmen, for instance, are repeated a great 
many times in the paragraph and in different places of the bill. 
I should like to know why it is that these different employees 
are not included tegether in one bunch instead of being divided 
up into divisions and repeated so many times in the bill, 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, the same inquiry suggested 
itself to me when I first had to do with the bill, and there are 
two reasons for it. One is that there are different branches 
of the service which employ rodmen, and those are kept 
distinct. Another reason is that we are anxious to keep track, 
as far as possible, of additions that are made from year to year, 
so that we can compare the growth of the service. For that 
reason, instead of adding them, or instead of saying five rodmen 
instead of four, we put the additional man on at the foot of 
the section, in order to show that it was an addition to the pre- 
vious year. These two reasons actuated the committee and 
always have, and although I will admit that it makes a clumsy 
and bungling section, yet for the advantage of the service and 
ease of reference to its growth, it has been thought better to 
keep them in that way. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman if 

he does not think it would be easier to keep track of these in- 
creases if they were all put in one paragraph or one line, or 
one bunch, if you want to call it that, insteat of putting them 
in different places in the same paragraph? 
.. It seems to me it would be much easier to know whether 
there had been changes included in the bill more than in pre- 
ceding bills, if we simply increased the number. It would be 
easier to compare with former legislation, than it would be by 
doing it as it is done here, putting it on another page. It 
seems to me also that the committee ought to state in their 
bill where they are classified, as the gentleman says they are, 
on account of different departments, just what departments 
the particular men are engaged or employed in. 

Mr. GILLETT. I think myself that would be wise. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that appears from reading the 
paragraph, 

Mr. GILLETT. I think if the gentleman will study the bill 
(it does require some study) he will see that, for instance, on 
page 

Mr. NORRIS. What line? 

Mr. GILLETT, In line 14 there is an engineer of highways. 
Then under that come the rodmen who are employed in his 
office. 

Mr. NORRIS. Are we to understand that the rodmen that 
come in with the engineer of highways as rodmen are in fact 
under the engineer of highways? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. Now, 
there is a superintendent of sewers. 

Mr. NORRIS. In what line? 

Mr. GILLETT. Line 13. Then below that there are three 
rodmen. Those are in the sewer department. In fact, I think 
that explains all the repetitions in this paragraph. I think 
what I said about keeping track of additions does not apply to 
this paragraph. I think the reason they are repeated here is 
because there are different branches of the engineer’s office— 
highways, sewers, bridges—all of whom employ rodmen. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And streets. 

Mr. NORRIS. If I am not mistaken, the words “ inspector of 
sewers,” or at least “ assistant inspector of sewers,” appear sey- 
eral times in this paragraph, do they not? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not think so. 

Mr. NORRIS. I was thinking I saw the words “inspector of 
sewers ” on different pages. 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not think so. 
see some more rodmen. 

Mr. NORRIS. Take the phrase “inspector of asphalt,’ on 
page 11, line 2. 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does not that appear several times? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think not 


for instance, on page 9 


Now, on page 11 you will 


Mr. FITZGERALD. There is an inspector and an assistant 


inspector. The inspector is on page 9 and the assistant in- 
spector on page 11. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is where the difference comes in. The 
inspector is provided for on page 9 and the assistant inspector 
is not provided for until you get to page 11. 

Mr. GILLETT. No. 

Mr. NORRIS. In between those proyisions are a great many 
other things that have nothing to do with that subject. It 
seems to me that the assistant inspector ought to follow the 
inspector if you expect us to understand that a rodman must 
always follow the chief who precedes him. 

Mr. GILLETT. I think that is a fair suggestion, but of 
course it has grown up by the assistant inspector being added 
some years after the inspector. I do not see any reason why he 
should not have followed directly the inspector. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Special assessment office: For special assessment clerk, $1,700; 
seven clerks, at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $900 each; and one clerk, 
$750; in all, $12,650. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
word. I have read what the gentleman called my attention to 
relative to duties of the assessor's office. I had not had an op- 
portunity to read all the evidence before the bill came up, but 
I am glad the gentleman called this particular evidence to my 
attention. I want to say that I think the work ought to be 
definitely known. The excuse given for so many people being 
in this office is that they have many duties outside of that of 
assessing property. I think that in order that Congress may 
know what it is doing in appropriating this money the duties of 
this officer and his force should be more carefully designated. 

That brings me to another question. We have here an as- 
sessor’s office, we have an excise board, and we haye a personal 
tax board. In addition to that the sundry civil bill carries ap- 
propriation for about eleven men who are engaged in some one 
of these departments. Now, on page 12 we come to another 
assessing board, the “special assessment board.” I want to 
find ont what they do. 

Mr. GILLETT. They have no connection, although the title 
would indicate that they have, with the assessor's office which 
the gentleman is speaking of. The special assessment board is 
for assessment of damages; when a man wants a sidewalk, for 
instance, changed the expense is assessed and the expense of 
changing the sidewalk or the cutting down of a street or im- 
provements of that kind is assessed upon all the property bene- 
fited. This does not relate to taxes at all, and I think is not 
at all connected with the assessor's office. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am asking the gentleman for information. 
Do I understand that these clerks who are in the oflice—seven 
clerks at $1,200 each, two clerks at $900 each, and one clerk at 
$750—assess damages? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They compute the assessment levied on 
property for sewers, curbing, pavement, and the like. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But who makes the assessment—who does 
the assessing? Evidently the clerks do not do it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; they do do it. Where property own- 
ers petition for a new paving, or where there are to be sewers 
laid, the cost of that is estimated by the engineer's office, and 
that cost is distributed over a certain area. ‘These clerks, ac- 
cording to fixed rules, estimate the amount of each particular 
piece of property within that area, and it is assessed for that 
portion of the cost of the work. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The engineer does the work in the field? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is all office work. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to know who goes out and does the 
work? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The trouble is not with the committee 
that reports this bill. This committee merely reports appro- 
priation for service of men who are provided for in the genéral 
laws and the title to these offices are fixed in the bills passed 
as general legislation. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand that. I am not complaining 
about this committee; I am trying to find out what these people 
do. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that is as accurate a statement 
as can be made; that they compute the proportionate share of 
the assessment of work of that character—paving, sewers, curb- 
ing, and the like—on each piece of property within a particular 
area. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
expenses, does it? 

i 2585 1 In some instances, and in some instances 
all of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘These calculations are made by the engineer, 


The property only contributes a part of the 
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and what you call in this bill the 
clerical work. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The engineer's office estimates the cost 
of the work, and this office distributes that cost in the form of 
assessment on the different pieces of property included in that 
area. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“special board” does the 


For surveyor’s office: For surveyor, $3,000; assistant SVT as 


$1,800; clerk, I. 500; two assistant engineers, at $1,500 each; com- 
uter, $1,2 record clerk, $1.050; inspector, $975; draftsman, 
975; clerk, 30755 draftsman, $900; assistant computer, $825; two 


rodmen, at $825 each; three chainmen, at $700 ea two chainmen, 
at $650 each; clerk, $675; charwoman, $104; (Days all. 822,029. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I was impressed somewhat by some of the 
criticisms made by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS] 
and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. JoHNnson] in rela- 
tion to the apparent distribution of officials provided for in a 
sort of promiscuous manner through this bill. It would seem 
to me now that the surveyor's office could properly and econom- 
ically be combined with the engineer’s office. Without knowing 
the reasons for it, I am impressed with the notion that we have 
too many offices, Each officer, the head of each municipal 
subdivision, must be supplied with his staff of clerks and his 
messengers and his charwomen. The engineers office is pro- 
vided with clerks, chief clerks, draftsmen, rodmen, and chain- 
men, and the surveyor’s office is provided with its messengers 
and its draftsmen and its rodmen and its chainmen, and the 
probability is that these chainmen and rodmen and draftsmen 
may not be engaged all the time. If there be not work enough 
in the engineer’s office for the force there, they will probably 
be idle, and if there be not work enough in this surveyor's 
office for the force provided for that office, they may be idle 
part of the time. It has seemed to me that the draftsmen 
could do the work for both offices indiscriminately, and the 
rodmen and the chainmen and the messengers might do the 
same thing, and they might logically be included in the same 
office, under the same general control. It occurs to me that 
expense might be saved by doing it. It may be that I do not 
understand the situation. It may be that they are all included 
in the same office and under the same general control and man- 
agement now. If they are, the surveyor’s work or the en- 
gineering work may be done by the detailing of rodmen or 
chainmen from the general force promiscuously under the 
engineer or the surveyor, as the case may be. The service of 
the chainmen or the rodmen, whether working for the engineer 
or the surveyor, in the popular understanding of this term, is 
just the same; there is no difference; but I have wondered 
why these officers are provided for in this separate manner. I 
would ask the gentleman from Massachusetts who has charge 
of the bill if it is practicable to combine them and possibly 
save something, or if they are already combined? 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I thoroughly agree with the 
principle which the gentleman enunclates, but of course the 
gentleman will understand that it is beyond the power of this 
committee to make the change he suggests, and therefore we 
have never considered it, because this surveyor’s office is a 
statutory office and we can not change it. Perhaps I should 
stop there, inasmuch as we have no jurisdiction. But there 
is also this distinction: Whatever general principle would ap- 
ply in this particular case I do not know, because, as I say, it 
is not our function or province, and we have not therefore con- 
sidered it; but there is this distinction between the engineer’s 
and the surveyor's office, that in the surveyor’s office all the 
work is paid by fees and reverts back into the Treasury, 
because private parties are the ones for whom the work is 
done, whereas, of course, in the engineer’s office it does not. 
That makes quite a distinction between the two offices, but 
whether that is sufficient to justify it I do not know. It is a 
special statutory office and we can not therefore combine them. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If, therefore, there should not be reve- 
nue enough from the fees to pay the officers in the surveyor’s 
e of course they would Este to be paid out of the public 


Mr. GILLETT. Certainly; we pay them first. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a resource of the city, and the 
Government appropriates and pays absolutely these assistants. 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I wondered if a provision could not be 
incorporated in the bill to appropriate for the rodmen for the 
engineer’s office alone, enough to do the work for the two, and 
draftsmen and chainmen, and provide that they shall also be 
subject to detail to do work in the surveyor’s office as well as 
the engineer's office whenever it may be necessary. It seems 
to me that it is very unbusinesslike to cut up the work in this 
fashion. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman believe that it 
would be possible to provide for a certain number of messengers 
and haye them detailed in the House and in the Senate as the 
service would require? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My judgment is that these two offices 
should be combined into one and occupy the same quarters and 
have the same general messengers that may be detailed for any 
division or for service in any division in the general office, and 
the chainmen and the rodmen and the draftsmen subject to the 
same kind of service and detail; but if there are independent 
establishments, if they are separated—and that is the criticism 
that I make, that it is unnecessarily expensive to have the 
business conducted in that way, that it would be much more 
economical and businesslike for the two offices to be combined 
into one, so that one set of messengers, with perhaps a few 
additions, and one set of draftsmen, with probably one or two 
more than one office has now, and one set of chainmen, and one 
set of rodmen might do the work for both branches. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The fact is that chainmen and rodmen 
in all of these offices have all of the work they can possibly 
do. These divisions into these different offices are simply 
for the purpose of facilitating the work and of keeping better 
track of it. It would be utterly impossible for one man to 
supervise all of this work, and it is divided according to its 
nature into separate bureaus. ` 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Bureaus of engineering work. 

Mr. GILLETT. There is one other suggestion I would make 
to the gentleman. This is not our province, but belongs to the 
District of Columbia Committee, but I will say this: This 
surveyor is a bonded officer, and he is responsible for any mis- 
takes of the subordinates. He recently had to pay quite a 
large sum for one, and therefore he would claim that he would 
want his own subordinates and absolute control over them if 
he is responsible for their mistakes. It seems to me, in this 
particular case, it would be a good answer, although we can 
not do it anyway. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not see any reason why the sur- 
veyor should be responsible for the mistakes of his subalterns 
and the engineer not. 

Mr. GILLETT. That is the way the law makes it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The difficulty doubtless is in the law, 
but I do not believe any business man charged with conducting 
the affairs of a city on business principles would have the work 
segregated or divided up in any such fashion as this. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. I think this work naturally must be divided into those 
different divisions. For instance, the sewer department re- 
quires an engineering force, which is constantly engaged in 
planning sewers and fixing grades for sewers. Another force 
is continually employed on the streets; another force in connec- 
tion with bridges; and these forces do their work much more 
efficiently by being confined continuously to the particular char- 
acter of work than if they were continuously shifted from one 
branch to another. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I agree with the gentleman in that 
respect, but in my opinion it would be better to put this whole 
business into the engineering department, and where messen- 
gers,draftsmen, chainmen, and rodmen are provided for 
they may do work under either branch of the service, but they 
may be provided for generally for the department, but the 
department may have its divisions and have men who are 
peculiarly suited or adapted to the work along particular lines, 
just the same as Departments of the Government have one 
general control, and save in expenses in the line of messengers, 
draftsmen, chainmen, rodmen, etc. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman would not save any- 
thing. For instance, the engineer office has a great many divi- 
sions. It has a sewer department, it has a bridge department, 
it has a street department, it has a county-road department, 
all under a commissioner. 

Mr, CRUMPACKER. Now, ought not the surveyor's work 
to be a department in the engineer’s division? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not necessarily. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is a branch of engineering and it 
involves a good deal of the same kind of work the engineer has 
to do in other branches of municipal activity. My criticism 
is that the surveyor’s office ought to be a department in the 
engineer bureau of municipal administration. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That question should be, determined in 
the framing of the organic act of the District. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be consid- 
ered as withdrawn. 
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The Clerk read as follows: l 

Free publie library: For, librarian, $3,000; assistant librarian, 
$1,200; children’s librarian, $1,000; reference librarian, $1,000; as- 
sistant, $900; four assistants, at $720 each; four assistants, at $600 
each; three assistants, at $540 each; copyist, $480; cataloguer, $900 ; 
cataleguer, $720; cataloguer, $600; three temporary cataloguers, at 
sone each; stenographer and typewriter, $720; one assistant, $480; 
ve attendants, at $480 each; five attendants, at $360 each; collator, 
$360; two messengers, at $360 each; ten pages, at $360 each; two 
janitors, at $480 each, one of whom shail act as a night watchman; 
engineer, $900; fireman, $720; workman, $480; two cloakroom attend- 
ants, at $360 each; six charwomen, at $180 each; in all, $33,260. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of inquiring of the gentleman in charge 
of the bill in reference to this appropriation for the purchase 
of books. It seems to me that for the purchase of books for the 
public library of the city of Washington an appropriation of 
$7,500 is very small. Here is a library the expense of which is 
forty or fifty thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman will recognize this is an 
increase over the appropriations which have been made for a 
number of years. The appropriation was $5,000, and last year 
we raised it to $7,500, and we haye continued the same this 
year. 

Mr PERKINS. 
$50,000, is it not? 

Mr. GILLETT. 
about $30,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think not. The first appropriation is 
$33,000; then there is $1,700, and then there is a lot of other 
expenses, amounting altogether very close to $50,000, apart from 
books. 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, yes; down below. 

Mr. PERKINS. The entire appropriation is about $50,000, 
and 15 per cent for books seems a pretty small amount. 

Mr. GILLETT. You mean including this? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman means the amount for books, 
in proportion to amount for running the library, is small? 

Mr. PERKINS. Seven thousand five hundred dollars of an 
entire expense of $55,000 seems small. 

Mr. GILLETT. They have got, of course, a large amount of 
books on hand. The running expenses, of course, should be 
compared with that and not with what we buy each year. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is true. Is this sum regarded as sat- 
isfactory by the people in charge of the library? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; I think the library would like very 
much more, and of course we should all like a great deal more. 
You have got to draw the line somewhere, however, and the 
question is where you will draw it. We drew it at $7,500. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not the gentleman think that in a very 
rich city of 300,000 people, where the entire budget is—what 
is the entire budget for the city? 

Mr. GILLETT. Ten millions of dollars. j 

Mr. PERKINS. Ten millions of dollars. Does not the gen- 
teman think that $7,500 for books is a very small amount? 

Mr. GILLETT, I am inclined to think it-is rather small, but, 
as I say, we have got to draw the line somewhere, and I think 
tbat is a reasonable amount. It is more than we gaye for a 
number of years. The library is pretty well supplied with 
books, and it is very useful. 

Mr. PERKINS. But out of this they have to buy the cur- 
rent magazines and papers, do they not? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. That must take a very large part of it. 

Mr. GILLETT. A very small part of it. = 

Mr. PERKINS. Do they have all of the magazines? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know whether or not they buy all 
of the magazines. But certainly it is a very small portion of it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will suggest, Mr. Chairman, 
that we have, in addition to this, the Congressional Library, to 
which the public has access. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is not a circulating library. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Then we have, in addition to 
this, circulating libraries in the high schools, where the maga- 
zines can be obtained, or large numbers of them. We have, in 
addition to this, libraries in many of the Departments. So that 
when the gentleman limits it to $7,500 to a city of 300,000 it is 
hardly a fair statement. j 

Mr. PERKINS. But the libraries in the Departments are of 
no value to the public. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Only as those who read them 
are a part of the public. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but those are special libraries. It does 
seem to me that a proper supply of books is quite as valuable 
as a proper supply of gas or electricity or other articles, and 
the amount allowed is a small sum on a very large budget. 


The entire expense of running the library is 


I can not tell you exactly. Oh, no; it is 


Mr. FITZGERALD. How much does the gentleman believe 
should be spent a year for books? - 

Mr. PERKINS. I am not familiar with the library, but I 
know enough to know that $7,500 does not go very far in buy- 
ing books and magazines. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, they spent about $14,000 for that 
purpose last year. This appropriation is augmented by the use 
of what is known as “ fine” money that has accumulated by 
charging for withholding books beyond a certain length of 
time, and this year there will be available, instead of $7,500, ten 
or twelve thousand dollars. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the appropriation is $17,000 instead of 

7,500, that is very much better. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not really that, but there is each 
year a sum in addition to the appropriation available for this 
use. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that an allowance for a great city 
like this of $15,000 for the purchase of books is certainly 
moderate. If from another source enough money is obtained to 
make it $15,000, that makes the appropriation better than it 
appears on the face of it. While I commend economy, I do 
not think the committee should be too economical in reference 
to furnishing profitable literature for the use of the citizens of 
the city. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I take it that the gentleman would be 
inclined to criticise the committee if it merely accepted the 
recommendations of those who have charge of the public library 
and appropriated all they asked. 

Mr. PERKINS. That depends entirely upon whether the 
committee thought their recommendations were right. The 
recommendation may be a just one. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, speaking for myself and the other 
members of the committee, the committee appropriated all that 
they thought advisable to appropriate under the particular cir- 
cumstances at this particular time. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Toward the construction of fountains, lamp-posts, and other struc- 
tures on the plaza in front of the new union railroad station, in ac- 
paranes with plans to be approved by the Commissioners of the 

istrict of Columbia, $50,000, said sum to be expended under the pro- 
visions of existing law regarding the elimination of grade crossings and 
appropriations made therefor: Provided, That the total cost to the 
United States and the District of Columbia shall not exceed $100,000 : 
And provided further, That the Washington Terminal Company, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, shall defray the cost of so much of these construc- 
tions as lie within the limits of its present property north of Massachu- 
setts avenue. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill, 
who certainly exercised commendable prudence in reference to 
the purchase of books, how this $150,000 is to be expended. I 
see a large part of it is for fountains and lamp-posts. That 
sounds high on the face of it. 

Mr. GILLETT. It is for the decoration of the new plaza to 
the Union Station. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars is 
to be expended in all, part of it for putting up fountains, etc. 
It is a very large tract of land, consisting of a number of acres. 

Mr. PERKINS. How is that $150,000 to be spent? What 
work is to be done? 

Mr. GILLETT. We were shown the projected plans, although 
they have not yet been finally determined upon by the architects 
of the Union Station. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much of it for fountains? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much for lamp-posts? 

Mr. GILLETT. I can not tell—a small proportion. Of course 
the gentleman understands the plaza is a very large expanse of 
ground, and it has to be made ornamental and in keeping with 
the Union Station. We were told that $150,000 was necessary 
to put it in proper shape. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not the gentleman think that is a pretty 
large expenditure for ornamenting the ground about a railroad 
station? 

Mr. GILLETT. It did not strike us so. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not think I am quite educated up to the 
gentleman’s views on that point, 

Mr. GILLETT. It is part of a general plan. That is not new, 
but is part of the general project that has been in progress for 
yars to complete a union station at the junction of the rail- 
roads. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Spenna alleys and minor streets: For opening, widening, and ex- 
tending alleys and minor streets in the District of Columbia, under 
the provisions of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, $50,000, 


to be paid wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia, and 
this sum, together with any balance of appropriations heretofore made 
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for said purpose, shall be available for use in opening, widening, ex- 
tending, and straightening alleys and minor streets under the provi- 
sions of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia; said appropri- 
ation to be reimbursed by pares: of assessments for benefits to be 
made under the provisions o 


and minor streets; and the clause contained in the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation act, approved June 27, 1906, requiring that the 
compensation of an assistant to the corporation counsel, provided for 
in the appropriation for opening alleys and minor streets, shall be in- 
cluded in the costs and expenses of the proceedings instituted for the 
condemnations necessa to be taken for the opening, widening, ex- 
tending, and straightening alleys and minor streets and shall be as- 
sessed against lands benefited by reason of such opening, extension, 
widening, and eA Sne in, as provided in section 1608 of said Code 
of Law, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
against this paragraph, which is new legislation. I do not know 
whether it ought to be made or not, but will ask the gentleman 
for an explanation of it. J 

Mr. GILLETT. I recognize that it is subject to the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman reserve the point of 
order or make the point of order? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. GILLETT. I think the gentleman on an explanation 
will withdraw his point or order, because this committee have 
not intended to put anything in the bill subject to a point 
of order which we did not think would meet the entire con- 
currence of the House. Besides this clause there are some 
minor matters, but they are all of too slight importance for a 
special bill and are for the advantage of good administration. 
This was put in for this reason. The law at present provides 
that the expenses of the assistant to the corporation counsel 
shall be assessed against the improvement. When the assess- 
ment is made his expenses go in as a part of the assessment. 
Then there is very apt to be an appeal from the decisions. If 
that is so there can be no further assessment for his expenses, 
and so there is nobody left to try the case. He would not get 
any compensation for trying it, for the assessment has already 
been made and can not be changed. Of course somebody ought 
to try it who knows about the facts, and there is nobody else 
whose function it is to do so; and the result is another per- 
son has to study the case up in the corporation counsel’s office 
and argue the case on appeal. We did not see any method to 
obviate that if we still kept the law that the assistant should 
be paid out of the assessment. We concluded that the salary of 
$150 a month for work on opening streets and alleys, etc., is 
really a public purpose, one that the city might very well be 
called upon to pay for its own advantage; and we concluded 
inasmuch as this difficulty had arisen out of the method in 
which the assistant corporation counsel was paid the best way 
was to repeal the law, and instead of assessing it, pay him 
$150 a month out of the city treasury. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $121,400. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the 
last word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of 
the bill upon what basis or theory these authorizations of im- 
provement are made? 

Mr. GILLETT. The recommendations were made to us by 
the Commissioners, of certain streets which needed improve- 
ment. We personally went and inspected each street, and we 
made the appropriations according to what we thought were 
the relative merits of the different streets. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Has it not been the custom heretofore to 
authorize the Commissioners to make a report as to those 
streets that, in their judgment, ought to be improved, and appro- 
priations were then made, authorizing them to select those that 
they regarded as most essential from that list? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think the gentleman is confusing the streets 
in the city, as it is called, that is within Florida avenue, and 
what are called the county roads. There used to be that dis- 
tinction, although now there is no reason for it, because the 
territory beyond Florida avenue is just as much a part of the 
city in many directions as that inside. The old habit still con- 
tinues, although the reason has ceased, of making a recommenda- 
tion for the streets in the city in the way the gentleman sug- 
gests, by schedule, and making recommendations for those 
streets which we are now considering, the county roads, by 
name; and this committee, as I say, visited all the streets and 
passed upon them according to their merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 


amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Repairs streets, avenues, and alleys: For current work of repairs of 
streets, avenues, and alleys, including resurfacing and repairs to con- 
crete pavements with the same or other not inferior material, $300,000; 
and this oy whe ili we shall be available for repairing the pavements 
of street railways when necessary; the amounts thus expended shall be 
collected from such railroad company as provided by section 5 of “An 
act providing a permanent form of government for the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved June 11, 1878, and shall be deposited to the credit 
of the appropriation for the fiscal.year in which they are collected. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 15, on 
page 27, by striking out“ three“ and inserting “ five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 15, page 27, strike out “three” and insert “five;" so that it 
will read “ five hundred thousand dollars.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that there 
is any provision in this bill that affects more the comfort and 
convenience of the people of this city than this provision. 
There is no good reason that I know of why the streets of this 
city should not be in perfect condition, or as nearly perfect as 
it is possible for streets to be. Yet I think there is no one who 
will insist for a moment that they are in that condition. Very 
many of them are in a deplorable condition. It ought not to 
be so, and would not be so if appropriations were ample and 
if they were properly expended. You can scarcely find in this 
whole city, with its more than a hundred miles of paved streets, 
a continuous half mile that furnishes a proper and comfortable 
roadbed for a drive. The streets are out of repair. I do not 
know of one in the city, and I am familiar with a good many 
of them, that any competent judge would say was in a proper 
condition of repair. Whether it comes from the unduly rapid 
deterioration of the streets, growing out of the fact of improper 
material being used and improper inspection, the fact remains 
that the streets are not as they should be. Somebody is re- 
sponsible for it. This responsibility either rests upon those who 
should make ample appropriations, or it rests upon those who 
ought properly to use the appropriations that are made. One 
of the two must be the truth, because the proof of the condition 
of the streets is presented to the observation of every man who 
rides over them. They ought to be better. 

Now, I am told by the gentleman who has this bill in charge 
that the committee have recommended the full estimate. If 
that is true, then the responsibility rests upon the Commis- 
sioners of this city, and they are the ones who ought to be held 
up to public reprobation for the condition of the streets. I for 
one want to record my reprobation now against the condition 
of the streets. You can not find, even upon Pennsylvania ave- 
nue, the street that ought to be the most beautiful and perfect 
highway in the United States, or the world, a half dozen rods 
over which you can ride without dodging the chuck holes that 
are in it and ought not to be init. What I say about that street 
is equally true with reference to almost every other street in 
this city. I would be glad if this House in some way or other 
would express its ideas upon this condition, and bring these 
gentlemen who are responsible to a realizing sense of the in- 
efficient manner in which they discharge grave public duties. 

Mr. Chairman, this condition can not exist from a want of 
funds. It may be that we do not collect enough, but there is 
within the limits of this city, subject to appraisement and taxa- 
tion, an ample aggregate of wealth to furnish abundant means 
to carry on every one of these improyements. That suggests, 
perhaps, the thought that in some way or other this possibility 
of raising ample funds is not properly utilized. I have heard 
complaints many and many a time of the undervaluation of the 
property of the people of the town for taxable purposes. The 
property of the United States (if we may say that in the contri- 
bution of 50 per cent we are paying taxes on it) certainly pays 
its full share. But not so with the great bulk of property of 
private ownership. Some days ago I saw in one of the news- 
papers of this city a statement of recent sales of property. In 
some of them the sums for which the property was sold were 
given. I recognize the fact that probably that is not the most 
reliable way to ascertain values. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman’s time may be extended ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be 
extended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. I say, Mr. Chairman, that that is not the 
most reliable possible source, perhaps, for information. I can 
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conceive it possible that a real-estate man might somewhat 
exaggerate that which he had done in the line of his business. 
Real-estate men often haye peculiar qualities. I am not sure 
but that there must be a marked departure from the equipment 
of the ordinary man in order to fit one for the higher ranks in 
this particular vocation. I haye sometimes thought that the 
real-estate man must have an exuberant fancy, a robust im- 
agination, and he must haye his moral nature somewhat de- 
pleted of those qualities that would rank. higher in church esti- 
mation. [Laughter.] He must have great activity, he must 
have a vocabulary of remarkable character, and must have 
great adjectival speech. He must also have a wonderful capac- 
ity for inexactitude in his statements, But, notwithstanding 
that, I have thought this matter of sufficient importance to make 
a list of those sales in which the price was given, and send that 
paper to the assessing force of this city and ask them to set 
opposite to each tract the assessments of that particular tract. 

The assessor was exceedingly courteous to me. He has com- 
plied with my request, and I haye here some statements. I do 
not care to name the salesmen; I do not care to name the per- 
sons that are named in this paper. But I find in what I haye 
here as item No. 1 a particular piece of property said by those 
salesmen to have been sold for $315,000. The assessment on 
that property for 1905 and 1906 was $103,439, less than one- 
third of its alleged value. 

Another piece said to have been sold for $350,000 was as- 
sessed at $94,000 and a fraction. Another piece said to have 
been sold at $190,000 was assessed at $67,000. Another piece 
said to have been sold at $275,000 was assessed at $75,000 and 
a fraction. Another, sold at $300,000, was assessed at $92,000. 
One, sold at $50,000, was assessed at $19,000. One sold at 
$45,000 was assessed at $26,000. Another, sold at $100,000, 
was assessed at nearly $30,000. And so the list goes on until 
you reach the less valuable property. I find one said to have 
been sold at $10,000 assessed at $11,846. Another, sold at 
$6,250, was assessed at $4,140. One sold at $6,375 was assessed 
at $4,270. One sold at $6,000 was assessed at $5,589. One 
sold at $10,000 was assessed at $5,589, and so on, showing that 
in the more valuable property, that which runs up into the 
hundred thousands, or approaching one hundred thousand, a 
wonderful discrepancy in the valuation at which it is said this 
property was sold and that fixed by the assessors of this District. 

Now, it is right that I should say here that the assessor who 
has been so courteous to me says in many instances he believes 
the statement of sale is an exaggeration; that as matter of 
fact the property has not been sold for these sums. That is 
a question of veracity between these gentlemen, and, as I am 
not the arbiter, I have nothing to say about it. 

I am using these statements on the supposition that reputable 
men, engaged in a reputable business in this city, would not 
in the mere attempt at braggadocio, or in the advertisement of 
their capacity to do business, mislead or mhke misstatements 
to the public in a newspaper in regard to the valuation that 
they must know would be contradicted by a superior knowl- 
ede, or an equal knowledge, that is possessed by a great many 
people. 

And it is further right that I should say here, in justice to 
the assessors, that in the statement they make to me they show 
that in assessments that are now in process of making for the 
future there is a great increase in value; that in some instances 
the valuation that they haye used, or are about to use, exceed 
by nearly 100 per cent that that was made by them for the years 
1905 and 1906. 

Where there are these great discrepancies, discrepancies be- 
tween the statement of sales and the assessments as given to us 
for the years last passed, there is room for doubt as to whether 
we have the best system here, and where there is such wonderful 
discrepancy between the assessments of last year and those of 
next year or this year there is further food for reflection. 

Mr. Chairman, I want again to get back to the subject about 
which I began to speak. I do hope that this House will do 
something in the way of ameliorating the condition that we find 
existing here relative to these streets. It is not because we 
have not the money; certainly it is not because we might not 
have the money if proper assessments are made. Therefore I 
ask the House to vote this amendment, and to put into the 
hands of the proper authorities such a sum that they can not 
in future hide behind the claim of parsimony upon the part of 
Congress. Give them such sums as will enable them beyond all 
peradventure to do their duty. I ought to have said in my 
criticism that I have made with regard to these gentlemen that 
perhaps it is possible for them to say that they would have done 
better if they could, that the streets would have been repaired 
if they had the means, and that the comfort of the people of this 
city who have to use these streets might have been conserved 


if it had not been for an unwholesome desire on the part of the 
Committee on Appropriations to make an extraordinary record. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, with the greater part of what 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hernurn] has said I have no 
controversy. I agree with him heartily that we ought to have 
a larger income from our taxes. I would go further than he. 
I think we not only fail to get by assessment what we ought 
to have, but that our system of taxation is inadequate, and that 
real estate, at least, is not taxed nearly as much as it should 
be, compared with taxation in other cities. But that, of course, 
is something that is not within the jurisdiction of this com- 
mittee, and therefore is not anything with which we can deal 
now. 

Coming to the point which the gentleman makes of increasing 
this appropriation from $300,000 to $500,000 for streets, I will 
not undertake to defend the streets of Washington or the ex- 
penditures in that line of the Commissioners, who have charge 
ef them; but I think there can be no question that the gentleman 
has very much exaggerated their condition. He says there is 
not half a mile of good continuous pavement in the city. 

I took occasion last spring, when I was first appointed on this 
committee, to go over nearly all the streets of the city, and there 
is many a stretch of half a mile of beautiful, practically perfect 
pavement. But I will agree with him that there are a great 
many stretches of wretched pavement which ought to be com- 
pleted; and, by the way, Pennsylvania avenue, to which he re- 
fers, is to be half of it completed under the appropriation of this 
year and half of it under the appropriation of next year. So that 
is already provided -for without any increase. Last year when 
this committee took up this question of streets we recognized 
the danger and the defects which the gentleman speaks of. 
Up to that time the largest sum which had ever been appro- 
priated for streets was $200,000. We gave them last year 
$300,000, the full amount of their estimate, and this year again 
we have given them the full sum of $300,000, again the full sum 
for which they have asked. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman, when he makes refer- 
ence to the estimate of the Commission, believe that that was the 
sum they ought to have had, in their judgment, or that that was 
the sum that they thought could possibly be corkscrewed from 
the committee? 

Mr. GILLETT. Well, that is a matter of speculation. The 
gentleman can guess the intent of the Commissioners as well as 
I can. I can not speak as to that, but we did last year give 
them half as much again as they had ever been given by Con- 
gress before that, and we have given them this year the same 
full amount of $300,000. I believe that the amount of $300,000, 
which has been given this year, and $300,000, which we are giy- 
ing next year, will go very far toward putting the streets in as 
good condition as we could reasonably demand; that that is an 
ample annual amount to keep them up; that if we had had in 
the past that sum they would not now be subject to. the just 
criticism that has been made of them. We thought we were giv- 
ing them an ample sum when we gave half as much more as ever 
had been given before, and it seems to me it is sufficient and 
proper, and I hope the amendment of the gentleman will not be 
adopted. Whether the Commissioners can economically spend 
as much as that I do not know. They have never suggested that 
they could use a larger sum than we appropriated last year and 
than they asked for this year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I can scarcely understand 
how it has been possible for the condition of things that has 
existed in this city to have been maintained under an economic 
and intelligent expenditure of so large a sum of money upon the 
streets of Washington. Year after year this complaint has been 
made, possibly not with the same emphasis that has been used 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. Year after year 
we are assured that money enough is now being appropriated 
for the purpose of putting the streets in some sort of respectable 
condition, and yet year after year we find exactly the same con- 
dition of things, and, indeed, this year growing worse than last 
year, 

Where the money goes to I am sure I do not know. That it 
is liberally appropriated the gentleman from Massachusetts 
says, and I have no doubt he is right about that, but what be- 
comes of it? Where does it go? Now, you may start from the 
southeast front of the Capitol and pursue your way to Four- 
teenth street by any one of the streets, and you find exactly the 
same condition everywhere that is described by the gentleman 
from Iowa. How is this money expended? Does the Committee 
on District Expenditures here understand how that money is 
expended? Inspecting the streets is not going to do any good. 
I take it these Commissioners inspect the streets, but nothing 
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comes of their inspection except the sad condition we have here 
now in the great streets of this city. The street upon which 
every visitor from our own country and every visitor from for- 
eign countries travels and looks about him is a disgrace. The 
common villages of the country—a village with five, six, eight, or 
ten thousand people—have better streets and sounder streets 
and safer streets than has the city of Washington. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr: GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Ohio is 
familiar with District matters, and I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman this question: Is there any committee of Congress in 
either House or any officer of the Government which audits any 
account of the District Commissioners or makes a specific re- 
port to Congress? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I can not answer that 
question. I never have served on the District Committee of the 
House, I do not know of any place where any such reports 
come. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is it the gentleman’s understand- 
ing of the situation that Congress makes appropriations of mil- 
lions of dollars toward the government of this District, and that 
money is expended, and this expenditure is not audited by any 
committee of Congress or examined into or reported about to 
Congress? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think I can safely say it is not audited 
by any committee of Congress. I imagine, as a matter of course, 
the subcommittee of the great Committee on Appropriations 
looks inte the expenditures made by the District Commissioners, 
but to what extent they audit the accounts in the true meaning 
of that term I can not say. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman think, as 
a public man of wide experience, that there ought to be the 
closest and most critical examination by somebody of the ac- 
counts? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Most certainly there ought to be; and if 
it is done at some other bureau of the Government, if it is done 
by the Auditor of the Treasury, then this committee certainly 
ought to have the benefit of the action of the Auditor of the 
Treasury. At any rate I think there ought to be some better 
System of the expenditure of this money, because I do not be- 
lieve it goes to the right direction economically. I do not inti- 
mate that there is anything wrong about it except inefficiency 
and incompetency, but I should like to see the Commission of the 
District of Columbia made up of thorough business men, men of 
experience in the expenditure of money. We have what is 
called an Engineer Commissioner, Well, we all know that you 
may have an engineer trained to the details of his profession, 
and he may have not the slightest knowledge of business trans- 
actions whateyer. I do not say that the present member is such. 
A man may be a splendid newspaper or magazine writer and be 
an admirable citizen of the country, and yet be totally incapable 
of administering the affairs of a District like this; and then a 
man may be a genial, pleasant, speech-making gentleman, enter- 
taining the people of the country, and not know how to build 
and maintain an alleyway between two houses, and I would like 
to see some system of these expenditures that would show on 
the streets. [Applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, much that has been said 
about the conditions of the streets of this city is true, but there 
is one thing that should be stated in connection with the criti- 
cism that goes far to explain the wretched condition in which 
some of the pavements have fallen. In the lists of streets which 

Were to be repaired, submitted by the Commissioners, it ap- 
peared that out of fourteen streets the pavements of five were 
laid between 1872 and 1880, six between 1880 and 1890, and 
three between 1890 and 1895. In another list of streets of 
sixty-seven the pavements in twenty-two of those streets were 
laid between 1870 and 1880; the payements in thirty-eight were 
laid between 1880 and 1890, and the pavements in seven between 
1890 and 1895. No pavement has been laid for a shorter period 
than eleven years. From my- knowledge of the paving of 
streets gained from my own locality, I know that at one time 
in laying asphalt pavement it was customary for the contract- 
ors to give a guaranty of ten years. 

Of recent years the streets have been laid with a guaranty 
of five years. The fact is, that in the city of Washington a 
great number of pavements have been laid at least fifteen years, 
and many of them as long as thirty years. The result is that 
to-day the pavements deteriorate very rapidly. As the chair- 
man of the committee has stated, both in this bill and in the 
bill for the current year the committee gaye all that the Com- 


missioners asked for this purpose. My recollection is that the 
Engineer Commissioner stated that they could use more than 
the $300,000, but they asked $300,000 because that was a sum 
that could be economically and advantageously used during the 
year; and they did not ask more for this purpose, perhaps, be- 
cause they desired large appropriations for some other purposes. 
The streets of the city will continue in somewhat of a deplor- 


-able condition unless, for many years to come at least, equally 


large appropriations are made as are made in this bill. As 
these pavements get older they require more repairs. Last 
year it was suggested that the money that was being expended 
in patching Pennsylvania avenue was not economically ex- 
pended, and as a result of that suggestion the entire avenue 
is to be resurfaced at a cost of $115,000, 

I am inclined to sympathize with the position of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. I believe that the streets of 
this city should be kept in as good condition as possible. Gen- 
tlemen will recollect that in the last session there was before 
the House a bill to compel the use of larger tires upon some of 
the heavy vehicles in the District. That bill was not enacted 
into law, but it was pressed upon the request of the Commis- 
sioners because they said that by reason of the excessive heat 
in the District at certain times of the year the pavements became 
so soft that the narrow tires used by the vehicles carrying ex- 
cessive weights badly cut the pavements. I am not in favor of - 
an extravagant administration in the District, but I do believe 
that sufficient money should be given to economically administer 
the government, and at the same time to make this city the most 
attractive city in the entire country. I feel as does my col- 
league on the committee, that the committee has done everything 
that it could by making a searching inquiry of the Commis- 
sioners regarding the condition of the streets and giving every 
dollar they ask for that purpose both this year and the last. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. FITZGERALD] has expired. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I note that on 
pages 25 and 26 of the bill, in providing for the paving of certain 
streets, the width of the street is fixed. I would like to ask 
the chairman in charge of the bill whether the widths fixed in 
these several clauses is the established widths of the streets, or 
whether or not the widths that are stated in this bill refix the 
widths of the streets. 

Mr. GILLETT. I would like to have the gentleman repeat 
the question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I just asked whether or not the 
widths fixed in the several sections, on pages 25 and 26 of the 
bill, are widths as fixed some time heretofore. or whether or 
not these widths are fixed by this bill, establishing new widths 
of the streets? > 

Mr. GILLETT. Does not the gentleman think that it would 
be well first to dispose of the amendment before the House, 
when I will be pleased to answer the question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I took it up because we were 
on the question of street discussions generally, and did not know 
the nature of the amendment, not having been in my seat at the 
time the amendment was made. 

Mr. GILLETT. If the gentleman will wait until the amend- 
ment is disposed of, then I will be glad to answer his question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, there is much 
of truth in what the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HEPBURN] says 
in regard to the condition of the streets, and yet I hope that 
the amendment offered by him will not prevail. The condition 
in which the streets are found at this time has been well ex- 
plained by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], 
but that is not all. The committee has allowed all the money, 
unless you revise the bill at other points, which the revenues 
will allow this year. 

The gentleman asks why the streets are in their present con- 
dition with so much revenue, and what has been done with the 
money. It is known by gentlemen of the House that during 
these recent years there has been built the Connecticut Avenue 
Bridge, involving an expenditure of a million of dollars in round 
numbers; that there has been laid a very expensive and com- 
plete system of sewers and a sewage-disposal plant, involying a 
very large outlay ; that there has been put in an expensive filtra- 
tion plant of very great value to all the residents of the city. 
These are some of what may be termed “extraordinary ex- 
penses.” They have eaten up a large part of the current rev- 
enues of the city, and for the time being the streets have, in 
part at least, been neglected. But as the projects named have 
been completed, or are approaching completion, you will observe 
that the appropriation for the improvement of the streets has 
been increased 100 per cent oyer that given in previous years, 
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There is no reason why that per cent of improvement, so far as 
past appropriations are concerned, should not be continued and 
possibly adyanced upon. 

But I would ask the gentleman from Iowa to take note of 
this: Under a law enacted by Congress the city has to pay be- 
tween now and the Ist of July, five years hence, $3,100,000 of 
debt already incurred. The money was borrowed from the 
Government, and under a law of Congress it must be returned 
to the Government out of the current revenues on or before 
July 1, 1912. Now, if we appropriate this $200,000 and go on 
at that rate in this bill, not only will we not be able the ensuing 
year to pay one dollar of that $3,000,000, but we will leave the 
District with an additional debt for current expenses. For 
this reason, not that the streets do not need it, but that the rey- 
enues will not allow this great additional expenditure, do I 
hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The gentleman from Iowa is right, as it seems to me, iu 
this, that the revenues derived from this city of 300,000 people 
are not in proportion to the wealth, real and personal, of the 
city. There lies the ‘difficulty. The Government is doing its 
part. No one questions that. It is a question as to whether 
or not the city is doing its full duty. But that does not meet 
the condition in the instance that the gentleman from Iowa has 
in mind. That waits another year; but in the meantime—and I 
‘want to state it again—we have given twice as much as we 
have given for some years and all that the Commissioners 
asked for the improvement of the streets the coming year. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will indulge 
me a moment, there are two objections raised by members of 
the committee to the adoption of the amendment that I have 
offered. One is that the Commissioners do not ask for more. 
Why the Commissioners did not ask for more I do not know, for 
I am satisfied that the Commissioners must haye known of the 
conditions that exist, and the gentleman from New York told us 
that the one who speaks authoritatively upon questions of this 
kind said that they could use economically and properly a larger 
sum than that which they had asked for. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that is the basis of measurement 
that the committee ought to haye adopted in fixing the mini- 
mum of this appropriation. That is what they should have had. 
I do not know what their experiences have been heretofore 
when they asked for an increase. I do not know what dis- 
couragements they have met when they haye asked for more 
money. I do not know what fears they may have had of rebuff 
and of criticism on the part of members of the committee that 
might deter them, perhaps, from asking for that sum that they 
could judiciously use in remedying an evil that they must see, 
must know, must recognize—that is, the horrid condition of the 
streets. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it does not seem to me that that is an 
argument against the propriety—yea, necessity—of making this 
proper appropriation. If the evil exists—and no man doubts it— 
if it can be remedied, if the Engineer Commissioner says that 
he could properly expend the sum, then why not furnish them 
the means with which they can restore the streets to such a con- 
dition that they will not be a byword and a sneer and a re- 
proach to the decent appearance of the city. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt 
the gentleman? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Under the gentleman’s line of 
argument you could run this bill up to $15,000,000 precisely. 
You could have a million dollars for public school buildings, if 
you granted—simply to 3 that was asked or all 
that they said they could properly 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believed I was iy yielding to the gentleman 
for a question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, I beg your pardon. I 
wanted to make myself clear to you. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You always do; but I would rather you 
would do it in your own time, 

Mr. Chairman, I think that disposes of one objection—that 
they have not asked for more, The other objection is that if 
this appropriation should be increased the debt due to the Goy- 
ernment of the United States in five years will not be paid. To 
my mind, Mr. Chairman, that is a consideration scarcely worthy 
of attention. What difference does it make to the United States 
whether the sums advanced are returned to the Treasury of the 
United States in 1912 or 1920. Not a whit; nothing in compari- 
son with the reproach that is brought upon the Congress of the 
United States where it is held responsible for the condition of 
the streets of this city. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield for a question. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Do you not think that the 
District ought to keep faith with the Government? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The District ought to keep faith with the 
Government, but there is no difficulty in our enlarging this 
time for payment, so that the District in 1920 can pay this 
debt and still keep faith. And it is suggested to me that prob- 
ably it might be wise policy for us to do this and a broader 
justice to the District, because the increased value ascertained 
by the assessors will more mag pay this sum in the time that 
I haye suggested. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I do not ‘think that is an argument of such 
cogency as ought to influence the committee, and I hope that 
the members of the committee, out of pride in the work that 
they have done—this is undoubtedly a magnificent bill in its 
general scope; they haye put great labor upon it; they have 
brought a measure here that meets with but very little criti- 
cism—I hope that in their pride of authorship or creation they 
will not stand against this wholesome expenditure of money. 
There is nothing that we can do that will give the visitor to this 
city a better and greater appreciation of what it is than this 
very appropriation. 

{The time of Mr. HEPBURN having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent, at his request, it was extended five minutes. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. We are talking about and are looking for- 
ward to a time when this will be the most beautiful capital in 
the world. I am one of those who are perfectly willing to make 
the needful appropriations to bring about the realization of this 
expectation. I want this city to be the most beautiful of all 
the capitals. I believe that the people whom I represent have 
that desire. I have never had one of them come to this city 
who has not been pleased to know that he had an interest in 
the city, which is so beautiful, even with the defects that still 
exist; but I do think that while we have this dream of beauty, 
while we are looking forward in the anticipation that our chil- 
dren at least will see it all, we who live in this day ought to 
bave some of the comforts that ought to be given to us, and, 
while these expectations in architecture and in landscape gar- 
dening may be realized, that we, in the everyday affair of de- 
cent streets, may have what this generation are entitled to. 

Gentlemen have spoken about the rapidity with which streets 
deteriorate and have told us about the age of the pavement in 
some of the streets. I think that if the surfacing of the streets 
of this city had been properly done it would serve its purpose 
for much longer periods. I think there is something radically 
wrong about the inspection that is being had at times when 
streets are being built and repaired. There is a little stretch of 
asphalt pavement in this city, right west of the Treasury De- 
parment, which is subjected to as great and severe use, perhaps, 
as that of any street in this city. It is the favorite passageway 
for heavily loaded teams. My recollection is that that pave- 
men was laid in 1889, yet it is in better condition to-day than 
any other street that I know of. It was well built, while the 
surfacing of Pennsylyania avenue, that occurred late in the 
fall of 1892, has for ten years been a disgrace to the city. It 
was not well built, notwithstanding the army of inspectors that 
we have. And right here I should like to ask the gentleman 
in charge of this bill how large the inspecting force is. It 
seems to be so scattered through the bill that I have not been 
able to ascertain the number. 

I remember a few years ago the inspectors were grouped to- 
gether, and then it was possible for us to see what an army of 
observers there were, and what a multitude of men there were 
in the city who must know of the infamous condition of these 
streets. I wondered then and I wonder now, if their number 
has been retained at that great maximum of a few years ago, 
how it is that the Commissioners can sleep comfortably in their 
beds when the people over whom they rule are suffering the 
discomforts that they do, the inconvenience that they do, the 
outrage that they do whenever they ride over half a mile of 
any of the streets of this city. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, there is an important matter 
which the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations de- 
sires to bring before the House for immediate action, and there- 
fore I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the gentleman 
will let us have a vote on this. It will only take a moment to 
vote on it. = 

Mr. GILLETT. I want to say a word before we vote. The 
matter to which I refer is a bill that we want to get over to 
the Senate at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
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sumed the chair, Mr. Mann, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 24108—the 
istrict appropriation bill—and had come to no resolution 
thereon. ; 
RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF THE ISLAND OF JAMAICA. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: ; 

A bill (II. R. 24478) for the relief of citizens of the island of Jamaica. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is au- 
thorized to use and distribute among the suffering and destitute peo- 
ple of the island of Jamaica such provisions, clothing, medicines, and 
other necessary articles belonging to the subsistence and other stores 
of the naval establishment as may be necessary for the purpose of suc- 
2 the people who are in ril and threatened with starvation on 
said island in consequence of the recent earthquake and attending con- 
flagration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say that I have just been 
advised by the Secretary of the Navy that the conditions at 
Kingston, Jamaica, are far worse than reported. The Depart- 
ment has a wireless message to that effect from one of the battle 
ships that arriyed there this morning. The supply ship Celtic 
is at Guantanamo, only a short distance from Kingston. It is 
the intention of the President to direct that that ship go to 
Kingston for the purpose of distributing the supplies it has on 
board among the suffering people, and it is for the purpose of 
giving authority to do that that this bill is offered. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to ask the gentleman what is the 
limitation on the power of the President to use these supplies? 

Mr. TAWNEY. So much as is deemed to be necessary for the 
immediate relief of the people of that island. I will say that 
there was a similar resolution or bill passed at the time of the 
terrible catastrophe at Martinique. In that case there was no 
limitation at all. I inserted in this resolution “so much as 
may be necessary for temporary immediate relief of the people 
of the island.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not recall the language of the 
other resolutions. My recollection is that some of them desig- 
nated a specific amount which should be at the disposal of the 
President. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In that case there was a specific amount of 
$200,000. In this case it is proposed now to use only the sup- 
plies on the supply ship Celtic, which is at Guantanamo, about 


125 miles distant from Kingston. It is only to furnish those, 


supplies that this authority is asked. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is the 
purpose of the resolution to simply allow the supplies on that 
ship to be distributed? 

Mr. TAWNBY. That is the purpose. 

Mr. MANN. It is not expected that the Department will go 
beyond that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not, and the Department does not ask 
for authority to do any more than to use the supplies on the 
supply ship Celtic, which will go to Kingston as soon as it can 
get there for the purpose of relieving the temporary distress 
that prevails there at this time. I am informed that the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain does not even know the extent of the 
suffering or the conditions that prevail there at this ime. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to say that I have no objection 
to affording this relief, but it seemed to me that there should 
be some limitation on the power to use the resources of the 
Government for this purpose. I understand the gentleman from 
Minnesota to say that it is distinctly understood that only the 
specific supplies mentioned by him will be utilized for this pur- 
pose. 

3 Mr. TAWNEY. The amount they propose to use is coyered 
by the amount of supplies that is on this one ship. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Tawney, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

JAMES B. MULFORD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3357) 
granting an honorable discharge to James B. Mulford, with a 
Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to, 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a priv- 
ileged bill, II. R. 21197, to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 


dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880,- 
‘by extending the provisions of the first section thereof to the 


port of Brunswick, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the privileges of the first section of the act 
approved June 10, A. D. 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,” be, and the same are hereby, extended to the port of 
Brunswick, Ga. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Brantiey, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whale House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the District ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, with Mr. Mann in the chair. : 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say one word more 
upon this question of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HEPBURN]. The gentleman suggests that the District 
Commissioners might not haye asked for more because they 
were afraid they would not get it. If there is one thing which 
you can anticipate of them, it is that they will not be afraid to 
ask whatever they want, and I do not think the fear that they 
would not get it can have restrained them. There are about 
a million and a half dollars of projects that they have asked for 
which they have not receiyed in this bill, but this is the one 
clause where I certainly did not think we should be asked by 
amendment to give more than we have. This is one provision 
where we gave all that was asked and all that we thought 
could be wisely and judiciously expended, compared with other 
appropriations in the bill, to make the bill come up to the needs 
ef the District. The streets of Washington, I think, to-day 
compare favorably with the streets of any other city, although 
they could, of course, be very much improved, and we are im- 
proying them; yet they are kept up now much better than in 
most cities. We do not expect streets are going to be perfect all 
the time. It is impossible that every year we are going to have 
eyery street in this whole city a smooth and perfect pavement. 

This year under the appropriations already made Peunsyl- 
vania avenue, which is the main subject of criticism, which ad- 
vertises more than any other the bad condition of the streets, 
is going to be repaved. That will be done on the two present 
appropriations, and all that it is necessary to do, it seems to 
me, is to keep improving the other streets with our enlarged ap- 
propriation. As I said before, this committee last year allowed 
an appropriation half as much again as large as had ever 
been allowed before. This year again we gave $300,000, half 
as much again as had ever been done before, and when once 
such a pace is set the committee keeps on. So if we should 
suddenly jump up to $500,000, which the gentleman asks, 
$200,000 over the $300,000 that we now have, that would set 
the pace for the future. It is going to be hard to cut it down 
again. We gave the same this year as we did last year, and I 
believe that with the $300,000 a year the city will soon be in 
excellent condition, quite as good as it ought to be, compared 
with the other pressing expenses that come upon us. The 
streets are not used by all the people. Probably only 10 per 
cent drive and ride on the streets. There are other large and 
crying needs which ought to be met. We have to meet the 
needs of the city—all its different needs—in such proportion as 
the committee can. We can not have any department perfect, 
and it seems to me that $300,000 which we have given, more 
than ever before until last year, and as much as is asked, is 
ample to keep the city in a fair condition—better condition than 
any other city—and is as much proportionately to other deserving 
projects as we ought to give to those who ride in carriages and 
automobiles, and is all that this House ought now to grant. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. HEPBURN) there were—ayes 50, noes 35. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. GILLETT and Mr. HEPBURN were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, 
noes 46, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1297 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Operation of the Anacostia River bridge: For salaries of employees, 
lighting, miscellaneous supplies, and expenses of every kind necessary to 
the operation and maintenance of the bridge: Provided, That the time 
within which said bridge shall be reconstructed is extended to July 1, 
1908, $2,800. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the clause 
on page 28, beginning with the word “ Provided,” on lines 19, 20, 
and 21. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
tn amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Beginning on line 19, page 28. with the word “ Provided,” strike out 
the remainder of said line, and also strike out lines 20 and 21. 


Mr. GILLETT. That has already passed the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the parking commission: For contingent expenses, including 
laborers, cart hire, trees, tree boxes, tree stakes, tree straps, planting 
and care of trees on city and suburban streets, whitewashing, care of 
tree spaces, parks, and miscellaneous items, $30,000. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the 
bill what service is intended in the words“ care of tree spaces?“ 
In other words, I want to know if it is the purpose of this ap- 
propriation to secure the sodding and other proper care of the 
spaces around the trees, the spaces in the pavements. 

Mr. GILLETT. That, I understand, is the purpose of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman understand that has 
ever been done? 8 

Mr. GILLETT. 
before. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 1 mean that the duty has ever been per- 
formed for which the appropriation is made. P 

Mr. GILLETT. I suppose so. Yes; I am very sure itis. I 
can not say every tree has, but they enrich the trees from time 
to time, dig up the ground around about them, ete. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I never had seen anything of that kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
meut is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of playgrounds sites, to be immediately available, 
$75,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point 
of order that the paragraph is new legislation on an appropria- 
tion bill, which is against the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of 
order or reserve it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will make it; then if the Chair 
overrules me, I will make another motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I reserve it if any gentleman 
wants to express his opinion about it, and if nobody does I will 
express my own. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is more interesting, perhaps. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am perfectly willing to do any- 
thing that is reasonable to help make what we all claim this 
capital is destined to be, the finest capital city in the world, and 
the events in connection with the public schools in this city in 
the last few years in this House have certainly demonstrated 
that I am a good friend to the publie schools and the children. 

When I first heard about this item I supposed the money was 
to be appropriated to enlarge the playgrounds in connection with 
certain schools, but I was informed to-day by a man who knows 
all about it that this $75,000 appropriation is for playgrounds in 
no way connected with existing public school buildings in this 
city, and that it is simply a beginning on the part of Congress 
to establish a multiplicity of large playgrounds in the various 
sections of Washington, including Georgetown, which have uo 
particular connection with any school, and that they are not to 
be located in proximity to any of the public schools. I was 
also informed by a gentleman who I think has a pretty good 
head that this was merely a beginning, an entering wedge, of a 
scheme that would ultimately cost in all human probability a 
million dollars. What good will these general playgrounds 
established at various places all over the city do the school 
children? I am not at all certain that anybody would be willing 
for his small children to go to one of them. Surely he would 
not be willing for them to go to them unless they had police 
supervision, particularly with reference to these things. The 
upshot of the matter is, unless my Information is absolutely 
incorrect, the $75,000 is the beginning of the establishing simply 
of a new set of parks in this city. If that is the case, I am 
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I think this is the exact language we had 


opposed to it, and if this point of order is overruled, and if I can 
get the eye of the Chairman 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will permit, why can not 
we simply provide that the children can play in the parks we 
already have? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is what I would have said if 
I had thought of it, and I am obliged to the gentleman for the 
suggestion. There are plenty of parks for them to play in now, 
and I do not intend to be put in the attitude in raising the point 
of order and moving to strike out this paragraph, of being un- 
friendly to the schools or the school children or the children 
generally of the city of Washington. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr, GILLETT. I understood the Chair to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri. May I ask the gentleman from Missouri the 
ground upon which he bases his point of order? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. My point of order is based upon 
the ground that it is new legislation and engrafted on an ap- 
propriation bill, and I do not think it needs any argument. It 
is not authorized by law. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, what is in order on the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, it seems to me ought to be decided upon 
somewhat different grounds, or at least there ought to be a 
different leaning on the part of the Chair, from other appro- 
priation bills, because there is here a municipal government 
for the continued operation of which this bill provides, and it 
may be if the same rules are applied that are applied to other 
appropriation bills a great deal that is in the regular District 
appropriation bill, and which everyone would agree ought to 
be there, might be stricken out. 

Therefore, it seems to me that the Chair should consider that 
a District appropriation bill appropriates for a work in prog- 
ress—namely, the municipal government—and all those phases 
of municipal government which are necessarily appropriated for 
are in order on a District appropriation bill. Among those is 
the school. It has been the custom on every District appro- 
priation bill to appropriate for new sites for school buildings 
and for new school buildings. The education of the children is 
ene of the necessary elements of a municipal government. The 
law of Congress provides that we shall provide schools, and 1 
suppose that it is on that general ground that it is held that 
these appropriations for the purchase of sites and for the erec- 
tion of new school buildings are in order. Just as in Annapolis. 
It has been held with the school at Annapolis that it was in or- 
der to buy new ground and erect a new building there. So it 
seems to me it is in order to buy new land and erect new build- 
ings for our school system. 

Now, these playgrounds are, of course, part of our educa- 
tional system. It is meant to be a part of the moral and 
physical and intellectual improvement of the children of the 
District. I do not think the question of whether it is con- 
tiguous to a schoolhouse or not is of importance. If it should 
be, it might be ruled that one of these grounds was in order 
and the other two were out of order, because one of them is 
next to a schoolhouse and the other two are not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not a fact that the principal 
use to which these playgrounds would be put would be during 
the summer, when the schools are not in session at all? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not the principal use. It would undoubt- 
edly be a large use, but at the same time that is part of the 
school system. The fact that the schools are not in session 
does not prevent it from being part of the educational sys- 
tem of the District. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, another question. If these 
places are not located with particular reference to proximity to 
the school buildings, then how can the gentleman claim with a 
straight face that this proposition is any part of the public 
school system at all? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not see how anybody could claim that it 
is not a part of the school system. It is a part of the education 
of the children. It is the part of providing healthful exercise, 
just as our school playgrounds are for the children of the Dis- 
trict, and it seems to me it is a part of the educational system 
of the District. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Another question. What is the 
reason the children of this District can not play in these numer- 
ous parks that we have, just as well as in this new system of 
parks that is contemplated? 

Mr. GILLETT. Because there are not nearly enough of them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The truth is they warn them off 
the grass in these parks now, and instead of making them play- 
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grounds for the children, as they ought to be, they are a kind of 
fashionable resort for the people of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GILLETT. Now, the gentleman is mistaken in that, be- 
cause in two of the places where these playgrounds are to be 
located there are not any parks, namely, the northeast section 
and the Georgetown section, and in the southwest section there 
is a small park which is now being used for a playground. 
But that does not affect the point of order as to whether it is 
in order or not on this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The parks belong to the Federal Goy- 
ernment, do they not? : 

Mr. GILLETT. They do. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They are not the property of the city. 
I would suggest the purchase and procurement of sites and the 
erection of playgrounds is as much a part of the school system 
as a gymnasium for school children is a part of the educational 
system. 

Mr. GILLETT. This is practically gymnasium work. 
contemplated to have gymnastic apparatus upon them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the law provide now that 
although these parks belong to the United States Government 
they may be used by the children as public playgrounds? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not understand that they do. 
The law provides that they shall not be used by children for 
public playgrounds. 

“Mr. GILLETT. I understand that there is a provision in 
law that the officer in charge shall set aside suitable provision 
for children in the public parks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will pardon me, I have 
some practical information, because I am-the father of many 
children. I do not know how it is regulated or who regulates 
it, but in some of the parks they permit the children to play 
and in some of them they do not. Now, in the Judiciary 
Square they can play and here in the Capitol park children 12 
years of age can play, but in some of them nobody is allowed to 
go on the grass under any circumstances. I would like to know 
who regulates it or makes the distinction. I suppose it is 
done by the Commissioners, or the custodian of public grounds 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I am not intentionally di- 
verting from the point of order, but 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
one more question. This plan involves ultimately the ex- 
penditure in the neighborhood of a million dollars if it is carried 
out according to the wishes of the people who are favoring it, 
does it not? 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, yes, Mr. Chairman; it will according to 
the purpose of the persons who propound it, but it will not ac- 
cording to my purpose, and it will not get any sympathy 
from me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The trouble about that is that you 
and I- and the rest of us are here by a feeble tenure and can 
not stay for long, at best; but these people who want these 
things, they and their successors, are going to be here eternally. 


It is 


Mr. GILLETT. But it does not follow that our successors are 


going to be any more friendly to such a proposition than we. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If I knew that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts were going to stay here forever I would be per- 
fectiy willing to leave it to him to keep it from reaching a mil- 
lion dollars; but he is subject to the ordinary laws of human 
life and the laws of American politics like the rest of us. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. Is there not a tendency upon the part of the peo- 
ple of this city to have large amounts of land purchased by the 
Government, if it does not withdraw such land from taxation, 
thereby constantly reducing the taxable property of the District, 
and is that not used as an argument to found the claim that 
the Government should pay one-half of the expenses of the 
District? š 

Mr. GILLETT. With that I have not much sympathy; but 
I will answer that when we come to an argument of the amend- 
ment on its merits, I do not like to appear to be discussing a 
point of order and really be drawn into a discussion of the 
merits. But my position on the point of order is that this is 
analogous to other propositions which from year to year are in 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill for the purchase of 
sites and the erection of schoolhouses; that it is absolutely 


necessary for the conduct of the municipal business that they 
should have schools, and that the education of the children is a 
work in progress which is specifically provided for by law and 
is compulsory on the District, and this is in furtherance of that 
project. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, just one word 


upon the point of order and in support of the contention that 
this movement is part of the public educational system of the 
city, and is therefore in order. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions for a number of years has made provisions, not in a large 
sum, but what was deemed suflicient from year to year to aid 
in the development and maintenance of public playgrounds for 
the children of the city. Further than that, the teachers of the 
public schools have been paid out of that fund to supervise the 
care and education and protection of the children on these play- 
grounds. Further than that, the janitors for the publie schools 
have been employed and paid out of these funds for the care 
of these public playgrounds. They are, in a sense, to be educa- 
tional institutions for the children rather than mere recreation 
grounds, and they are for the development of the physical as 
the school proper is for the development of the mental side of 
the children, and therefore in order because it is a continuance 
of the present educational system. 

Mr. REEDER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before he takes his seat. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. REEDER. Can the gentleman state how far these proposed 
parks are to be from the nearest school building? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I can not tell you exactly how 
far they are to be from the schools; but in reasonably close 
proximity. 

Mr. GILLETT. One of them joins. 

Mr. REEDER. I mean the other. 

Mr. GILLETT. One of them joins the school building, and 
the other is quite a distance. 

Mr. REEDER. Is it within a block? $ 

Mr. GILLETT. One is near to the school building. I do not 
think the second is within a block. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. But let me say that the testi- 
mony shows that they are within reach of 4,000 children. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan a question or two. 

Mr. REEDER. I want to get an answer on this point: If 
they are away from the children as much as a block, and are to 
be used by the children, they can not be used by the children 
from the school unless you dismiss the school so that they can 
go to the playgrounds. They can not go there and come back 


-in time for the school session. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In answer to the gentleman, I 
will state this: Going cut on another mission in the city a few 
weeks ago with a gentleman who is present, we went by one of 
these playgrounds—private property—where there were scores 
of children from S to 16 years of age playing. ö 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman if he does 
not think it would be a wiser expenditure of money to buy suffi- 
cient playgrounds in the immediate neighborhood of the public 
school buildings that are already erected in this town? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If that could be done; but 
many of the buildings are so located that you. can not enlarge 
the open area about them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know that. Take the Franklin 
School, for instance—it could not be done in that ease for it 
would cost too much; but in many cases you could buy a block 
of ground, as the gentleman from Kansas seems to intimate, 
within a reasonable distance from the playgrounds, and make 
them available to the children. Now, another question: Do 
not the proponents of this plan intend that social clubs shall be 
established on these playgrounds, as they are called, and so on 
to the end of the chapter? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Now, if that is relevant to the 
point of order, I shall be glad to speak of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We are talking about the whole 
thing. I reserved the.point of order. 7 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I should like to wait until the 
matter is properly up for discussion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One more question and then I will 
stop. Is it not in the contemplation of the proponents of this 
measure that this thing shall ultimately cost as much as a mil- 
lion dollars? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I haye heard that stated on 
what I thought was good authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. CLARK] 
makes the point of order upon the paragraph of the bill provid- 
ing for the purchase of playground sites, to be immediately 
available. 

The gentlemen who contend that the matter is not subject to 
the point of order seem to rely principally upon the proposi- 
tion that this is a part of the public school system in some way. 
It seems to the Chair that if the gentlemen had thought at the 
time of the preparation of the bill that the playgrounds were a 
part of the public school system the item would haye been in- 
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serted at some point among the twenty pages of the bill under 
the heading of public schools. It searcely seems to the Chair 
that the purchase of playgrounds apart from the public schools 
can be called a part of the public school system; and it has 
been held by the Chair that even a provision in the bill provid- 
ing for the erection of a new public school was subject to the 
point of order in this bill if not previously authorized. 

As the Chair understands, there is no direct legislation author- 
izing the purchase of the playgrounds. If a bill were intro- 
duced in the House for that purpose it would be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, which would have 
jurisdiction to consider and report it. If a bill reported from 
that committee were passed upon the subject, then the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations would aequire jurisdiction. In the 
opinion of the present occupant of the chair, contrary to his per- 
sonal inclinations as to playgrounds, the item is new legislation 
and is subject to the point of order; and the Chair therefore 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment right there, after the word “ dollars,” in line 22, page 32: 

For the purchase of n sites for school children, to be imme- 
diately available, $75, = 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 22, page 32, the following: 

“For the purchase of playground sites for school children, to be im- 
mediately available, $75,000." 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of order, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lighting: For illuminating material, lighting, extinguishing, repair- 
ing, and cleaning public lamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys; 
purchasing and expense of erecting and maintaining new ef Bota 
street designations, lanterns, and fixtures; moving lamp-posts, painting 
lamp-posts and lanterns; replacing and repairing lamp-posts and lan- 
terns damaged or unfit for service; for rent of storeroom, cartage 
of material, livery, and other necessary items, $250,000: Provided, 
That no more than $18 per annum shall be paid for each gas lamp 
equipped with a self-regulating flat-flame burner so adjusted as to 
secure under all ordinary variations of pressure and density a con- 
sumption of 5 cubic feet of gas per hour, nor more than $20.85 per 
annum for each gas or oil lamp equipped with an incandescent mantle 
burner of not less than 60 candlepower. And during the fiscal year 
1908 the price prescrived by Congress for lighting each street lamp 
in the District of Columbia with gas or oil shall be construed to include 
the eost of the illuminating material used, lighting and extinguishing 
lamps, repairing, painting, cleaning, purchasing, and expense of erect- 
ing and maintaining a Sere street designations, lanterns, and fix- 
tures: Provided, That all of said lamps shall burn every night, on 
the average, from fifteen minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes 
before sunrise: And provided further, 'That the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia may purchase, erect, light, and maintain such 
posts, lanterns, signs, and fixtures for street designation purposes, 
n addition to those mentioned above, as in their judgment may be 
necessary, which lamps shall not be subject to the restrictions of this 
paragraph except as to the time of burning. 

Mr., GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to that 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
` The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 25, in line 22, strike out the word or“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “‘and $22.80 per annum for each.” 

Mr. GILLETT. That is merely to correct an oversight in 
the printing of the bill. There is a difference in the price of 
gas and oil lamps, and this is to make that perfectly clear. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For care, including salaries of all necessary employees, maintenance, 
and operation of the Washington Aqueduct, District of Columbia, 
289.000. plant, and for each and every purpose connected therewith, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
how rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Mann, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 24103— 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill—and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


INTERNATIONAL SUNDAY SCHOOL ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table Senate bill 7034, to incorporate the 
International Sunday School Association of America. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 


I make the point of order against 


consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill of which the 
Clerk will report the title. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


8. 7034. To incorporate the International Sunday School Association 
of America. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio the reason of this. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is this a District company? 

Mr. KEIFER. This is a corporation that has no business 
relations except those connected with Sabbath schools and the 
Sabbath School Association of America. This bill was intro- 
duced into the Senate of the United States by Senator Mc- 
Creary, of Kentucky, at the instance of the International Sab- 
bath School Association of America. It was referred in the 
Senate to the Judiciary Committee, there considered and re- 
ported to the Senate, and passed the Senate unanimously. The 
only thing that the Judiciary Committee of the Senate had auy 
doubt about as to the bill as it was originally drawn was 
whether or not it should require the principal office to be held 
exclusively in the city of Washington, D. C. It was proposed 
in the original bill that the principal office should be here, but 
that an office might be kept at another place, provided a nii- 
jority of the incorporators so desired. Senator Bacon, of 
Georgia, and others thought it ought to be limited, as I am in- 
formed, to a place wholly within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, and the bill was amended in that respect, requiring the 
office of the association to be in Washington City. Then, as 
some of the incorporators are citizens of the United States and 
others are citizens of Canada, the bill was amended finally so 
as to provids that in all the future the majority of the incor- 
porators should be citizens of the United States. This amend- 
ment was made on yesterday, just before the bill passed the 
Senate, on the motion of Senator HEYBURN, of Idaho, as yester- 
day’s proceedings in the Senate show. A 

Briefly, the object of the incorporation is to give this Inter- 
national Sabbath School Association, which has been going on 
with special organization a long time, with one office at Chicago 
and one at Toledo, and sometimes doing business in Philadel- 
phia and perhaps in Canada, wherever it was believed the best 
work could be done, a place where they can concentrate 
their work. The work covers the United States and Canada: 
perhaps other countries. It has been most successful. The 
principal thing is to give them organization where they may 
have their donations centered, and largely an incorporation is 
wanted and needed so that donations and bequests and devises, 
etc., can be accepted, which the unincorporated association has 
not been able so far to do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why could they not receive a charter from 
a State? 

Mr. KEIFER. Because it is international; it covers all the 
States and more. There might be an incorporation in Ken- 
tucky and an office at Louisville, but down there they could not 
incorporate and extend corporate authority farther than Ken- 
tucky, the charter not being for general business that through 
State comity are allowed to do business in States where not 
chartered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes. Corporations incorporated under 
the laws of New Jersey do work all over the Union. 

Mr. KEIFER. Those are business corporations. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why could they not do just as much with 
a State incorporation as with a national incorporation? 

Mr. KEIFER. I am not prepared to say. Of course they 
might have crippled along without an incorporation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is not the object to give them the prestige 
of a national charter? 

Mr. KEIFER. Probably so; that may be one of the reasons 
for having a national charter. I am satisfied that the business 
of the organization will be better accomplished by a national 
incorporation, and, if it was fully understood, I think there 
would be no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the bill been to any committee of 
the House? 

Mr. KEIFER. It has never been before a committee of the 
House; it has been in the Senate. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman think that the 
House ought to have the benefit of an investigation of the 
matter by one of its committees? 

Mr. KEIFER. ‘The reason that I called it up is because it 
is understood that there are pressing reasons in connection with 
donations. It has been before the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate, and in charge of Senator Bacon, of Georgia, where it 
was fully considered. 

Mr. MANN. Has a similar bill been introduced in the House? 

Mr. KEIFER. No, Mr. Speaker; I think not. I was asked 
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to introduce such a bill, but finding that the matter had been 
taken up by Senator McCreary, I did not introduce it, but 
waited until it might come regularly from the Senate. 

Mr: MANN. ‘Thete is no criticism upon the gentleman’s action 
in waiting, but here is an organization that has been in exist- 
ence for many years. 


Mr. KEIFER. The work of the International Sabbath School 
Association has been going on for a quarter of a century or 
more. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that if the organi- 
zation has been in existence for years, and after it has been in 
the Senate for a considerable length of time, that he ought not 
to ask the House to pass the bill without giving it a few days’ 
reference to a committee? 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, I thought that it had sufficient consid- 
eration in the Senate. It involves nothing to the United States; 
0 is no possible business involved in it—nothing in it for 
profit. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, the difficulty is to make an 
invidious distinction. If this bill is permitted to go through 
without such a reference, it being nothing unusual to make 
such a request, the next bill may have something in it that we 
do not discover. 

Mr. KEIFER. Where it is of a business character, that is 
right. If the gentleman will allow me, I will hand to the Clerk 
to have read a letter written to me—a personal letter—from 
Mr. Marion Lawrence, which I will send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INTERNATIONAL SUNDAY SCHOOL ASSOCIATION, 

7 OFFICE won e e SECRETARY, 
oledo 0, December 28, 1906. 

Gen. J. WARREN’ KEIFER, $ 

2 Washington, D. C. 

Mx Dran Sm: I have your autograph letter from Springfield, dated 
December 24. The copy of the bill you sent me came an right, and I 
have looked it over with much interest. Now, in regard to the benefits 
to be derived would say they are principally two. 

First, crystallization of our work. We are branching out a great 
deal, and already have three or four cffices—one in Toledo, one in 
Chicago, one In Newark, N. J., ete. Others are likely to follow unless 
we centralize and crystallize, We have 13 secretaries under my direc- 
tion—this does not include the office force in these various offices. 
The work is growing rapidly, and we are spending about $30,000 a year. 
We thought incorporation would make it easier for us, for we would 
move all of our offices to one place, probably Chicago, after suitable 
action has been taken with that in view. Of course’ that action can not 
be taken until after we are incorporated. with the chief office in the 
District of Columbia, We are likely to add quite a number more secre- 
tarles and departments to our work within the next few years. Our 
organization hes always been too loose. We never have had even a 
constitution or by-laws. Everything has been done by precedent and 
impulse. We want to tie things together a little. 

ye admit, however, that the chief benefit sought for is financial. 
We desire to put ourselves into a position so that our friends can re- 
member us in their wills. We have many friends, I believe, who would 
be willing to do this; and if we were incorporated in such a way that 
they would know their wishes would be carried out during the years to 
come they would feel more free to remember us in this way. We have 
no source of income whatever except through the generosity of churches 
and Sunday schools and individuals. There is no business feature in 
the association whatever. ‘There is not a single thing we sell (and our 
sales are confined wholly to our reports and leaflets) upon which we do 
not lose money. The report of our Jast convention, for instance, is sold 
at 50 cents a copy and costs 75 cents a copy to print. We are after 
the flock and not the fleece. Speaking of wills, I did know of one per- 
son who has put $50,000 in a will to used as a perpetual investment, 
the proceeds to go to our work. That money is made to a trustee or 
some trust institution. It is to encourage such things as this that we 
are acting in this matter, especially at this time. If I have not an- 
sward your letter fully, please let me know and I will gladly take it up 
again. ` 
15 Yours, MARION LAWRENCE. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw any ob- 
jection he may have. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill not only occupies an ex- 
ceptional place in the House, but it is a District bill and should 
be referred to the District Committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. No; it is not a District bill. 

Mr. MANN. Well, if it is not a District bill, then I object, 
and if it is a District bill, I object. I certainly object. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. The 
bill is referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. SMITH of 
Kentucky to withdraw from the files of the House, without leay- 
ing copies, the papers in the caseof J. A. Kemp, H. R. 9839, Fifty- 
eighth Congres?, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 3 

S. 7034. An act to inrorporate the International Sunday 

School Association of America—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


5 An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
ates; 
1 FA B 2909. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
2 se; 
II. R. 3194. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Harvey ; ° 
H. R. 3195. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
S. Collins; 
pon R, 3228. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
yte; s ‘ 
H. R. 3234. An act granting an increase of pension to Rush 
Deskines ; 
H. R. 3297. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Lonergan ; 
H. R. 3355. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Allen ; 
H. R. 3494. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
A. Talham; 
H. R. 3496. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Walton; 
H. R. 3733. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
D. Chelf ; 
H. R. 4386. An act granting an increase of pension to Zelinda 
E. Odenbaugh ; 
H. R. 4648. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Dedrick ; 
H. R. 4656. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Snell; 
II. R. 4663. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
B. Tanner ; . i 
H. R. 4834. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas V. 
White; 
H. R. 6911. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Turner: 5 à 
H. R. 7476. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Dean; 
H. R. 7488. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
L. Hatton; 
H. R. 8563. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hays; r 
II. R. 8789. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Chapman; ; 


H. R. 10864. An act granting an increase of pension-to John 
P. Patterson ; > 

H. R. 10531. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Binkley; 

H. R. 10751. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Harris; 

H. R. 10755. 
Flynn; 

H. R. 10804. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Worley: 

H. R. 10938. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Dodson ; 

H. R. 12911. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose S. Delaware; 

II. R. 13241. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Haner ; ; 

H. R. 13455. An 
P. Higgins: a 

H. R. 13887. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
T. Eagler: 7 

H. R. 14298. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Remick ; c 

H. R. 14543. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Barnell, alias Richard North; 

II. R. 15471. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Stover ; 

H. R. 15763. An act granting an increase of pension to Gain- 
ford N. Upton; 

H. R. 18454. An act granting an increase of pension to Barlow 
Davis; 

H. R. 19296. An act granting an increase of pension to Assoy 
Harelson ; 

H. R. 18742. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. Barney ; 

H. R. 19390. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Sears; A 

H. R. 19482. An act granting an increase of pension to Saral 
E. Cannell; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 


act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 


1907. 


H. R. 19725. An act granting an increase of pension to How- 
ard Bennett; 

II. R. 19970. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Demers ; 

II. R. 20559. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradley ; 

H. R. 20617. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. S. Will; 

H. R. 20623. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. O. Horbach; 

H. R. 20714. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Turley ; 

H. R 20891. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Blair; 

H. R. 20968. An act granting an increase of pension to Wait- 
man T. Mathers ; 

H. R. 21578. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Gaskey ; 

H. R. 19754. An act to provide for the distribution of public 
documents to the library of the Philippine government at Ma- 
nila, P. I.; 5 

II. R. 20009. An act for the opening of Macomb street NW., 
District of Columbia ; 

II. R. 19523. An act to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George 
B. Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Herbert Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, 
of Huntington, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River; 

H. R. 13675. An act to ratify and confirm the acts of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, passed in the 
year 1905, relating to an insane asylum for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, and providing for the establishment and maintenance 
of an insane asylum for the Territory of Oklahoma at Fort Sup- 
ply, in Woodward County, Okla., and making appropriations 
therefor ; 

H. R. 1249. An act granting a pension to William R. Fulk; 

sae R. 1372. An act granting a pension to Josephine I. Rich- 
mond; 

II. R. 1500. An act granting a pension to Emily J. Sherman; 

H. R. 1800. An act granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle; 

H. R. 4705. An act granting a pension to Harriet E. Palmer; 

H. R. 10789. An act granting a pension to David Wilborn ; 

85 = R. 18677. An act granting a pension to Martin Alphons 
uther ; 

H. R. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Roschdiantzky ; 
ee R. 562. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 

ohn; 

II. R. 600. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver N. 
MeLain; 

8 ars 747. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
mith; 

H. R. 1026. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Wilcox; 

II. R. 1060. An act granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret E. Lounsbury ; : 

H. R. 1067. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bender ; 

H. R. 1068. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Quigley ; 

II. R. 1169. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Pierce; 

II. R. 1673. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
E. Edson; 

8 1 = 1687. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Daly; 

II. R. 1706. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Washburn ; 5 

II. R. 1709. An act granting an increase of pension to Brice P. 
Munns; 
£ H. R. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 

ork; 

H. R. 1904. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
R. Satterlee; 

H. R. 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Foutty ; 

1 2290. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
eedy ; 

ante 2422. An act granting an increase of pension to Earl K. 
ilds ; 

H. R. 2761. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Maloney; and 

H. R. 15004. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. McAtee. 
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The Speaker announced his signature to enrelled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 6578. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer“and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amenda- 
tory thereof approved June 20, 1906. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Gerr (at 4 o’clock and 57 minutes 

p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for light keeper's 
dwelling, Menominee Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of reappropriation for contingent expenses, United 
States consulates—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriations for consular offices in China, Japan, and 
India—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a state- 
ment of weight and postage value of mail matter deposited, 
from the Interior Department, in the Washington post-office 
under the penalty provisions, from July 1 to December 31, 
190G—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 
relation to the purchase of additional lands for the use of the 
Sac and Fox Indians of the Mississippi, in Iowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, with illus- 
trations. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, submitting a reply to 
the inquiry of the House as to employment of clerks and car- 
riers in the Chicago post-office—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. , 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23114) ex- 
tending to the subport of Bellingham, in the State of Washing- 
ton, the privileges of the seventh section of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation of duti- 
able merchandise without appraisement, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6415) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23927) except- 
ing certain lands in Pennington County, S. Dak., from the opera- 
tion of the provisions of section 4 of an act approved June 11, 
1906, entitled “An act to provide for the entry of agricultural 
lands within forest reserves,” reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6421) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania, from the-Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, to which was referred the bill of 
the Senate (S. 2878) to establish an assay office at Salt Lake 
City, State of Utah, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6422); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20169) for the 
relief of Margaret Neutze, of Leon Springs, Tex., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6410) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20168) for the relief of F. Krant, of 
Leon Springs, Tex., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6411) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6166) for the relief of Edwin 
S. Hall, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6412); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WELBORN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5446) for the relief of John 
Hudgins, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6413); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4926) for the re- 
lief of Etienne De P. Bujac, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6414) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4930, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 770) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Chester Bethel, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6417); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 505) for the relief of Jacob 
Livingston & Co., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6418) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3739) for the 
relief of A. A. Noon, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6420); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 190) for the relief of L. K. 
Scott, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6423); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1648) for the relef of the Hoffman En- 
gineering and Contracting Company, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied hy a report (No. 6424); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2073) for the relief of Jeanie R. Bartlett, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral John Russell Bartlett, United 
States Navy, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6425) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16085) for the relief of Gordon, Iron- 
sides & Fares Company (Limited), reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6426); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
to the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23903) for the relief of 
Evan Knecht, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6416); which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1430) for the relief of George 
Stoll and the heirs of Charles P. Regan, Marshall Turley, Ed- 
ward Lanigan, James Manley, and John Hunter, reported the 
same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 6419) ; which said 
bill and report were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 24465) providing that mail 
matter relative to naturalization shall be transported free by 


. mailto the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24466) to annul 
certain titles to land acquired by judicial proceedings in the 
courts of the United States in Texas, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 24467) for the establishment of 
a light-house and fog-signal station at White Shoals, in the 
Straits of Mackinac, State of Michigan—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24468) to construct and place a light-ship 
at the easterly end of the Southeast Shoal, near North Manitou 
Island, Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24469) to declare and 
limit the jurisdiction of courts as to the question of the consti- 
tutionality of acts of the Congress—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LILLEX of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 24470) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Winsted, Conn.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill CH. R. 24471) to amend the laws re- 
lating to the public coal lands of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 24472) for the establishment 
of a light-house and fog-signal station at the easterly end of 
Gull Island, Apostle Group, westerly end of Lake Superior, Wis- 
consin—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 24473) to define the 
status of certain patents and pending entries, selections, and fil- 
ings on lands formerly within the Fort Berthold Indian Reser- 
vation in North Dakota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MUDD: A tll (H. R. 24474) to regulate the hours of 
service and compensation of attendants and nurses at the Gov- 
ernment Hospital for the Insane in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 24475) to prohibit the em- 
ployment of children in mines or factories without the owners 
thereof haying a license therefor, providing an annual tax for 
the employment of all such children, and a tax upon the prod- 
ucts of such labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24476) to require rail- 
road companies engaged in interstate commerce to promptly fur- 
nish cars and other transportation facilities, and to empower the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to make rules and regulations 
with respect thereto, and to further regulate commerce among 
the several States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 24477) to amend an act to fix 
and regulate salaries of teachers, school officers, and other em- 
ployees of the board of education of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 770) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 4930—to the Private Calendar. 1 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A resolution (H. Res. 771) 
concerning rates charged for telephone service in the District 
of Columbia, etc—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 221) to 
fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution—to the Committee on the Library. ° 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 222) providing for a survey of Youghiogheny River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 24479) granting a pension 
to Simeon D. Po to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 24480) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24481) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Custer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24482) granting an increase of pension to 
Godfrey S. Eggerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24483) granting a pension to Clarence W. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Pensions. ` 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 24484) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Teagarden—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (II. R. 24485) granting an increase 
of pension to John Kiplinger—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24486) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Wade—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 4 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 24487) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen A. Johnson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24488) granting an increase of pension to 
August Petit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24489) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Schmahl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24490) granting an increase of pension to 
William Fulks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24491) granting a pension to Maud Jour- 
dan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 24492) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of James Ryan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 24493) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theodrie Gage—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 24494) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathaniel Perkins—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 24495) granting a pension to 
Samuel A. Frear, alias James Ferry—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24496) granting an increase of pension to 
Dewitt C. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24497) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark B. Baker, alias Henry Reed—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24498) granting an increase of pension to 
Justin H. Wixom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 24499) to correct the war rec- 
ord of Samuel Braden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24500) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against William A. Morgan—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 5 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 24501) granting a 
pension to Hugo Hengel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 24502) granting an increase 
of pension to A. Judson Conant—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 24503) granting a pension 
to William Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (II. R. 24504) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Leiter—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24505) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 24506) granting an increase of 
pension to John Dotterey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 24507) granting an increase 
of pension to Ira G. Haven—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24508) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Murray—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 24509) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mariette Carswell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24510) granting a pension to Henry M. 
Prindle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 24511) granting an 
increase of pension to Aaron Marden—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24512) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward K. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 24513) granting 
an increase of pension to Bowman H. Buck—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 24514) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin B. Brininger—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 24515) for 
the relief of Julius A. Kaiser—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ‘ 

. By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 24516) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin H. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24517) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24518) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Nye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 24519) 
granting a pension to Dora Dee Walker—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 24520) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B. Tobias—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24521) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Johnson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24522) granting an increase of pension 
to David R. Donnelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24523) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Empfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24524) granting a pension to Jacob R. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24525) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McClellan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24526) granting an increase of pension to 
R. C. Weir—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 24527) granting an 
increase of pension to William E. Sigler—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24528) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Frauenfelder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24529) granting an increase of pension 
to John Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 24530) granting a pension 
to David Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 24531) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David E. Jefferson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 24532) granting an increase of 
pension to Absalom R. Shacklett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 24533) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph G. Johnson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 24534) granting an in- 
crease of persion to Sophie Garies—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24535) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Almondy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 24536) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bridget Mahoney—to the Committee on 
Pensions. x 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 22964) granting an increase of pension to Eu- 
docia Arnett—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23695) granting a pension to John Hearn—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARCHYELD: Petition of citizens of York, Me.; 
Montcalm, Mich.; Marion, W. Va.; Isabella, Mich.; Pontiac, 
Mich.; Waupaca, Wis.; Bibb, Ala.; Concord, N. H.; New Or- 
leans, La.; Adams, III.; Carlinville, III.; Perry, Ala.; Washing- 
ton, Ark., and .Dickinson, Kans., against S. 5221, regulating 
practice of osteopathy in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Mexico, Massachusetts, Ten- 
nessee, Nebraska, Kentucky, Arizona, New York City, Kansas, 
West Virginia, Arkansas, Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, District 
of Columbia, Mississippi, Vermont, and Louisiana, against Sen- 
ate bill 5221, regulating practice of osteopathy in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of George Diebert, secretary Fruit 
Growers’ Association, Bedford, Pa., for legislation to further 
the admission of American fruit to German markets under min- 
imum duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of civil war veterans and Spanish 
war veterans, Shenandoah, Pa., for restoration of Army can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Rosanna Kaogan (previously referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions)—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John Albright, Metcalf A. Bell, and Philip Silver—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Francis M. Starn and Ellen A. Mealia—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of H. T. Martyn Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Canton, N. Y., for increase of pension of vet- 
erans of clyil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Bogenshutz (previously referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of Idaho Hardware and Tania: 
ment Dealers’ Association, against parcel post—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Archibald H. Grimke and 17 
other citizens of Boston and vicinity, protesting against the dis- 
charge of three companies of the Twenty-fifth Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Daily Post, of Lasalle, III., for an amend- 
ment to the railway rate law permitting interchange of adver- 
tising for transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of I. N. R. Beatty, Morris, III., for the proposed 
deep waterway from the Lakes to the Gulf—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against utter- 
ances of the President on the Japanese question relative to pub- 
lic schools of that city—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of Coastwise Transportation 
Company and 10 others, managers, owners, and motor pilots of 
steam yessels in the East River; ; also J. W. Miller and 41 others; 
United States Transport Company and 10 others; F. M. Dem- 
baugh and 10 others, and Fred B. Dalzell and 86 others, for im- 
provement of channel between North Brothers Island and South 
Brothers Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of D. Oremtz, 1061 Morris avenue, Bronx, N. Y., 
speaking for hundreds of others, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. A 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Brotherhood of Railway Train- 
men, Springfield, III., indorsing S. 5133, to promote safety of 
railway employees, and House bill 9328, to regulate restraining 
orders in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of George W. Myers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Petition of Cliffside Lodge, No. 189, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Hackney & Moale Company, Asheville, N. C., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, for 
legislation against buying of futures in agricultural products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Norwich (Conn.) Independent 
League, I. O. B. X., favoring restriction of immigration (8. 
4403) —to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Henry M. Prindle—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of H. D. 
Combs (previously referred to Committee on Pensions)—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JAMES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of 
Josiah Parker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Graves, Ky., against S. 5221, regu- 
lating practice of osteopathy in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Pollard and Elizabeth Balew—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. KINKAID: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Tsainh Graham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ira G. 
Havens-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of A. Parlett Lloyd, submitting a 
paper relative to Senate bill 976, passed January 11, 1907, rela- 
tive to law governing obtaining of pensions, legal assistance, 
cte.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of San Louis Obispo Chamber of 
Commerce, for selection of the Henry ranch, California, for 
military reservation to be established on the Pacific coast—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. _ 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of National Business League, for 
the conservation of nublie domain—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accom- 
pany bill for relief of estate of Stephen A. Kittles—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Rebecca Black- 
well—to the Committee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
a B. Stalb and John Flugle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Alexander John- 
son, Jacob R. Miller, David R. Donnelly, Thomas R. Empfield, 
Andrew J. Foor, William S. Suter, Alphonsus J. Bingham, Adam 
Leonard, and William II. Tracy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of David 
H. Gregg (previously referred to the Committee on Pensions)— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert 
K. Brown and Andrew C. Swenson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Absalom R. Shacklett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of Brotherhood of St. Paul of 
the First Methodist Church, for investigation of affairs in Kongo 
Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of the Vicksburg Herald, and 
the American, Vicksburg, Miss., against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
Fray, January 18, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. MALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Lovce, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I am exceedingly anxious to 
proceed with the consideration of the resolution in relation to 
the right of the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] to a 
seat in the Senate, and I am advised that the junior Senator 
from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] desires to address the Senate to- 
day on that question, and if he can not get the opportunity to do 
so to-day I am sure he will be glad to address the Senate to- 
morrow. He is not in the Chamber at this time, and if the 
Senator from Massachusetts will withhold his motion I shall be 
obliged to him. 

Mr. LODGE. I will withhold the motion, but I will state 
that I spoke to the Senator from Utah, and I understood he did 
not desire to go on with his remarks on Saturday. 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like an opportunity to confer with 
him. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. I will withdraw the motion for the 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn, 

SAC AND FOX INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in relation to the pur- 
chase of additional land-for the use of the Sac and Fox Indians 
of the Mississippi in Iowa; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers and map, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

In the cause of Georgia E. Morrison, administratrix of George 
Smith, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Winyah 1 No. 40, An- 
cient Free and Accepted Masons, of Georgetown, S. C., v. The 
United States ; 

In the cause of Thomas Mason v. The United States; 

In the eause of the Vestry of the Lambs Creek Protestant 
Episcopal Church, of King George County, Va., v. The United 
States; and 

In the cause of Rosa M. Wyatt v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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SUNDAY OPENING OF POST-OFFICES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 9th instant, certain information relative to 
the authority requiring post-offices to be kept open on Sunday, 
together with the regulations of Sunday opening, the amount 
of business transacted, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills : 

H. R.3357. An act granting an honorable discharge to James 
B. Mulford ; and 

H. R. 8631. An act for the relief of James M. Darling. 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 5041) granting an increase of pension 
to George A. Tucker, disagreed to by. the Senate, agrees to the 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LoupENSLAGER, 
Mr. Draper, and Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon 
its amendment to the bill (S. 6833) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Bettie May Vose, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees 
to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. Draper, and Mr. Ricwarpson of Alabama 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 21197. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, by ex- 
tending the provisions of the first section thereof to the port 
of Brunswick, Ga.; 

H. R. 24109. An act to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company to construct sundry bridges across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River; and 

H. R. 24478. An act for the relief of citizens of the island of 
Jamaica. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the 
printing of 3,000 copies of the testimony taken in the investiga- 
tion pursuant to Senate resolution of June 25, 1906, directing 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to make a thorough in- 
vestigation of the elevator and grain buying and forwarding 
business of the country. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 222, to the bill (H. R. 
21574) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 


judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending. 


June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, with an amendment, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate; disagrees to 
the residue of the amendments of the bill; asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Lirraver, and 
Mr. Livincston managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
Honse had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tiou; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 6578. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amenda- 
tory thereof approved June 20, 1906; 

II. R. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Roschdiantzky ; 

H. R. 562. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Mohn; 

II. R. GOO. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver N. 
McLain; 

H. R. 747. 
Smith; 

II. R. 1026. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Wilcox; 

II. R. 1060. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Lounsbury ; 

H. R. 1067. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bender; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


H. R. 1068. 
S. Quigley ; 

II. R. 1169. 
Pierce ; 

H. R. 1249. 

H. R. 1372. 
mond; 

II. R. 1500. 

II. R. 1673. 
E. Edson; 

II. R. 1687. 
C. Daly; 

II. R. 1706. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver P, 


An act granting a pension to William R. Fulk ; 
An act granting a pension to Josephine I. Rich- 


An act granting a pension to Emily J. Sherman; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


H. Washburn ; 


H. R. 1709. 
Munns; 

H. R. 1800. 

H. R. 1891. 
York ; 

H. R. 1904. 
R. Satterlee ; 

H. R. 1938. 
B. Foutty ; 

II. R. 2290. 
Reedy ; 

H. R. 2422. 
Childs; 

H. R. 2761. 


Harvey; 

H. R. 3195. 
S. Collins; 

H. R. 3228. 
Doyle; 

II. R. 3234. 
Deskines ; 

H. R. 3297. 
Lonergan ; 

II. R. 3355. 
Allen; 

II. R. 3357. 
B. Mulford ; 

H. R. 3494. 
A. Talham ; 

H. R. 3733. 
D. Chelf: 

II. R. 4386. 


22, An 
. An 


An 


An act granting an increase of pension to Brice P. 


An act granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 


An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
An act granting an increase of pension to Earl K. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob T. 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
An act granting an increase of pension to Rush 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
An act granting an honorable discharge to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 


An act granting an increase of pension to Zelinda 


E. Odenbaugh ; 


H. R. 4648. 
Dedrick ; 

H. R. 4656. 
Snell; 

H. R. 4663. 
B. Tanner ; 

H. R. 4705. 

H. R. 4834. 
White; 

II. R. 6911. 
J. Turner; 

II. R. 7476. 
C. Dean; 

II. R. 7488. 
Hatton; 

II. R. 8563. 
H. Hays; 

H. R. 8631. 

II. R. 8789. 
Chapman; 

II. R. 10364. 
Patterson; 


II. R. 10531. 


G. Binkley; 


II. R. 10751. 


W. Harris: 


II. R. 10755. 


Flynn; 


H. R. 10789. 
H. R. 10804. 


Worley ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 


An act granting a pension to Harriet E. Palmer; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Silas V. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob L. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act for the relief of James M. Darling; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Leyi 


. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
An act granting an increqse of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 


An act granting a pension to David Wilborn; 
An act granting an increase of pension to John II. 
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HI. R. 10958. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Dodson; 

II. R. 12911. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose S. Delaware; : 

H. R. 13241. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Haner ; 

H. R. 13455. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
P. Higgins; 

H. R. 13675. An act to ratify and confirm the acts of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, passed in the 
year 1905, relating to an insane asylum for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, and proyiding for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of an insane asylum for the Territory of Oklahoma at 
Fort Supply, in Woodward County, Oklahoma Territory, and 
` making appropriations therefor ; s 

H. R. 13887. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
T. Bagler ; 

II. R. 14298. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Remick ; 

H. R. 14543. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Barnell, alias Richard North; 

H. R. 15004. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. McAtee; 

II. R. 15471. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Stover ; 

H. R. 15763. An act granting an increase of pension to Gain- 
ford N. Upton; 

II. R. 16169. An act granting a pension to Neal O'Donnel 
Parks; 

II. R. 18454. An act granting an increase of pension to Barlow 
Davis; 

II. R. 18677. An act granting a pension to Martin Alphons 
Luther; 

H. R. 18742. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. Barney: ; 

II. R. 19035. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Moore Morgan; 

H. N. 19296. An act granting an increase of pension to Assov 
Harelson ; 

H. R. 19390. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

liam R. Sears; 
> II. R. 19462. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Fox; 

H. R. 19482. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Cannell ; 

H. R. 19523. An act to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George 
B. Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Herbert Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, 
of Huntington, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River; 

II. R. 19528. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Maddox ; 

H. R. 19725. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Bennett ; 

H. R. 19754. An act to provide for the distribution of public 
documents to the library of the Philippine government at Ma- 
nila, P. I.; 

II. R. 19970. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Demers; 

II. R. 20009. An act for the opening of Macomb street NW., 
Distriet of Columbia; 

II. R. 20559. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradley; 

II. R. 20617. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. S. Will; ; 

II. R. 20623. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. O. Horbach; 

II. R. 20714. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


Turley ; t 
II. R. 20891. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 


Blair; 

H. R. 20968. An act granting an increase of pension to Wait- 
man T. Mathers; 

II. R. 21578. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Gaskey ; 

H. R. 24478. An act for the relief of citizens of the island of 
Jamaica ; and 

S. R. 80. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
furnish two 3-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, with 
their carriages, limbers, and accessories, to the State of South 
Dakota. 

RELIEF FOR CITIZENS OF JAMAICA. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the” bill just received from the 
House for relief of the citizens of Jamaica be now considered by 
the Senate. 


z The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the bill before the 
enate. 

The bill (H. R. 24478) for the relief of citizens of the island 
of Jamaica was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the President of the United States is author- 
ized to use and distribute among the suffering and destitute people of 
the Island of Jamaica such provisions, clothing, medicines, and other 
necessary articles belonging to the subsistence and other stores of the 
naval establishment as may be necessary for the purpose of succorin 
the people who are in pora and threatened with starvation on sal 
oer in consequence of the recent earthquake and attending confla- 
gration. 


By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. \ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of James L. Malley, of 
Illinois, and the petition of Holman G. Purinton, of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Joseph 
V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine volunteers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the memorial of Felix Raymond, of Effing- 
ham, III., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyrights; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLATT presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Unions of Lockport, Otisville, Yonkers, and Clifton 
Springs, and of sundry citizens of Andover, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the publishers of sundry news- 
papers of Columbia County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting the right to newspapers and railroads to 
contract for the exchange of their respective commodities; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Joseph Bailey, Lodge No. 186, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Hornell, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill;“ which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of New Hayen, N. Y., and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Schenectady, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Saco and 
Biddeford, Me., praying for the passage of the so-called“ Crum- 
packer bill,” providing for a judicial review of orders excluding 
persons from the use of United States mail facilities; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 
86, American Federation of Labor, of Reading, Pa., praying that 
an appropriation be made for a scientific investigation into the 
industrial condition of women and children in the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Taren- 
tum, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
a reclassification and increase in the salaries of postal clerks in 
all first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Tribune-Press Publishing 
Company, of Greensburg, Pa., and a petition of the publisher of 
the Chronicle, of Coraopolis, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for a modification of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission’s ruling denying newspapers the right to ex- 
change advertising for railroad transportation; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia Association 
of Union ex-Prisoners of War, of Philadelphia, Pa., and a peti- 
tion of the Beaver County Association of Union ex-Prisoners of 
War, of Beaver Falls, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing pensions to all soldiers and sailors who were 
confined in so-called Confederate prisons; ” which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of I. H. O’Harra, of Philadelphia; 
of Robert F. Gordon, of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and of the Foreign Missions Boards of the United States 
and the Dominion of Canada, praying for an investigation into 
the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which -were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the general assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportaticn of 
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-intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG. I present a memorial of the Eastern Cherokee 
Indians, relative to their claim against the United States under 
what is known as the “ Slade and Bender accounting and settle- 
ment.“ I move that the memorial and accompanying papers 
be printed as a document and referred to the Committee on In- 
` dian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NIXON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Tonopah, Nev., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the reclassification and increase of salaries of postal 
clerks in all first and second class post-offices; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Luis, Cal., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the selection of the so-called“ Henry ranch,” 
in Obispo County, in that State, as a brigade post and maneuver- 
ing ground; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of San Diego, 
Mountain View, Los Angeles, and Glendale, all in the State of 
California, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a paper to accompany the Dill 
(S. 5813) for the relief of A. Portwood; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5314) 
for the relief of Van Foreman; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5315) 
for the relief of J. W. Allen, administrator de bonis mon of 
B. N. C, Allen, deceased; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented a petition of the Central Labor 
Union of Lafayette, Ind., praying that an appropriation be 
made for a scientific investigation into the industrial conditions 
of women and children in the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Lafayette, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to ex- 
tend the provisions of the Chinese-exclusion law so as to include 
Japanese and Koreans; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

He also presented-a petition of the Mary F. Thomas Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Richmond, Ind., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER presented a paper to accompany an amendment 
submitted by himself on the 16th instant, proposing to appro- 
priate $600,000 for the balance and final payment due the 
loyal Creek Indians on the award made February 16, 1903, etc., 
intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 24047) to au- 
thorize Chapter No. 376 of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution to erect a fountain on the property of the United 
States at Paducah, Ky., asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Library; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 23219) to authorize Majestic Collieries 
Company, of Eckman, W. Va., to construct a bridge across 
Tug Fork of Big Sandy River about 24 miles west of Devon, 
W. Va., a station on the Norfolk and Western Railway, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5610) relative to 
the conveyance of certain land in the District of Columbia, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 5063) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Miller; 

A bill (II. R. 5172) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Stratton ; 

A bill (H. R. 5200) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. McBride; 


A bill (II. R. 5209) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward R. Dunbar; 

A bill (H. R. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hand; 

A bill (H. R. 5803) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
L. Roberts ; 

A bill (H. R. 6145). granting an increase of pension to Par- 
ris J. Latham; 

A bill (H. R. 6189) 
Arthur Tibbitts ; 

A bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Zachery ; 

A bill (H. R. 7211) granting a pension to James C. South- 
erland ; 

A bill (H. R. 6920) granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Millison ; 

A bill (H. 
Lorenzo Sink ; 

A bill (H. R. 8915) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Woolley ; 

A bill (H: R. 
Fisher ; 

A bill (H. R. 7417) granting an increase of pension to Gibson 
Helms; 

A bill (H. R. 7544) granting an increase of pension to Gus- 
tavus F. E. Raschig ; 

A bill (H. R. 7834) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Amos; . 

A bill (H. R. 8136) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Scroggs; 

A bill (H. R. 8159) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Leathers ; 

A bill (H. R. 8312) granting an increase of pension to Abram 
Sours ; 

A bill (II. R. 8335) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Harvey ; 

A bill (H. R. 8338) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
S. Doan; ~ 

A bill (H. R. 8373) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Weir; 

A bill (II. R. 8668) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
II. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 8683) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Voris; and 

A bill (H, R. 8732) granting a pension to Ellen S. Gifford. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 11564) granting an increase of pension to James 
Morrow ; 

A bill (H. R. 11636) granting an increase of pension to Law- 
rence Hagan; : 

A bill (II. R. 11701) granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
Waldorph ; 

A bill (H. R. 12106) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Reagan; 

A bill (H. R. 12152) granting an increase of pension to Leon- 
idas E. Mills; 

A bill (H. R. 12370) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
H. Randolph; 

A bill (II. R. 12554) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Larraby ; 

A bill (H. R. 12557) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Berry; 

A bill (II. R. 12574) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
R. Burkhardt; 

A bill (H. R. 12676) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis M. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. 13053) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Bunting ; 

A bill (H. R. 18054) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 13813) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 13815) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
tian M. Good ; 

A bill (H. R. 14238) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Van Tassell ; 

A bill (H. R. 14263) granting a pension to Fidelia Sellers; 

A bill (H. R. 14673) granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Semans; and 

A bill (H. R. 7912) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Lawder. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Joint Select Committee on Disposition 


granting an increase of pension to 


R. 7247) granting an increase of pension to 


7411) granting an increase of pension to Tobias 


of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, submitted a 
report, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Pires), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reporte 
thereon: 

A bill 
Simpson ; 

A bill (H. R. 8958) granting an increase of pension to David 
Bowen; 

A bill (II. R. 9090) granting an increase of pension to Amasa 
B. Saxton; 

A bill (H. R. 9100) granting a pension to Nancy C. Paine; 

A bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cleaver ; 

A bill (H. R. 9218) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
Ham T. Blanchard ; 

A bill (II. R. 9250) granting an increase of pension to Obediah 
B. Nations; 

A bill (H. R. 9402) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
S. Van Vorst; 

A bill (H. R. 11169) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
P. Call; 

A bill (H. R. 11232) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
L. Packer ; 

A bill (H. R. 11322) granting an increase of pension to Luther 
H. Starkey ; 

A bill (H. R. 11562) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Wiles; i 

A bill (H. R. 10240) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Curnutt; 

A bill (H. R. 10400) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Harrison ; 

A bill (H. R. 9403) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
E. Hanna; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Spanogle, alias Andrew C. Spanogle; 

A bill (H. R. 10032) granting an increase of pension to Octavo 
Barker ; = 

A bill (H. R. 10403) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Odell; 

A bill (H. R. 10760) granting a pension to Libbie A. Merrill; 

A bill (H. R. 10773) granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Rathbun; 

A bill (H. R. 19907) granting an increase of pension to James 
Butler; 


(H. R. 8925) granting an increase of pension to Chester 


A bill (H. R. 18410) granting an increase of pension to An- 


drew J. Cushing; and 

A bill (H. R. 20955) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward L. Carpenter. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 23556) prohibiting 
the purchase or procurement, sale, gift, or disposition of intoxi- 
cating liquors to minors by unlicensed persons, reported it with 
amendment, and submited a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7423) prohibiting the purchase or procurement, sale, gift, 
or disposition of intoxicating liquors to minors by unlicensed 
persons, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DU PONT introduced a bill (S. 7928) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Brady; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 7924) granting an increase 
of pension to Lissie D. Allen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 7925) for the relief of 
the estate of Daniel Y. Grayson, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7926) granting an increase of pension to John 

Ampey; and 
; A bill (S. 7927) granting a pension to Mary A. Kendall. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7928) for the relief of Watson, 
Frye & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 7929) to provide a 
temporary home for ex-Union soldiers and sailors in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 7930) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Hare; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7931) to provide an American 
register for the bark Baunen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7932) granting a pension to Charles E. Norcross; 

A bill (S. 7933) granting a pension to Fayette J. Sheldon; and 

A bill (S. 7934) granting a pension to Delia Rood. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7935) to regulate the 
inspection and sale of flour within the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7936) granting an increase of 
pension to Liberty W. Foskett; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 7937) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George H. Sowle; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 7938) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Messick; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7939) granting a pension to Jane 
Gamble; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 7940) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of E. M. Allison, ad- 
ministrator of Francis Allison, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, und referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7941) granting an increase of 
pension to William Nichols; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7942) for the relief of T. M. 
Davidson, administrator of Margaret Davidson, deceased ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 7943) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John C. Part- 
low ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 7944) to aid in the erection 
of the memorial monument to Pocahontas, at Jamestown, Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LONG (for Mr. Crarp) submitted an amendment pro- 
posing to appropriate $1,200 for lowering and grading Brent- 
wood road, between South Dakota avenue and Central avenue 
NE., intended to be proposed by Mr. Crarr to the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

He also (for Mr. CLarr) submitted an amendment conferring 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear and report find- 
ings of fact to Congress in all cases where a claim is made upon 
the United States based upon a treaty between the United States 
and an Indian tribe, etc., intended to be proposed by Mr. CLAPP 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment relative to the removal 
of restrictions upon the alienation, leasing, or encumbering of 
lands, except homesteads, of Indian allottees of the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes of Indians, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment granting to the executive com- 
mittee of the Eastern Cherokees the right to intervene on behalf 
of the Eastern Cherokees in the Court of Claims in the consoli- 
dated cases of the Cherokee Nation, the Eastern Cherokees, and 
the Eastern and Emigrant Cherokees against The United States, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. > 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming submitted an amendment relative to 
an appraisement of the segregated coal and asphalt lands of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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MARY G. BRIGHT—WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. Frye, it was 


Ordered, That the ie accompanying Senate bill No. 21, Fifty- 
ninth Congress, first session, granting a pension to Mary G. Bright, may 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, there having been no adverse 
report on said bill. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF SERVICE-PENSION BILL. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask for an order to print, for the use of 
the Senate, 5,000 additional copies of Senate bill 976, the pen- 
sion bill recently passed. -There is great demand for it and the 
supply is exhausted. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 

3 That 5,000 additional copies of S. 976, granting pensions to 


certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served in the civil war 
and the war with Mexico, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. KEAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, 
as may be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on bills or 
other matters pending before said committee, and to have the hearings 
and bills printed for the use of the committee, and that such stenog- 
rapher be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


ORDINANCE OF PORTO RICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Islands and Porto Bico, and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico and approved by the 
President of the United States. 


Tun Warre House, January 18, 1907. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 21197. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, by 
extending the provisions of the first section thereof to the port 
of Brunswick, Ga.; and 

H. R. 24109. An act to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company to construct sundry bridges across the ug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River. 

CONSIDERATION OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BILLS. 7 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Wuyter] one-half hour be given for the consideration 
of unobjected bills on the Calendar reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the remarks 
of the Senator from Maryland one-half hour be devoted to the 
consideration of uncbjected bills reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, It is so ordered. 

y ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. LODGE. I find that the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTH- 
ERLAND] does not care to go on until Tuesday, for which day he 
has given notice. I therefore renew my motion that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

* CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I gave notice that on Mon- 
day I would submit some remarks on an amendment intended 
to be proposed by me to the bill (II. R. 17838) to regulate the 
employment of child labor in the District of Columbia. As the 
Brownsville incident will take up all of that day, I wish to 
change the notice to Wednesday, January 23. 

DISMISSAL-OF THREE COMPANIES OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. KEAN. Is the morning business closed? è 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further concurrent or 
other resolutions? If not, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. KEAN. May I ask the Chair what has become-of the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is upon the table. 

Mr. KEAN. Then I ask that it may go over until Monday; 
to be taken up immediately after the routine morning business 
on Monday. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


| EXTENSION OF FEDERAL POWERS. 


Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I ask that Senate resolution 
No. 200 be taken from the table and read by the Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Maryland, the Chair lays before the Senate the following reso- 
lution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WHYTE 
December 17, 1906, as follows: 


Resolved, That the People of the several States, acting in their 
highest sovereign capacity as free and independent States, adopted the 
Federal Constitution and established a form of government in the nature 
of a confederated republic, and for the purpose of carrying into effect 
the objects for which it was formed delegated to that Government 
CCC 
es, res ’ 0 . 
Rot 3 to the United States by the Constitution nor prohibited 
by it to the States, 

Resolved further, That the extension of the Federal powers beyond 
these enumerated in the Constitution can only be rightfully accom- 
plished in the manner provided by that instrument and not by a 
strained construction of the Constitution which shall obliterate all 
State rights and vest the coveted, but not granted, power where it will 
be exercised by the General Government. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, as the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Oversan] said the other day, there are times in 
our political as well as individual life when we should take our 
bearings, and I may add, see what is the chart lying before us, 
and from whom we are to take our sailing orders. 

The resolution under consideration states the form of our 
dual system of government, and the limitations of the powers 
delegated to the United States and those reserved by the States. 
It is impossible to discuss them without reference to the past 
history of the country and that, I trust, I shall do with laudable 
brevity. 

The thirteen British colonies were separate and distinct com- 
munities; they had no political relation to each other. í 

They each had a government of its own. Three of the colonies 
as far back as 1643, united in a Federal Republic. Its existence 
was short-lived and its action was purely tentative. For a con- 
siderable period the efforts of the colonies were manifested in 
various devices to bring them together for purposes of safety 
and for the regulation of commerce. The first Continental Con- 
gress met to secure the rights of the colonies. The relations, 
however, of that Congress with the colonies did not constitute 
a government, They had not at that time renounced their al- 
legiance to the mother country and declared their independence. 

In 1776 the people of the respective thirteen colonies declared, 
in instructions to their Congressional Delegates, that they were 
“States independent and united.” They were, by tradition and 
education, hostile to the establishment of an overruling central 
force, and they abhorred the idea of parting with the vital prin- 
ciple of freedom and self-direction in all their domestic concerns. 
In every way and form they sturdily resisted the encroachments 
of the Crown. a 

On the 10th June, 1776, a committee of Congress, consisting 
of five Members, was appointed to prepare a declaration “that 
these United Colonies are and of right ought to be free and 


independent States.“ Such declaration was made on the 4th - 


July, 1776, and received the vote of every Colony. 

The purpose of the then revolutionary government was to 
rescue the several communities or States from the Government 
of the British Crown. 

The form of that Government was not changed by the Decla- 
ration of Independence, but from that time forth it made the 
Colonies, free and independent States.” j 

Prior to the Declaration of Independence the dominant idea of 
the people of the Colonies was for home government for each 
Colony, no matter what might be the. General Government of 
the Colonies. 


The revolutionary heroes waged war against Great Britain 


in behalf of their own people because the Government of that 
Kingdom was “one, outside of themselves.” Indeed the war 
of the Revolution was largely based on an assault upon the 
right of Home Rule and had its start in the resistance to the 
enforcement of an act of the British Parliament by the people 
of Massachusetts, and thus the Colonies weve aroused to the 
protection of their domestic Governments against the encroach- 
ments of imperial power. As distinct communities, neverthe- 
less, they could not, then, form a practical union; but by 
reason of the successful revolution they were enabled to exer- 
cise the right of confederation. 

On the Ist of March, 1781, the Articles of Confederation were 
subscribed and their ratification by all the States was announced 
to the whole country. The central authority was now in the 
Confederacy in the place of the Crown, and the same limited 
power only was granted to it. 

In the treaty of peace of September 3, 1783, the States were 


distinctly recognized by name, as appears from Article 1. His 
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Britannic Majesty acknowledges the said United States, viz, New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts Bay, Rhode Island and Providence 
Plantations, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Georgia, to be free, sovereign, and independent States, and 
he treats with them as such. 

As late as 1803, in the treaty with France for the cession of 
Louisiana, the third article provided “that the inhabitants of 
the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union of the 
United States and admitted as soon as possible, according to the 
principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all 
the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United 
States.” 

Into the Union of the United States, not “into the United 
States“ under the Federal Constitution, but into the Union of 
the States, with the rights, etc., of citizens of the United States. 
And there is a like clause in the Treaty with Spain in 1819 in 
the cession of the Floridas. 

“The alliance of the States,“ as Washington then expressed 
it, is now complete. This alliance was a “ Confederate Repub- 
lic,” as declared by Randolph, Ellsworth, and Varnum, a com- 
mittee of Congress appointed to prepare an exposition of the 
confederation, to devise a plan for its complete execution, and to 
present supplemental articles. 

Conceiving the defects in the Articles of Confederation, upon 
the disbanding of the army, Washington addressed a circular 
to the governor of every State, in which he used the following 
language: “It is indispensable to the happiness of the indivi- 
dual States that there should be lodged somewhere’ a supreme 
power to regulate and govern the general affairs of the con- 
federated republic, without which the Union can not be of long 
duration, and everything must very rapidly tend to anarchy 
and confusion.” 

The Federation of the United States had no prototype which 
had equaled it. It had no parallel in history which can com- 
pare with it, even it it was not adequate to the then condition 
of the States. 

It was a matter of no disputation at that early date that the 
chief defect of the Confederation under its articles was, that it 
acted upon political bodies, while the present Constitution oper- 
ates upon natural persons. The Congress of the Confederation 
represented the States, not the people of the States, so that their 
enactments were merely requests for enforcement by the States. 
Under the present Constitution the people are represented in 
the House. 

The Articles of Confederation had provided that— 

Each State retains its diiin ela freedom, and independence, and 
every power, jurisdiction, and right, which is not by this Confederation 
expressly delegated to the United States in Congress assembled. 

The changes subsequently made in the Constitution were not 
changes in the foundation of the Union, but in the superstruc- 
ture of the system of government. They are now, as they have 
been from the beginning, united confederated States, and the 
union entered into by them is in the nature of a confederated 
republic. The parties to the Articles of Confederation were 
“free, sovereign, and independent political communities—each 
possessing within itself all the powers of legislation and goy- 
ernment over its own citizens which any political society can 
possess.” By this instrument these several States became 
united for certain purposes.” It style was “Articles of Con- 
federation and Perpetual Union between the States,” and its 
name was “The United States of America.” As I said before, 
article 2 provided that each State retains its sovereignty, free- 
dom, and independence, and every power, jurisdiction, and right 
which is not by this Confederacy expressly delegated to the 
United States in Congress assembled.” In the title of the ar- 
ticles the names of the States were distinctly set forth. In the 
concrete, it was a league for mutual defense. As early as De- 
cember, 1779, Virginia, alarmed at some unwise legislation of 
Congress, resolved, in its legislature, that these enactments 
would establish a “dangerous precedent against the authority 
of the legislature and the sovereignty of the separate States.” 

The time had arrived for the establishment of a vigorous Fed- 
eral Government for thirteen distinct communities; “a Gov- 
ernment that should not destroy the political sovereignty of the 
States and should yet introduce a new sovereignty formed by 
means of powers whose surrender by the States, instead of 
weakening their present strength, would rather develop and 
increase it.” 

In 1787 Congress resolyed that a convention be held for “ the 
sole and express purpose of revising the Articles of Confedera- 
tion and reporting to Congress and the several legislatures such 
alterations and provisions therein as shall, when agreed to by 
Congress and confirmed by the States, render the Federal Goy- 
ernment adequate to the exigencies of government and the pres- 


ervation of the Union.” It was never contemplated to change 
the confederate system. 5 

With this view, the convention to revise and amend the Arti- 
cles of Confederation and to establish a firmer General Goyern- 
ment, met in Philadelphia on the 14th of May, 1787. That con- 
vention has been styled as ” the wisest in the world.” Its letter 
of attorney, from the constituent elements which the delegates 
represented, was clear and concise in its character. 


“The government of every State was to be preserved, and so 


far as its original powers were to be transferred to the Gen- 
eral Government its authority over its own citizens and within 
its own territory must, from the nature of. political sovereignty, 
be supreme.” ‘Two supreme powers in the same country, operat- 
ing upon the same individuals and both possessing the general 
attributes òf sovereignty, but each operating upon different 
objects. 

In the language of Mr. Mason in the conyention, “ the State 
Legislatures ought to haye some means of defending themselyes 
against the encroachment of the National Government. And 
what better means can we provide than to make them a con- 
stituent part of the National Government.” In this way the 
States, as States, have their place in the new Constitution. 

The greater reason now for the existence of the States is 
found in our vast expanse of country. Every attempt to 
change the federative character of the Republic met the most 
strenuous resistance. To a remark of Randolph, that the States 
ought to be one nation, Paterson of New Jersey replied: 

The idea of a National Government, as contradistinguished from a 
Federal one, never entered into the mind of any of the States. If the 
States are, as States, still to continue in union they must be considered 


as equals. ‘Thirteen sovereign and independent States can never con- 
stitute one nation and at the same time States. 

“If we are to be formed into a nation, the States, as States, 
must be abolished,” as Ellsworth said. 

Without the existence and cooperation of the States, a republican 
Government can not be support over so great an extent of country. 
We know that the people of the States are strongly attached to their 
own constitutions. If you hold 5 7 a system of general government. 
destructive of their constitutional rights, they will papers it. The only 
chance we have to support a general government is to 
State governments. 


The word “national” was excluded from the Constitution be- 
cause it might seem to present the idea of the union of the people 
without bringing into view that the one Republic was formed out 
of many States. “E Pluribus Unum” is a motto which speaks for 
itself. Toward foreign powers we may be classed as a nation. 
being one of the “family of nations,” in regard to all matters of 
international law, treaty making, and the like. The Constitu- 
tion spoke for the States, and on the question of agreeing to the 
engrossed Constitution, all the States answered “aye,” and 
Alexander Hamilton, in a bold, plain hand, successively inserted 
on the great sheet of parchment, the name of each State, as the 
delegations one after another, came forward, in geographical 
order and signed the Constitution. 

The seyenth article provided that the ratifications of the ĉon- 
ventions of nine States shall be sufficient for the establishment 
of this Constitution between the States so ratifying the same. 
Done in conyention by the unanimous consent of the States 
present, ete. 

Again, the very fact that the framers of the Constitution by 
the adoption of the principle of an equal State representation in 
the Senate furnished conclusive evidence of their recognition of 
the nature of the Government as of a Confederate Republic. 
Nothing is plainer as to the determination of the States to re- 
tain the power of distinct, equal, separate sovereignties in all 
matters not surrendered to the General Government than in 
their insistence, in reference to the treaty-making power, that 
the consent of two-thirds of the Senators present should be 
necessary to the ratification of a treaty. A bare majority was 
not to make a treaty the supreme law of the land. In the pre- 
amble to the Constitution it begins, “We, the people of the 
United States,” and has been used as an argument in favor of a 
National Government that the mission of the separate States 
by name, as in the articles of confederation, denoted a change 
in the constituent elements of the two instruments; but it 
would not have done to have named the States in the Consti- 
tution, as it was not known by the convention what States 
would constitute the nine necessary to make the Constitution 
effective by subsequent ratification. 

Mr. Madison, in answer to Patrick Henry, in explanation of 
those words said, that the people referred to was not the 
people. as composing one great society, but the people compos- 
ing thirteen sovereignties. A majority of the people could not 
establish it; but it was to be binding only on the people of a 
State by their own separate consent. The Government of the 
Union is a government of these people in their several States: 
it emanates from them; its powers are granted by them and 


graft it on the 
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are to be exercised for their benefit. And so, the people are 
recognized by representation in the House, and the States by the 
Senators, who come direct from their legislatures. 

Bancroft, in his History of the Constitution of the United 
States, declared it to be “a complete outline of a Federal Re- 


public.” The Government of the United States is the repre- 
sentative of the people of the States, with its powers specially 
enumerated in the Constitution, and delegated to that Govern- 
ment. But beyond this the States, severally, have their own 
separate governments, which are the organs, as to all other 
powers of government not otherwise delegated, and these, with- 
out enumeration, are the reserved or residuary powers inherent 
in the States or in the people thereof. It is not essential to 
catalogue them in this presence. They are as simple as the 
alphabet. The question seems to have been taken out of the 
realm of disputation by the amendments to the Constitution 
proposed by Congress, and ratified by the legislatures of the 
several States, in pursuance of the fifth article of the original 
Constitution, which amendments are contained in twelve ar- 
ticles, and the tenth declared in no ambigueus terms that the 
powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, 
respectively, or to the people—that is, the same people who 
adopted the Constitution, namely the people of the States. 

In my judgment the Government is one in the nature of a con- 
federated republic, established by the States, by the people of 
8 States, and not by the aggregated people of the United 

tutes. 

It differs from the confederacy only in providing a stronger 
federal power, in that it established a government in place of a 
congress, which had no power to enforce its acts; in abandoning 
a reliance upon the constituent States to furnish voluntarily the 
means to execute the resolves of the Congress, and instead sub- 
stituting powers to operate upon individuals in the several 
States by machinery essential to the life of a republic. 

It has been asserted, whether true or false I know not, that 
Gladstone, speaking of our Constitution, remarked: 


As the British constitution is the most subtle organism which pro- 
ed from progressive history, so the American Constitution is the 

most wonderful work ever struck off at a given time by the brain and 
purpose of man. 

Nor was it a far-fetched compliment. In the language of 
another may I .say: 

For the first time in history an elaborate written constitution was 
applied to a federation, The details were so skilfully arranged that 

e instrument framed for thirteen little agricultural communities works 
well in forty-five large, populous States. 

In the language of Mr. Jefferson, it is our duty to— 
support the State governments in all their rights, as the most e - 
tent administration of our domestic concerns and the surest bulwark 
against antirepublican tendencies: the preservation of the General 


Government in its whole constitutional vigor, as the sheet anchor of 
our peace at home and safety abroad. 


From these sources of information in my early manhood I 
concluded that the structure of our Federal Government was in 
the nature of a confederated republic, and with all the light of 
subsequent discussion I have not wandered from that convic- 
tion one hair’s breadth. Complex in its form, I admit, but its 
complexity is not so inscrutable that the mind of ordinary in- 
telligence can not grasp what relates to the General Government 
and what belongs to the respective constituent States or the 
people. 

A great and honored lawyer, holding high place in the affairs 
of this country, in a recent address upon the thesis of “ What is 
to be the future of the States of the Union under our dual sys- 
tem of constitutional government” has given utterance to senti- 
ments so plainly at war with the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion in regard to the powers of the General Government and the 
reseryed rights of the States that I felt it my duty, represent- 
ing in part on this floor one of the original thirteen States form- 
ing the Union, to call the attention of the Senate and the coun- 
try to the dangerous tendency of such views, coming from so 
exalted a source. In reading that address one would suppose 
that the centralizing and aristocratic scheme of Alexander 
Hamilton had been adopted by the “great convention,“ instead 
of the Constitution of the United States, with its democratic 
form of a republic. His speech revives the painful recollec- 
tion of a discredited and rejected plan of government of a 
statesman whose ideas were of monarchial tendencies. The 
beautiful description of our beloved country, the advance in sci- 
ence and art, invention and trade, rapid transit and telephone 
communication, was worthy of the erudite word painter and the 
ripe scholar, but in the political changes of sentiment, which he 
depicted as existing now, he drew largely on poetic license. 

It is error to suppose that in the States the devotion to home 
rule or the opposition to Federal usurpation has abated one jot 
or tittle from its intensity as in the days of our fathers. I chal- 


lenge the proof that “we are urging forward in a development of 
business and social life, which tends more and more to the ob- 
literation of State lines and the decrease of State power.” The 
wish, I fear, is father to the thought. No doubt, there are dis- 
ciples of the school of Hamilton, who would invade the region 
of the reserved rights of the States in controlling insurance, 
divorces, child labor, and the like, which belong exclusively to 
the cognizance of the several States. But let us consider this 
statement: 

It may be that such control could better be exercised in particular 
instances by the governments of the States, but the people will have the 
control they n either from the States or from the National Govern- 
ment, and if the States fail to furnish it in due measure, sooner or 
later, constructions of the Constitution will be found to vest the power 
where it will be exercised—in the National Government. 

No suggested change here in the constitutional fabric of our 
governmental organization by the process of amendments or a 
constitutional convention, such as framed the present Constitu- 
tion, but by a construction of the Constitution in its original 
form the power coveted will be vested “in the National Govern- 
ment.” Read in the light of another address delivered in 
October last, by one higher in authority than the distinguished 
orator just referred to, and for whom in his official character 
I entertain a high regard and from whose well-earned wreath 
of laurel I would not pluck a leaf, it is not difficult to see where 
the apt construction, if at all, is to be found: 

In some cases this governmental action must be exercised by the 
several States individually. In yet others it has become increasingly 
evident that no efficient State action is possible, and that we need 
through Executive action, through legislation, and through judicial 
interpretation and construction of law to increase the power of the 
Federal Government, 


Speaking of the lamented Lincoln he said: : 

He developed even before Marshall the doctrine (absolutely essential. 
not merely to the efficiency, but to the existence of this nation) tha 
an inherent power rested in the nation, outside of the enumerated 
powers conferred upon it by the Constitution, in all cases where the 
object involved was beyond the power of the several States. 

I can not yield allegiance to the soundness of any such doc- 
trine. Even Daniel Webster, in his reply to Hayne of South 
Carolina, in the famous debate between those parliamentary 
gladiators, admitted that the General Government possesses those 
powers only which it can be shown were conferred by the terms 
of the Constitution and no more. All the rest belong to the 
State governments of the people themselves. The Federal Goy- 
ernment exercises strictly delegated powers and can have no 
right to intrench on the reserved powers of the States. Its 
powers, being limited, are to be strictly construed. Again, from 
the same address: 


It is the narrow construction of the powers of the National Govern- 
ment which in our democracy has proved the chief means of limiting 
the natural power ta cut out abuses. * © * Many legislative ac- 
tions and many judicial decisions, which I am confident time will show 
to have been erroneous and a damage to the country would haye been 
avoided if our legislators and jurists had approched the matter of en- 
acting and construing the laws of the land in the spirit co ae reat 
Pennsylvanian, Justice Wilson—in the spirit of Marshall an 8 0 A = 

e for 


ton. Such decisions put us at a great disadvantage in the 
industrial order as against, at present, industrial chaos. 

The legislative or judicial actions and decisions of which I com- 
plain, be it remembered, do not really leave to the States power to 
dent with corporate wealth in business. 

Can the “construction” which is to allow the Federal Goy- 
ernment to invade the province of the State be looked for in the 
judiciary, where few men can be found to bend the knee that 
thrift may follow fawning? Does it fall within the compass of 
belief that it can be found in that noble band of judges who 
are inspired by the dignity of their high office, and whose power 
in the judicial department is described by John Hay Brown, 
justice of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, in these ringing 
words: 

How transcendent is its authority to mark the limits of executive 
and législative power; to administer the laws and give commands, not 
only to individuals, but to President and Congress; to sit in judgment 
on the proceedings and privileges of the sovereign States, and to gire 
final form and effect to the great charter of the Union, on which the 
rights, the paana the harmony, the prosperity, safety, and honor of the 
whole country depend. 

Oh, no; it must not and can not be! 
justice once again: 


When, under delegated powers committed to the General Government, 
Congress attempts to do, even with the approval of the President, what 
the people will not permit it to do, but one power on earth can save 
the country from the consequence of legislative wandering beyond 
constitutional limits—the Federal judiciary. 


No proposition is more hostile to the wishes of the great 
masses of the people than that of extension of the powers of 
the General Government and for consolidation or accumulation 
in the Federal Government of the powers properly belonging to 
the States. No suggestion, in my judgment, could be more 
odious, as it was in the past, nor is it now less hateful in the 
present condition of the’ country. It has not even the charm 


So, to quote that fearless 


of novelty. During the contests between the Federalists and 
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the Republicans, in 1800, the leaders of the then schools of 
political thought were Marshall and Hamilton on the one side 
and on the other the State’s rights men, Jefferson and Madison, 
and the key to the triumph of either was then mooted to be in 
the Supreme Court. s 

One idea was to have adopted an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion changing the tenure of the judges for life to four or six 
years; the other was to.accomplish, by the appointment of 
enough judges to outvote Marshall and his Federalist compan- 
ions, or by the alteration of the judiciary acts to impair seri- 
ously the activity of the Supreme Court. Such were the frantic 
cries of the frenzied partisans of that heated period; but to the 
honor of the Republicans of that day, Jefferson would have none 
of it, but trampled under foot such revolutionary suggestions. 

I feel confident that the wise distribution of powers between 
the General and State Governments are amply sufficient to pro- 
tect us from the supposed dangerous tendencies of the times. if 
the sovereign people of the States, upon whom both governments 
rest for safety, will take warning in time and resist with reason 
the errors of such political thought. 

DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. GALLINGER rose. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to me for a few minutes? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to ask leave to have printed in 
the Recorp certain papers which I will mention presently. They 
relate to the resolution which is pending, introduced by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], but I do not intend at 
this time to discuss that resolution further. Nor is it my pur- 
pose to discuss now the amendment to that resolution pro- 
posed yesterday by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN], not only proposed, but written entirely by that dis- 
tinguished Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is merely with reference to the Sena- 
tor's request that certain documents be printed in the RECORD, 

Personally I haye no objection, but I call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact that that is not in accordance with the 
customary procedure of the Senate. I suggest to the Senator 
that he suspend the request in any event until the Senator from 
Ohio is present. I am not personally concerned about it, but I 
haye heard several Senators object heretofore when similar 
requests have been made. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not think—of course my experience 
here is limited 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The same as mine; exactly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not think that niy request runs 
counter to any rule or custom of the Senate in this regard. The 
papers to which I refer are included in documents already 
printed by order of the Senate, and I simply desire to print 
certain of them in the Recorp in order that the people of the 
country may have the benefit of what they contain. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest to the Senator from Texas— 
and I am not going to press any objection at all, because I am 
not concerned about it—the propriety at least of suspending his 
request until the Senator from Ohio is here. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not know whether I will have an- 
other opportunity to-day, and there is nothing, as I conceive, 
which could possibly work any discourtesy to the Senator from 
Ohio in this respect. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I understand, they are simply ex- 
tracts or excerpts from documents already printed by the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. From documents already printed by the 
Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should think there could be no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state them in order that what they 
are may appear in my statement. The first refers to what 
action was taken by the War Department and the Department 
of Justice to secure to the accused soldiers of the Twenty-fifth 
Infantry full protection under the law. The second is the testi- 
mony of witnesses, which was taken under the supervision of 
the Assistant Attorney-General recently at Brownsville, and 
includes the testimony of the following witnesses: Sanborn, 
Schrieber, Mrs. Cowen, Gertrude Cowen, Mrs. Leahy, Mrs. Parks, 
Mr. Odin and his wife, and all the testimony on the subject of 
the rifies, bullets, etc., given by the experts of the Ordnance 
Department of the Army. Those constitute the matters I de- 
sire to have printed in the Recorp, so that the people of the 
country, as well as the Senators here, may have the benefit of 
the testimony in reference to this subject, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 
{Telegram.] 


CAMP MABRY, 
Austin, Tex., August 23, 1906. 
MILITARY SECRETARY, 


War Department, Washington, D. 0.: ‘ 
Following telegrams received from Brownsville this date: 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL, CAMP MABRY, 
Austin, Ter.: 


Have placed three sergeants, three corporals, and six privates in 
confinement in guardhouse here on warrants issued by Judge Wells, 
of charge of murder, conspiring to murder, etc., to be kept in confine- 
ment until N by judge. I do not believe these men will have 
unbiased trial here. An effort, in my opinion, should be made to have 
them tried elsewhere. I also fear for their safety if turned over to 
civil authorities, in case of mob violence, although authorities assure 
absolute protection. Feeling here still very bitter. Request opinion 
on my action. 

PENROSE, Commanding. 
BROWNSVILLE, TEX., August 23. 
CHIEF or Starr, Camp MABRY, 
Austin, Tex.: 


Battalion Twenty-fifth will probably get away to-night. Warrants 
have been issued for murder, conspiracy to murder, etc.. against three 
sergeants, three corporals, six privates, and one ex-soldier. They will 
be turned over to post commander, Captain Preston, Twenty-sixth In- 
fantry, for saro keepin and placed in post guardhouse until required 
by district judge. on't know when this will be; probably early part 
of next month; re gee Behe gab 

0 


Authorities pledge themselves able 
to keep prisoners from violence. 


Feeling here high. 
` BLOCKSOM, Major. 

In view of the excited state of feeling among citizens at Browns- 
ville, I recommend that the Department of Justice be asked to take 
immediate steps for proper defense of these men, and that a change 
of venue be secured to some locality not affected by local excitement. 
I do not believe that the lives of these men will be safe if they are 
turned over to the ciyil authorities at Brownsville, ner will their 
witnesses be safe if sent back to that place. In view of present feel- 
ing, action looking to the immediate transfer of these men to another 
place of confinement pending trial is urged. 

McCaskrky, Brigadier-General, Commanding. 


(Telegram. ] 
Tun MILITARY SECRETARY’s OFFICE, 
Washington, August 24, 1906. 
COMMANDING OFFICER, Fort Brown, Ter.: 

Confidential. Retain in military custody, under proper guard, ac- 
cused soldiers, Before complying with any demand upon you by the 
civil authorities for their surrender forward the demand for action of 
the Secretary of War. Send it with such assurances as civil authori- 
ties can give of . und fair trial for accused. Have you any 
doubt of your ability to protect accused soldiers adequately while they 
are held in military custody at Fort Brown, or to escort them safely to 
some other point should that course be ordered? 

By order Acting Secretary War: 

AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 


[Telegram.] 


THE MILITARY SECRETARY’s OFFICE, 
Washington, August 2), 1906. 
COMMANDING GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
Camp Mabry, Austin, Ter.: 
Confidential. Reference your telegram of yesterday, following tele- 
gram just sent to commanding officer, Fort Brown, Tex. : 
“Tf companies Twenty-fifth Infantry bave not left Brown, delay them 
until further orders. Answer immediately. 
“By order Acting Secretary of War: 
“AINSWORTH, 
“The Military Secretary.” 
Department of Justice has telegraphed United States district at- 
torney to go to Brownsville and confer with military and civil au- 
thorities regarding prisoners. Do you think if colored troops are 
removed that company of Twenty-sixth Infantry now at Fort Brown 
is sufficient to protect prisoners from violence there, or to remove 
them safely from there if it should be decided to remove them im- 
mediately? 
By order Acting Secretary War: 
AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 


[Telegram.] 


Tun MILITARY Secrerary’s OFFICE, 
Washington, August 25, 1906. 
Hon. WILLIAM LOEB, Jr. 
Secretary to the President, Oyster Bay, N. Y.: 

Commanding general, Department of Texas, reports warrants issued 
27 civil authorities at Brownsville for twelve enlisted men in connec- 
tion with disturbance there. Accised men now under guard at post, 
to be held until wanted by civil authorities. Commanding general 
recommends they be transferred and held elsewhere. Reports from 
Texas indicate that civil authorities can not now protect- accused men 
from mob violence, Have consulted with Acting Attorney-General Robh, 
Acting Judge-Advocate-General Crowder, and General Beil. We all 
agree that accused men should be sent immediately to San Antonio 
and held there until Government can have reasonable assurance that 
they will receive protection and fair trial at hands of civil authorities. 
We think it unsafe to leave accused at Fort Brown, with only one 
white company of forty-eight men to protect them. 

We also fear that turn es Pope over to civil authorities at -Browns- 
ville now or in immediate future would be disastrous to them. Train 
is now waiting at Brown to take battalion Twenty-fifth Infantry to 
Fort Reno, Okla. We strongly recommend that battalion take accused 


men with it to San Antonio and turn them over to military authorities 
there, to be confined and guarded until they can be turned oyer to 
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civil authorities safely. Battalion to proceed to Fort Reno immediately 
upon delivering prisoners at San ntonio. Please get President's 
decision at earliest ible moment and rush answer to this, as train 
is waiting at Fort Brown and battalion ready to embark. In present 
excited state of feeling in Brownsville further delay in movement may 
make trouble. 
AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 


[Telegram.] 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
: Oyster Bay, N. Y., August 24, 1906. 
AINSWORTIL: 

Because of facts enumerated in your telegram of August 24, I en- 
tirely approve of the action you propose to take. Let the battalion 
take the accused men with it to San Antonio and turn them over to 
the military authorities there, to be confined and guarded until further 
direction from me. Meanwhile the battalion will proceed to Fort 
Reno immediately on delivering prisoners at San Antonio. Act imme- 


d ly. 
sirai THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


[Telegram.] 
Tun MILITARY SECRETARY’S OFFICE, 
Washington, August 24, 1906. 

COMMANDING OFFicer, Fort Brown, Ter.: 

Confidential. All men of Twenty-fifth Infantry who are now in 
custody of milita authorities, including those for whom warrants 
have been Suan h civil authorities, will be sent immediately with 
battalion to Fort Sam Houston and delivered to military authorities 
there. They will be held there until they can be turned over safely 
to civil authorities. Battalion will remain at Fort Sam Houston 
until sufficient white troops reach there to ard and protect pris- 
oners. Battalion will then proceed immediately to Fort Reno. This 
movement of accused men should not be announced in advance, and 
should be made so as to avoid attracting attention or bringing on 
conflict with civil authorities. There is no intention of taking these 
men beyond jurisdiction of State of Texas or of withholding them from 
civil authorities a moment beyond time when they can be turned over 
safely. It is not believed safe to leave them at Fort Brown, as the one 
company to be left there is insufficient to do work of shipping property 
and supplies and at same time guard prisoners so as to prevent their 
escape or protect them if need be. You can make this explanation 
if it becomes necessary. ‘The President himself directs the action 
herein ordered. You are authorized to make all necessary arrangements 
with railroad companies without referring matter to higher authority, 
and to arrange for holding train at San Antonio for reembarkation 
of battalion. Make movement quietly and discreetly. y all means 
avoid conflict if possible, but see that accused men and battalion are 
protected from violence during movement. Instructions have been 
wired to department commander, if possible, to have troops meet your 
train at San Antonio and relieve you of accused men, so that you can 
proceed direct to Fort Reno. Communicate with department com- 
mander at Camp Mabry, if possible. Start your movement at earliest 

ible moment. ‘ 
By order Acting Secretary War: 
AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 


[Inelosure. ] 
OFFICE or UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT or TEXAS, 
. Laredo, Tez., September 6, 1906. 
Hon. WM. H. Moopy, 


Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 

Sır: I beg leave to submit the following report cheatin | my investi- 
gations in the matter of the negro soldiers at Brownsville, Tex. : 

August 28, ultimo, I received a telegram from United States Attorney 
McLemore requesting me to go at once to Brownsville, Tex., consult 
with military and civil authorities and report in detail situation and 
facts whether in your opinion accused soldiers can now get fair trial 
at Brownsville and be afforded protection by civil authorities against 
mob violence; if not, whether civil authorities will consent to change 
of venue, * report to Attorney-General.” I immediately started 
for Brownsville via Monterey and Matamoras, Mexico, being the quickest 
route. I was fortunate on my journey to encounter several prominent 
persons who had been in Brownsville the night of the trouble with the 
negroes and afterwards. In order to arrive at an opinion of the feeling 
and conditions existing in Brownsville, I began a series of questions 
with them as well as others I_ met who could give me information on 
these points. After arrival in Brownsville I interrogated and consulted 
the military officer making an inspection for the War 5 
Major Blastock [Blocksom], county judge, mayor of Brownsville, chair- 
man of the citizens’ protection committee, ex-district judge, collector 
of customs, inspector of customs, and citizens generally, poor, rich, and 
indifferent races, endeavoring, as nearly as possible, to feel the pulse 
of the entire body corporate, and judge of the sentiment existing. 

I found the officials, and with very few exceptions all the citizens, 
most frank and courteous in expressing their views and opinions on 
the matter, and I had no difficulty in determining that such a prejudice 
existed against the accused negro soldiers that a fair trial or any trial 
could not be obtained in Cameron pat In fact, some of the best 
citizens expressed the wish that the soldiers might not be returned 
to Brownsville even for a trial, as they feared that, although the citi- 
zens had acted with the greatest prudence hitherto and refrained 
from any violence toward the soldiers, some firebrand might start 
trouble, and, once commenced, no telling where it might end. I also 
-consulted with the State district judge and district attorney. They 
agreed that it would be impossible to try the case in Cameron County, 
and the ju gave me to understand that the cases, if any indict- 
ment were found, would be transferred to some county free from 
prejudice, possibly Nueces. In going over the evidence with the offi- 
cials we were impressed with the difficulty of identifying any of the 
culprits, and there is great likelihood that no indictments can be found. 
The governor of Texas has offered a reward of $500 for evidence lead- 
Ang to the conviction of the guilty ones, but it has produced no evi- 
dence thus far. My tele to you from Brow lle covered this 
matter briefly. As to mob violence, I believe the hot-heads were gov- 
erned by the prudence of the best counsel to refrain from any overt 
act, but that this was heck about mainly by the fact that there 
was a battalion of soldiers that would have to be overcome to reach 
‘the accused, I think, can be little doubted. 
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Were the accused to be taken back to Brownsville for trial, should 


Indictments be found, and such trial result in an acquittal fear, 
unless the accused were well guarded, there might be trouble before 
they conld reach a place of safety. The city of Brownsville, without 
doubt, has suffered a terrible-and unreasonable attack by soldiers, 
who should have acted 5 5 the onpoatte in affording them protection, 
and they are righteously indignant. As my instructions did not in- 
clude a finding of the facts concerning the attack and the crime com- 
mitted, I presume it is not desired. If, however, details of the attack 
and facts connected are desired, it can readily be had from the War 
Department from Iüspector-General, as Major Blastock [Blocksom] 
and I know that he was very careful in gathering an unbiased mass of 
information and facts. 

The chances are that unless the soldiers clean up their own = 
ters, or turn State's evidence, no conviction can ever be had of the 
guilty who have caused the disturbance and trouble. 

I trust that I have fully covered the information desired in this 
report and have the honor of being, 

Your obedient servant, A. C. HAMILTON, 
Assistant United States Attorney. 


TESTIMONY. 


1. Testimony with reference to the assembling of the soldiers, the shoot- 
ing from the barracks behind the garrison wall, the climbing over the 
garrison wall, and the shooting into houses on the Garrison road. 


Mr. F. A. H. Sanborn was first duly sworn by Maj. A. P. Blocksom, 
and, upon being examined by Mr. Pu Np testified as follows: 
ae Mr. Sanborn, do you reside in the city of Brownsyille?—A. Yes, 
sir. 
Q. How lon 


have you lived here?—A. I can not give you the exact 
date 2 but 


‘or more than thirty years. 
. What is your business?—A. I am manager of the Western Union 

telegraph office. 

Q. And where in this city is your office located? — A. At the extreme 
lower end of Elizabeth street, just facing the garrison wall. 

90 Right o ponit the gate to the barracks?—A. Yes; it is the last 
building on zabeth street, opposite the gate — the wall. 

Q. Were you at your home on the night of the 13th of August of this 


year ?—A. Yes, sir. 

g Did you hear the firing canne that night?—A. Yes. 

„ About what time?—A. Shortly before 12 o'clock, I should say. I 
don't know that I thought to look at the time when I got up. I was 
already in bed and sound asleep and was awakened. 

Q. Where did the firing seem to be?—A. It seemed to me, from the 
sound and the nearness of it, that it was right in front of the garrison 
gate, outside the wall—right near my window—near the small entrance 
gate to the garrison. 

Q. When you were aroused from your sleep at that time what did 
yon do?—A. I was so confused, and the — was so near me and 80 

eavy, that I could not form any idea of what was ing on, and I 
could not find a match with which to light my lamp, ant it was four or 
five minutes before I could realize what was happening. 


He ca 
from the direction of the ater. where I afterwards heard the firing = 
„That is the alley between Washington street and Elizabeth 
street?—A. Yes. Then he walked close along beside the rrison 
wall; did not seem to be hurried; had his fire pieces with him, and 
walked deliberately on past, through the small gate toward the quarters 


2 Ge Conia yon him after he passed 
. Could you see er he through the gate?—A. No; it 
ut I could see the general direction 


was not so that I could see him, 
in which he was going. 

Q. Were there any lights there at the entrance of the gate?—A. 
There was an oil lamp that sets on top of the posts of the gate. 

Q. And it was from that light that you could see him and tell that 
he was a colored soldier ?7—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How was he dressed ?—A. He was a small man—looked like a 
boy—and wore the regular undress uniform, khaki. 

Q. you know from your observation, whether there were any 
nes ira his size stationed here at that time?—A. I could not say 
as to that. 

Q. Now, between the time that you were aroused and got out of bed 
and the time you saw this soldier enter the gate, about how many min- 
utes elapsed?—A.-I should not suppose that it was more than five 


minutes. 
during that time?—A. Well, by the time 


Q. What about the firin 
that I looked through the blinds the firing had about ceased in front of 
me and I heard them firing back of me, up the alley. The first firing 
was so near me that it seemed ae. if I could almost feel the concussion. 

Q. Then it receded and you heard it in the alley?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many shots would you judge, approximately, that you heard 
fired there from the beginning to the end ?—A. I do not know; it would 
have to be a rough guess; but I think in the first firing right near me 
there must have n five or six, and afterwards I was some distance 
away from it and I did not try to keep count of them; however, I 
or ween wee a proc many fired. a 

Was there anyone in the upper part of that building in which you 
were located at that time ?—A. Yes; the proprietor of the bull 
and his wife—Mr. and Mrs. Rendall. 5i s 

. Now, after you looked out of the window and saw this soldier 
going through the gate, what did you do then?—A. I came out into the 
office—I had communicating doors between the office and my room— 
and opened the end door, toward the garrison, and looked out; and a 
Ané minutes later, or, rather, before I opened the door, I heard the 
alarm. 

Q. The call to arms?—A. Yes, sir. Then I opened my door an 
stood in it. “ 7 ang 

Q. Were you alone at that time ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you see then?—A. I saw the officers coming over across 
the parade to the barracks, went into the = base heard them arouse 
the men, and afterwards I heard the roll call. I don’t know where the 
company was formed, but from my hearing everything so plainly they 
must have been formed in the rear of the barracks or on the walks 
between the barracks. 

Q. Where did you first observe the officers with lanterns?—A, I saw 
them come across the parade. 
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Q. Could you see them when they left their residences on the other 


side of the parade und ?—A. No; I did not see them until they got 
over near the soldiers’ barracks. 

. They went into the barracks?—A. Yes, slr. 

. And then the soldiers came out?—A. Yes. 

. And the officers formed in line, I presume?—A, Yes, 

. The firing had ceased at that time?—aA. Yes. 

„After you came out on the porch did you hear any firing up in 
the town ?—A. No; I think it had ceased. 

. You don't recall any shots?—A. No, sir; I do not recall any. 

. At the time you were there on your eg watching the roll call 
did you know or had you any idea of what had taken place in the town 
that evening?—A. No; it was a perfect surprise to me, and that was 
— was so much confused, and when I first saw this colored soldier 
with his gun it made no impression on me, and finally I concluded that 
there must have been some trouble between the police and the soldiers. 

Q. You formed that impression there at the time from what you 
saw ?—A. Yes, sir. : 

Q. But you did not know that anyone had been assassinated or that 
any houses had been fired into?—A No; not until the next morning. 

Q. About how long did you stay out on the porch there?—A. I 
stayed there until they called the roll and things had quieted down, 
and then I went back to bed. 

. During that time did you see any citizens upon the streets 
A. No. I looked up Main street, but I saw no excitement. 

Q. Did you see any colored soldiers, other than the one you have des- 
ignated, go back into the fort ?—A, No, sir. 

. Could you, from where you were, see the entire length of the 
wall?—A. No; not so as to be able to distinguish anyone, although it 
was not a very dark night. 

Q. Did it occur to you to look to see whether any soldiers were com- 
ing back ?—A. No. 

Q. Then, as I understand you, the soldiers might have returned down 
the alley back of yr residence and gotten over the wall without your 
having seen them?—A. Yes, sir. 

That wall was about how high?—A. About 4 feet. 

. Were you ever in the Army ?—A. Yes, sir. I enlisted as a pri- 
vate in the Twelfth Maine Regiment; served perhaps six months, I do 
mot exactly know, and in Butler's expedition in New Orleans I was de- 
tailed from the regiment to learn telegraphy. I was quite a youth, 
and— 


. Now, Mr. Sanborn, is there anything that you think of which 
occurred that night. (the 13th of August, 1906) here in Brownsville, 
concerning which I have not interrogated you, with reference to which 
you care to make a statement ?—A No, sir; I don’t think there is. 

Q Have you stated all that you know about that occurrence here 
A. Yes, sir; all that came to my personal knowledge. 

. Was the house in which you were living that night fired into?— 
A. ere was one shot through the upper story. I was told by Mr. 
Rendall that it went through the mosquito bar. 

Q. Have you seen the mark of the shot since that time?—A. No; 
I have not examined it. I saw it from a distance. 

Q. I call your attention, Mr. Sanborn, to “ Exhibit A,” which is a 
fire-insurance plat of that portion of the city of Brownsville adjacent 
to the fort, and ask 32 whether this building located at the corner 
of Elizabeth street and the road is the building in which you were on 
that evening?—A. That is exactly the location of the building; that 
plat may have been made before the house you refer to was built, but 
that is the location exactly. [Indicated by figure 1. 

Q. Calling your attention to this building marked “1” on the plat, 

ur bedroom is in what portion of that building?—A, The rear por- 
fon of that building marked “ 1’,” toward the fort. 

Q. And where was the place that you sat while you watched the 
aera assemble?—A. The door, midway in the front portion of the 

uilding. 

ý Pacing toward the barracks ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Both of those are located on the first floor ?—A. Yes, sir. 

F. A. H. SANBORN, 
Tun STATE OF TEXAS, County of Cameron, ss: 

F. A. H. Sanborn, being first duly sworn, — and says that he 
has read the foregoing testimony by him subse „ and that the same 
is true of his own knowledge, except as to those matters therein stated 
upon information and belief, and that as to those matters he believes 


em to be true. 
F. A. H. SANBORN. 


Subserlbed and sworn to before me this 27th day of December, 1906. 

[SEAL.] Louis KOWALSKI, 

Clerk District Court, | Cameron. County, Ter. 
* 


* * 
Herman Schrieber was first duly sworn a . A. P. Blocksom, and, 
upon being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows : 

. What is your full name?—A. Herman Schrieber. 

. Do you live in the town of Brownsville ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. How old are you?—A. I am 20 now. 

. What is your occupation?—A. I just get work here any place; 
have no set trade. 

. You live with your mother, Mrs. Wallace, at the corner of Fif- 
teenth and Washington streets?—A. Yes, sir. 

9 And were living there on the 13th of August, 19067—A. Yes, sir. 

In 


. In what room were you sleeping on that night?—A. I was sleeping 

he southwest corner room, toward the garrison. 

Were you asleep at the time the shooting commenced ?—A. No, sir. 

Were you in bed at the time?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Now, you may state what gm heard there that night.—A. Just 
about ten minutes of 12, when the first shots were fired, I got out of 
bed and walked out on the corner of the sidewalk; I could see them 
firing toward the river into the town, 

Q. Where were the men that were doing the firing standing?—A. In- 
sichs the garrison wall; between the barracks and the garrison wall, in- 
side. 

. Where were you standing at that time?—A. I was standing right 
onae the house, about 15 feet from the gate of the house where I was 
st 


r3; About how many shots did you see fired at that time?—A. Couple 
of volleys. 

Q. What did you do then?—A. While I was standing out there I heard 
two bullets buzzing by; I heard it bit something, and as I thought it 
was right by me I went back into the house. 


Q. That was the first time you supposed that the le who were 

doing the firing were firing ball cartridges ?—A. Yes, ot p 
. Before that what did you think it meant?—A. I did not know 
what it meant or what it was about. 

Q. But when you heard this bullet come into the vicinity of your 
house 5 7 then went back into your house?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Did you hear firing after that?—A. Yes, sir. 
From what direction ?—A. Like it was coming up toward town. 

Q. Can you locate more particularly, from the sound of the shootin, 
that it was comi up toward town ?—A. It seemed to be right abou 
that alley between Washington and Elizabeth streets. 

2 You went back into the house then and stayed there all night?— 

. Yes, sir. : 

. With your mother?—A. Yes, sir. 

. I presume that she was quite frightened also?—A. She was. 

5 y did you not go out on the street after that to see what had 
happened ?—A. My mother would not let me. 

. In other words, from what you and she had seen that night, you 
Sonata that there was something unusual happening in town?—A. 

es, sir. 

„ And she felt that it was not safe for you to be out?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Now, did you hear any noises other than the firing over at the 
garrison on that night?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Describe that noise—A. They were saying something about 
Where is that damn stuff,“ or,“ Get it agoing.” 
ing has were you when you heard them say that?—A. I was walk- 

n the house. 

Q. That was after you had been out on the sidewalk listening to the 
firing ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you tell where the persons were who said, “ Get that damn 
stuff,” or something similar to that?—A. It sounded to me as if it was 
in the second quarters from the river. 

. You did not know what they meant?—A. No, sir. 

. Could you tell whether or not there were soldiers out upon the 
porches of the barracks at that time?—A. No, sir; I never noticed; it 
was a little dark at the time. 

Q. Did you hear anything that would indicate that there were sol- 
diers?—A. Yes; I heard walking on the porches. 

S Q. = say you heard runn up and down on the porches?—A. 
es, sir. 

Q. And then you went inside?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About how long after the first firing that you heard—and that 
was while you were in the house—did the bugle sound?—A. It came 
right after the shots. 


Tre State or TEXAS, County of Cameron, 88: 

Herman Schrieber, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he 
has read the foregoing testimony by him subscribed, and that the same 
is true of his own knowledge, except as to those matters therein stated 
upon information and belief, and that as to those matters he believes 


them to be true. 
HERMAN SCHRIEBER. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of December, 1906. 
(sEAt.] Lovs: KOWALSKI, 
Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Tex. 

2. Testimony with reference to the course of the raiders from the Gar- 
rison road, up the alley to Fourteenth street, where they shot into the 
Cowen house, the Garza house, and the rear of the Leahy Hotel. 

Mrs, Anna Adrienne Cowen was first duly sworn by Maj. A. P. 

Blocksom, and, upon being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows: 
8. wear is your full name?—A. Anna Adrienne Cowen. 

Q 


HERMAN SCHRIEBER. 


frs. Cowen, you live in the city of Brownsville ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. And you live with your husband and your family in your dwell- 
ing house on Fourteenth street next to the alley?—A. Yes; for nearly 
twenty years. 

Q. You were in your house on the night of August 13, 1906?—A. Yes, 


r. 
Q: I believe that a party was taking place in your house during the 
early part of that evening and until late ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. party of young people? — A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About what time did the children leave your home on that 
evening ?—A. After taps; they wanted to acre! until 12, but one or two 
that lived farther away had to leave earlier; they went after 11 o'clock, 

Q. You remember the shooting that occurred in the vicinity of your 
home on that evening ?—A. 3 

Q. When the firing first commenced, where were you in your house 
ae Bod sitting right here at the end of the dinner table where I am 
8 g now. 

Q. That is, in the middle room in the rear of your house?—A. Yes. 

Q. Where were your children at that time?—A. I had three lying in 
that room [indicating], west of the dining room. 

Where were the rest of the children?—A. My boy was in his 
room, the one east of the dining room nearest the alley, and the baby 
was sitting in his chair in my bedroom, the northwest room. 

. Now, Mrs. Cowen, where was the shooting located?—A. Un- 
deniably in the post. I knew from the start that it was the negroes 
and that it was a riot, I thought, between the Mexican police and the 
soldiers, and that they had had a clash. 

Q. Now, with reference to your home, in which direction did the 
firing appese to be?—A. The firing seemed to be from the direction of 
the post—did not seem, I knew it. 

1 5 About how many shots did you hear before they came near you?— 
A. Ten or more, 

Q. Did you still remain in your dining room?—A, Yes; until the 
shooting came right to us in the o 

Q. You did not see the soldiers A. No, sir. 

. Did you hear them ?—A. No, sir. 

8. Now, will you go on and state just what happened here in your 
house with respect to the firing?—A. Just as soon as the firing came 
right on us so that I could not be mistaken that they were shooting 
at our house, I gathered up the children and -hurried them under the 
bed in my room, the northwest room. We had had the windows o 
and my servant girl kept orng to close them during the firing. Eho 
saw the soldiers and she heard them talk, and she was at the door 
8 not 3 feet 


Where were you when the lamp on the table was shot out ?—A. In 


bedroom. 
. Was this dining-room light the only light in this room ?—A. Yes. 
. In what other rooms were there lights?—A. In the hall there 
was a large Rochester hanging lamp. 

. Was there a 12 5 in your boy’s room — A. No. 

. Was there a light in your front room?—A. No; in the hall; and 
one in my bedroom in the northwest part of the house. 


my 
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Q. And you were in there when the shooting was going on in the 
alley ?7—A. Yes; when they were firing directly on us—in there with 
my children. 

. You remained in there until after the last shot was over?—A. Yes. 


. Could you tell where the shots were going?—A. We could hear 
the bullets whizzing ; we could smell the powder, and were almost sufo- 
cated by it, and it seemed as if the walls themselves shook. 

Qq Where did the firing seem to be after it had ceased in the alley ?— 
A. I concluded that they ran uptown. 

Q. And you did not hear an firing uptown, then, after the 3 
8 Drea I could not tell you of any more than what happen 
n my house. 

Q. When did you make an examination of the bullet holes in your 
house: —A. When this lamp was blown out the girl crawled to my 
bedroom and said nothing about the lamp, but she did remark to me, 
“They have broken the wardrobe glass,” and when the firing stop 
she got up, went to the front door and looked out, and I heard voices 
across the street, and I called out, Oh, Katie, is that you?” and I 
said, “ We have nearly been killed over here,” and I thought then that 
i ranog had been the only thing struck. We had not gotten up 
at all. 

_ Q. Did you and the children then go over to the Leahy Hotel ?—A. 
Yes; and stayed there all night. 

. When did you come over and make an examination ?—A. That same 
night, about 1 o'clock or so in the morning. 

. Now, Mrs. Cowen, will you state where the bullet holes are located 
in your dining room and in your boy's bedroom?—A. There are about 
ten in my boy's room, about 4 or 5 feet from the ground. Five shots 
are within 2 or 3 inches of each other. 

g: That is, in the east window of your boy's room?—A, Yes, sir. 

. With respect to the dining room, where are they ?—A. There is one 
the same height, about 4 feet. It came through the window and broke 
the glass and then broke the lamp on the dining-room table. That came 
from the alley. These shots, when they came into these rooms, traveled 
from one room to the other. 

Q. And they went through the various partitions of the house?—A. 
Yes. There are ten bullet holes in the children’s room (southwest corner 
of the house), four over their bed, about 6 feet above the floor. 

. Now, these bullet holes that we see in the children's bedroom were 
evidently made by the same bullets that entered the house through your 
boy's room ?—A. Yes; I 8 so. 

Q. And about how many bullets entered these three rooms of your 
8 We counted ten in all. Then we have several in the fence 
outside. 

. Now, the next morning, did you find any bullets in the house?— 

es; several. I found these [exhibiting several battered bullets] 
in the different rooms. 

Q. Now, Mrs. Cowen, you do not know, of your own knowledge, as 
to who did this shooting?—A. No; I know it was soldiers, but do not 
know which ones. 

Q. You make that statement from the fact that you heard the firing 
over at the barracks?—A. Oh, 3 

. And they came up the alley?—A. Yes, sir. 

And you got into that further room as soon as you realized what 
was gy Yes, sir. 

Q. You had no idea, until the glass was broken in the door of the 
wardrobe in your room, that they were firing on your house?—A. Oh, 
yes; we heard the bullets whizzing around, and the smell of powder 
was fierce. I knew that the bullets were coming in. I just felt like 
the next one was going to strike us, and I knew that the bullets were 
going inside of the house. s 

Q. Have 2 any idea why the soldiers fired into your house on that 
evening ?—A. Simply because we happened to be the best target, was 
more accessible to the post, and our doors were open, and from the 
street ther could see everything that was going on in our house. 

Q. Neither you nor your husband nor any of the children had had 
any trouble with them?—A. No; never. The soldiers would often 
give my children bait when they would go fishing. and were very 

fendly. They never molested us and we saw very little of them; it 
was simply that we afforded them a good target that they shot at our 
house. e had just been home twelve days from San Antonio. 

Q. Have you stated all that you know, of your own knowledge, with 
reference to what took place here in your house on the evening of the 
13th of August, 19067—A. Yes, sir. I was in my full senses and 


knew just what happened. 
Mrs. ANNA ADRIENNE COWEN. 


THE STATE OF Texas, County of Cameron, 88: 

Mrs. Anna Adrienne Cowen, being first duly sworn, deposes and 
says that she has read the foregoing testimony by her subscribed, and 
that the same is true of her own knowledge, except as to those matters 
therein stated upon information and belief, and that as to those matters 
she believes them to be true. 

Mrs. ANNA ADRIENNE COWEN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of December, 1906. 

[sEaAL.] Louis KOWALSKI, 

Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Tex. 

Gertrude Cowen (daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Cowen) was first duly 
sworn by Maj. A. P. Blocksom, and, upon being examined by Mr. Purdy, 
testified as follows: 

. Your name is Gertrude Cowen?—A. Yes, sir. 

. How old are you?—A. Seventeen. 

. You were at your home on the night of the 13th of August, 
1906 -A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, will you go on and state, in your own words, all that you 
know about the shooting that took place here in the vicinity of your 
Bome on that night?—A. I was sitting in the dining room when the 

ring began. 
Q. Where was the firing located?—A. It sounded like it was inside 
the garrison; it was very fast. The servant girl closed the dining- 
room door and we ran around in the house, and the firing still 
sounded like it was in the alley; and then mamma told us to get under 
the bed and to pray to God to save us. 

Q. So all you children got under the bed?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Now, you heard shooting in the alley here to the east of your 
house ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. A number of shots?—A. Yes, sir. 
there were so many. 

. And you did not attempt to count them, of course ?—A. No, sir. 
. Gertrude, did you see the glass taken out of the wardrobe door 
this morning in the northwest room ?—aA. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was found in back of the glass—between the glass and the 
wood ?—A. That bullet that you have in your hand, marked with a 
star on the rear end of it, 


We could not count them, 


Q. Who else was present at the time this bullet was found?—A. 
Eva, Major Blocksom, and papa. 

GERTRUDE COWEN. 
THE State or Texas, County of Cameron, 88: 

Gertrude Cowen, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that she 
has read the foregoing testimony by her subscribed, and that the same 
is true of her own knowledge, except as to those matters therein stated 
upon information and belief, and that as to those matters she belleves 
them to be true. 

GERTRUDE COWEN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of December, 1906. 

[SEAL.] Locis KOWALSKI, 

Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Ter. 


Louis Harold Cowen (son of Mr. and Mrs. Cowen) was first duly 
sworn by Maj. A. P. Blocksom, and, upon being examined by Mr. 
Purdy, testified as follows: 

Q. What is your name?—A. Louis Harold Cowen. 

Q. You are the son of Mr. and Mrs. Cowen?—A. Yes, sir. 

5 How old are you, Harold? — A. Eighteen. 
vee Ton were at your home on the night of the 13th of August?. 

es, sir. 

Q. And you were just recovering from an attack of typhoid fever at 
that time ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You had been at the party that evening?—A. Yes, sir. 

$ Did you hear any shooting that night?—<A. Yes, sir. 

. Where were you when the shooting first commenced?—A. In my 
room, which is the southeast room in the house. 

Q. From which direction was the shooting?—A. It seemed to me 
like It was by the alley over toward the barracks. 

Q. About how many shots did you hear fired?—A. I did not count 
them; there were a many. They were shooting one right after 
the other in rapid succession. 

Q. What were 15 gong at the time?—A. I was sitting down un- 
dressing when I first heard the shooting. 

Q. What did you do then?—A. I went to the dining-room window 
and started to look out, but mama said for me not to and I didn't. 
When 5 heard that the shooting was coming nearer I came to the dining- 
room door. 

Q. When the shooting kept coming nearer you went into the front 
room ?—A. Yes, sir. 

And from there to the northwest room, your mother's room, and 


laid on the floor?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where was the shooting ing on about that time?—A. They 
were shooting by Mr. Yturria’s house in the alley, at the rear of our 
house, and each shot seemed to come nearer. 

5 X one, you were afraid that they might shoot into your house 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you hear any shooting after the parties got up to the east 
of your house, in the alley?—aA. Yes, sir. 

d. About how many shots did you hear from them —A. I don't 
know, exactly; I guess about thirty. 

Q. Did you know that your house was being shot into then?—A. No; 
I didn’t have much idea what was being shot into. 

Q. Where did the shooting appear to proceed to from there —A. It 
seemed to me like I could hear one or two shots in front of our house, 
at the corner. The one that came from the corner was the one that 
wen into mama's bedroom and broke the glass in the wardrobe door, 

nk. 

Q. Then, after the shooting was over, where did you go?—A. Over 
to Mrs. Leahy’s hotel, partly undressed—all of us went over—and 
stayed all night. 

. Now, you have examined the bullet holes through these rear 
rooms, can you state, approximately, how many bullets entered the 
house ?—A. About ten, that I could count. 

Q. And those bullets have apparently gone through every room ex- 
cept the parlor ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many rooms in the house were shot into?—A. Five. 

Q. About what distance (height) from the floor did these bullets 
apparently go?—A. They were from about 3 feet to 5 feet high. 

Q. How many om were in the house when this shooting oc- 
curred ?—A. Six of the family and the servant girl. 

Q. You haye stated all that you know, Harold, with reference to 
what took place on that night?—A. Yes. 

. You, of course, were all very much frightened at the time the 
shooting ‘started; and was your father away at the time?—A. Yes; 
uptown. 


Tue STATE or TEXAS, County of Cameron, 88: 

Louis Harold Cowen, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that 
he has read the foregoing testimony by him subscribed, and that 
the same is true of his own knowledge, except as to those matters 
therein stated upon information and belief, and that as to those mat- 
ters he believes them to be true. 


Loris H. Cowen. 


Lovis H. COWEN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of December, 1906. 
(SEAL. ] Louts KOWALSKI, 
Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Tez. 
Mrs. Katie Emma Leahy was first duly sworn by Maj. A. P. Block- 
som, and, upon being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows: 
Q. What js your ll name ?—A. Katie Emma 3 
. And you reside in the city of Brownsville?—A. Yes, sir. 
. How long have you lived here?—A. I have lived here since Janu- 
ary, 1870. 
t . When were you married ?—A. I was married in 1886. 
. Who was your husband?—A. Michael Leahy. 
Q. Was he a soldier?—A. Yes, sir. 
= ob cas regiment 7—A. I believe it was the Eighth United States 
avairy. 
Q. Was your husband in business here after he left the Army! 
A. Yes; he ran a saloon. 
Q. You have charge of a hotel here, do you not?—A. Yes, sir; I 
have been in that business about a year and nine months. 
Q. Your hotel is located at the corner of Elizabeth and Fourteenth 
streets ?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And the rear of your hotel abuts on the alley between Elizabeth 
and Washington strects?—A. Yes, sir. 
And y opposite Mr. Cowen's house on Fourteenth 


18 directi, 
street ?—A. Yes. 
Q. Were you in Brownsville on the night of the 13th of August, 


1906?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Do you remember the shooting that occurred in this city on tha 
night TA. Yes, sir; it is something never to be forgotten. Dya z 
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cen Where were you at the time the shooting first began?—A. In my 
room. 

Q. And where is that located?—A. In the rear of my hotel, not very 
far from the alley, but facing on the yard. 

Q. Do you know what time it was when you first heard the firing on 
that night?—A. Yes; it was five minutes of 12 by my clock. 

Q. You had retired at that time?—A. No; I had just wound my 
clock when the shooting began, and I left my room and ran 4 to that 
window [indicating; the house referred to was just across the street 
from where testimony was being taken], and saw four of the shots as 
Der were fired. They shot nine—I counted then thirteen 
and then a volley, and I went downstairs again and told my sister not 
to let the children get out of bed, and then walked out on the front 
street to see where the firing was. I knew the negroes were 3 
bullets—I walked out on Elizabeth street and they flew around me. 
Tat capo tide and stayed in that window findicating] and saw 

em shoo 

. That was the window of the room where Judge Park was?— 
A. No; this was a separate room. When I went upstairs, he had not 
gotten up. I went back upstairs and hollered to him that the negroes 
were apt e Poe the town. ‘Then he got up and went to his window, 
and so did . Elkins. There were three windows facing on Four- 
teenth street. 

95 In whose room was the window in your hotel nearest the alley, 
facing on Fourteenth street?—A. Mr. Elkins’s. 

z o The second window from the alley was in whose room?—A. Judge 
ark's. 
1 And the third window from the alley was in a vacant room?— 


es. 

Q. That is the window you went to and looked out in the first in- 
stance?—A. Yes. 

Q. And the second time you went back upstairs did you go to the 
same window?—A. Yes; to the same window, and saw the soldiers 
shooting from the galleries of the barracks. T had a clear view from 
the window of two-thirds of the quarters—the second barracks. I 
don't know what company was in there. I stood there watching 
them for some minutes shooting, and saw them move back and forth; 
saw the flash of the guns from the barrels, and heard two distinct 
voices, which I believe was the voice of cers. One said: “Cease 
firing ;" the other, Stop shooting.” 

ow long was this after the first firing you heard when you 
were In your bedroom ?—A, Ten minutes afterwards, at least; it could 
not have been less, 

Q. Did you hear any firing up the alley near the rear of your 
hotel?—A. I saw them firing at the Cowen house; that is, at the 
corner of Fourteenth street and the alley, but I did not know they 
were shooting at the Cowen house; I could only see the flash of the 

. I could not see them; this is the alley east of Mr. Cowen's 
apse I could not see the men then; all I could see was the flashes 

e guns. 

Q. Did you see any men come out of the alley?—A. I saw them 
stop at that tree [indicating] and fire one volley, and then stopped 
in the middle of the street and fire another, and then another—three 
volleys in the middle of the alley. There was a mudhole there and 
they went around it. 

4 When the men crossed from the entrance of the alley by Mr. 
9 across Fourteenth street, could you see them at that 

me ?—. es. 

Q. How were they dressed?—A. In khaki uniforms; some with blue 
shirts on and the others had the whole yellow uniforms. I counted 
six and then ten; there was a distance of about 6 feet from the six to 
the ten. I could see the blue barrels of the guns, and they looked 
about 71 feet long. I could see distinctly that they were negro men 
dressed in the uniform of soldiers. 

Q. Now, after the shooting took place there in the alley by Mr. 
Gowen's house and in front of his house, did you hear any firing up 
the alley toward town?—A. They held up and stopped im the middle 
of the street; one mumbled and the other A out very clear and 
distinct and said: “ Keep ahead and shoot to the front.“ 

. Who was at the window there at that time?—A. Mr. Elkins, 
Ju Park, and myself. Judge Park could not recognize them because 
he did not have his glasses on. 

Q. Judge Park has since died, has he not? —A. Yes, sir; died about 
two weeks after this occurred. 

. After they left your side there in front of Mr. Cowen's house 
and to the rear of your hotel, did you hear any firing then up the 
alley ?—A. When I ran over for Mr. Cowen's family the men were 
shooting up the alley; not as far up, though, as the Miller Hotel. 

. You came down after you saw them go into the alley and went 
across to Mr. Cowen's house and brought Mrs. Cowen and her family 
over to your hotel?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During this time was there any firing still going on over toward 
the barracks?—A. Not after the men left the barracks, no; not that 


. How many of the men did you see come back ?—A. Six. 

Where did you see them?—A. Running down the same alley in 
the direction of the barracks. 
Meus sna they were dressed in the same way?—A. I could not see 

em then. š 

Q. Then you could only see them in the first instance by the flash 
of their guns ?—A. Yes, sir; there were three volleys of shot, which 
gave me a very clear and distinct view of them. therwise I could 
not have recognized them. . 

Q. From your position in the window When they came back, as 
there was no shooting then, e could not tell whether they were 
soldiers, but you imagined ey were the same parties?—A. Yes; 
after those men went back, those six that I could see ran; when they 
were going they were in a half-stooping position. 
= ou could see their position?—A. Yes, sir. When they came 
back they were standing straight and running very fast, but going 
down they were not running very fast. 

Q. When they were coming back you could only see the objects, 
but could not tell whether or not they had on khaki uniforms ?—A. 
No; but I could see that they had something across their shoulders. 


Q. Now, Mrs. Leahy, did any police officers come down to your 
house that evenin A. Yes; two police came by and asked where 
the fire was. I said: It is not a fire; the n 
the town.” I asked them to jump inside the gate, and I put them in 
a room. N 
. Where were you?—A. I was in the window. 

. Where were the policemen when they asked where the fire 
was?—A. On the Fourteenth street sidewalk. 
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Q. At that time the soldiers had not come into view by the alley 
from the Cowen house ?—A. No; not then. 

Q. And you were watching from the window in the direction of the 
barracks ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. The fire, then, was over in the barracks?—A. No; it was over 
the wall; that's why I pos the police in my house. 

Q. Did you call to the police to come inside of your house?—A. 

Q. Who were these two officers?—A. I could not give you their 
names. My sister knows them. I don’t know any except 

Q. How long did they remain in your house that night?—A. Oh, 
about two hours—well, so long that I forgot all about them being 
there. Mr. Park said afterwards that two fA apace were missing 
one Pipe thought they must have been killed as they could not be 

‘ound. 

Q. After you called to these policemen to come into your house did 
you go downstairs?—A. Yes; I went down and put them into a room 
and then went back up to the window. 

Q. And that is the time you saw the shooting toward the Cowen 
house ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, after the firing had all ceased, do you remember the inci- 
dent of the squad of soldiers coming ont from the fort and going up 
town?—A. Yes; I was out there (indicating) ; I did not see them 
when they went out after the shooting. went downstairs and 
walked out to the side gate and said: “ There's the squad of soldiers 
coming back.” There was an officer with them, but I did not recog- 
nize him. I saw Dr. Joe and Fred Combe, but as they passed me 
they looked at me ve 9 and remarked: “ We will wipe 
out of the town every white man before we are through with it.” I 
was standing at the gate, and they came right between the tree there 
[indicating] and me. 

Q. Do you know whether they could see you at the time?—A. 
Yes; certainly. I had a lantern, and they could see me just as plainly 
as you see me now. 

Q. Was the squad at that time halted in front of your hoùse?—A. 
No; they were going by. I saw no officers, but was told afterwards 
that there was an officer with them. 

Q. You have stated, in substance, all that yon saw or heard there 
on that night, have you? And you can't ink of anything else 
that would be material or would throw any light on this difficulty ! 
A. No; that is what I saw the night of the shooting. It lasted 
twenty-five minutes, to my knowledge, and if there was one shot 
there were five hundred. My house was shot into, but I think by 
stray bullets. 

9 In what portion! — A. In the back part of the kitchen. 


. Lower or upper — A. About midway. 
. You had never had any difficulty of any kind with the troops 
that were stationed here? —A. No, sir; I never > 
we Did you hear the bugle call?—A. Yes; but I did not know what 
was, 
Q. Then you do not know when it was, with reference to the fir- 
ing ?—A. Yes; it was quite a little while after I heard the men cease 


firing. 

Q. The bugle call was before these men went up the alley ?—A. 
ad an nated just about the time the men went up the alley I heard 
the bugle call. 

. That was over in the barracks?—A. Yes; it sounded like it was 
facing the parade ground. After that I could hear the men and see 
them running up and down the porches—the galleries of the barracks. 

Q. There were lights in the windows of the barracks?—A. Yes, sir, 

Karin B. LEAHY. 
Tun STATE or Texas, County of Cameron, ss: 

Mrs. Katie Emma Leahy, being first duly sworn, deposes and says 
that she has read the foregoing testimony by her subscribed, and that 
the same is true of her own knowledge, except as to those matters 
therein stated upon Information and belief, and that as to those mat- 
ters she believes them to be true. 

KATIE E. Leary. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of December, 1906. 

[SEAL] Lobis KOWALSKI, 

Clerk District Court, Cameron County, Ter. 

Mrs. Eleanor Parks, was first duly sworn by Maj. A. P. Blocksom, 
and, upon being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows: 

. What is your full name?—A. Mrs. Eleanor Parks, 

. Mrs. Parks, you live in the city of San Antonio?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And your husband was Judge Parks, of Brownsville?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Hew long is it since you, your husband, and family lived in 
Brownsville?—A. It has been four years last August. 

. How long did you live in Brownsville before coming to San An- 
tonio?—A. Six years. 

. What was your husband's business?—A. A lawyer and attorney. 

. And where did he practice law?—A. He practiced law, I might 
say, all over the State of Texas. 

Q. And was engaged in the practice of law how long?—A. About 
twenty-five years. 

Q. Was your husband, Judge Parks, in Brownsville on the night of 
the 13th of. August, 1906?—A. Yes, sir. 

. I presume he was there on professional business?—A. Yes, sir, 
Tle had just returned to Brownsville from San Antonio. 

Did you, Mrs. Parks, shortly after the shooting affray in Browns- 
ville on the night of the 13th of August, 1906, receive a letter from 
your husband relative to that shooting ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Is that the letter which you have just shown to me?—A. Yes, sir. 

The letter is as follows: 

fice of W. N. Parks, attorney at law, federal equity practice a spe- 
5 clalty. Practice in all courts, State and Federal. 

BROWNSVILLE, TEX., August 15, 1906. 

Dran Mama: I did not write you yesterday, because that was no 
time to do so. The entire city is up in arms. I ig 8 you have seen 
in the papers what the negro soldiers did. Night before last, between 

1 p. m. and 12, the negroes came out of the garrison in great force 
and began a bombardment of the town. It was a terrible affair. They 
fired several hundred shots along the streets near the garrison line 
into the houses and everywhere „ utterly regardless of the families 
in the houses; then they came on up the alley between Mrs. Louis 
Cowan's house and the Yturria place where we lived; between 
two houses they halted and shot about a dozen or more shots through 
Louis Cowan's house, shattering the large mirror in her wardrobe, 
and also shot a chiffonier all to pieces in another room, and still in 
another room shot another wardrobe or piece of furniture tq pieces, and 
even shot the lamp chimney off the lamp and put the lamp out, — 


e 
many other shots were fired through the house. It was a mira 


1907. 


that the children and Mrs. Cowan were not killed; but while they 
were shooting near the iras and coming up the alley, Mrs. Cowan 
hid the children under the beds, havi: them lay flat down, and she 
also cronched flat down on the floor; this is all that saved them. 

I was in 2 room at Leahy Hotel—the first room on the left 
as you up the stairway—and from the window saw the whole thing, 
but could not tell they were shooting in the house, and I had no arms 
whatever to do ag Go with, and I had done anything they would 
have stormed the hotel and killed everyone in it. hey then marched 
on up the alley, shooting at everything in sight, until niy got to the 
Miller Hotel, which ee to bombard in great shape, shoot- 
ing at every window where a light was visible. But I forgot to say 
that before they left the corner of Mrs. Cowen's place, they fired a 
couple of shots into the Leahy Hotel, but eer did not go throu the 
brick. walls, At the bom ment of the Miller Hotel the police at- 
tempted to attack them, but the brave and valiant {?) Brownsville 
police were put to flight in a very few seconds, and the lieutenant of 
police Joseph Dominguez, the same man who was shot by Baker, the 
soldier I defended and cleared a couple of years ago, had his horse 
killed nnder him and his right ha shot all to pieces, and which 
necessitated amputation of the hand and part of the arm; then they 
went on up the alley, and in the old Jagon place, where a saloon is 
kept, they in from the alley and killed the barkeeper, a very good 
young man named Frank Natus; they proceeded around on Elizabeth 
street and shot up all the houses; in another part of the town, around 
near old lady Sauder's store, in one of her neat cottages, where Fred. 
Starck lived, they fired eight shots throngh the bedrooms, but Mrs. 
Starck had had all of the children to lle down on tke floor, and were 
thus saved. Many other residences were shot Into, among them old 
man Rendall's, one shot passing just over him as he laid in bed. It 
was a fearful night, no one expecting such a thing, and no one being 
propazod to meet the occasion. When they got tired, they returned 
o the garrison. Yesterday we had a mass meeting of the people. and 
some steps were taken to investigate the matter and arrange some sort 
of defense, but practically nothing was done. 

I am of opinion that there is great danger of another and far worse 
outbresk. e negroes were mad because they were not allowed to 
drink at saloons beside the white people. Several of them had been 
knocked over the head with pistols by some of the valiant () people 
for very trivial cause, 

If another outbreak is made the results will be very serious indeed. 
Well, dear, there is nothing to write. So with much love and kisses for 
you and the children, I am, 

Lovingly, 

9: Mrs. Parks, did you receive this letter a few days after the date 
which it bears, viz. the 15th of August? — . Yes, sir; I think I have 
the envelope with the postmark. 

Q. ane you were here at your home in San Antonio at that time?—aA, 
Ves, sir. 

. Your husband is not living at the present time?—A. No, sir. 

. How long after the 13th of August did ke die?—A. He died on 
the 30th of August. . 

Here in Antonio?—A. No, sir; in Brownsville. 

. Did you receive any other letters from your husband. Judge 
Parks, giving an account of what took place on that nizht?—A. Yes, 
sir; I received three very lengthy letters. 

Q. What has become of those letters?—A. I destroyed them as I 
read them, 

Q. And this is the only letter which you have from him since this 
occurrence at Brownsville on the 18th of August in which he gave you 
au account of what took place on that night A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice that this letter is si „Papa.“ Will you state 
18 “al not that is the writing of your husband, Judge Parks 

res, sir. . 

Q. I presume, Mrs. Parks, that this being the last letter which you 
have from your husband you would like to have it returned to you at 
No. 101 Woodlawn avenue, San Antonio, Tex., when the Government 
has no longer any use for it?—A. Yes, sir. 


PAPA. 


Mrs. ELEANOR PARKS. 
THE STATE or Texas, County of Berar: 

Mrs. Eleanor Parks, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that she 
has read the foregoing testimony by her subscribed, and that the same 
is true of her own cor eie Ni ee to those matters therein stated 
upon information and belief, and that as to those matters she belleves 
them to be correct. 

Mrs. ELmanxorn Parks. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th oe of January, 1907. 

[sEaL.] . H. HART, 

Clerk United States District Court Western District of Teras. 
3 By A. I. CAMPBELL, 

: 0 Deputy. 
Mr. Hale Odin was first duly sworn Mr. Purdy, and, u bein, 
afterwards examined by him, testified 3 vig wg 5 

. Mr. Odin, what is your business ?—A. Land and immigration. 
. And how long have you been in that business?—A. “Thirty-one 
ears. 
9 . What is your age! — . fe e 
19 9 Apnea, parts of the Uni States does your business call ou? 

. To all parts. : 

g: What place do you rd as your home?—A. San Antonio, Tex. 

. How long have you lived here in this vicinity ?—A. About twenty 
yea 


rs. 

Q. Where were you born?—A. In Detroit, Mich., but came to Dallas, 

bana pote Pan parents while an infant. Graduated at Ann Arbor in the 
ass o 8 

. You are a married man? — A. Yes, sir. 

. What family have you! — A. A wife and five children. 

. They live with you, do they ?—A. Yes, sir; all except one. 

. Were you in Brownsville, Tex., on the night of August 13, 19062 


A. Yes, sir. 
& Wha long had you been there on that visit?—A. Six weeks. 
A. 


What members of your family accompanied you to Brownsville 

Q wife and five ar 1000 we a sik 

£ resume your business u you ore that t mak 
frequent: visits to Brownsville Bas Yes, sir. dle ji 
Are well acquainted with the people in Brownsville gener- 


ally ?—A. Yes, sir; very well. 
8. When you visited Brownsville on that occasion where did you 
stop ?—A. At the Miller Hotel. 
3. Mr. Odin, I will show you this t (Exhibit A), enn = 3 to 
e A. 


locate your room in the Miller Hotel (which is No. 5 on 
I the alley and Thirteenth street, second 


t was the room cornering on 
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8 How la is that room?—A. About 20 feet square. 

. What windows has it in it?—A. Two windows opening on the 

alley and two opening on Thirteenth street. 

i a wae Sg — that room with your wife on the 13th of August, 
?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what other members of your family were with you?—A. My 
five children. ` 

SA Were they all in that room?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Now, Mr. Odin, will you proceed to state, In your own words, 
og what you know about the shooting which occurred on that night 
n the city of Brownsville7—A,. At 11.55 p. m. on the night of the 
13th of August. 1906, I was sitting in the alley window of our room 
in the Miller Hotel, on the second floor, when I heard shots in the 
direction of the alley toward the fort. I noted the time—it was 5 
minutes of 12, and I counted about 60 shots before they arrived at our 
windows. During this time I called my wife, and immediately after 
she and my little boy came to the window we heard persons ge the 
run coming toward us in the alley from the direction of Fort Brown, 
and when they passed our windows I counted six negro soldiers, three 
abreast in two columns, with one soldier running alongside, who stopped, 
crossed the alley opposite our windows, and one large negro sol 
gave the order Hält!“ and said There he goes; shoot!" and they 
fired a volley. Immediately one other negro soldier joined them 
from the same direction from which the other seven had come. Then 
there were four more negro soldiers followed and joined the other 
eight, these four coming also from the direction of Fort Brown through 
the alley. Before the first soldiers arrived I noticed a large black dog 
running through the alley ahead of the soldiers, and su that it 
was a mad dog that they were chasing and shooting at. hen a second 
order was given to fire and they again to the left or toward the 
river. hen one large negro soldier stepped back to the center of the 
alley, slightly in the rear of the other eleven, and raised his gun, and 
at this time another volley was fired. Immediately following th rt 
the large negro with freckled face fired point-blank at us—Mrs, in 
and my son Lee and myself in the window. The ball from his rifle 
passed through the lower window sash and up into the ceiling in onr 
room and the jacket of the bullet fell back on the floor. 1 It u 
the next morning and later forwarded it to the Secretary War. e 
had a lamp in the room burning, but turned partly down. From the 
flashes of their guns we could see the soldiers distinctly and I discerned 
thelr uniforms and dress and the color of their faces and could hear the 
volces as the command to fire and other remarks were made. Seven 
of these soldiers had on thelr usual dark-brown uniforms; four were 
without jackets and one without a hat—was bareheaded. They all car- 
ried rifes and one carried a_revolver—possi two. The one that 
gave the order carried a revolver. When the two volleys were fired 
the large negro soldier, who gave the order, said “ We got that white 
s—— of a b——,,” and 3 after the shot that was In 
our window the other negro, who fired the shot at us, said “ W. 
another white bastard.” This was immediately following this 
directed at us when our little son fell back upon the floor as if 
and we picked him up. 

Q. What did you do then, Mr. Odin?—<A. We heard a heavy fall as 
of a horse or some animal and a groan, which sounded like the groan of 
a dying horse. Then we heard a scream from a man and immediately 
following this we heard somebody runnin northward up the street 
that faces the Miller Hotel, which is Elizabeth street. Then an order 
was given to “shoot this way,” and a volley was fired to the right on 
Thirteenth street. Then they crossed Thirteenth street, nearly to the 
opposite side, and fired a volley into the Miller Hotel from ‘Thirteenth 


street. 
Q. Where were you and your wife standing at that time?—A. I was 
standing at the window looking out on Thirteenth street, 

Q. You had left the window facing on the alley ?—A. Yes, sir; had 
just stopped across the room. 

Q. Who, if anyone, was with you at the window?—A. Mrs. Odin. 

Q. And where did you see these men at that time—where were they 
standing ?—A. They were nearly to the alley on Thirteenth street—-on 
the north side of Thirteenth street. 

Q. About how many men did you see there?—A. Twelve men. 

Q. Did you at that time stop to count them or was your estimation 
just made from the general appearance? —A. I saw them all pass over 
and I counted them and said to my wife, “ There are just twelve of 
them.” 

Q. Now. you may go on and state what rest oor then.— A. After 
firing at the Miller Hotel they passed northward up the alley—a part 
of them at least, 


Q. Did you see any £0 east on Thirteenth street?—A. No, sir; but 
of course some may have gone east on Thirteenth street without my 
having seen them. 

Q. Where did you hear firing then?—A. In about two minutes after 
they passed northward up the alley I counted five more shots, and in 
about two minutes thereafter twelve negroes Segre Polir appeared 
again going toward Fort Brown, and crossed eenth street and 
entered the alley at the rear of the Miller Hotel. 

Q. Going in what direction?—A. Going toward Fort Brown on 
doubla- qaick and passed out of sight. 

. Did ing after that?—A, I did not. 


u hear any more shoo 
So the last 1 you heart was up the alley, on the north 


side of Thirteenth street Tes, sir. 

Q. Now, when these soldiers were in Thirteenth street at the mouth 
of the . at the time they were doing the shooting into the Miller 
Hotel, cou d you see how they were dressed 7—A. eng sir; they were 
dene in brown uniforms and a broad-brimmed soft hat, such as the 
soldiers wear. 

. Now, Mr. Odin, at the time they were in Thirteenth street there, 
55 vou distinguish the kind of dress that they had on at any time 
other than when they were firing?—A. I come: when they were in 
Thirteenth street, but I could not when they got into the alley. 

Q. Then when they were in the alley, either to the north or to the 
south of Thirteenth street, you could not dist ish the way in which 
they were dressed, except by the flashes of their guns?—A.: We could 
tell them when they were at the rear of the Miller Hotel when they 
we Bat when th the str th 

. But when they were across the street, to the north ef Thirteenth 
street, you could not tell them except for the flashes of their guns, 
mes . oe 3 NO, — the lich = 

x you describe as nearly as you can the light, if any, that 
seemed to be upon these men during the firing that night in Thirteenth 
street, out of the alley ?—A. The lights from the s t lamps from 
Elizabeth and Washington streets gave us plenty of light to distin- 
guish a eas and their dress, and to tell distinctly that they 

Q. Did you have any difficulty at the time, Mr. Odin, in seeing the 
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faces of these men?—A. No, sir; for they were at times looking up 
directly toward the window. 
2. d you state positively that they were negroes?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And dressed in the uniform of United States soldiers such as 
were stationed at Fort Brown at that time?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, Mr. Odin, will you state as to the character of the voices 
of these men who spoke during the shooting?—-A. They spoke in the 
manner and vernacular of the negroes. If I had not seen them by 
the flashes from their guns, I would have known by their voices that 
they were negroes by the manner of their speech and accent. 

. Now, you state that you were sitting in one of the windows 
facing on the alley in the rear of the Miller Hotel, on the second floor, 
when you first heard shots that night?—A. Yes, sir. ? 

. In what direction were those first shots that you heard?—A. 
Down the alley, toward Fort Brown. 

Q. And from the time you heard those first shots until the time you 
heard the last shots to the north of Thirteenth street, in the alley, 
about how many minutes elapsed ?—A. About twelve minutes. 

Q. Did you, Mr. Odin, see the lieutenant of police, Dominguez, on 
that night ?—A. No, sir. 

Did you hear a horse going by on Thirteenth street in the direc- 
tion of Elizabeth street ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long was that before you heard firing or saw them firing in 
the alley at the rear of the Miller Hotel?—A. About a half minute. 

Q. Did you see any person on Thirteenth street during the time of 
this firing other than these colored soldiers? — A. No, sir. 

Q. Mr. Tillman has stated that he passed along Thirteenth street, 
going toward Washington street from Elizabeth, a short time before 
the tiring occurred in the vicinity of the Miller Hotel. Did you see or 
hear him?—A. I heard some one person pass up Thirteenth street. 

Q. But you did not see him?—aA. No, sir. 

. That was before the firing had aproached the alley toward the 
Miller Hotel ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I will ask you, Mr. Odin, whether you know where Mr. Starck’s 
house is located that was fired into that night?—A. No, sir. 

Q. I will show you this plat (Exhibit A) and point out to you the 
location of Mr. Starck’s house (which is No. 6 on this plat) on Wash- 
ington street between Twelfth and Thirteenth streets, and ask you 
Saree you heard any firing in that direction on that night?—A. I 

not. 

Q. After these men passed across Thirteenth street, going north in 
the alley, you heard some firing in the direction in which they had 
gone, did you not?—A. Yes, sir. 

. About how many shots?—A. Five. 

Where were you at that time?—A. I was standing at my window 
facing on Thirteenth street. 

Q. Did you remain at your windows during all this time or did you at 
times go back into the room with your wife and children and then re- 
turn to the window again?—A. I only left the window once during the 
time the shooting was going on, and that was during the time they 
are 7 ring north of us up the alley and while the soldiers were out 
of my sight. 

Q. When your little boy fell back into the room, what did you do 
then 7—A. My wife said, They have shot Lee,“ and I said, I reckon 
not; see if there is any blood on him;“ and he said. Mamma, I am 
not shot, but they came pretty near me.” I was standing at the north 

~ window at the time. 

Q. Where were your other children during this time, Mr. Odin? 
A. They were in bed, except our little girl, who was standing by our 


. 

Q. Was she with you while the firing was going on in the alley at 
the rear of the hotel?—A, Yes; standing behind us. 

Q. How old is she ?—A. Three years old. 4 

Q. Your other children were in bed, were they ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether they were asleep or not?—A. They were 
all awake, except the older one. > 

. How old is he?—A. Eleven years. 
. He did not awaken during all the firing?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Mr. Odin, as you sat at the window on the night of the 13th of 
August about 12 o'clock and heard the shooting down in the vicinity 
of Fort Brown and farther down the alley in the direction of the fort, 
did you anticipate at that time that there was any trouble or that the 
soldiers rere shooting into the houses in the city of Brownsyille?— 
A. No, sir. 

Q. After the soldiers reached the rear of the Miller Hotel did you 
anticipate that there was any trouble of any kind?—A. No, sir; not 
until they shot at the policeman. 

. And then, for the first time, you appreciated the fact that there 
was serious trouble?—A. Yes, sir. 

. How long after that was it that the shot was fired into your room 
facing on the alley ?—A. Immediately after that. 

> From the time when you heard the first shots until you heard the 
last ones that night was there anyone in your room other than the 
members of your family ?—A. Yes; Mr. Davis, the hotel clerk. 

Q. About what time did he come into your room during that shoot- 
ing: — A. He came into our room during the time that the soldiers 
were up the alley at the rear of Tillman's saloon. 

Q. Was he the only one in your room during the shooting?—A. Yes, 


sir. 

Q. So during the time that the soldiers disappeared up the alley 
goin, nee prepa had been in your room except the members of your 
family 7—A. No, sir. 

Q. And during that whole shooting did you or Mrs. Odin or any of 
your children leave your room: — A. No, sir. à 

Q. What light was there in your room that night when thë shooting 
commenced ?—A. A small oll lamp, turned partly down. 

ne * the jight turned down before any shooting commenced at 
all?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During the progress of the shooting was the light interfered with 
in any way by either you or your wife?—A. No, sir. 

s It was left in the same condition as when the shooting began ?— 
A. nen they left the alley going north my wife blew out the light. 

Q. Mr. Odin, from the time that the men appeared there at the rear 
of the alley until they disappeared in the alley across the street, and 
during the whole of that shooting, both into your room and at the 
officer going down the street, and the different volleys that you have 
spoken about, about how long a period of time elapsed, in your Jude. 
ment?—A. About one and one-half minutes, more or less, I should 


udge. 
; g I will ask you, from the direction of that shot which entered 
your room, where it must have been fi from: — A. From about. the 
center of the alley at the rear of the Miller Hotel. 

Q. Did you go into the room on the third floor immediately over 
your room that next morning?—A. No, sir. 


Q. You don't know, then, what became of that shot that went into 
the ceiling of your room?—A. No, sir. 

Q. How long after this occurred, on the night of the 13th of August, 
was it before you and your wife and family left Brownsyille?7—A. We 
left on the following morning, the 14th of August. 

1055 Where did you gó from there?—A. To Corpus Christi and San 
onio. 

Q. Haye you been back to Brownsville since that time?—A. No, sir. 

. Will you describe more particularly the condition of the window 
sash, the window out of which you were looking at the time the shot 
was fired on that night apparently at you and your wife?—A. The 
lower sash of the window was raised to the height of our heads, and 
we were looking out with the top of our heads underneath the sash, 
and there was a wire screen in the lower half of the window. I was 
at the left side of the window, Mrs. Odin next to me on the right with 
her head close to mine, and our little boy at her side, with his face 
against the window screen. The ball entered the screen, then went 
through the sesh, pana through it diagonally, and then went into the 
ceiling at about 4 feet from the rear of the room. Just before this shot 
was fired, the little boy raised up and said, Mamma, what is going on?” 
I said, “ They are shooting the mad dog,” and then the shot was fired 
into our window. 

Q. At the time this was fired into your window, will you state more 
particularly what you saw and heard in the alley ?—A. Immediately 
before this shot was fired into our window, the other soldiers fired a 
volley apparently down Thirteenth street to the left, and almost in- 
stantly the man who fired at us raised his gun and shot into our window 
and the flash from the other soldiers’ guns revealed his face plainly, 
3 up and shooting at us, and he exclaimed, “ We got another white 

stard. 

Q. Now, Mr. Odin, I will ask vou about the distance from your win- 
dow to the man who fired the shot at yon?—A. I should say from the 
end of his gun to our faces it was about 12 feet. 

„Do you recall anything else that happened there that night, con- 
cerning which I have not interrogated you, and about which you care to 
make a further statement ?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you before the grand jury or the citizens’ committee that 
investigated this affair?—A. No, * 

Q. Have you made any written or sworn statement to anyone other 
than the statement you make here to-day ?—A. No, sir; I have not. 

Q. Now, Mr. Odin, you have testified as to what you saw and heard 
there that night; I will ask you whether there has ever been any doubt 
* Jour mind as to whether those men were negro soldiers ?—A. Not the 
east. 

Q. You stated in the former part of your testimony that there were 
twelve negro soldiers in the rear of the Miller Hotel, and that you saw 
them and counted them. Will yon explain how you happened to count 
them there that night ?—A. Because the first six came up three abreast 
in two columns, with another negro at their side, making seven. They 
stopped at the mouth of the alley and then one by himself followed 
behind on the run as the other ones ahead, and directly four more came 
up two abreast on double-quick or on the run; that made twelve. 

Q. So, Mr. Odin, from the arrangement in which these men came 
up the alley you were at once enabled to make a calculation as to how 
many men there were there?—A. Yes, sir. 

8 Q. They were not all huddled together in a bunch or crowd?—A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Now you have stated that when the men came back afte 
firing had ceased up in the rear of Tillman's saloon that there wand there 
of them, and that you saw them out of your window which opens out 
onto Thirteenth street. I will ask you how you made that estimate 
as to the number?—A. Because they came three abreast in three col- 
umns and two abreast following behind, and one nearly at the front 
at the side. The three in front stopped about 10 or 12 feet from the 
mouth of the alley or in the street, by an order to halt. The next 
three were close benind them, also the next three, and also the remain- 
ing two, and the single one was nearly at the front of the first row of 
three. Then the second row filed up in line with the first, and the 
remaining six separated ubout 10 feet from them to the west, and they 
stopped in the same order, and they came down the alley. Then some 
order was given (I could not hear that distinctly), and they formed a 
line of six about 10 feet apart, and remained about six or eight seconds, 
apparently looking up and down Thirteenth street. Then they formed 
in columns of three again, and an order of march was given, and they 
passed toward the fort, across the street and down the alley on the 
opposite side from our window, and disappeared. 

. How were they marching—running or walking ?—A. They were 
on the double-quick; they started on the double-quick. But about the 
time they entered the alley they were running very fast. 

Q. Could you tell whether or not at that time they broke their forma- 
tion?—-A. Yes; I could see them as they passed along; they were in 
file as they passed out of sight. 

9 But at that time you state that they were running? —A. Yes, sir; 
and I heard them running after that. 

„Did you see them enter the alley at the rear of the Miller Hotel 
A. Yes, sir. I went over from the Thirteenth-street window to the 
rear-alley window and saw them as they passed out of sight. 

. And how far down the alley were they, about, when you lost 
sight of them?—A. About 15 or 20 feet down the alley from my win- 
dow, I should judge. 

. And that is the last you saw of them?—A. Yes, slr. 

. Mr. Odin, I will ask you whether you saw any empty shells In 
the streets of the city of Brownsville the next morning?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State under what circumstances.—A. I went into the alley about 
5 o'clock the next morning and picked up a handful of empty shells. 
I found these shells all the way from the middle of Thirteenth street 
and in the mouth of the alley and down the alley at the rear of the 
hotel and some of them near the mouth of the alley north of the hotel, 
and soon after this I met a policeman who had several shells in his 
hands and I gave him part of those I had, and presently (I don’t know 
how long) the mayor and several other citizens assembled, who also 
picked up a number of shells in the vicinity of the hotel. 

Q. What did you do with the shells that you picked up?—A. I gave 
them to the pager and to the mayor. I brought five home with me 
and I gave them to different people. I don’t remember to whom I gaye 
them. I gave them all away. 

. I will show you these empty shells and ball cartridges which were 
given into my 8 by the mayor and sheriff of Cameron County, 
and ask you whether the ones whic Ta picked up on the morning of 
the 14th of August in the streets of Brownsville in the vicinity of the 
Miller Hotel were similar to those?—A. Yes, sir; they appear to me 
to be the same. 

Q. Were you at home at the time that your wife made this statement 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. . 


to Mr. Stevens, and the clerk here at San Antonio a few weeks ago?— 
A. No, sir; I was in Nevada, Mo. 

Q. Do you think of anything else with reference to which you care 
to make a statement ?—A. I would like to explain that the reason I 


was so certain about the shooting and the identity of the persons who 
did it, and about the number of shots fired, is because I have all my 
life been in a country where there has been a great many town “ shoot- 
ups (that is what they call them), and been accustomed to hearing 
shooting in the frontier towns, 2nd on several occasions I have been in 
towns where there was a good deal of shooting done, that it became 
almost a habit that I kept pretty correct account of what happened. 
I was not alarmed or seared. In fact, I did not believe that there was 
anything serious happening until we heard the policeman’s horse fall 
and immediately saw the negro raise his gun and shoot into our window. 
Then for the first time I realized it was a town.“ Er “Be . — 


THE STATE OF TEXAS, County of Bexar, 88: aS eet 
Hale Odin, being first duly sworn, d and says that he 8 
read the foregoing. testimony by him su bed, and that the same 
is true of his own knowledge, orig rg to those matters therein stated 
upon information and belief, and t as to those matters he believes 
them to be true. 

HALE ODIN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th on of January, 1907. 

* : ed States Court Western District of Teras 

a urt. . 

wie Ga sh By A. I. CAMPBELL, Deputy. 


Mrs. Ethel M. Odin was first duly sworn by Maj. A. P. Blocksom, 
and, u being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows: 
‘our name is Ethel M. Odin?—A. Yes, sir, 
And you were with pe husband and family stopping at 
Miller Hotel in the city of rownsyville on the 13th of August, 1906 


es, sir. 
* Now, Mrs. Odin, I will ask you to go on and state, in your own 
sane just what you saw and heard there on that night.—A. About 12 
o'clock that night, the 13th of August, I was lying in bed with our lit- 
tle baby just a year old, and he was sick. I was giving him some medi- 
cine at the time, when Mr. Odin was standing in the window facing the 
alley. The shooting commenced down toward the fort, and Mr. Odin 
ealled to me to come to the window, and when I went I heard the 
negroes coming up the alley in our direction. So we stood and looked 
out and watched them come UR. and they commenced firing, and one 
negro said, There he goes," ‘irst, though, they said, “ Halt,” then, 
“There he goes, shoot,” and they commenced shooting, and they shot 
several shots, and directly I heard a horse go down the street toward 
the river and heard the horse fall, and the man cry out. I could not 
understand what he said, but directly heard him running up the street— 
the street in front of the Miller Hotel. They were firing all this time, 
and one of them exclaimed, We're got that of a „Just 
r 


the 
2— 


us 
then our little boy, sleeping in a bed right by the window, raised u 

and said, “ 3 what's goin, on?” I told him to keep still, and 
ust then one of the soldiers looked up and blazed away at me. Ou 
ittle boy dropped, as though he was shot, down onto the floor. My 
little boy was standing on foot of the bed, which made him almost 
as high as I was. I was standing at the foot on the floor. I picked 
him up and laid him back in another bed; went and turned the light 
down, which was partly down; in fact I guess I blew it out; yes, I 
blew it out; then went back to the other window facing on the alley. 
By the flash of their guns I could see all their faces plain, and the 
color of their clothes, which were soldiers’ uniforms. Some of them 
did not have on their coats. There were four of them that did not 
have on their coats—just in their and I there were two 
that had revolvers. I know there was one, and when he shot at me he 
said, “ We have another white bastard.” Then they started out into 
the middle of the street, and I walked across to the window on Thir- 
teenth street and stood just far enough back where I could see out of 
window, and mer turned around and shot up in the direction of the 
hotel. I do not know whether they shot at the hotel or not, but they 
shot in the direction of it. Then they started up the alley toward 
Tillman's saloon, and I watched them until they got out of sight. All 
this time I could see that they were negro soldiers, and were in the 
uniform of the soldiers; and directly I heard five shots in the direction 
of the saloon. Then they came running back toward the fort. 

Q. Mrs. Odin, I will ask P whether you saw them when they came 
back toward the fort?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q You may go on and describe just how Bes happened to see them 
and about how many there were and what they were doing and where 
you saw them.—A. When they were on Thirteenth street, the side of 
the hotel, they were standing still there when they were shooting, and 
I counted twelve of them, . Odin and myself, and when they came 
back in the direction of the barracks they were almost on a run. £ 
course, I did not count them then, but we could see all the time. ‘There 
was a dim light shining from both lamps at each corner there, so we 
could see the color of them and their dress. I just saw them when 
they back by there, and that was the last of them; they were 
not shooting then. 

. The last shooting that you heard on that night was up in the 

vicinity of Tillman's maior, De the alley?—A. Yes, sir; the five shots 
that were fired last, when the Mexican boy was killed. 
. Now, will Be: describe the size of the room which you and your 
husband occupied that night, and the location of the windows?—A. It 
was a large room, almos are. It had four beds in it, and four 
windows, two facing the alley, and two on Thirteenth street. The 
door to the room was open, with just a screen closed at the time of 
the shooting, and there was a dim light shining from the hall as well 
as from our room, and I suppose they could see that light, and they 
could see figures through the window. 

Q. Will you describe more . window in which you and 
io. little boy were standing at the e the man fired at you?—A. 

e sill was about 3 feet above the floor, and my little boy was stand- 
ing to the right of the window on the feot of his bed, and the end of 
the bed s just about a foot along the side under the window, and I 
stood to the right of Mr. Odin, and Mr. Odin stood at the left of me on 
the floor, and I had my head leaning against the sash. The window 
was up and there was a screen in the window when this negro looked 
up and shot. He was a speckled-face negro. 

Q. How could you tell that this negro that fired at you was a kled- 
face negro, as ae describe him?—A. Because he held his gun right u 
this way [pointing], and the flash of his gun was like a fire. You could 
see the spots on his face. I had never seen him before or since. 

Q. About how far were you away from him at the time he fired at 
vou A. About 12 feet from the muzzle of the gun he was pointing 


at me, I should judge, and-he shot right through the screen and through 
the window sash and through the shade and curtain—a dark-green 


curtai the bullet hg through atest and face 
smarted a little bit. I did not Hght any lamp t night, but looked 
at myself in the glass the next morning, and my face was wder 
burned and I used vaseline on it for about a week afterwards. stood 


just in the middle of the window and it passed right through the edge 


of my r. 

9: Did you see that night or the next morning any marks of that 
bullet which you said went through your hair?—A. About daylight I 
got up and went to the window and looked out and saw the hole in the 
window, through the screen and shade, and looked up at the ceiling and 
saw a pere of plastering was torn off, just directly over the dresser. 
The jacket fell back into the room, and I picked up the jacket and geve 
it to my husband, and I understand he sent it to the Secretary of War. 

Q. Did you hear any of these men talking in the alley at the time 
they were doing this shooting?—A. Yes, sir; they kept saying “ There he 
goes, shoot,” and we supposed at the time he was shooting at a dog. 

That was about the first conversation you heard?—A. Yes, sir. 

After that, what other conversation did you hear?—A. Nothing, 
except when they spoke about—when they said “ We've got that son of 
7 — yg and immediately after that, We've got another white 

stard." 

a Could you tell from that talk whether they were colored People or 
white people who did the shooting in the alley ?—A. Yes, sir; they had 
the accent of the negro. 

Q. At what place were these men standing when you had the best 
view of them?—A. Right at the mouth of the alley. 

: ae S which side of Thirteenth street? — A. The side toward the Mil- 
er Hotel. : 

Q. Was there anybody in your room other than the members of your 
family on that night?—A. No, sir; there was no one in the room, except 
after it was all over Mr. Davis, the night clerk, came up and asked us 
if they had shot into our room, and he was the only one that was in 
our room during that night. 

Q. Did you or your husband, or any member of your family, leave 
your room that night?—A. No, sir; except once when I step out into 
the court and went to Mrs. Moore's room and knocked on the door and 
asked how Mrs. Moore was. Mr. Moore said she was very sick in bed 
from the shock, and I returned to my room. 

Q. I presume that you were awake the greater part of the night ?—A. 
We never closed our eyes again until pots a We were afraid they 
would come back. Our little girl could not sleep for two weeks after- 
wards. It made her nearly have nervous prostration, and we left the 
next morning on the first train. 
wee ware you ever been back to Brownsville since that time?—A. 

0, sir. 

Q. Will you state how these men were dressed and the color of their 
clothing? — A. They were dressed in the uniform that the so 
wear—brown, and soft brown hats, and looked just as they always did 
when marching up the street, except four of them, who were in their 
shirts. The shirts that these men had on seemed to be a little lighter 
than their uniform. 

. Where was your husband standing in the room, as nearly as 
can remember, 8 the time this shooting was going on?—A. 
he was standing in the alley window farthest away from Thirteenth 
street, and he remained there until they had gone out on Thirteenth 
street and until that window was shot into, and then he ren to the 
other window 2 on the alley nearest Thirteenth street, and re- 
mained there until they went by the alley. Then after they came back 
he stepped to the window facing the alley and stood there and saw them 
go back in the direction of the fort. 

Q. Have you heretofore made any statement concerning what you 
saw of this shooting from your room in the Miller Hotel on that 
night ?—A. Yes, sir; I made a short statement. z 

Q. When and to whom?—A. About five weeks ago, to Mr. Stevens, 
and the county clerk, or deputy county clerk, Mr. Wilkens. 

Q. Where did you make that statement?—A. In my home, at 2320 
West Commerce street, in the city of San Antonio. 

Q. I will show you this paper which I hold in my hand, marked 
“Exhibit C,” and ask you to look at the signature and state whether 
you signed that statement ?—A. Yes, sir. 

The statement is as follows: 


Statement of Mrs. E. M. Odin. 


“I was at Brownsville, Tex., with my husband and family the night 
of the shooting. I was in my room at the hotel, in the second story, 
facing the alley, and heard some one running in the alley. I went to 
the raised window and looked ont and saw a number of negro soldiers, 
about twelve in number. They all had guns, and I noticed two of them 
had guns and also revolvers. Some of them were shooting at the time 
I reached the window and others were hollowing “Shoot him; there 
shots were directed at a man on a horse whom I 
recognized as a policeman. His horse was killed in front of the hotel, 
near the window of my room. I had a dim light burning in my room 
at the time, and the attention of the soldiers was directed to onr 
window, and when they saw my husband and myself they immediately 
open fire on us. One of the bullets struck the window sash about an 
inch from my head and passed 9 my hair and lod: in the wall; 
two other bullets came into room and lodged in the wall. About thirty 
shots were fired into the hotel. Next morning when I got gy found 
my face was powder burnt. When the soldiers came back they were 
running toward barracks and were firing ail the time. Some of them 
were in their blouses and bareheaded. All this took pisen between 11 
p. m. and 12 m. on that night. It was a very bright moonlight 
night. I am almost positive that I could identify some of the men. 
have one or two bullets that I took out of the walls of my room. One 
of the bullets I gave to Chas. F. Stevens. 
“Mrs. E. M. ODIN. 


“ Witnesses : 
“J. ED WILKENS. 
„CHAs. F. STEVENS.” 


Q. I will ask as to state under what circumstances you signed 
this paper marked “ Exhibit C,” and how it was taken down, just as 
nearly as you can remember?—A. Mr. Stevens and Mr. W. one 
day at noon. came out to our house, 2320 West Commerce, and told me 
that 0 had been sent out there to get a statement from me in re- 
pa to this affair. I hesitated to give it to them at first, and they said 
t was all right and went on and exp ed that you or some Government 
official was going to be at Brownsville and would be here in a short 
time, as I was inten to go away for a short time I gave them 
a short statement. They said they wanted to use it. 

Q. As you made the statement to them at that time, was it taken 


ou 


he goes.” 
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down in writing?—A. Les. sir; it was taken down in writing. Mr. 
Wilkens wrote it down, and he asked me if it was a bright moonlight 
night, and I told him I thought there was some moon; I could not say 
whether it was a bright moonlight or not. He wrote it down there 
[pointing to the statement] that it was a bright moonlight night; but 
there was enough light from both street lamps that I could see these 
people plain in their uniforms, and their faces also. 

Q. After this statement was written down by Mr. Wilkens at that 
time, did you read it over, or did he read it over to you, before you 
signed it?—A. No, sir; he did not read it over, nor did I read it 
over, and he asked me if I would sign, and I said “ Yes.” I was in 
quite a hurry at the time, as our little girl was sick and I conld not 
leave her but a few minutes. I told him I could not give him but a 
few minutes, 

Q. So you signed it without having read it through?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Did you at that time, during your conversation with Mr. Stevens 
and Mr, Wilkens, state that it was a very bright moonlight night 
A. No, sir; I did not. 

. What, if bat AV eri did you say about it being moonlight?—A. I 
said there was a little moon; that it was light there in the street. 

Q. Is there anything more that you care to state with reference to 
the circumstances under which this statement marked Exhibit C" was 
made by you at that time?—A. When Mr. Stevens came out to my 
house I told him that I didn’t have the time to give him, as our little 
girl was very sick, and he said it would not take more than five 
minutes; if I could give him that much time they would appreciate it 
very much. So I invited them into the parlor (they were in the hall 
then), and the clerk sat down, and I gave him just a short statement, 
but when I saw it come out in the paper the next day I noticed that 
there were some things I never had said. Mr. Stevens asked me if I 
could identify those negroes. I told him that was a pretty bard thin 
to do, to identify them among so many of them, but that I beliey 
that if I could see that speckled-face negro I could identify him. I 
did not tell Mr. Stevens that I could identify any of the rest of them. 
And in regard to the bullets, nothing was ever said about them only 
that I had one of the jackets which came off from the bullet and fell 
back in the room and which I epee up from the floor. I did not say 
anything about picking any bullets out of the wall, and he asked me if 
J would willingly give him the jacket, so he could forward it to Wash- 
ington, and I said * Certainly,” and went and got it for him. I see by 
this statement that it is claimed that I said 1 recognized a policeman. 
I did not say anything of the kind, and did not know it was a police- 
man that was shot until the next morning. I see it is stated here that 
two other bullets came into the room and lodged in the wall. I did 
not make such a statement to Mr. Stevens or anyone else, and I never 
made that statement. 

Q. At the time you made this statement marked Exhibit C” you 
state that 1 little girl was very ill. Did she recover from that 
sickness ?—A. No, sir; she died. 

Q. How long after that did she die?—A. She died at 3 o'clock Sun- 
day morning, and they were at my house on Friday noon. If it had 
been any other time I would have taken this statement and read it over, 
but I just could not do it then. 

. l presume you had supposed that they had correctly stated what 
you had said to them?—aA. Yes, sir; but the statement is incorrect 
with respect to the points that I have pointed out. As to the other 
things it is substantially correct. 

ETHEL M. Opry. 


THE STATE OF Texas, County of Berar, ss: 

Mrs. Ethel M. Odin, being first 5 sworn, deposes and says that 
she has read the foregoing testimony by her subscribed, and that the 
same is true of her own knowledge, except as to those matters therein 
stated upon information and bellef, and that as to those matters she 
believes them to be true. ‘ 

` ETHEL M. ODIN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of January, 1907. 

[ SEAL. ] D. H. HART, 

Olerk United States Court for the Western District of Tetas, 

By A. I. CAMPBELL, Deputy. 
2. Expert evidence as to bullets, rifles, etc. 
apt. Hanson E. Ely was first duly sworn by Maj. A. P. Blocksom, 
4 npon being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows: 
. What is your full name?—A. Hanson E. Ely. 
. You are a captain in the United States Army ?—A+- Yes, sir; cap- 
ar 8 Infantry, United States Army. 

How 


ong have you been connected with the Army?—A. Nine- 
teen years and six months. 

Q. Captain, are you familiar with the rifle used by the United States 
Army at the present time and during the past year?—A. Yes, sir. 

. What is that rifle called ?—A. The new Springfield rifle. 

. And what is its caliber?—A. Thirty hundredths. 

. Will you describe in a general way the ammunition which is fired 
from that rifie?—A. The ammunition which is ordinarily used is that 
made by the Ordnance Department or the United States Cartridge 
Company. It is a cartridge about 39 inches in length, has what is 
called a “ bottle-neck shell,“ and a bullet about 13 inches in length, steel 
jacketed throughout. The shells haye on their butt the mark of the 
Ordnance Department or that of the United States Cartridge Com- 
pany. These cartridges are carried in brass clips holding five each, 
Similar to this (witness showed one of the clips turned over by the 

mayor of Brownsville to Mr. Purdy). 

. Now, Captain Ely, will you state what experience you have had 
in the use of this new Springfield rifle?—A. I have had more ex 
rience with the old “ Krag” rifle, though I have had some with the 
new Springfield, but the bullet fired and the effects of the bullet are 
the same in the two, being made practically identical, the new Spring- 
field bullet being a little more pointed, however. 

Q. About how long has the new Springfield rifle been in use in the 
- Army ?—A. About six to ten months. 

Q. Will you state now, Captain, in a general way, the description of 
the new Springfield, how it is fired, and the number of “lands” in the 
bore ?—A. The new Springfield rifle has a-blue-steel barrel, 26 inches 
in length, yet is a magazine rifle, the magazine of which has what is 
called a “direct feed“ — that is, it is immediately under the chamber 
and feeds up by a spring. This magazine is capable of holding five car- 
tridges at the same time. There may be one other in the barrel 
chamber, which makes the gun practically a six-shot n—repeater. 
The loading is effected by means of a bolt. It is technically called a 
“curved-bolt"’ gun. The bolt handles extend to the right at right 
angles to the bolt itself, the bolt being a prolongation of the barrel. 
The piece is operated by means of rotating the bolt handle upward 
and to the left until it is almost perpendicular, and then drawing it to 


the rear. -This permits the cartridge to feed up from the magazine, 


and by pushing the bolt forward and turning the handle to the right, 
the bolt is locked, the piece cocked, and ready for discharge. After 
being discharged the operation is repeated and the shell ejected by 
means of an ejector spring, which throws it to the right and rear a 
distance of from 3 to 6 feet, depending on the rapidity of the operation. 

Q. Now, Captain Ely, I will show you the empty cartridges (thirty- 
two in number) and ball cartridges (six in number) and three clips 
which were turned over to me by the mayor of the city of Brownsville 
and the sheriff of Cameron County at the time of my investigation 
there last week in connection with the testimony of the mayor and 
other witnesses to the effect that they were picked up in the streets 
in the city of Brownsville a short time after the shooting affray there 
on the 13th of August, and will ask you whether you have examined 
those empty shells and ball cartridges ?—A. Yes, sir; I have. . 

Q. Can you, state whether they are similar to the ammunition such 
as is used in the new Springfield rifle in use in the United States 
Army ?—A. Yes, sir; they are. In fact, there is no ammunition made 
for any other guns in this section like this, and I could practically 
— that that ammunition was made for that rifle—the new Spring- 

eld. 

Q. Now, will you go on and state the difference between this ammu- 
nition, if any exists, and the ammunition which is used by other rifles 
in use in this section of the country outside of the Army ?—A. I have 
hunted in this country, and am acquainted with a number of local 
hunters, and have shot with them. The only sporting rifles in use in 
this country to any extent whatever are the Marlin, the Remington, and 
the Winchester. These rifles I am somewhat familiar with. They could 
not use the Government ammunition such as you have shown me, be- 
cause the powder charge is greater, the shell longer, and the projectile 
longer in the Government rifle than in rifles above mentioned; and 
while I am familiar with a number of those three makes, those I have 
seen could not possibly use this ammunition, their chamber being too 
short for it; and from what I know of rifles that I have not seen— 
from catalogues and studying the same—I am convinced that there are 
none made by these companies that will shoot the ammunition of the 
new Springfield rifle. I think there is a Savage rifle that will shoot 
this ammunition, but I have never heard of one in this country. The 
New York National Guard at one time used the Savage rifle. 

Q. Now, Captain Ely, I will ask you what knowledge you have with 
respect to the bullets of this Government ammunition and the bullets 
used by the rifles which you haye heretofore mentioned?—A. I have 
hunted with both rifles and the different ammunition used in the dif- 
ferent sporting rifles and the Government rifle. It is invariably the 
case with hunters to use what Is called the soft-nose“ bullet such as 
is in this cartridge. [Witness marks the cartridge with an“ E!“ with 
his knife on the side of the case.] When this cartridge is fired—that 
is, the soft-nose bullet—and the projectile strikes deer or other objects, 
the lead which is on the side of the steel case “ mushrooms,” as it is 
technically called, and the caliber of the bullet is practitally increased 
from six to ten fold, giving great shock and great power. This bullet 
{marked “ H ”] shows the effect of the striking of this soft-nose bullet 
and a “mushroom” bullet. The Government bullet projectile is steel- 
covered throughout; is not adapted to hunting, as a deer shot with it 
will run many miles before falling, if it falls at all. I myself have 
shot three shots through an antelope with such a bullet and had the 
antelope to get away, while striking a deer or antelope with the “ mush- 
room” bullet the game seldom gets away, the shock being too great, 
the hole too large, and the bleeding too heavy. 

Q. What effect is had upon the steel jacket when striking hard sub- 
stances?—A. I have seen hundreds of these bullets, after they have 
been fired into gravelly ground and hard earth, and the effect on strik- 
ing rocks or such substance is to tear the jacket from the bullet, some- 
times simply breaking it open, sometimes the lead separating entirely 
from the open jacket, and sometimes the jacket is broken into several 
pieces which look like small rticles of battered-up tin. The steel 
acket of the projectile, after being fired, will always show the marks 
of the “lands” of the bore of the rifle firing it hese “lands” cut 
into the steel and give the bullet the necessary rotation to keep it from 
tumbling. 

Q. Now, Captain Ely, I will show you a bullet which Maj. A. P. 
Blocksom picked out of the dining-room door in the house of Mr. 
Yturria in the city of Brownsville, Tex., on the ist day of January of 
this year, and will ask you to examine it and state, in your judgment, 
what kind of a bullet it is and all about it.— A. That is a new Spring- 
field bullet, or bullet fired from the new Springfield Government sery- 
ice ammunition, caliber .30, This I can tell by the jacket of the bullet, 
its length, the shape of its nose, the mark of the four “lands” of the 
rifle on the bullet, which is deeper than that of the “lands” of any 
rifles used in this vicinity; and also the rifles used in this vicinity, 
other than the Government rifles, have a larger number of “lands” 
in them, and the “lands” are shallower than in the new Springfield. 

. Now, Captain Ely, I will ask you whether you know of any rifle 
made which has as small a number of lands,“ to wit, four, as those of 
the new Springfield rifle?—A. I do not, except prooi the Krag. I 
am familiar with the Marlin, the Remington, and the Winchester rifles, 
practically the only rifles used in this country, or the rifles most gen- 
erally used, and alf of these rifles have either six or seven * lands." 

Q. Will you explain what lands“ are, and what is their function? 
A. The “lands” are projections from the interior of the bore of a rifle 
which runs spirally from the breech to the muzzle, forming helices. 
The twist of these “lands” in the Government rifle is one turn to 8 
inches of barrel length. These “lands” in the Government rifle are 
four in number, and they are more prominent, or have greater height, 
than in other rifles, the ordinary sporting rifles. The purpose of these 
“lands” is to give a rotary motion to the hel poy y the “lands” 
being forced into the projectile, the projectile following the helices as it 
is projected from the piece. This rotary motion keeps the axis of the 
projectile constantly in the same direction, 8 what is called 
“tumbling,” which would occur were it not for this rotary motion. 

. Captain, can you state, from the marks of these lands“ upon the 
bullet which I have shown you, that was found b; begs Blocksom in 
the Yturria house, whether that bullet was fired from the new Spring- 
field rifle?—A. I can. It was fired from a new Springfield rifle. It has 
upon it the steel jacket of it and the marks of the four “lands” which 
were forced into the — . as above described. The depths of these 
marks and their number (four) and the shape of the nose indicate 
beyond all question that it must have been fired from the Government 
rifle—the new Springfield—as the other rifles used in this section of 
the country have a greater number of lands,“ the height of which is 
less than in the Government rifle. 

Q. I will ask you now, Captain, whether you know of any rifle or 
have ever heard of any rifle which would tire a bullet and leave upon 
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it marks of “lands” similar to the marks upon this bullet which I have 
shown you?—A. I know of no such rifle, except the Krag, nor have I 
heard of any nuring my entire experience with rifles and rifle shooting. 
I will state in this connection that »the cup won from the Englis 
rifle team by the United States rifle team, after having been taken to 
this country, was returned to the English rifle team on their protest 
that the rifles used by the American team were not accurately the 
military rifle in use by the United States Army, because these barrels 
used by the American competin, team had been especially made with 
a larger number of lands in them, and these lands“ were shallower 
than in the regular military rifle, the terms of the competition requir- 
ing that the military rifle should be used. and the cup was returned. 

Q. Now, Captain, I will show you this bullet,-indented at the side 
of the nose, and which Mr. Garza states in his affidavit that he picked 
out of the top of the wooden cover of the well-at the house of Mr. 
Yturria, in Brownsville, on the 14th day of August, 1906, and will ask 
you to examine this bullet, which I now show you, and state whether 
or not it was fired from a new Springfield rifle; and if so, your reasons 
for so stating.— A. This bullet was fired from a new Springfield rifle. 
the reasons being the same as above: The marks of four “lands” of 
the new Springfield rifle are shown distinctly on the bullet, with their 
greater depth than that of any other rifle used commonly in this 
vicinity, or used anywhere, so far as I know, and the caliber also is 
the same as that of the Government rifle. 

Q. Captain Ely, I will next show you a bullet which was given to 
me, and marked with a star on the flat surface at the base of the bullet, 
in connection with the testimony of Miss Gertrude Cowen, and which 
is alleged to have been found in a wardrobe in the house of Mr. Louis 
Cowen, in the city of Brownsville, lodged between the plate-glass 
mirror and the wooden back of the mirror, on the day on which Miss 
Cowen's testimony was taken before me. I will ask you to examine 
this bullet and state whether in your opinion it was fired from a new 
Springfield rifle; and if so, your reasons for so stating—A. In my 
opinion this bullet was fired from a new Springfield rifle, it having the 
steel jacket covering the nose, is .30 caliber. has the four grooves made 
by the four “lands” of the Springfield rifle, haying the depth which 
those “lands” make. 

Q. From the examination which you have made of this bullet, which 
was found in the wardrobe in the Cowen house back of the broken 
glass, can you state as to whether that bullet could have been fired 
through two or three wooden partitions before striking the mirror in 
the wardrobe and still the nose of the bullet be in the condition in 
which you see it?—A. I can. The velocity of bullets from the new 
Springfield rifle (about 2,100 feet per second) is so great, and the nose 
of the bullet being covered with an extremely hard substance. which 
is a composition, but is ordinarily called “steel jacket,” it will pene- 
trate about 50 inches of soft wood. have seen bullets from the 
Government rifle penetrate a large number of pine boards without hay- 
ing the nose ae rte Mpa in any manner. At the same time I 
have known bullets to deflected simply by knots in pine timber. 

Q. Now, I will ask you. Captain, if you can account, taking into con- 
sideration the place where the bullet is alleged to have been found, back 
of the glass mirror, for the flattened condition of the base of the bullet, 
and also taking into consideration the further fact that the bullet was 
fired through two or more partitions of the Cowen house?—A. From 
much observation of bruised and mutilated bullets of this character, and 
the knowledge of the cause of the deflection of the same, I am of the 
opinion that this bullet was probably deflected from its course by some 
knot im the wood through which it passed, especially as I saw at one 
time a soldier wounded in a marker’s pit by a bullet deflected by a knot 
in a pine 2 by 4 which constituted patt of the shelter over his head. 
If this bullet had been so deflected, it probably tumbled—that is, going 
end over end, in which case it might have struck the thick plate glass 
with its butt, breaking the glass and falling into the place you have 
described. 

Q. Captain Ely, I have asked you several questions with reference 
to this bullet [handing same to Captain Ely] alleged to have been found 
in the wardrobe in the Cowen house. Are you able to state, from the 
bruised condition of the butt of this bullet, whether or not it passed 
through some object before coming in contact with the obstacle which 
produced the deformation?—A. Yes; it must have passed through 
some such obstacle, or the nose of the bullet would have struck first. 
Some obstacle must have caused a deviation of the direction of the 
bullet which caused it to tumble, which is the only explanation I can 
see for causing the deformation at the butt of the bullet. 

. In this connection, Captain Ely, I will show you the two pieces 
of metal, which I hold in my hand, resembling bent tin, and which were 
claimed by Mrs. Cowen to have been found in the drawer of a dresser 
through which one of the bullets which were fired into the Cowen 
house on the night of the 13th of August. I will ask you to examine 
these pieces of metal [hands them to Captain Ely] and to state whether 
in your opinion they are portions of a bullet or bullets fired from the 
Springfield rifle?—A. I am fully convinced that these pieces are parts 
of the SSH pies casing or steel jacket of the projectile of the new 


Springfield ammunition. I have had considerable experience on the 
rifle range and haye examined a very great number of broken-up pro- 
jectiles, broken by the iron-target frame or stones in the earth, and 


these are without doubt pers of such a projectile. The hardness and 
constitution of the metal show it to be the pecullar composition used 
in this jacket, and not to be tin or any such ordinary substance. 

Q. Captain Ely, I will ask you whether it is possible for the jacket 
of a ball fired from a new Springfield rifie into a frame dwelling 
house, after having passed through one or more partitions in the house. 
and into a heavy piece of oaken furniture, such as a dresser, to be 
broken up and disintegrated into small particles of metal resembling 


especially as one piece distinctly shows-the base of the jacket, though 


somewhat deformed. I will say in this connection that to one not 
accustomed to the peculiar deformations on the jacketed bullet the 
parts of the jacket might seem like pieces of tin or other substance. 
‘Therefore, this morning I dug from rifle butts at Fort Sam Hous- 
tin these projectiles and ragged pieces of projectile jackets [hands 
them over to Mr. Purdy] to show the similarity of the pieces in 
evidence and these which I know are parts of projectiles coming from 
the new Springfield rifle; and also the unbroken bullets would show 
the marking of the “lands,” described in my testimony, to be ex- 
actly similar to such markings on the projectiles in evidepce; the 
calber to be the same, the length the same, the covering of the same 
material, the number of “lands” the same, and their depth the same. 

Q. Now, Captain Ely, I want to ask you a question about another 
matter, From your experience as an Army officer in charge of enlisted 
men, are you able to state whether it is possible for a private to secure 
and retain in his possession a dozen or more rounds of cartridges 
withont it appearing upon the records of the ammunition that are kept, 
and without the knowledge of his commanding officer that the private 
has such ammunition in his ession?—A. Yes. It is possible, in 
spite of all possible checks. mly yesterday afternoon there was on 
trial at Fort Sam Houston the case of a man in — own company who 
had a certain amount of ammunition unauthorizedly in his possession, 
and had fired the same at night, and in my company I take more than 
ordinary precaution in requiring men to turn in the ammunition imme- 
diately after inspection, and to issue it to them immediately before 
inspection—a precaution not generally taken. With the target season 
shooting, with an allowance of 400 rounds of ammunition per man per 
year, and the winter season shooting, and the su! ment season shoot- 
ing, and the post competitions, there is a splendid opportunity for men 
who desire to steal ammunition to do so. is customary in many 
companies to permit the men to retain at all times the ten rounds of 
ammunition required to be in their possession at inspection. At tha 
camp of instruction at Mount Gretna, Pa., last summer the Second 
Squadron of the Thirteenth Cavalry was there encamped, and its com- 
manding officer, finding some unauthorized ammunition among the men, 
made a search and found considerably over 1,000 rounds of ammuni- 
tion concealed in the camp of the squadron; and it is so common for 
men to haye unauthorized ammunition that it is an ordinary precaution 
that before a maneuver the men are specially searched and inspected tc 
see that they have no ball ammunition with them. 

Q. In conelusion, Captain Ely. I will ask you to examine these three 
clips [hands them to Captain Ely} which, it is shown by the testimony 
of various witnesses, were picked "o in the streets of the city of 
Brownsville on the morning of the 14th of August, 1906, and turned 
over to me by the mayor of Brownsville and the sheriff of Cameron 
County, and to state whether in your opinion they are similar to those 
which are used in the new Springfield rifle.— A. I have carefully ex- 
amined the clips, and can confiden state that they were made for the 
new Springfield rifle, and are exactly the same as those issued to the 
troops for their use. These clips are of a peculiar pattern, and I am 
confident that there is no other rifle, unless it be some military rifle of 
Europe, that uses a clip anything like these, and I am fully convinced 
that the clip is peculiar to the Springfield rifle and that there is no 
other like it. 

° Hanson B. ELY, 
Captain, Twenty-sizth Infantry, United States Army. 


THE STATE or Texas, County of Berar: 

Hanson E. Ely, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he has 
read the foregoing testimony subscribed by him, and that the same is 
true of his own 1 except as to those matters therein stated 
upon information and belief, and that as to those matters he believes 
them to be true. 

Hanson E. ELY, 
Captain, Twenty-sizth Infantry. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th 5 January, 1907. 
[SEAL] 8 . H. Harr, 
Clerk United States Court for the Western District of Teras, 
By A. I. CAMPBELL, 
Deputy. 


Capt. David J. Baker was first duly sworn by Maj. A. P. Blocksor 
and, upon being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows: á 

Q. What is your full name?—A, David J. Baker, captain, Twent 
sixth Infantry. 

Q. Captain Baker, how long have you been in the United States 
Army ?—A. About twenty-four and one-half years. 

Q. You are stationed here at Fort Sam Houston at the present 
time?—A. Yes, sir; in command of a company of the Twenty-sixtn 


Infantry. 
Q. What experience have you had, Captain Baker, in the use oý 
rifles used by the United States troops mer with Government ammuni- 


tion used in such rifles?—A. I have been familiar with the weapons 
and with the ammunition used in such rifles ever since I have been in 
the service. An officer comes into intimate contact with the weapons 
and ammunition used by them, especially on the target range and in 
active service. I have not had much experience of that kind with the 
new Springfield rifle, but I have taken pains to learn the weapon thor- 
oughly, and the ammunition is in all leading characteristics the same 
as that used in the Krag rifle, which the new Springfield rifle superseded 
in the Army, and with which I am very thoroughly acquainted. 

Q. Captain Paker, I should like to show you certain Shells and ball 
cartridges and three clips which were turned over to me by the mayor 
of Brownsville, Tex., and the sheriff of Cameron County, during m 
investigation there last week, and ask yon whether or not you can teil 
from those empty shells and ball cartridges as to what kind of ammu- 
nition it is?—A. The ammunition and the clips were manufactured for 
use in the new Springfield rifle, and are such as are used by the troops 
at the present time. They are manufactured in all cases either by the 
Goyernment itself or the Union Metallic Cartridge Company, 
called the United States Cartridge Company, and, as far as I know, 
goly Py such plants; and they are only used by and sold to the Govern. 
ment. 

Q. Captain, I will ask you whether ammunition of the charac 
that which I have shown you—that is, such as was in these emp 


now 


shells—is commonly bought and sold in the market for general use 
ou first asked me 
since then, and in 
have made 3 of the principal gun 

istributors of weapons and 


and for hunting purposes?—A. No, sir. When 

that question, I answered it offhand, as above; bu 
order to satisfy myself, I 
dealers of San Antonio, all of whom are 
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, but throughout Texas, and they 


ammunition, not 8 in this vicini 
confirm the answer that I have already given. 

— I will now ask you, Captain, to give your reasons why ammu- 
nition of this character is not in general use outside of the Army ?— 
A. Army ammunition is intended for main killing an ag The shell 
carries a heavier charge than sporting ammunition, which is intended, 
of course, for killing game; the projectile is longer and is fired from 
a rifle which, for the sake of durability, has only four lands, whereas 

sporting rifles of which I know anything have five, six, or even 
seven lands; also, for the sake of durability, the lands in the Govern- 
ment rifles have considerable height com with those of gle 
rifles, which are much shallower. Finally, the bullets almost invari- 
ably used in sporting rifles have the soft hi which “ mushrooms” 
on impact, whereas the composite 8 of the Government bullet 
eovers the head entirely, and it dom, if ever, mu on 
impact. I have been speaking of Government projectiles in their 
original and customary form. hen soldiers are allowed to hunt with 
them, they invariably file off the head part of the jacket in order to 
enable it to “mushroom” and thereby give ter shock. This has 
come under my observation several times within the last few months. 

. From what you have stated with reference to the new Springfield 
rifle and the Government ammunition, I will ask you to state whether, 
in your opinion, these empty shells and ball cartridges and clips which 
I have shown you, and which came into my possession as heretofore 
stated, are ammunition such as is used in the new Springfield rifle 
A. I think there can be no question but that they are. Such ammuni- 
tion as this—in this country, the United States—is only used in the 
Springfield rifle. 

. Now, Captain Baker, I want to exhibit to you a bullet which Maj. 
A. P. Blocksom extracted from the dining-room door in the house of 
Mr. Yturria in the city of Brownsville on the 1st day of January of this 

ear (1907), and which is claimed to have been fired into Mr. Yturria’s 
konse on the night of the 13th of August, 1906, and will ask you to 
examine this bullet and state whether in your opinion it was fired 
from a new Springfield rifle; and, if so, give your reasons for making 
such a statement A. It was. The bullet bears the marks of four 
deep lands that are characteristic of the Government rifle; it has 

ater length than any bullet other than military of which I have 
. and it could only have been fired from an Army rifle. 
because only such rifles have the length of chamber, and only the 
Government rifle is made with space next to the chamber sufficient to 
accommodate a bullet of this length and diameter. 

. Those are the reasons, Captain Baker, which you give for your 
statement that this bullet must have been fired from a Government 
rifie?—A. Yes, sir. There are other Indications not easily described, 
but which I think would be confirmed by any soldier, be he officer or 
enlisted man, who has been for any length of time in the service, and 
acquainted with the Army weapons and their ammunition. R 

From examinations of this bullet that was found in Mr. Yturria’s 
house, will you state, Captain Baker, whether it could have been fired 
from a Krag-Jirgensen gun?—A. In my opinion, no. I hold in m. 
hands a Krag-Jörgensen ball cartridge and a new Springfield rifle ball 
cartridge, neither of which has been fired, and the bullet under con- 
sideration. You can see for yourself that the Krag. Jürgensen bullet, 
from the neck to the head, is considerably larger in diameter than the 
new Springfield rifle bullet and that the head is blunter. I have never 

tried the experiment, but from my knowledge of firearms, and from 
just looking at these, it would seem to me impossible to fire the Spring- 
field bullet from the Krag rifle, and you can also see from my putting 
these side by side that the bullet under consideration is a new pring. 
field and not a Krag bullet. I do not believe that the new * 4 
ammunition can 181 be Inserted in a Krag rifle or that the Krag 
ammunition can at ali be inserted in a new Springfield rifle. 

Q. Now, Captain Baker, I will call your attention to a bullet which 
was offered in evidence in connection with the testimony of Mr. Garza, 
and which he claims to have extracted from the wooden top over a 
well at the home of Mr. Yturria, in Brownsville, on the 14th day of 
August, 1906. I will ask you to examine that bullet and state whether, 
in your opinion, it was fired from a new Springfield rifle; and if so, 
give briefly your reasons therefor.—A. Yes, sir. It bears distinctly 
the impression of the four high lands of the new Springfield rifle; it 
has the le of the bullet which, as far as I know, only fits into that 
rifle; and the dent on the side of the head has the characteristics usually 
found on impact by a bullet jacketed as are those fired from that rifle ; 
and the diameter toward the head is apparently that of the new Spring- 
field rather than that of the Krag, or any other military or sporting 
ammunition of which I have any knowledge. 

Q. I will next show you, Captain Baker, a bullet which was offered 
in evidence during the progress of this investigation in connection with 
the testimony of Miss Gertrude Cowen, and which is claimed to have 
deen found in the wardrobe in the Cowen house on the day on which 
Miss Cowen was examined. The bullet was alleged to have been found 
between the plate-glass mirror in the wardrobe and the board immedi- 
ately back of such mirror. I will ask you to examine this bullet and 
state whether, in your opinion, it was fired from a new Springfield 
rifle; and if so, give your reasons for so eae, Pao It was. It bears 
the distinct marks of the four deep lands of the new Spri eld rife 
bullet and it has the length of the bullets that are fired from that rifle; 
and where, toward the base, it came in contact with a relatively hard 
substance it no doubt tumbled end over end before it came to a state of 
rest. The jacket has been affected and has marks similar to those I 

inted out on the other two bullets which you have shown me. This 
Pallet would only fit accurately into a new 8 rifle, and there- 
fore it is hard to.conceive of anyone taking the risk of even trying to 
fire it from a rifle having a different chamber or caliber of bore. z 

„Captain Baker, taking into consideration the fact that this bullet 
is fattened at its base, apparently by impact with some hard substance, 
I will ask you to state whether or not, in your opinion, it must have 

throagh some other substance before coming jn contact with the 

rd substance which has flattened the bullet at its base?—A. The 

mash at the base of the bullet must have been caused by contact of said 

base with some relatively hard obstacle and it must have occurred from 

its position while the bullet was not driving direct but tumbling end 

over end. Such tumbling is only caused, in my spens by the meet- 
0 


ing with or through some previous hard ele. 

Q. Now, Captain Baker, I will ask you with respect to another mat- 
ter. From your experience in cha of men at an Army will 
you state whether or not it would be ible for enli: men to 

of their 


obtain and retain in their possession, without the knowl 
commanding officers, a dozen or so ds of ammunition?—A. Bach 
enlisted man is ordinarily su to have ten rounds. Most of the 
old soldiers accumulate a greater number in order to be able to pro- 


duce the proper number at all times. The ten rounds, at least, are 
always in the mal require- 


nt or first sergeant give them an 8 
om- 


tion in service in any po — 5 
at w 


ammunition are so — that even with the greatest care on the part 
of a 3 officers it is 
as hard a 


the shooting on the 13th of August, and ask you whether those cli 
are similar to the clips used in the new Spring eld rifle?—A. I have 
in my hand a clip that has been issued by the vernment for the use 
in the new Springfield rifle. The three shown me by you I have com- 
pared with this. They are in every respect the same. I know of no 
such clip in_use in this country in any other rifle, sporting or military, 
except the Springfield. 
Davip J. BAKER, 


Captain, Twenty-sizth Infantry, United States Army. 

Tun Srarnx or Texas, County of Berar, ss: $ 

Capt. David J. Baker, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that 
he has read the foregoing testimony by him subscribed, and that the 
same is true of his own knowledge, except as to those matters therein 
stated upon information and belief, and that as to those-matters he be- 
lieves them to be true. 

Davip J. BAKER, 


Captain, Twenty-sicth Infantry, United States Army. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th day of January, 1907. 
[SEAL] D. H. HART, 
Clerk United States Court Western District of Teras, 
By A. I. CAMPBELL, Deputy. 


Col. Frank Baker was first duly pote ef Maj. A. P. Blocksom, and, 
upon being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows: 

. What is your full name, Colonel Baker?—A. Frank Raker. 

And you are a lleutenant-colonel of the Ordnance Department of 
the United States Army, stationed at the San Antonio Arsenal?—A. 


es, sir. 

Q. How long, Colonel, have you been connected with the Ordnance 
Department of the Army ?—A. a ears. 8 

8. Are you acquainted with the rifle now in use in the United States 
Army, commonly known as the “new Springfield rifle?'""—A. Yes, sir; 
though this rifle is officially designated as United States magazine rifle, 
caliber . 30, model 1903. 

Q. Will you state, Colonel, where this 8 rifle is manufac- 
tured.—A. At the Sp eld Armory, Springfield, Mass., and at the 
Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, Ill., which are manufacturing estab- 
lishments under the direction of the Ordnance Department of the Army.’ 

. Then, as I understand you, Colonel, this rifle is manufactured by 
the Government for the use of the United States Army?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About how long has this rife been in use in the Army?—A, I 
would say about six or eight months. - 

Q. Now, Colonel Baker, I will ask you to state as to whether this 
new Springfield rifle can be purchased or obtained by anyone except the 
officers and men connected with the United States Army.—A. The only 
ease of which I am aware where it can be so obtained Is by an Inventor 
purchasing it by the authority of the Chief of Ordnance, or in case a 
soldier should desert and carry away his rifle and later dispose of the 


e. 
. In other words, it is manufactured for 
United States Army, and not for sale?—A. It 
. Colonel Baker, I will show you these thirty-two empty shells, six 
and three clips, which were turned over to me during 
tion of the Brownsville affray by the mayor 
These cartri 


oe exclusive use of the 


six ball cartridges and to 25 your opinion as to what kind of ammuni- 
tion they are? [Hands the six ball-cartridges to Colonel Baker. —A. 
ne of thes cartridges was made at the Frankford Arsenal, and is for 


etallic Cartridge Company, of Bridge- 
on amen in ‘the Uni 


fired from the n rifle?—A. It can not. 

1 I will ask 790, co onel, whether you have attempted to insert one 
of those cartri a Krag-Jérgensen rifle?—A. I have. 

Q. With what success?—A. It is impossible to seat the cartridge in 
the chamber by at least one-half inch. 

Q. Now, Colonel Baker, I will call your attention to these thirty-two 
empty shells which were picked up in the streets in the city of Browns- 
ville on the morning of the 14th of August, and ask you whether in 

our opinion those shells were fired from the new Springfield rifle? 
IAandz the empty shells to Colonel Baker. I— 4A. In my opinion they 
were. 

9: Haye you made a demonstration with these shells in the new 
sp 1 for the purpose of ascertaining whether they fit that 

n?— ave. 

10 And you have no doubt but that — 1 were fired from such rifle 
A. I have not the least doubt in the worl : 


1907. 


Q. Now, Colonel Baker, I will call your attention to three clips which 
were alleged to have been picked up in the streets of Brownsville the 
day after the shooting there last August, and ask you whether in your 
opinion those clips were such as were used by the troops in connection 
with the new Springfield rifle?—A. They are. 

Q. Will you state, Colonel Baker, where this ammunition is manu- 
factured which is specially designed for use in the new Springfield 
rifle?7—A. In general, it is manufactured at the Frankford Arsenal, 
Philadelphia, which is a manufacturing establishment which is owned, 
controlled, and operated by the United States Government. ‘The Gov- 
ernment has also purchased ammunition for the magazine rifle, caliber 
30, model 1903, from the following-named private manufacturers: The 
United States Cartridge Company, of Lowell, Mass.; the Winchester 
Repeating Arms Company, of New Haven, Conn., and the Union Me- 
tallic PATINIRA Company, of fates pede Conn. 

Q. I will ask you, Colonel Baker, if you know of any rifle, other than 
the new Springtield rifle, which will shoot the ammunition such as I 
have exhibited to you?—A. I do not. There may be, but I am not 
cognizant of it. 

FRANK BAKER, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, Ordnance Department, United Statcs Army. 
THE STATE or Texas, County of Berar: 


Frank Baker, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he has 
read the foregoing testimony by him subscribed, and that the same is 
true of his own 8 5 us to those matters therein stated 
upon information and belief, that as to those matters he believes 
them to be true. 

FRANK BAKER, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, Ordnance Department, United States Army. 


Subseribed and sworn to before me this Gth day of January, 1907. 
[SEAL] D. H. HART, 
Clerk United States Court for the Western District of Teras. 
By A. I. CAMPBELL, 
Deputy. 
War DEPARTMENT. 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
January 6, 1907. 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE. 


Will you please send a competent officer to the factories where the 
ammunition for the Springfield rifle of the model of 1903 has been 
manufactured and obtain from the rina who know how much, if 
any, of that ammunition has been sold to anybody but the Government, 
and who the persons were to whom it was sold? 

Second. Whether the rifle itself, of the model of 1903, has been made 
and sold to . but the Government by third persons. 

Third. Whether, within the knowledge of the experts of the firms 
manufacturing the ammunition, any n is known, except the United 
States rifle of the model of 1903, which will take this ammunition, 
either by single cartridges or in a clip. 

Fourth. What has been the destination of any United States rifles 
of the model of 1903 which have found their way into the possession 
of any other persons than the troops of the Regular Army of the 
United States. 

WV. II. Tarr, 
Scerctary of War. 


[Indorsement.] 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, January 10, 1907. 

1. Respectfully returned to the honorable the Secretary of War, 
together with report of Capt. J. H. Rice, Ordnance Department, upon 
the first three of the items mentioned in the within memorandum. 

2. It appears from Captain Rice's report that ammunition similar to 
that for the Springfield rifle, model of 1903, has been manufactured and 
sold to private parties by two establishments. This ammunition is, 
however, somewhat different from that manufactured by or for the 
Government, in that the ammunition manufactured by the Winchester 
Repeating Arms Company used different priming compositions and 
different anyil, and all but 25,000 rounds had different marking on the 
base of the cartridge case, while that manufactured by the Union 
Metallic Cartridge Company, while using the same anvil, had different 
priming composition and different parking on the base of the cartridge 
case. Therefore it should be possible to distinguish any of the ammu- 
nition or fire cartridge cases thus manufactured and sold to private 
parties from that manufactured by or for the Government. 

3. Some 438 rifles designed to fire the ammunition mentioned above 
as sold to private parties have been manufactured and mostly sold to 
dealers ‘and to individuals by the Winchester Repeating Arms Com- 
pany, and two such rifles have been manufactured by the M. Hartie 
Company, one of which is still in its possession. It is not believed, 
however, that any of these rifles would ordinarily fire the Government 
ammunition, because of their light blow by the firing pin. which is the 
reason for the difference of primer and anvil mentioned above. 

4. There is also inclosed a list of the names and addresses of all par- 
ties to whom United States Government ammunition for the rifle of the 
model of 1903 had been furnished prior to August 13, 1906, under the 
various laws and regulations Rene the disposition of such ammu- 
nition to others than United States troops. 

5. Referring to the fourth pout in the within memorandum, a list is 
inclosed showing the disposition of all United States rifles of the model 
of 1903, prior to August 13 last, to persons other than officers and 
troops of the Regular Army. 

WILLIAM CROZIER, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 


{Inclosure No. 1.] 
War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, January 10, 1907. 

Sin: 1. Referring to letter from The Military Secretary, dated Januar 
7, 1907, O. O. 32753-93, directing me to proceed to Lowell, Mass., ADA 
New Haven and Bridgeport, Conn., and your verbal instructions in con- 
nection therewith, I have the honor to report as follows: 

I left this city at 5.35 p. m. on January 6, arriving at Lowell, Mass., 
the next morning. I visited the works of the United States Cartridge 
Company at that place and had a talk with Mr. Butler and Mr. Hoxie, 
of the company. Mr. Butler stated that no ammunition, model of 
1908; had been sold by them, as there was practically no market for the 
product 
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2 I then proceeded to the works of the Winchester * Arms 
Company at New Haven, Conn., arriving at 4.22 p. m., January 7. I 
called upon Mr. W. Bennett, second vice-president of that company, 
who informed me that their model of 1895 Winchester rifle had been 
chambered for the model of 1903 cartridge and that 438 had been 
shipped from the factory; 152,920 model of 1903 cartridges had also 
been manufactured and shipped to dealers and others. Of these, 25,000 
used cartridge cases, marked in accordance with the Government sys- 
tem, that had been left oyer from their last contract with the Ordnance 
wari bangin This marking was “W. R. A. Co., 5-06." All the re- 
maining cartridges sold by them were marked W. R. A. Co., .80 G .03." 
All the Winchester cartridges sold to others than the United States 
had fulminate primers of Winchester manufacture instead of the non- 
fulminate primers used by the Ordnance Department. The Winchester 


primer has an anvil shaped approximately thus: . while the 


Government primer has an anvil shaped thus: =»! the Winchester 


also being of thinner material. It is necessary for the company to use 
fulminate primers, since the nonfulminate are too insensitive for the 
stroke of the firing pin in their arm. 

All the fulminate primers manufactured by them will be discharged 
by a 2-ounce weight dropped 23 inches, while the Ordnance Depart- 
ment primer requires the same weight dropped 30 inches. Conse- 
quently it would be but rarely that a Government cartridge with non- 
fulminate primer would be. discharged in a Winchester rifle. Mr. 
Bennett stated that he knew of no other company in the United 
States that had sold any arms chambered for the 1903 cartridge. He 
very kindly furnished me with lists showing where all their arms so 
chambered had been sent from the factory, and a similar list in ref- 
erence to the ammunition. I also later obtained a list showing where the 
arms and ammunition of this class had been sent when sold by their 
New York retail store. The former lists were not completed until 6 
p. m. on January 8, and the latter required the greater part of Jan- 
uary 9 for their preparation. Of the arms shown shipped to San 
Francisco, fifteen were destroyed in the earthquake and fire at that 
place. While the Winchester company was preparing the lists referred 
to above I 88 to Bridgeport, Conn., and interviewed the ofi- 
cials of the Union Metallic Cartridge Company at that place. I found 
that they had sold 15,860 rounds of ammunition, model of 1903, which 
they said was marked on the base, U. M. C. 30 S.“ and not 
“U. M. C. Co.,“ followed by the date, as is done in the case of Gov- 
ernment contracts. I was unable to obtain a list showing where this 
ammunition had been sent, but was informed that it could probably be 
obtained at their New York office. The cartrid sold by this com- 
pany were supplied with fulminate primers in which the anvil is prac- 
tically the same as that used by the United States. After returning to 
New Haven and obtaining the lists above referred to from the Winches- 
ter company, 1 proceeded to New York City, arriving on the evening 
of January 8. The next morning I visited the retail store of the Win- 
chester company and obtained from them lists showing, as far as pos- 
sible, their sales of guns and ammunition of this class. They were. of 
course, unable to identify the purchasers of such of the stores as had 
been sold over the connter. 

3. I also visited the M. Hartley Company and the Union Metallic 
Cartridge Company, and the President of the latter, informed me that 
the M. Hartley Company bad never manufactured for the trade any 
arm chambered for the 1903 ammunition, but that one had been fur- 
nished to a man named Pederson. who had been in their employ. and 
who was now thought to be in Arizona, and another had been cham- 
bered and was in Stock. He furnished me a list, showing as far as 
possible the sales of 1903 ammunition by the Union Metallic Cartridge 
Company, stating, however, that where the ammunifion had been 
turned in to stock in their New York store they were unable to give 
information as to the purchasers, since their records were not so kept 
as to make this possible. These two companies appeared to be under 
the sume management. 

4. Although Ciligent inquiry was made, I was unable to hear of any 
company in the United States that manufactures the regular model of 
1903 rifle, nor did any of the men with whom I talked know of any 
company manufacturing any rifle chambered for the 1903 ammunition 
other than those enumerated above. ‘The Winchester rifle does not use 
a clip, nor would the one Lee rifle sold by M. Harley Company use 
the service clip. 

5. About 90 per cent of the 1903 ammunition sold by the Winchester 
Company had soft-nose bullets, the remainder having the ordinary 
jacketed bullet. Their records did not show the exact proportion. 
The list furnished by the Union Metallic Cartridge Company indicates 
which were soft-nosed and which were jacketed. 

6. The last two lists were completed late on the afternoon of Janu- 
ary 9. The lists referred to above are hereto appended, marked as 
follows: 

List of arms po 
Arms Company, marked s 

List of model of 1903 cartridges shipped from the Winchester fac- 
tory, marked “ B.” 

List of rifles sold by the New York retail store of the Winchester 
Repesin Arms Company, marked “ C.” 

ist of ammunition sold by the New York retall store of the Win- 
chester Repeating Arms Company, marked “ D.” 

Lise of ammunition sold by the Union Metallic Cartridge Company, 
mar! as vad 
Very respectfully, 


5 the factory of the Winchester Repeating 


J. H. RICE, 
Captain, Ordnance Department, U. 8. Army. 
The CHIEF OF ORDNANCE. 1 


Shipment of model "95, 30 Government rimless rifles. 


To whom shipped. 


Ca 


Quantity. Date. 


W. S. Brown, Pittsburg, Pa. 
* York department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 


0. 
Jno. W. Garrett, Colorado Springs, Colo. 
Soo Hardware Co., Sault Ste. Marie, Mich, 
T. B. Davis Arms Co., Portland, Me. 
Ad. Topperwein, St. Louis, Mo. 

‘| San Francisco department. 
Newton Lumber Co., Colorado Springs, Colo. 


Pet CIT ba pk a fad ND pd fa 
> 
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Shipment of model 795, 30 Government rimless rifles—Continued. Shipment of model ’95, 30 Government rimless rifles—Continued. 


Date. To whom shipped. Quantity. Date. To whom shipped, 


1904. 
2| Oct. 11 New York department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 1 The Fair, Chicago, Ill. 
1) Oct. 14 3 1 Korff, Honsbere 2 Co., City of Mexico, Mexico, 
1| Oct. 22 1 C. & W. MeClean, St. Louis, Mo. 
1 |....do... cartridge shop shooting gallery, Winchester Repeating Arms 1 Joint Bros., Sabona, N. Y. 
2 Holley-Mason Hardware Co., Spokane, Wash. 
2) Oct. 27 Frank A. Ellis & Son, Denver, Colo. 1 Jetton-Deckle Lumber Co., Brandon, F. 
3 | Nov. 1| New York department, W. Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 1 Salem G. Le Valley Co., Buffal o, N. *. 
1 Nov. 2 J. A. 8 ee, Pa. 2 Winter & Co., Moncton, New Brunswick, Canada, 
1 |....do...} Carl Enge 1, Butte, Mon 1 .| Missoula Mercantile Co., e Mont. 
1 Noy. 19 Norvell Shaple h 8 Co., St. Louis, Mo. 1 J. A. Johnston, Saves 
1 Dec. 19 | J. A. Johnston, Pittsburg, Pa. 5 New York De; ee Repeating Arms Co. 
10 Marshall-Wel 8 Co., and. ork 
1905. 1l. .| Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk &Co., BE Paul Midian: 
1 | Jan. 17 | Ralph Skidmore, Marinette, Wis. 5 2 Sorenson & Th keson, Albert Lea, Minn 
n 1 Jan. 20 pet York 9 Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 5 Chas. E. Tisdali, Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada, 
1 |Jan. 26 3 ware Co., Houston, Tex. 1 ---| Iver Johnson Sporting Goods Co., Boston, Mass. 
1 Jan, 20 | New eran department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 2 ae Thy keson, Albert * 
5 Jan. 11 San Francisco department, Winchester Re ting A Arms Co, 1 T. B. Davis Arms Co. ayo 
3 | Feb. 24 New York department, Winchester Re ing Arms Co. 1 I. E. Swift Co., , Hough ton, Mich, 
i| Apr. 24 | John Meunier Gun Co., Milwaukee, W. 1 .| Farwell, 8 Kirk os čo., St. Paul, Minn. 
1 |....do...| R. A. Kane, Menominee, Mich. 1 W. H. Hoegee & Angeles, Cai. 
2 Mar. 14 Carl Engel, Butte, Mont. 5 Wyeth 3 and . Manufacturing Co., St. Joseph, Mo. 
2 | Mar. 28 | New York department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 1 -| Bronson & Townsend Co., New Haven, Conn. 
1| May 4 8 9 Winchester ees Sg Arms Co. 1 Bullard & Gormely Co., Chicago, III. 
1 May 8 San Francisco department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 1 .| Lyman Gun Sight Corporation, Middlefield, Conn, 
1 May 10 W. S. Brown, Pittsburg, * 1 John O’Brien Lumber Co., Somers, Mont. 
1| May 13 | J. A. Johnston, Pittsburg, Pa. 2 Frank A. Ellis & Son, Denver, Colo. 
2 | May 19 | Frank A. Ellis & Son, Denver, Colo. 2|: Strevell-Paterson Hardware Co., Salt Lake City. 
2| May 22 Velocity department, Winchester ee Arms Co. 2 Honeyman Hardware Co., Portland, 0 
1 June 20 | Missoula Mercantile ogg mont 20 Marshall-Wells Hardware Co, Portland, Oreg. 
1 | June 24 | Iver Johnson 5 Goods Co. ton, Mass. 14. Solcher Bros., San Fran Francisco, Cal. 
5 June 20 | San Francisco department, Winchester Moveating Arms Co 2 Jensen-King-By rd Co. Spokane, Wash, 
10 July 26 Do. 2 Tuft-Lyons Arms Co., Los Angeles, Cal. 
1| Aug. 16 | J. A. Johnston, Pittsburg, Pa. 14 Paes 
1| Aug. 7| New York department (export), Winchester Repeating 1 F. Sheard, Tacoma, Wash. 
Arms Co. 3 Tinkaa Zork & Moye: El Paso, Tex. 
3 | Aug. 1 6 |.. Schwabacher Hardware Co., Seattle, Wash. 
5 | Aug. 18 Do. 2 Kennedy Bros., Minnenpolis, Minn. 
1| Aug. 22 | Carl Engel, Butte, Mont. 2 Murphy-Maclay Hardware Co., Great mals, Mont, 
1 | Sept. 2) | New York d ent, Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 1 Stauffer, Le pr & Co. New Orleans, La. 
1| Sept. 8 Emmons & Mundy, Auburn, N. Y. 1 w K. Ephlin, Methuen, 
1] Oct. 6| San Francisco 17 a bitte Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 1 A. D. MeAusland, Miles City, 3 Mont. 
1] Oct. 7 Sportsmen's Supply Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 1 Dr. W. R. Prather, Calistoga, Cal. 
_ B|....do...| New York 38 Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 1 Iver Johnson Sporting Goods Co., Boston, 
1] Oct. 20 | Carl Engel, Butte, Mont. 2 Missoula Mercantile Co., Kalispell, Mont. 
1| Oct. 27 W. S. Brown, Pittsburg, Pa. 2 Missoula Mercantile Co., Missoula, Mont. 
1 Nov. 11 | R. W. Allen, Kenosha, Wis. 1 Lyman Gun Sight Co ration, Middlefield, Conn, 
1| Nov. 21 | F. S. Rowe & Co., Fort Pierre, S. ages 1 Strevell-Paterson Hardware Co.. Salt Lake City, 
2| Dec. 8 Frank A. Ellis & Son, Denver, Co 1 Seattle Hardware Co., Seattle, Wash. 
1| Dee. 11 | Soo Hardware Co., Sault Ste. stare, Mich, 2 Pacific Hardware and Steel Co., San Francisco. 
1 | Dee. 20 | G. Pitards's Sons, New Orleans, La 3. Von Lengerke & Antoine, Chicago, III. 
ste W. H. Holliday Co., Laramie, Wyo. 
1906. 1 A. M. Holter Hardware Co., Helena, Mont. 
1| Jan. 10 Rice & Miller, Bangor, M 1 J. F. Schmelzer & Sons Arms Co., Kansas City. 
1 Jan. 12 Von Lengerke & 3 Chicago, III. 1 Sumner & Co., Moncton, New Brunsw ick, 
1 | Jan. 17 | Thomas Van Auken & Co., Beaumont, Tex. * Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., Chicago. 
10 | Jan. 18 | San Francisco departmen 2. Carl rl Engel, Bu Butte Mont. 
1 Jan. 23 Mosling & Anderson, Lakewood, Wis. 1 A. Dew Butte Mont Tex. 
1 Feb. 20 | W. Bingham Co., Cleveland, Ohio. 1 New Tork onion Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 
2 Feb. 12 Von Lengerke * Antoine, Chicago, III. 1 Do. 
1 Feb. 6| J. A. Firebaugh, Fairview, Okla. 1 
1 | Feb. 10 | Lyman Gun Sight 3 Middlefield, Conn. 1 Do. 
1 |....do...| Foster, Stevens & Co., Grand Rapids, Mich. 1 J. A. Rickard & Co., ENNS N. Y. 
2 | Feb. 12 | Von Lengerke ¢ & ‘Antoine, Chicago, III. 1 Golcher Bros., San Fran 
1 | Feb. 17 | Carbon Coal Co., Decota, W. Va. 1 5 Ward & Co., Chicago, III. 
1 | Feb. 20 | Shelton-Payne Arms Co., El Paso, Tex. 1 E. ware Co., aa i W. Va. 
1| Feb, 21 | Iver Johnson Sporting Goods Co., „Boston, Mass, 1 F. H. Chandler, . —.— Falls, M 
1 Feb. 26 Carl Engel, Butte, Mont. 3 Korf, Honsberg & Co., City of Saxton: Mexico. 
1 | Feb. 27 oe Bros., Nogales, Ariz. 1 Fuller-Cook Hardware Co., Houston, Tex. 
1 | Feb. 28 | W. K. Coleman, Bartow, Fla. 3 Horfi, 3 & Co., City of . Mexico. 
11 Mar. 3 Wm. Read & Sons, Boston, Mass, 3 Hibbard, S — on Bartlett & Co., Chicago. 
1|....do...| H. A. McLean, Jamaica, Vt. J Northru ware Co., Boise, Idaho. 
1| Mar. 8| W.S. Dunbar, Alpine, Tex. 20 ig N ey, Semple, Hill & Co., Minneapolis, Minn. 
1| Mar. 9 T. B. Davis s Co., Portland, 1 ntice, Wis. 
’ $8] Mar. 10 Salt Lake 3 Co., Salt Lake City, Utah. 1 F F Hall Co., Columbus, Ohio, 
1 | Mar. 12 | Jno. M. Killin Co., Pueblo, Colo. 1 Walter G. Clark Co., Omaha, Nebr. 
E amid ant Se Co., 3 1 Wyeth Hardware and Winchester he Co., St. Joseph, Mo, 
1} Mar. 14 | New York department, Winchester ire Arms Co. 4 New York de ent, Winches epeating Arms 
10 | Mar. 16 Do. 1 Rev. J. W. Fo Peacedale, 
1] Mar. 23 | Iver Johnson 8 Goods Co 2 Browning Bros. Co., Ogden, tak. 
1 | Mar. 28 Strevell-Paterson Hardware Co., alt La Take C City, Utah. E fos .| Jerry Coleman, Galion, Ohio. 
1] Apr. 16 ae: ey Ward & Co., Chicago, 3 Honeyman Hardware Co., Portland, Oreg. 
1| Apr. 17 lis & Son, Denver, Colo. 1 & Hammond, Cheyenne, Wyo. 
7 | Apr. 20 Les E. Davis, Butte, Mont. 8 Holley-Mason Hardware Co. Spokane, Wash. 
1 | Apr. 21 | Jas. Dodds, Dayton, Ohio. i| Andrus & Naedele Co., Hartford, Conn. 
2 | Apr. 23 | Carl Engel, Butte, Mont. 1 W. H. Hoegee Co., Los Angeles, Cal. 
5 | Apr. 25 | Wyeth ardware and ee Nar „St. Joseph, Mo. 5 Wyeth Hardware and Manufacturing Co., St. Joseph, Mo. 
1 Apr. 26 8 Ward & Co. 3 McLennon-McFeely & Co., Vancouver, British Columbia. 
5 Apr. 25 | Marshall-Wells Hardware Co., 8 Oreg. 1 Lyman Gun Sight Co ration, M iddlefield, Conn. 
1 Apr. 30 | J. Stevens Arms and ee ou Chicopee Falls, Mass, 1 F. B. Crumley, Rock Springs, Wyo. 
1 | Mar. 30 | J. E. Wells, Mitchell, S. D: 1 Jobn E. Bassett, New Haven, Conn. 
1| May 2 G. H. Garrison & Co., Sinai Wash. 1 A. F. Debrowsky, Redding, Cal. 
1] May 4 f| Farwell, Ozmun, 8 & Co., St. ieee 3 1 F. L. Kilmer, Oconto E Wis. 
2 | May 10 Tuft-Lyons Arms Co. Angeles, Cal. 1 T. B. Davis Arms Co., Port pou Mo Me. 
1| May 11 | United States e eas 1 9 Minneapolis, Minn 
1 | May 29 | W. S. Brown, Pittsburg, 1 Portage Lake Hardware Co., a Mich. 
1| May 28 | F. S. Rowe & Co., Fork ows: 8. Dak. 2 Cambria Trading Co., Cam 
2 3 Montana Hardware Co., Butte, Mont. 1 W. M. Payne, Springfield, nh” 
1} May 29 Iver Johnson Sporting Goods Co., Boston, Mass. 1 aries 4 755 Minneapolis, Minn. 
1 May 31 W. S. Brown, Pittsburg, Pa. 1 W. G. „ Omaha, Nebr. 
1 May 8 | Von rke & Antoine, Chicago, III. 1 vis Co., Portland, Me. 
A Pee ge” aR we. Rca artment, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 1 Stauffer, Eshleman & Co., New. ice yen 
2| May 29 W. 8 “ani Not 1 |...-do...| Marshall-Wells Hardware Co., Portlan ae 
1 Apr. 10 | Von 8 & An e, 3 II. 1 [Oct. 30 O. A. Bremer-Lewis Co 
2 Apr. 12 J. A. Johnston, Pittsburg, Pa. 2 .d. . Iver Johnson Sporting Goods Co., — Mass, 
1| Apr. 24 E b 1 | Oct. 31 | C. E. Norton, Diamondale, Mich. 
3 | June 12 | New York Department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 11 Oct. 19 ! Shelton-Payne Arms Co., El Paso, Tex. 
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Shipment of model 9, 30 Government rimless riflee—Continued. Shipment of .30 Government rimless cartridges—Continued. 


Quantity.| Date. To whom shipped. Quantity.| Date. To whom shipped. 


905. 
Noy. 21 | F. S. Rowe & Co., Fort Pi S. Dak. 


Golcher Bros., San cisco, Cal. 200 

A. D. McAusland, Miles Ci , Mont. 200 | Dec. 11 | Soo Hardware Co., Sault Ste. ie, Mich, 
Robt. C. Harvey, Deadw: 8. Dak. 200 |....do .. Marshall-Wells Hardware Co., Duluth, Minn. 
Lewis Bros. & Go., Montreal, Canada. 20 | Dec. 12 | G. E. Martinelli, Dame, I 

Seattle Hardware. Co., Seattle, Wash. 100 | Dec. 15 | Montgomery Ward & Co., Chicago. 

Bronson & Townsend Co., New Haven, Conn. 100 | Dec. 20 Sons, New Orleans, La. 

J. G. Birney, Boston, Ga. 

Topky & Brebner, Conneaut, Ohio. 1906. 

Shelton-Payne Arms Co., El „Tex. Jan. Powell & Clement Co., 8 Ohio. 


Carl ee. Butte, Mont. Von Lengerke & Antoine, C 


Oxbow, M 
F. H. Mark, Bellows Falls, Vt. 
EAN M. Smyth Co., Chicago, III. 


a Missoula Merchandise Co., Missoula, Mont. 


2 
12 
23 | Jno. Pritzlaff Hardware Con ETTA Wis. 
1 | Emil Lincke, 3 Germany. — 
. 20 Wilson & Matthews, Mount Gilead, Ohio. 

Feb. 7 Hackett-Walter-Gates Hardware Co., St. Paul. 
10 
12 
17 
27 


Ep 


EAEE 


L A. Firebaugh, Fairview, Okla. 

88 Gun Š yap ee malin Middlefield, Conn, 
on erke Chicago. 

Carbon Coal Co., gy ow. Va. 

Proto Bros., Ni 


$ 


> 
5 
8 
& 
w 
8 
10 1 


C. L. Petti N Son Miland Falls, Me. 
J. F. Schm: 5 Kansas City, Mo. 


——— 8 — 92 ˖· 2 
* 


Harris Goodwin, Penacook, N. H E V RE Shelton-Payne Soon El Paso, Tex. 
Frank A, Ellis & Son, Denver, Col Feb. 28 | W. K. Coleman, Barto, Fla, 2 
Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co., Bt. Paul, Minn. Mar. 2 eer Armoury Co., o. London, England. * 
J. O. Bardill, Herculaneum, Mar. 3 H. A. McLean, Jamaica, E Uae 
Iver Johnson Sporting Goods Co., Boston, Mass. Mar. 9 T. B. Davis Arms Co., 8 ae > y 
Mar. 12 ge M. Killim & Co., oe j A 
Mar. 8| W. S. Dunbar, Alpena, Tex. 73 
1 J. A. Johnston, Pittsburg, Pa. Mar. 9| Iver Johnson Sporting | 
2,000 | Mar. 10 | Salt Lake City Hardware 2 Salt Take City. 
100 | Mar. 12 | Shettield-Huntington Co., Americus, Ga. 
2 New York department, Winchester td Arms Co. 140 |....do...| Jno. Pritzlaff ware Co., Milwaukee. 
1 Von Lengerke & Antoine, Chicago, III. 500 | Mar, 15 | Foster-Stevens & Co. Grand a . — 
5 Marshall-Wells Hardware Co., Portland, Oreg. 80 Mar. 26 | Jno. 8. Neill, Fredericton, New 
1 Carl Engel, Butte, Mont. 200 | Mar. 28 | Strevell-Patterson Hardware Co., Salt Laks city, Utah, 
f 7,000 | Mar. 31 | San Francisco R 8 Winchester g Arms Co, 
100 |..-.do... pagn enotni & Co., Chicago, III. 
New York department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 200 | Apr. 10 
500 Apr. 12 | Iver 8 Sporting Goods Co., Boston, Mass. 
1,000 Apr. 18 | Wyeth Hardware Co., St. Joseph, Mo. 
200 | Apr. 26 | J. E. Wells, Mitchell, S. Dak. 
1,000 | Apr. 12 | New York t Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 
B. 2,500 | Apr. 16 | Montana Hardware Co., Butte, Mont. 
| 1 | Abe eee 
5 rl Engel, Bu ‘on 
Shipment of .30 Government rimless cartridges. 3, 000 he 25 Ban Francisco Department —- Repeating Arms Co. 
=n 300 | Apr. — 8 & Co., ig Portland, 
7,000 | Apr. Hardware Oreg. 
Quantity] Date. To whom shipped. 100 Apr. $0 | J. Stevens Arms and Tool Go.” Chicopee Falls, Mass. 
z 3,000 .. do... San Francisco De ent Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 
2,000 | May 11 | Missoula Mercantile Co., Missoula, Mont. 
1906. 300 | May 2| W. S. Brown, Pittsburg, Pa. 
1,000 | June 25 | New York department, Winchester 3 Arms Co. 100 | May 5 W. K. Coleman, Hom d, Fla. 
100 Aug. 2 J. A. Rickard & Co., ng pail 100 | May 9 C. A. Shroyer & Co., Dayton, Ohio 
500 | Aug. 6| W. 8. Brown, Pittsburg, Pi 500 0. Frank A. Ellis & Son, Denver, Colo. 
2,000 | Aug. 12 San 3 department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 1,000 | May 10 | Tuft-Lyons Arms Co., Los Angeles, Cal. 
1,000 Aug. 24 140 | May 28 | F. S. Rowe & Co., Fort Pierre, S. Dak. 
300 | Aug. 23 | Soo Hardware Co., Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 160 | May 21 G. H. Garrison & Co., Olym; Wash, 
240 Aug; 25 | John W. Garrett, Colorado 1 Colo. 7,000 | May 25 | Marshall-Wells Hardware Co., Portland, Oreg. 
500 |....do...] W. S. one chip abe Re 1,000 | June 4 Korff-Honsberg & Co., —— oi Mexico. 
100 | Aug. 29 T. B. Davis Arms Co. and. Me. 500 | June 15 | Browning Bros Co., m, Utah. 
500 | Sept. W. S. Brown, Pittsburg, 200 | June 18 | Joint 8 Savona, An 
1,000 |....do...| San Francisco 5 Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 1,000 | June 19 | New York Department Wis Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 
e 20 | Sept. 17 | London Armoury Co., London, England, 500 | June 7 W.S. Brown, 
20 | Oct. 26 | Norvell-Shapleigh Hardware Co., St. Loui: 1,000 June 9 Honeyman Hardware 4 Portland. Oreg. 
100 | Oct. 18 | Newton Lumber Co., Colorado § brings, Colo. 120 June 12 C. & W. McClean & Co., Si. ee Mo. 
2 400 | Oct, 27 Frank A. Ellis & Sons, Denver, 500 June 15 Browning Bros. Co., Ogden, U tah. 
160 | Oct. 13 | J. A. Johnston, Pittsburg, Pa. 500 June 19 | New Yor: Departmen ent e a Repeating Arms Co, 
300 | Nov. 2 | Carl , Butte, Mont. 200 |....do...| Salem G. LeValley, Buffalo, N. 
200 | Nov. 3 | Walter Tips, Austin, Tex. 100 June 21 Edwards & Walker, Portland, Me. 2 
300 | Noy. 10 | J. A. Johnston, Pittsb t Wine 300 June 29 | Jetton-Dekle Lumber Co., Brandon, Fla. 
600 | Noy. 28 | New York ee Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 500 June 27 | Holley-Mason Hardware Co, Spokane, Wash. 
40 | Noy. 29 = Bros., Daven Iowa. 1,000 | June 25 | Bullard & Gormley Co., a 
100 | Dec, 2 8 Hardware Co., Houston, Tex. 600 | June 27 | Jensen-King- Co., Spokane, 
40 | Oct. 12 hore 1-Shapleigh Hardware Co., St. Louis, 8,000 |....do...| Schwabacher ware Co. Seattle Wash. 
100 June 9 United States Cartridge Co., Lowell, Mass. 200 June 29 W. F. Sheard, Tacoma. Wash, 
1,000 | July 11 Sorensen & Thykson, Albert Lea, Minn. 
1905. 400 | July 14 Murphy-Maclay Hardware Co. rags Falls, Mont. 
800 | Jan. 16 | Frank A. Ellis & Son, Denver, Colo. - 100 | July 24 | T. B. Davis Aim; Co., Portland, M 
200 | May 21 Carl Engel, Butte, Mont. 300 | July 2| Winter & Co., Mor cton, New Swink, 
600 | May 27 | Iver Johnson Sporting Goods C Co., Boston. 2,000 |....do...| Missoula Mercantile Co., Missoula, Mont. 
300 | June 17 | Ralph Skidmore, Marinette, Wis. 240 July 3 177 K. Coleman, Carrabelle, ae 
1,000 June 2 New York department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 100 | July 5 A. Rickard, Schenectady, N 
1,000 | June 20 Do. 300 | July 6 Tutte bs ‘ons Arms Co.. Los 13 Cal. 
40 July 6 P. R. eon Rowayton, Conn. 60 | July 7 | Fuller. k Hardware Co., Houston, Tex. 
8 500 | July 11 | Chas. E. Tisdall, Vancouver, British . 100 July 26 | Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
60 | July 17 | P. R. Brooks, Great Neck, Long Island 1,000 y 81 | Wyeth Hardware and Manulacturi uring Co., St. Joseph, Mo. 
500 | Aug. 1 Frank A. Ellis & Son, Denver, Colo. 300 |....do...| Bronson & Townsend Co., New Haven, Conn. 
1,000 | Aug. 2| Chas. E. Tisdall, bie os British Columbia. 500 July 27 | Tufts-Lyons Arms Co., Los Angeles, Cal. 
40 | Aug. 16 | London Armoury 2. London, England. 600 | July 31 | Missoula Mercantile Co., 2 Mont. 
300 | Aug. 17 G = Temple, Ei Paso, Tex. 100 | Aug. 7 Russell Bros. Manufacturin aiaga; Conn. 
1,000 | Sept. 21 R. Broo 5 Neck, Long Island. 2,000 Aug. 9 Krakauer-Zork & Move, EI Range 
1,000 | Sept. 14 ee York department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 600 | Aug, 14 | Wm. H. Hoegce Co., Los Angeles, 1001. 
1,000 | Sept. 21 San Francisco department, 3 Repeating Arms Co. 1,000 | Aug. 28 | Seattle Sporting Goods Co., Seattle, Wash. 
1,000 | Sept. 18 | Missoula Mercantile Co., Missoula, 1,000 | Aug. 11 | Janney-Semple-Hill & Co., Minneapolis, Minn. 
2,000 | Sept. 21 | San Francisco isco dapartment, Winchester r Co. 200 | Aug. 18 A. D. MeA nd Miles City, Mont. 
800 | Sept. 27 | Carl Engel, Butte, Mont. 1,000 | Aug. 27 | Northrup Hardware Co., Boise, Idaho, 
2,000 | Sept. 28 | San Francisco de ent, Winchester Repeating Arms Co. 100 | Ang. 22 | Iver Johnson Sporting Goods Co., Boston, Mass, 
300 | Oct. 6| Emil Linck, Ham . 300 Aug. 25 W. H. Holliday, Laramie, Wyo. 
200 | Oct. 7 eee s Su upply Co., i eh Dh 200 Ang. 27 | Olney Hardware Co., Stafford, Ariz. 
3,000 | Oct. 10 San Francisco Be Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 500 }....do...| J. M. K. ponta “Newport, R. I. 
500 | Oct. 14 Powell & Clement Co. Cincinnati, Ohio. 100 | Aug. 30 | Sumner Co., oncton, New Brunswick, Canada. 
100 | Oct, 24 | Walter 82 Austin, z 1,000 | Aug. 25 | G. M. Cole, 5 Arsenal, Hartford, Conn. 
40 | Oct. 28 5 es Corporation, Middlefield, Conn. 100 | Aug. 28 Kirkwood Bros., Boston, Mass, 
800 | Oct. 30 . 8. Brown 200 | Aug. 30 | Hibbard. Spencer, Bartlett & Co., Chicago, III. 
200 | Oct. 31 | Walter Tips, Austin, N 100 nee 2 5 Manufacturing Co., Middletown, Conn. 
500 | June 20 | Missoula Mercantile Co., Missoula, Mont. 40 |....do...| J. O’ Bri Lumber Co., Sommers, Mon 
1,000 | Nov. 3 | New York di t Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 100 Aug. 8 Goleher Bı Bros., San 
500 l Noy. 11! R. W. Allen, Wis. 2,000 !....do...! New Lace Pr t Winelanies „ 
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Shipment of 30 Government rimless cartridges—Continued. 


To whom shipped. 


Von 
Stauffer- 
Dunham-Carrigan Š Sio den € S. San Francisco, Cal. 


rke & ae Chicago, Ill. 
hleman & , New Orleans, La. 


J. F. Schmelzer & Sons 
Kennedy Bros., Minnea: olis, 
A. M. Holter Hardware 7 —.— Mont. 
Shelton-Payne Arms Co., El Paso, Tex. 
Golcher Bros., San Francisco, 

Seattle Hardware Co., Seattle, Wash, 

Wm. R. Burkhard, St. Paul, Minn 

Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co., St. Paul, 3 
Foster, Meade & Co., Huntin; n, W. Va 


Oey KANAR City, Mo. 


Smith Bros., Columbus, Ohio. 
Walter G. Clark Co., Omaha, Nebr. 
Marshall-Wells Hardware Co., Duluth, Minn. 
New York Department Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 
J. F. Schmelzer & Sons Arms Co., Kansas City, Mo. 
Von Lengerke & Antoine, Chicago. 
Rey. J. W. Fowler, Pi le, R. I. 
Jerry Coleman, Galion, Ohio. 
Janney-Semple-Hill Co., Minneapolis. 
Arp & Hammond Hardware Co., TET Wyo. 
Sumner Co., Moncton, New Brunswick, 
3 bark Naedele & Co. erro ponn. 


Mon Ward & aragua 
Wye ware pe TE Co., St. Joseph, Mo. 
' rens Arms Co. 


Los Ange 
McLennan, McF eely È Co., youve British Columbia. 
Dunham, Hayden Co., San Francisco, Ca 
A. Deutz & Bro., Laredo, Tex 
T. B. Davis Arms Co., Portland, Me. 
Stauffer, Eshleman & Co., Orleans. 
Marshall-Wells Hardware Co., Portland, Oreg. 
Jno. E. Bassett, New Haven, Conn. 
G. S. Clark, Berlin, N. — 
Walter Tips, Austin, 
C. E. Norton, Diamondale, Mich. 
New York Department, Winchester Repeating Arms Co, 
Jacob aysa Neg enne, Wyo. 
A. Deutz TO., lo, Tex. 
A. E. N Red 
m Hardware Co., Staunton, Va. 
Portage e Hardware Co., — Mich. 
Cambria Trading CoG Camb: ria, W 
Golcher Bros., San Fran 
Kennedy Bros., Minneapolis, Minn. 
Jno. E. Bassett, New Haven, onar: 
T 2 Davis Arms Co., Portlan 


F. H. Chandler, Shelbourne Falls, Mass. 

Simmons Hardware Co. St. Louis, Mo. 

“iste an Hardware Co., Portland , Oreg. 
15 Bellows Falls, V 

ede 1, Canada. 


Jno. M. Smyth, Chicago. 
Bullard & Gormley Co., Chicago. 


Do. 

Jno. G. Burney, Boston, G: 
Topky & press Gonneaut; Ohio. 
Jno. M. Smyth, Chicago. 
Po e Lake Hardware Co., Houghton, Mich. 
Hop. Bros. Co., Des $ Moines, Iowa. 
Oscar Nason, Oxbow, Me. 
Jno. E. Bassett, New Haven, Conn, 
Baker & Hamilton, San Francisco, Cal, 
Baker & Hamilton, Sacramento, Cal. 
$ H. Ashdown, Winni , Manitoba. 

A. Deutz & Bro. 0. Pex. 
Canedy Bros., St. Paul, Minn. 

J. F. Schmelzer & Sons Arms Co., Kansas City, Mo. 
et E. Bassett, New Haven. 
C. L. Pettingell & Sons, Island Falls, Me. 
Jno. E. Bassett, New Haven, oe 
Thompson & Hoague, Concord, N 
Seattle Hardware Co., Seattle, Wash, 
Wyeth Hardware and Manufacturing Co., St. Joseph, Mo. 
Bronson & Townsend Co., New Have: Conn. 
Janney, Semple, Hill &Co., Minneapolis, 
Dunham, Carrigan & Hayden Co., San Fra Fřaneisco, Cal, 
Iver Johnson Sporting Goods Co., Boston, Mass 


Do. 
Wyeth Hardware and Manufacturing Co., St. Joseph, Mo. 
National Sportsmen (Incorporated), m, Mass. 


O. 


To whom shipped. 


1904. 
Aug. 17 | Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City. 


sale. 
Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City. 
M. Hartley Co., New York City. 
Abererom! e & Fitch Co., New York City. 


JANUARY 18, 


Shipment of model 1895 .30 Government rimless rifles, etc.—Continued. 


Quantity.] Date. | To whom shipped. 


W & Eitch Co., New York City. 


bt bat bet pt 


Cash sale. 
Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City. 


Cash sale, 
Do. 


J. G. Drew, Pablo Beach, Fla. 

Von Lengerke & Detmold, New York City. 
Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City. 
Returned to New Haven, 

Cash sale. 

Carr Bros., El Paso, Tex. 

Returned to New Haven. 

Cash sale. 

I. C. Keefe, Herkimer, N. Y. 

.| F. Winter Hardware Co., Lancaster, Pa. 
No record. 


Cash sale. 
--| Returned to New Haven. 
.| Schoverling, a Gales, New York City. 
Von Lengerke & Detmold, New York City. 


—— 22 ka peat ad pa 


Cash sale. 
Returned to New Haven. 
9 Daly & Gales, New York City. 


=" 8 sale. 
In stoc 
Von Lengerke & Detmold, New York City. 
In stock. 
Do, 
Do. 
H. & D. Folsom Arms Co., New York City, 


In stock. 
H. & D. Folsom Arms Co., New York City. 


END pa pet al cell el col ool el — el —— 


D. 
Shipment of .30 Government cartridges from New York department. 


Quantity.| Date. To whom Rs eR a ee 


Cash sale, 
Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City, 
3 sale. 


Do. 


Cash sale, J. A. Johnston. Pittsb' Pa. 


Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City. 
Cash sale. 


1905. 
Jan. 16 | M. Hartley Co., New York City. 
Jan. 19 | Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City. 
Do. 
Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City. 
Carr Bros., for Texas. 
Von Lengerke & Detmold, New York City. 
9 & Fitch Co., New York City. 
H. ep D. onm Arms Co. 
Sohoveriing, Daly & Gales, New York City. 
Abercrombie & Fitch Co.. New York City, 
Cash sale. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
J. A. Johnston, Pittsburg, Pa. 


H. site Folsom Arms Co., New York City. 
Do. 

W. A. Abel & Co., Syracuse, N. Y. 

Von 5 & Detmold, New York City, 

D. S. p.8. Spaulding, Mexico. 

yap Hardware and Iron Co., Albany, N. Y. 

Cash sale. 


Do. 
H. H. Valentine, Albany, N. Y. 
J. Stevens Arms and Tool — , Chicopee Falls, Mass, 
J. A. 3 Pittsburg, Pa. 


Cash sal 
Von Lengerke & Detmold, New York City, 
Cash sale, 


Do 
W. A. Abel & Co., Syracuse, N. 

E. K. Tryon Co., "Philadephia, Pa. 
Arkell Š Dougias (for Australia). 
Carr Bros. (for Mexico). 


Gash sale. 
Sehovering Daly & Gales, New York City. 


SSSssSSS SSS SSS 888888888 SS8888 8888888888 8888 88888888888 


8 
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Shipment of .30 Government cartridges, etco—Continued. List of model of 1903 rifles issued, suld, etc-—Continued. 


Quantity.| Date. To whom shipped. Date of Waden |, Car. Authority of Chief of Ord- 


both styles, Bes. nce, United States Army. | 


20 Stichter Hardware Co., Lancaste 1904. Number. 
200 Bluefield Hardware Co., Bluesield, W. Va. Union Metallic Car- Jan. 21 A ATR First indorsement, Jan 4, 
= 8 sale. iuge 0o; Bridge- 19}; O. O., 340588-9. 
Š port, Conn. 
— E. G. 2 Newark, N. J. ee Rand Powder | Mar, 4 R ener 12 4, 1903; O. O., 
Cash sal 0. 
40 Do. Governor of Washing- | Mar. 15 Shey) Seed, Third nament. Feb. 
300 H. & D. Folsom Arms Co., New York City. ton. 16, 1904; O. O., 
160 Abercrombie & Fitch Co., New York City. Governor of West Vir- | Mar. 22 11553 |........ Third indorsement, Mar. 
500 J. A. e Pittsburg, Pa. ginia. 11, 1904; O. O., 31081-119, 
40 Cash sa 9730 Sixth indorsement, Mar. 
80 Schioverting, Dal Gales, New York City. Governor of New Jer- ia 3 11483 f. 24. 19H; O. O., 31133 3%. 
200 1 555 New York City. sey. Pr. 10887 Fifth indorsement, Mar. 
100 Cash sale. 11356 f — 7 26, 1901; O. O., 31133-392. 
200 Schoverling, Daly & Gales. Remington Arms Co.. May 5 1988999 First indorsement, Apr. 26, 
100 .| T. B. Davis Arms Co., Portland, Me. 1904; O. O., 3782 
40 Stichter Hardware Co., Lancaster, Pa. Governor of New Jer- | May 6 |.........:.. 3,000 | Third indorsement, A 
20 Do. waa 23, 1904; O. O., 3113 
80 W. A. Abel & Co., bed EA Mr. J. H. Brown, Read-| May 14 10971 First indorsement, Apr. 27, 
80 Von Lengerke d. New i Vork City. ing, Pa. 1904; , 37830-8. 
> 9 Daly & Gales, New York City. Winchester Arms Co... May 25 TRIS U STAT Letter, Dee. 28. 1903; 0. O., 
100 1 Hardware and Iron Co., Albany, N. Y. Julius King Optical Co.. . do eee Fourth 8 Jan. 
80 Sehovesling, Daly & Gales, New York City. - 20, 1904; O. O., 84355-51. 
200 Cash sale, United States Cartridge May 28 444 First indorsement, Feb. 2, 
Co. y 664 7 ; 0. 0., 31 5 
E Mr. S. N. McClean, | June 2 11388 First indorsement, May 28, 
x Cleveland, Ohio. 1904; O. O., 5 
Governor of New Jer- | June 7 11158 Third indorsement, June3, 
1904; O. O., 31133424, i 
sosna June 17 11161 |........| First indorsement, June 2, 
1904; O. O., 31316-167, 
Mr. J. T. Brayton, 126 . do 11860 |........ Letter. Mar. 9, 1904; O. O., 
State street, Chicago, 34355-58. 
Governorof Maine ODA > ~ TARTU te oncecws First indorsement, June 6, 
Anson Mills W June 18 First indones yon 
s»..-.| S. G. Le Valley, SUNAIO, N, ...... m s Woven | June rst rsement, me 
——— eed & an N. X...... . X 6964 Cartridge Belt Co. 1904; 0. O., $8544-17 i 
w Ne ork. S. National Museum | Aug. 15 { 2 10.250 0.8.2825 — 8 | 
KAC. NOW Tork UY. .-~~ 2-0 Quartermaster, U. S. A 19 . Third indorsement, Aug. | 
— —— é x Marine Co = 13, 1904; 3 5 66 | 


Governor of Pennsyl- 


Do. .. 100 metal case U. S. C. gos Lowell, Mass .........-.. waste: 30430-3115 
July 30 20 soft point Schoverli Daly & Gales, New | X 1066 
$ y ; York ling, Oct. 5 tindorsement, Sept. 2, 
ug. First indorsement, Sept. 
Sept. 15 t E. 0. terbury, Conn. (Seo. 1904; O. O., a 
E sh eal one Brg aa a Ne eT A belied tamil we ok O OBIBE- o 
t. 28 | 200 metal case.. R. A. Co., Dion, N. “ 
805 22 season ou a M. C bo. San Fran ERSE X Bots Pratt & Whitney Co.. Oct. 18 Serge Oct.10, 
Des 3 TAR W. J. N of N. Hartley G0. X pit GovernorofNewJersey| Oct. 31| 40098 |........ Firat indorstment, Oct. 25, 
E. I. Du Pont Co Noy. 4 41003 First indorsement, Sept.17, 
1905. 5 1904; , 33343-30. 
Jan. 14 | 20 soft point........ 9 Daly & Gales, New | X 623 Mr. E. B. Meyrowitz, . . do 89314 .| First indorsement, Oct. 81, 
York City. No. 104 E. enty- 1904} O. O., 8854-40. 
5 5 ` oat st., New Yor 
Jan. 26 |..... do - Governor of Connecti- | Dec. 7 89898 = st Indorsement, Dec. 2, 
25 = cut. 1 904; O. O., 28553-145. 
23 | 300 soft point K tm ad. N. S 
Aug. 23 Von oe é& Detmo ew Vork GovernorotNewJersey| Jan. 27 { _— \ Pee: er anr o 19, 
1906. 
Feb. 19 oft point..... sack alinen Gates, SF PEE X 1369 “azine Corps. D. S edo E 5 Third indorsemont, Jan.24, 
ar. 19 | 400 metal case on, N. T. S $5974 |........ 
Mar, 22 | 200 metal ense -:.-:. J. À- Johnston, Pitsburg, Pa 3 F z 1 0, 0. BASA * 
Apr. 7 FA S Daly & aes, New Leer , 
May 16 vou L A Antoine, le, Chicago.. x 255 Governor of Oregon...| Mar. 1 67484 |........ 8 TE Feb. 1, 
une i Danan Kir ae 
June 27 ecg Viscaye, z= Tee a pag Micra Mar. 18 88955 |........ 2188 Eig tres Mar. 7, 
Ang. 3 rere, Ozmun, Kirk & Co., St. Pa = Conn. S 5 oe 
on 1000 soft point... 5555 Precise #3 . of New Jer- jatar. 16 to 3 n 3 Mar. 1. 
ug. soft point. . . . M. Hartle ek B. ; $ . 
‘Aug. 21 | 500 soft point -. Kennedy Bros. Arms Co., St. Paul....] X 17297 ur, john eee Reena aed Te an Oo ee 
Aug. 23 | 100 metal case Lyman Gunsight Corporation, Mid~ X 17675A | Mr. W. B. Condit, Phil- Mar. 25 |............ 100 | Letter, Oct. 20, i904; O. G. 
Aug. 24 M Karner Co stock E X 17946 adelphia, 5S 1 . 
ug. 24 400 soft metal... . Stock E.. fr. . wn F. K. n 
* 8 > 1 ‘ard ware Co., St. Louis |% 30151 RA treed rand MAEA 2 O O Le ai 
8 71 Sd e- erg 7 40838 |........ Letter, Mar. 16, 1905; 0.0., 
39475 |........ First indorsement, May 13, 
TAS 1905; O. O., 31550-22, 
BORE ponb ss annn eee, June 26 EOT First indorsement, June 14 
r Ah / ² A -- 15,860 Minneapolis, Minn. 1905; O. O., 38897-1. 
Governor of Wyoming. Aug. 17 4 First indorsement, July 8, 
1905; O. O., 83199-48. 
Unclosure No. 2.] Union Metallic Cart- | Aug. 30 136221 Third’ indorsement, Aug. 
List of model of 1903 rifles issued, sold, or otherwise disposed of prior to August 13, 1906. rag Co., Bridge- 26, 1905; O. O., 31088-25, 
„fr.!!! saat aahei ects Apii ae Ya aE hes E Sie 8 Conn 
Model of 132507 
Date of Authority of Chief of Ord- 
1908 rifles, Winchester Repeatin 183773 
both styles: „ nance, United States Army. 2 New Ha já 183098 2 Fifth! indorsement Ang.18, 
ven. sane O. O., 38804 
1903. Number. 136379 
Col. L. J. Pinault, Ot- | Nov. 16 56 me, Third indorsement, Aug. | Mr. Chas. L. — Oct. 30 14449 First indorsement, Aug. 11, 
tawa, 8 19. —— O. O., 34191-9. Mandan, N. Dak. 3 1905: O. O., 88544-93. 
Governor of Pennsyl- | Dec. 11 934. First in dorsement, Dec. 4, | E.I. Du Pont Co., wil- | Noy. 10 132351 Second indorsement, Oct. 
vanis, 1903; O. O., 30136-257. mington, Del, 2, 1905; O. O., 33843-113. 
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List of model of 1903 rifles issued, sold, etc.—Continued. 


Model of 
Date of Car- | Authority of Chief of Ord- 
issu Kors el tridges. nance, United States Army. 
1905, sis pr 
1602 Third and fifth indorse- 
United StatesCartridge Na. 150633 z 8 
Con Lewell Mas. Nor. 16 | 101155 | N { ments, Nov.6 and 9, 1905; 
Winchester Repeating | Dec. 1 94671 Fifth indorsement, Nov.10, 
Arms Bane New Ha- 1905; O.0,,35618-21. . 
ven, Conn 


U. M. Cartridge Co., 


S Fifth indorsement, Dec. 13, 
Bridgeport, Conn. 1905: O. O., 34088-34. 


First indorsement, Dec. 19, 
1905; O. O., 31133-547. 
8851-102. 


Letter, Feb. 6, 1906; O. O., 
35253-436, 

First indorsement, Feb. 3, 
1906; O. O., 31133-553, 
Third indorsement, May 

1. 27.1905; O. O., 34926-40. 
First indorsement, Mar. 
17, 1906; O. O., 38544-114. 

Second indorsement, Mar. 


Governor of New Jer- 
sey. 
Mr. John * Au- 


7 


burn, N. Y. 
Chinese commission- 


ers. 
Governor of New Jer- 


Smithsonian Institute. 


Mr. Chas. M. Dally, 
New York City. 
E. I. Du 5 


ming ton, Del. ison 7, 1906, O. O., 33843-131. 
Governor of Ohio......|.... do... | ee Nr ide G. ö,, 3800100. 17, 
ea ea e a fn E A Mer 
Vda Re ee | ARE ,, PE A 
Governorof New York.| Apr. 20 125494 | 8 e 
Governor of New Jer- | May 12 102820 |........ First indorsement, Apr. 23, 
arb. MeNiven, Paw- June 9 201849 . Letter, Sane, 1906; 0. O., 
OE e Co., | June 15 217358 | 5 Bar EREE EN 
Governor of Vermont.. July 17 í enoed 5 beg nl 6, 1906; O. O., 
Governor of Maine....| Aug. 4 |! 33 Eee 5 24, 
Sub Target Gun Co. | Aug, 10 22029 First indorsement, July 25, 

Boston, Mass, | | 1906; O. O., 38345-44. 

Total, 69......... ee. 9 | 


aon addition to the above, one special rifle made for the President of the United 
es. 


[Inclosure No. 3.] 


Names and addresses of all parties, except officers of the Army, to whom model of 1903 
rifle 3 ee has been issued, sold, or otherwise disposed af prior to 
Aug i À 


Number 
Date. Name. Address. of 
rounds, 
Oct. 29,1902 | Vickers-Maxim Co Washington, D. C.. 5, 000 
Mar. 6, 1903 Sir Charles Ross Hartford, Conn... 1,000 
ar. 9. 1 Doctor Hudson.. New York, N. Y 100 
June 27,1903 | J. J. Reifgraner. St. Louis, Mo 100 
July 28,1903 | Vickers Sons Coo London, England 5, 000 
t. 23, 1908 Sg ares & Hopkins Washington, D. C 10,000 
Nov. 6,1903 S. N. Meclean Cleveland, Ohio, 2,000 
Feb. 11,1904 | President of the United States.] Washington, D. C 100 
Mar. 9,1904 | State of Washington Olympia, Wash... 1,000 
Apr. 26,1904 | V. P. De Knight............... Cincinnati, Ohio.. 2, 000 
ay 4,1904 | State of West Virginia......... Charleston, W. V. 1.000 
June 10,1904 State of Maine 1,000 
June 25,1904 W. D. Condit . 1,000 
July en H. Brennt 100 
Aug. 16,1904 | State of Pennsylvania. --| Harrisburg, Pa 1,000 
Aug. 31,1904 | Hon. Elihu Root -| Washington, D. 500 
Oct. 10,1904 | State of Texa? Austin, Tex .. 1,000 
Oct, 15,1904 V. P. De Knigh .-| Cincinnati, Oh 2,000 
Jan. 17,1905 | C. F. A. Armstro New York, N. Y 100 
Jan. 28,1905 | President of the Unit Washington, D. 100 
May 1, 1905 W. D. Condit.................. Philadelphia, Pa 5⁰⁰ 
May 31,1905 W Repeating Arms New Haven, Conn... 200 
0. 
June 12,1905 | Gen. Wm. B. Rochester New York, N. .. 1,000 
July 5, 1905 2 Repeating Arms New Haven, Conn 1,000 
0. 
Aug, 18, 1805 Hon. Otto Gramm Laramie, Wyo 300 
Sept. 5,1 W. D. Condi 500 
Jan. 22,1906 | V. P. De Knight. 1,000 
Mar. 27,1906 | State of Ohio 3, 000 
5 14, 1906 | D. M. Dickinson 200 
* 2,1906 | Rekylriffel Syndikat 3,000 
3 Deutsche Waffen und Muni- Germany 1. 000 
tions Fabriken. 
May 4,1906 | Jno, Barlow Auburn, N. 50 
July 10,1906 State of New Jersey Trenton, N. J . 1, 000 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
. Washington, January 11, 1907. 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, 


* 

Please examine, and haye Captain Rice examine, the shells and car- 
tridges and the undischarged cartrid and the bullets which Mr. 
Purdy will show you, and state, first, whether you can tell by the marks 
on them whether the shells are those manufactured exclusively for the 
Government, 

Secondly, whether, in your opinion, the three bullets shown to you 
could have come from the Springfield rifle, model of 1903, and whether 


baie could haye come from any other rifie which you know of. 
h 


ird, whether the bandoleer shown you by Mr. Purdy is the ban- 
doleer in use in the service and manufactured for the Government, and 
what your information is as to the fact whether such bandoleers are 
manufactured for anybody but the Government. 
0 . WX. H. Tarr, Secretary of War. 
[Indorsement. ] 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE. 
Washington, January 12, 1907. 

1. Respectfully returned to the honorable the Secretary of War, 
with the information that the empty shells, undischarged 8 
and bullets referred to within, have been carefully examined. he 
empty cases are marked on the base as having been manufactured at 
the Frankford Arsenal, and by the Union Metallic Cartridge Com- 
pany. The former place manufactures only for the Government, and 
the shells manufactured by the Union etallic Cartrid Company 
are marked on the base with the date of manufacture, which indicates 
that they were furnished to the United States under contract, since 
the officials of that company have stated to Captain Rice that no simi- 
lar cartridge cases among the small number they have sold to the trade 
were marked with the date. There is, therefore, no reasonable doubt 
of the fact that these cartridge cases were manufactured for and fur- 
nished to the Government. 

2. The three bullets referred to within could have come from the 
model of 1903 rifle, commonly known as the new pornea and 
they could also have come from the so-called “ Krag rifle,” the size of 
the bullet being identical for the two arms and the rifling boing the 
same, thus leaving the same marks on the jacket of the bullet. If 
taken in connection with the cartridge cases referred to above, how- 
ever, the Krag rife would be eliminated, since these cases can nòt be 
used in that arm, because it has a smaller chamber than the new 
8 and because it is arranged for the use of a cartridge case 
with a flanged head instead of one with a cannelured or rimless head, 
as is the case with the ammunition for the model of 1903 gun. The 
bullets could not have come from any arm of which I know except 
the two enumerated above, since the only rifle manufactured in this 
country, so far as investigation has disclosed, which has the same 
form of chamber as the model of 1903 rifle is the model of 1895 Win- 
chester, 438 of which have been chambered for this ammunition. 
These bullets could not have been fired from this rifle, since it has 
six lands instead of four, as shown by the marking on the bullets, 
Two Lee rifles have been manufactured having chambers that will take 
the model of 1903 ammunition, one of which is still in the hands of the 
manufacturers and the other in the hands of one of their employees. 

3. The bandoleer referred to is of the design used in service, and 
from the markings was manufactured for model of 1903 ammunition 
by the Union Metallic Cartridge Company in January, 1906. As the 
cartridge cases referred to above as manufactured by this company 
were dated December, 1905, it is not improbable that they may have 
been packed in the bandoleer referred to. This department has never 
known of the manufacture of such bandoleers, except for the use of 
the Government, and so far as known no one else has any use for such 
bandoleers, y - 

WILLIAM CROZIER, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 


John H, Rice was first duly sworn by Maj. A. P. Blocksom, and, 

upon being examined by Mr. Purdy, testified as follows: 

. You are a captain in the Un ted States Army ?—A. Yes. 

. How long have you been connected with the Army?—aA. Since 
June 15, 1889. 

In what department of the Army are you employed at the prés- 
ent time: — A. Ordnance Department. 

Q. How long have you been connected with the Ordnance Depart- 
ment of the United States Army?—aA. Since November, 1898. 

Q. During that time will you state, Captain, in a general way, what 
your duties have been in that Department?—A. I have been on duty 
at the gun factory at Watervliet Arsenal for about six months; at the 
Sandy Hook proving ground for about two years; at the Manila 
ordnance depot for something over two years; on inspection duty 
for a little more than two years, and since last April on duty in the 
office of the Chief of Ordnance in the city of Washington. 

Q. I will ask you, Captain, if you are familiar with the rifle known 
as the “new Springfield rifle’ and now in use in the United States 
Army ?—-A, I am. 

Q. Will you state, Captain, about how long that rifle has been in 
use by the troops?—A. About eight months, 

Q. What was the rifle used by the United States Army before the 
new Springfield rifle was adopted ?—A. It is an arm commonly known 
as the “ Krag rifle” adopted some little time before the Spanish war. 

Q. Will you go on now, Captain, and describe the bore of these two 
rifles and any other characteristics which you think of that are pecul- 
lar to these two guns?—-A. The bores are practically identical as 
regards rifling, each having four lands, 0.06 inch wide, the depth of 
groove or height of land is 0.004, The EE rife barrel Is longer than 
that of the new Springfield rifle and the chamber is different in size, 
being smaller in the Krag, so that the cartridge for the model of 1903, 
commonly known as the new Springfield,” will not enter the chamber 
of the Krag rifle by about 1 inch. It is, therefore, impossible to use 
the model of 1903 ammunition in the Krag rifle on this account, as 
well as because the Krag rifle is constructed to use a flanged cartridge 
case, while the model of 1903 rifle uses a cannelured case, which is 
commonly termed “ grooved.” 

Q. Will you describe, Captain, the markings which appear upon bul- 
lets fired from the new Springfield rifle and the Krag-Jérgensen rifle 
A. They are identical, The bullet is marked with four grooves of slight 
depth corresponding to the lands of the rifling and making a slight 
spiral from the base toward the point of the bullet. 

. Now, Captain Rice, I want to show you these shells, four clips, 
and these six ball 8 which have been identified as having been 
picked up in the streets of the city of Brownsville by different persons 
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on the morning of the 14th of August, 1906, and ask you if you know 
what kind of ammunition they are?—A. The clips are for the model 
of 190% ammunition manufactured either for or by the Government for 
use in its model 1903 rifle, and after considerable inyestigation of the 
subject I feel sure that they can not be used with any other arm to be 
found in this country. The cartridge cases are for model of 1903 Goy- 
ernment ammunition; part of them were manufactured at the Frank- 
ford Arsenal and Gun Factory, which produced material only for the 
use of troops, and the remainder were manufactured by the Union 
Metallie Cartridge Company, evidently in accordance with a contract 
with the United States Government and for delivery to the Government. 
The cases are identified as for the 1903 rifle by their shape and size, as 
well as the fact that they are cannelured. Their place of manufacture 
is indicated by marking on the base of the shell. hose from the Union 
Metallic Cartridge Company may be distinguished from any similar 
cases manufactured by them for commercial use by the date being 
stamped in, which is not the case with their commercial material. 

Q. I will now ask you, St ere Rice, whether this ammunition I have 
shown you, including the ball cartridges and empty shells, is capable of 
being used in the Krag-Jérgensen rifle ?—A, It is not; because the cases 
are not the right size for the chamber, and they are cannelured and 
could not be used in a gun made to take a flanged case. 

Q. Do you know of any rifle in which this ammunition which I have 
shown you can be used other than the new Springfield rifle?—A. It will 
fit the Winchester rifle, model of 1895, when specially chambered—only 
438 have been thus changed—but could not be used satisfactorily in 
that arm, because the blow of the be dl pin is not sufficiently strong to 
discharge the primer, There have also been manufactured two Lee 
rifles chambered fer this ammunition, one of which is still in the hands 
of the manufacturer and the other is in the hands of an employee, and 
was SONIT manufactured for him. 

Q. Do you know, Captain, of any other rifles besides those which 

you have mentioned which will use this ammunition which I haye 
shown you?—A. I do not. I have recently investigated the subject 
and consulted the leading manufacturers in this country, an none of 
them knew of any other arm than those to which I haye already referred 
that could take this ammunition. 
- Q. Now, with reference to the 1895 model of the Winchester rifle 
which you state, as I remember, will take this ammunition. I will ask 
you, Captain, how many lands are contained in the bore of the 1895 
model Winchester rifle which will take this ammunition ?—A. There 
ne six of a width almost twice that of the lands of the model of 1903 
rifle. 

Q. I will now show you, Captain Rice, a bullet offered in evidence in 
connection with the testimony of Miss Gertrude Cowen, who was re- 
cently examined by me in the city of Brownsville, which bullet is alleged 
to have been found between the pistein mirror and the backing 
thereto in the wardrobe of the Cowen house on the same day upon 
which Miss Cowen was examined. I will ask you to examine this 
bullet and state what kind of a rifle, in your opinion, that bullet was 
fired from, and the kind of ammunition of which it was a part?—A. 
There is no question in my mind but that it was fired from a model of 
1903 rifle or a model of 1898, known as the Krag rifle, since the marks 
of the rifling are such as are made by these two arms, and to the best 
of my belief made only by them. 

. If this bullet is a part of one of the shells, or a similar shell, 
which I have shown you as having been picked up on the streets of the 
city of Brownsyille on the day after the shooting affray, I will ask you 
whether it could have been tired from a Krag rifle?—A. It could not. 

Q. Will you give your reasons for so stating?—A. If the bullet were 
assembled in the case to which you refer, the cartridge could not be 
inserted in the Krag 5 from which it follows that it could not 
have been fired in the Krag gun. 

Q. Then, as I understand you, Captain, this bullet which I have 
shown you, in your opinion, could have been fired only from a Krag rifle, 
or from a new Springfield rifle, and if the bullet was originally con- 
tained in one of these shells which I have shown you, then, and in 
such case, the Krag rifle is eliminated, and in your judgment it was 
fired only from a new Springfield rifle. Is that correct?—A. It is 
correct, taking into consideration the fact, as previously explained, that 
the cases must haye been either manufactured for or by the Govern- 


ment. 

Q. I will next show you a bullet which Maj. A. P, Blocksom extracted 
from the dining-room door in the house of Mr. Yturria in the city of 
Brownsville, on the Ist day of January, 1907. After having ex- 
amined this bullet, will 11 5 state, Captain Rice, what rifle or rifles, 
in your opinion, that bullet must have been fired from?—A. It is in 
exactly the same class as the one in reference to which I have just tes- 
tified, and all remarks pertaining thereto apply also to this. 

Q. Captain Rice, I will now show you a bullet, which Mr. Garza 
states in his testimony that he extracted from the wooden covering of 
the well in the yard of Mr. Yturria on the day after the shootin affray 
in Brownsville last August. I will ask you to examine this bullet and 
state as to what rifle or rifles, in your opinion, that bullet was fired 
from.—aA. It is in exactly the same class as the two bullets in refer- 
ence to which I have previously testified, and all remarks in reference 
to them apply equally to 8 : 

Q. I. will next show you, Captain, three pieces of metal, resemblin 
bent tin, which are alleged to have been found by Mr. Garza on the 
floor of his dining room on the morning of August 14, the day after 
the shooting. Having examined these three pieces of metal, resembling 
bent tin, are you able to state what they are?—A. They are un- 
doubtedly parts of cupro-nickel jackets which have been stripped from 
the leaden core of jacketed bullets, elther the same or similar to those 
in reference to which I have previously testified. 

Q. Captan I will ask you whether you can account for bullets, 
commonly known as the steel-jacketed bullets, being fifed from a rifle 
and retaining substantially the same form as before they were fired, 
while other bullets of the same kind are broken up into small particles 
of metal resembling bent tin?—A. It is essentially a matter of the 
resistance encountered by the bullet. No great deformation will 
result unless the resistance encountered is very considerable, in which 
case the etripping of the jackets is a well-known phenomenon, 

Q. Captain Rice, I will now show you a bandoleer which was offered 
in evidence in connection with the testimony of one Juan Cerda, and 
which is alleged to have been picked up in the alley in the rear of 
the Miller Hotel, in the city of Brownsyille, at about daylight on the 
morning of the 14th of August. After haying examin this bando- 
leer, I will ask yon to state whether or not it is similar in all respects 
to the bandoleer used by the United States troops.—A. It is of Gov- 
ernment ac such as is manufactured for the model of 1903 am- 
munition, and is furnished the Government either by its own plant 


at the Frankford Arsenal or by private manufacturers working under 
XII—84 


contract for the Government. 
ticular bandoleer was furnished by the Union Metallic Cartridge Com- 


The markings Indicate that this par- 


puy in January, 1906. The cartridge cases, in reference to which I 
aye previously testified, were manufactured by that company, as shown 
by the markings, in December, 1905. 

Joun H. Rice. 


UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, District of Columbia, 88: 


John H. Rice personally appeared before me, and, on being first 
duly sworn, spose and says that he has read the foregoing testimony 
by him subscribed, and the same is true of his own knowledge, except 
as to those matters therein stated upon information and belief, and 
that as to those matters he believes them to be true. 

Joun H. RICE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 11th day of January, A. D. 
1907. A. C. CAINE, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 
WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask that the unanimous- 
consent agreement be now entered upon. 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the first 
bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New - 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 7214) respecting proceedings in the 
courts of the United States in the western district of the State 
of Missouri. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
indicated by him, which will be read for the information of the 
Senate, 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. ' x 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the first 
bill in order under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

The bill (S. 6470) in relation to the Washington Market 
Company was announced as the first bill in order, and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SERVICE ON FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 


The bill (S. 7170) to amend an act relating to service on for- 
eign corporations, approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the 
District of Columbia,’ ” was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to amend the act so as to read as follows: 

When a foreign corporation shall transact business in the District 
without haying any place of business or resident agent therein, service 
upon any officer or agent or employee of such corporation in the District 
shall be effectual as to suits growing out of contracts entered into or 
to be performed, in whole or in part, in the District of Columbia or 
growing out of any tort heretofore or hereafter committed in the said 

strict. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXTENSION OF KENYON STREET Nw. 


The bill (H. R. 10843) authorizing the extension of Kenyon 
street NW. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WATER SIDE DRIVE AND PARK ROAD. 


The bill (H. R. 128) for the opening of a connecting highway 
between Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia, 
was cons#lered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to institute a pro- 
ceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be necessary for 
connecting the north end of Water Side drive, in Kalorama 
Heights, just above Q street, with the south end of Park road, in 
Belair Heights, by a highway 60 feet wide, all in accordance 
with plans on file in the office of the Engineer Commissioner, 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF SEVENTEENTH STREET NW. 


The bill (H. R. 121) authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


9 OPENING OF FESSENDEN STREET NW. 


The bill (H. R. 8435) for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF HARVARD STREET, 


The bill (H. R. 14815) for the extension of Harvard street, 
Columbia Heights, District of Columbia, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

S EXTENSION OF FOURTH STREET NE. 

The bill (H. R. 14900) to extend Fourth street NE. was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE. 

The bill (H. R. 16944) to amend section 878 of the Code of 
Law of the District of Columbia was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALLIS-CHALMERS COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 7028) for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers Com- 
pany, of Milwaukee, Wis., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to pay from the appropriation for the 
water department, District of Columbia, extension of the high- 
service system, to the Allis-Chalmers Company, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., $8,870, deducted by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia as a penalty, under contract No. 3047, dated November 
11, 1901. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ‘ 


subject to all the duties and limitations which under. existing law are 
delegated to and imposed upon the Chief of Engineers of the United 
States Army in so far as the same relate to the jurisdiction and con- 
trol over the Washington By Spore and its appurtenances in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, State of Virginia, and State of Maryland; and the 
said Commissioners are hereby given sole control over the Conduit 
road and the filtration 3 it being the intention of this act that 
the entire control over the Washington Aqueduct. and all of its appur- 
tenances, the filtration plant, Conduit road, all water mains, and the 
water-distribution system of the District of Columbia shall, on and 
after said date, be under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction and con- 
trol of the said Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and that the 
Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers of the United States Arm 

shall be relieved of all duty and responsibility in connection with all 
of such work; and the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers shall, 
on request of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, deliver 
to them all existing plans, surveys, and records, or duly certified coples 
thereof, deemed necessary or required by said Commissioners to en- 
able them to discharge the duties imposed on them by this act, the 
cost of making said copies to be paid by said Commissioners; and all 
property connected wi said works shall be delivered to said Com- 
missioners; and all 1 available for the Washington Aque- 
duct, District of Columbia, and its appurtenances, including the fil- 
tration plant, shall be expended under the direction and control of 
the Commissioners of said District, and the employees paid from said 
appropriations shall be transferred to the jurisdiction of the said 
Commissioners for assignment to such duties as may be deemed neces- 
sary to carry into effect the provisions of this act: Provided, however, 
That the supply of water to all buildings, parks, structures, lands, an 

so forth, owned or used by the United States shall be at all times free 
and unrestricted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. è 
SALE OF LIQUORS TO MINORS. 

The bill (H. R. 23556) prohibiting the purchase or procure- 
ment, sale, gift, or disposition of intoxicating liquors to minors 
oy or consa persons was considered as in Committee of the 

a0le. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with amendments, on page 1, line 6, after the word 
disposition,“ to strike out the word “to” and insert “for the 
use of;” in line 7, after the words “twenty-one years of age,” 
to insert knowing him or her to be such; “ and in line 11, after 
the word“ ninety-three,” to insert “or any narcotic drugs; ” so 
as to make the section read: 

That it shall be unlawful for any person not having a license in any 
manner to purchase or procure for, sell, give, or dispose of to, or aid or 
assist In any manner in such purchase or procurement for, sale, gift, or 
disposition for tbe use of any person under the age of 21 years, knowing 
him or her to be such, any intoxicating liquor as the same is defined in 
the act of Congress entitled “An act regulating the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893, or any 
narcotic drugs, except for necessary use in the case of illness when fur- 
nished by a parent or 1 or duly licensed physician, or upon the 
prescription of a duly licensed physician. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill prohibiting the 
purchase or procurement, sale, gift, or disposition of intoxicat- 
ing liquors to or for the use of minors by unlicensed persons.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that concludes the District 
bills on the Calendar. 

LUMBER TRADE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask that Senate resolution 189, Table 
Calendar 21, may be taken from the table and laid before the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution indicated by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Krrrrepce December 6, 1906, 
is as follows: 3 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and instructed immediately to inquire, investigate, 
and report to Congress, or to the President when Congress is not in 
session, from time to time as the investigation proceeds, as to the lam- 
ber trade or bysiness of the United States which is the subject of 
interstate or foreign commerce and make full inquiry into the cause or 
causes of the high prices of Jumber in its various stages of manufac- 
ture from the log; and the said investigation and inquiry shall be con- 
ducted with the particular object of ascertaining whether or not there 
exists among any corporations, companies, or persons engaged in the 
manufacture or sale of lumber any combination, conspiracy, trust, 
agreement, or contract intended to operate in restraint of lawful trade 
or commerce in lumber or to increase the market price of lumber in any 
part of the United States. 

To carry out and give effect to the provisions of this resolution the 
Secretary shall have W to issue subpœnas, administer oaths, ex- 
amine witnesses, req the production of books and papers, and re- 
8 itions taken before any proper officer in any State in the 

Init tates. 

= bat the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be required to make the 
said investigation at his earliest possible convenience and to furnish the 
information above required from time to time and as soon as it can be 
done consistent with performance of his publie duties. 


EXTENSION OF VERMONT AVENUE, 


The bill (S. 2652) for the extension of Vermont avenue from 
Florida avenue to Howard University was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with an amendment, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 

That, under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a to 
491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia, within ninety days after the passage of. 
this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may 
be necessary for the extension of Vermont avenue from Florida avenue 
to Brightwood avenue; thence, in an SRTR direction to Sixth street, 
with a uniform width of 130 feet, the north line of said extension from 
Brightwood avenue to Sixth street being coincident with the north line 
of Howard place, in Howard University subdivision, and the name of 
said Howard. lace is hereby changed to Vermont avenue. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT AND THE FILTRATION PLANT. 

The bill (S. 7042) to transfer jurisdiction of the Washington 
Aqueduct, the filtration plant, and appurtenances to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with an amendment, in section 1, page 1, line 
10, after the word Columbia,” to insert State of Virginia;“ 
on page 2, line 13, after the word “all,” to insert “ existing; ” 
on page 2, line 16, after the word “act,” to insert “the cost 
of making said copies to be paid by said Commissioners ;” and 
on page 3, after the word “ act,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, however, That the supply of water to all buildings, parks, 
structures, lan and so forth, owned or used by the United States shall 
be at all times free and unrestricted. 


So as to make the section read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after July 1, 1907, the Commis- 
gioners of the District of Columbia shall haye all the powers and be 


1907. 
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Mr. KITTREDGE. I wish to modify the resolution by strik- 
ing out lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, on page 2 of the printed resolution. 
The reason for the request is that the act creating the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor clothed the Commissioner of 
Corporations with the power proposed to be conferred by the 
provision which I wish to have eliminated, and I do not desire 
that the resolution shall in any manner interfere with the anti- 
immunity act which became a law last winter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification will be made as 
requested by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out of the resolu- 
tion lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, on page 2, in the following words: 


To carry out and give effect to the provisions of this resolution the 
Secretary shall have pew er to issue subpœnas, administer oaths, examine 


witnesses, require production of books and papers. and receive 
5 ` en before any proper oficer in any State in the United 
tates. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, there are few articles of 
commerce that bear more important relation to the welfare of 
the people of all classes, and particularly those of small means 
in farming communities, than lumber ìn its manufactured form. 
It is an absolute necessity to the development of those portions 
of the country adapted exclusively to agriculture, as much so as 
food, clothing, and all other articles necessary to human com- 
fort and even existence. The prices of such an article affect in 
the most vital manner-the prosperity of every community in the 
land, both rural and urban. 

Yor more than twenty years I have lived in a section of the 
country requiring the importation of all lumber that has entered 
into the home building of a fertile but treeless prairie. The 
State which I have the honor in part to represent has occupied 
its position in the sisterhood of States less than twenty years, 
but in that brief period her population has grown until it now 
exceeds half a million people. 

I have watched the development of that country by the un- 
remitting toil of a sturdy yeomanry, schooled by habits of in- 
dustry and frugality, paying tribute to what I believe to be the 
most gigantic, exacting, and soulless of the trusts that oppress 


our people. 
THE KING OF TRUSTS. 

The lumber trust is the king of combinations in restraint of 
trade. In its far-reaching effects there is none to compare with 
it. It is remorseless in its grasp on the people, and the only 
change which it contemplates is to increase the price of its 
products at stated and frequent intervals without regard to 
cost. The consumer not only bears the burden of its aggressive 
policy of advancing prices, but also of the profits of intervening 
agencies. For him there is no escape from the avarice of this 
monopoly. To him the lumber trust is a tangible, living reality. 
When he sees these advancing prices without reference to in- 
creased cost of production, he needs no argument to convince 
him that the Government to which he contributes his support 
and renders true allegiance is derelict in its duty, unless it 
employs all the resources at its command to relieve him of these 
oppressions. The people demand this as a right and not as a 
fayor. The trust has become so bold in its operations within 
the last year or two that it has eliminated in many localities 
all semblance of competition and from a central point controls 
both the wholesale and retail trade and fixes the price to the 
consumer. 

I have in my possession uniform price lists ostensibly emanat- 
ing from many different localities, but which are in fact printed 
from the same type, turned out by the same press, and issued 
from a common center. A further comparison of these lists with 
each other discloses the fact that prices are identically the same 
whether in Minnesota or Arkansas, Illinois or Texas, Indiana or 
Missouri, Louisiana or Ohio, or in any other portions of the coun- 
try. It matters not whether these price lists are issued by the 
Northwestern Lumbermen's Association, of Minnesota, or the 
Trinity River Lumber Company, of Texas. The prices quoted 
by each and every one of these companies are identical in every 
particular. I apprehend that the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, with information obtainable by it, will have little diffi- 
culty in establishing the fact that the lumber trust is a verity, 
whose fields of operation extend from ocean to ocean and may 
extend from the Tropics to and beyond the Canadian border. 

This evidence is but a sample of what I have collected by per- 
sonal effort during the past two years. 

ENORMOUS PROFITS. 

That the profits of this gigantic combination are exorbitant 
beyond all reason, is easily demonstrated. The value of stump- 
age—that is, the value per thousand feet board measure of 
standing yeliow pine timber—based on the highest price at which 
the Government sold its stumpage last year was $4 per thousand. 
The cutting and hauling of the logs to the mill is made at an 
average cost not to exceed $3.50 per thousand; any well-equipped 


sawmill can put the lumber on the yard for $1 per thousand. 
Add incidental expenses, $1.50 per thousand, thus making the 
cost of the manufactured article $10 per thousand feet. This 
lumber sold on the market during the past year at prices rang- 


ing from $45 to $48 per thousand feet. The difference between 
the cost of production and the retail price is thus found to be 
from $35 to $38 per thousand and represents the cost of trans- 
portation, the legitimate cost of doing the business, and what I 
conceive to be an exorbitant profit exacted by manipulation of 
the monopoly. 

This statement is based upon the average of the outturn of a 
log, there being about as much superior as there is inferior to 
the grade taken as my basis. A log will yield about 20 per cent 
culls, 20 per cent first common, 20 per cent second common, 20 
per cent firsts, and 20 per cent second firsts. 

Another analysis of the data which I have obtained shows 
that it costs $10 to manufacture the lumber at the mills and 
yields to the trust a profit of at least 200 per cent. According 
to the last census of the United States, the value of timber prod- 
ucts in 1900 was $566,600,000. From this the enormous profits 
accruing to the trust are patent. 


METHODS OF THE COMBINATION, 


The methods by which this trust has obtained control of the 
lumber business of this country are no longer necessarily a 
secret. It not only arbitrarily advances the prices of lumber at 
stated intervals, but by various means attempts to discourage 
independent dealers from entering its field. Failing in that, it 
resorts to drastic and unscrupulous methods to crush them and 
ruin their business. 

Much of the information which I haye obtained concerning 
this subject is of a confidential nature. For obyious reasons 
dealers, unwillingly in the grasp of the monopoly, are reluctant 
to divulge information relating to their dealings with it. All 
such information, however, will be easily accessible to the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor operating under the authority 
and direction of Congress. The evidence already developed con- 
clusively shows that the whole country is subdivided into ter- 
ritories, each of which is dominated by an association main- 
taining a mere shadow of independence and in complete control 
of such territory, subject to the direction of the trust. The re- 
tail dealers within these respective subdivisions are not per- 
mitted to compete with each other either in the same town or 
within the allotted territory, and the minimum price which the 
retailer may charge is fixed by the association. If such retailer 
violates any of the directions of the association he is first sub- 
jected to a system of heavy fines and penalties, and if such vio- 
lations are repeated the offender is then blacklisted and finally 
eliminated from doing business. Such is the discipline to which 
all retail dealers are subjected by the association to maintain 
the supremacy of the trust. 

Oftentimes the retail dealers in a locality are united in an 
association, or combination, to maintain prices higher than the 
minimum fixed by the trust and they are always restricted to 
the territory prescribed by the dominant trust. As notice to 
the trade, the trust issues from time to time a “ Directory 
of Regular Retail Lumber Dealers” authorized to engage in 
business within a prescribed territory. 

COMPETITION ELIMINATED. 

But the retail dealers are not alone in the clutches of the trust. 
The wholesaler is subject to its domination as well. If he sells 
to an unauthorized dealer he is subject to boycott and other 
penalties. 

The mill men are also subject to like domination and like dis- 
cipline, although they have an association of heir own subject 
to the parent association, which fixes prices, prescribes territory 
within which each member may operate and beyond which none 
ean ship or solicit business, and are subject to penalties for vio- 
lations of their agreements. Prior to this organization there 
was competition. Since it became effective there is none. 

The latter association has an agreement with the trust by 
which the small mills are handicapped and eliminated from 
business as speedily as possible. All millwork must be pur- 
chased of the member of the association to which the particular 
territory is assigned. Often they compel the transaction of busi- 
ness through local dealers friendly to the interest of the trust, 
and in that event the local dealer obtains a percentage for 
handling it. If the transaction occurs in a locality where the 
retailers are in cömbination with each other and the purchase 
is made direct from the mill operating in that territory, a profit 
is added for the benefit of the local dealers and is divided among 
them. 

„ REGULAR ” DEALERS PROTECTED. 

If a contractor seeks to purchase millwork for use in a town 

not within the territory of the company with which he ordi- 


narily deals, he can only purchase of the authorized or “ regu- 


lar” company. If the contractor or carpenter undertakes to 
manufacture millwork even on a small scale, the price of the 
material which he must use is at once raised to such a point as 
to prohibit its profitable use, and thus competition, even on a 
small seale, is eliminated. The wholesaler protects the author- 
ized retailer in every instance. If a contractor attempts to pur- 
chase direct from the wholesaler, a price will not be quoted until 
the wholesaler has communicated with the “regular” dealer at 
the contractor's home for the purpose of obtaining his prices. 
The contractor is asked by the wholesaler to “call later,” per- 
haps the following day; meantime the desired information is 
obtained, the local price is quoted by the wholesaler, and 
the difference between the wholesale price to, the authorized 
retail dealer and the price quoted to the contractor is credited 
to the local dealer, who thus obtains the profit the same as if 
he had handled the business. 
LOCAL COMBINATIONS, 

Where authorized local dealers have an organization, a bill 
of lumber is never sold by a member without first advising all 
the other members. In such case the local dealers are per- 
mitted to charge any price aboye the minimum fixed by the 
trust. It is noticeable that no objection is ever made by the 
trust to an advance of prices. The offense consists in a reduc- 
tion only. The customer is required to wait until all the mem- 
bers of the association can be advised and the dealer who by ar- 
rangement is to receive the business is assisted by his sham 
competitors quoting higher prices. In this way the business is 
distributed and “equalized.” 

These methods, briefly indicated, preclude the possibility of 
success by an independent dealer who has the temerity to em- 
bark in the lumber business without the sanction and authority 
of the lumber trust. He is hampered and harassed by all sorts 
of schemes and devices backed by the resources of an invisible, 
Invincible power. At first the trust tries the power of persua- 
sion to prevent him from entering the field. If he persists and 
embarks in business the tactics are changed and he is boldly 
informed that he will have a “fight on his hands.” If, per- 
chance, he is engaged in any other line of business, an attempt 
is made to intimidate him by threatening competition in such 
business. 

THE INVISIBLE HAND WORKS DESTRUCTION. 

The “irregular” dealer may be successful in purchasing the 
original stock of lumber and thus tie up his capital. Then his 
troubles begin. The invisible and all-powerful hand begins to 
work his destruction. He finds it impossible to purchase lumber 
which he has contracted to sell. All sorts of subterfuges are 
adopted to deceive and harass him. His orders with the whole- 
salers are not at first rejected outright, but resort to dilatory 
practices is made to work his ruin. The trust in that locality 
reduces the retail prices of lumber without regard to cost, and 
thus renders it impossible for the independent dealer long to 
continue the struggle. Exasperating delays and deceptions make 
success impossible for the independent dealer and the outcome 
of his venture is certain: He is either financially ruined or sur- 
renders to the trust on such terms as it sees fit to impose. One 
of the agencies that has wrought his destruction is illustrated 
by the following letter issued by the trust, in confidence, to the 
wholesalers: 

CONFIDENTIAL BLACKLIST. 
. [Northwestern Lumbermen’s Association: Ralph H. Burnside, presi- 
dent, Oskaloosa, Iowa; C. E. Greef, vice-president, Eldora, Iowa; George 
P. Thompson, treasurer, Minneapolis, Minn.; W. G. Hollis, secretary, 
Minneapolis, Minn. Retail Lumbermen's Insurance Association: J. M. 
Queal, president, Minneapolis, Minn; S. H 


Bowman, 
apolis, Minn.; W. G. Hollis, secretary, Minneapolis, 
Fahnestock, assistant secretary, Minneapolis, Minz.J 

SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 108 LUMBER EXCHANGE, 
Minneapolis, Minn., December 10, 1906. 
To Shippers of Lumber to the Regular Trade. 

GENTLEMEN: Please note the following for your information: 

Minnesota Lumber and Manufacturing Company, Minneapolis, Minn.— 
Attention is called to the inclosed, which is a photographie copy of 
their “ad” in the November issue of the American Cooperative Journal. 
Their address is given as Lumber Exchange, but no office number given. 
Inquiry discloses the fact that their mail is delivered and accepted at 
the office of the Burkholder Lumber Company. 

Henry Neesen, Wellsburg. Iowa.—¥ormerly of Neesen Brothers, lum- 
ber dealers, who sold out. Ie has no lumber yard at Wellsburg, accord- 
ing to latest reports. 

rdner Lumber Company, Gardner, Iowa.—Have lately caused lum- 
ber to be ship) to Tama, lowa, where they have no yard. 

Wilkinson Lumber Company, Minneapolis, Minn.—This concern con- 
sists of L. N. Wilkinson, who advertises to sell lumber to consumers in 
car lots. He seye he expects to fill orders out of a stock of lumber 
owned by one I. J. Boyum, at Park Rapids, Minn. 

A. J. Aaby, Heyfield, Mfinn.—Has on a number of occasions pro- 
fessed to be going into the lumber business at Hayfield, but so far as 
Sad never gone further than to try to re wholesale lists and 
estimates. 

Quammen Brothers, Britton, S. Dak.—Continue to call attention to 


rer, Minne- 
Minn.; E. G. 
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their methods of business their peculiar style of advertising in the 
Britton papers. A house bill bought from them a short time ago was 
shipped to Cogswell, N. Dak. They have no yard there. 

Monks & McKinley, Mankato, Minn.—Have caused a shipment to be 
made to consumers at Grogan, Minn., where they have no yard. 

Peet Brothers, Anamosa, lowa.—At the time of our last communica- 
tion, the indications were that they were developing into retail lumber 
dealers, but late reports from there indicate that they are not regularly 
maintaining a complete stock. 

C. E. Ross, Chewalah, Wash.—Ordered shingles from the coast for 
shipment to Parkston, S. Dak. On arrival there they were turned over 
to one Titus Heisinger, who sells them out at about cost. He has no 
yard at Parkston. Previously. Heisinger received shingles through 

uer Brothers, of Chewalah, Wash. He apparently has some friend 
at Chewalah who induces these mill men to act for him in placing 
shingle orders. 

Charles Colburne, Irma, Iowa—The following from a man recently 
on the und: “ When I passed through Irma, November 19, there was 
about 31,000 feet of lumber in stock, mostly dimension, no lath, and 
about 4,000 shingles. Mr. Colburne claims to be a stock, grain, coal, 
and lumber dealer. He owns a farm about 1 mile from the station and 
has been a successful stock buyer for some years. He has no lumber 
sheds, and only a small coal shed, which holds about one carload.“ 


Yours, truly, 
(Signed) W. G. HoLLIS, Secretary. 
EFFECT OF THE BLACKLIST, 

The effect of this confidential letter is illustrated by the fol- 
lowing correspondence, from which for obvious reasons names 
and localities are omitted. The two letters were addressed to 
the same parties. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., January 6, 1906. 


GENTLEMEN: We have your favor of January 5, inclosing order fcr 
one car of No. 1 hemlock, for which please accept our th 

We have just received this morning an inventory from the mill and 
find that in quite a number of items we are very very short. We can 
fill pba order as follows: 


00 2x4-10 No. 1 Hem. 818 & E. 
100 — 16 s 
400 “ 12 = 
400 „ 14 b 
200 2x 6-10 s 
200 “ “ 
200 “ 14 2 
200 — 16 4 


Where we reduced the 2x 4's 10 and 16 inch, and 2 x 6-16 to jnst one- 
half the quantity that you stated in your order, we were obliged to 
increase some of the other items in order to make a minimum carload 
and find that we can best spare 2 x 6's, 12 and 14 inch. Kindly advise 
us that this change is satisfactory and we will then give your order all 
dispatch possible. 

Yours, very truly, 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., January 9, 1906. 


GENTLEMEN: We are obliged to return to you your order January 5, 
1906, for one car hemlock. We sent this order to the mill, and they 
have returned it to us to-day with a letter stating that their business 
relations with another concern will not permit them to make shipment 
to you. or to us at for delivery to you. They have no 
hesitancy in telling us that they have agreed with the 8 
people not to ship to anyone else at -~ We called them 
up by long-distance telephone and maintained that we had purchased 
this stock from them without any reservations, and that we demanded 
the right to ship it wherever we pleased. They tell us that they would 
not load the car, and that while we own the hemlock, yet if any car 
was loaded for shipment to hat we would be obliged 
to come over to the mill and load it ourselves. We have made the case 
very plain to you and see no way under the circumstances that we can 

e the shipment, as they think more of the business 
apparently than they do of ours. We have no other stock that we can 
get onto the Chieago, Milwaukee and St. Paul road. 

Yours truly, 


I submitted these letters, together with other information, to 
the Department of Commerce and Labor January 18, 1906, and 
received the following reply thereto: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BURRAU OF CORPORATIONS, 
Washington, January 22, 1906. 
Hon. A, B. KITTREDGE, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator: Your letter of the 18th instant was received, in- 
closing copies of two letters from the Company. 

I agree with you that the letter of January 9 seems to of consid- 
erable importance In showing the situation, though of course, as you 
have noted, It is not legal evidence, because it is merely a statement by 
one party of what another party has told them; that is, this letter 
itself would not be evidence. But if the writer of the letter should 
testify on the stand as to the statements by the “mill” as set forth in 
the letter, it would seem to me to be valuable evidence tending to prove 
the combination which your parties allege exists. 

I return the said letter herewith. 

Very respectfally, 


HERBERT Kxox Surt, 
Acting Commissioner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from South Da- 
kota kindly suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. . 


1907. 


Mr. FULTON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from South Dakota will proceed. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, when I first began to 
make inquiry into the conditions of the lumber trade in the 
Northwest, I found it difficult to obtain evidence respecting the 
operations of the trust. Since offering this resolution I have 
received a great mass of correspondence relating to the subject 
from all sections of the country. Many of the writers haye 
related in detail their experience, both as dealers in and con- 
sumers of lumber. I have not the slightest doubt of the ability 
of the executive department to establish, by an abundance of 
competent evidence, the fact of the existence of a conspiracy, in 
contravention of law, affecting the lumber business. 

Within the past five years the prices of lumber and timber 
products have been arbitrarily advanced from 100 to 500 per 
cent. Prices of dimension stuff have been advanced 50 per cent 
in the last four years. Ordinary flooring was advanced 334 
per cent during the past twelve months, and the price of oak 
flooring has been forced at intervals during the past two years 
from $40 to $100 per thousand feet, an advance of 150 per cent 
from a price which was already high. Of this latter price $50, 
or upwards of 80 per cent of the net advance, is nothing better 
than robbery and is, in fact, the plunder of a commercial outlaw. 

THE TARIFF ON LUMBER. 

In the early operations of the trust it was argued in explana- 
tion of advancing prices that the duty on lumber was the cause. 
Let us see what force there is in this argument. The Dingley 
tariff act of 1897 restored the lumber schedules of the McKinley 
Act of 1890, under which logs were admitted free, rough lumber 
was dutiable to the extent of $1 per thousand feet board meas- 
ure, and there was a duty of $2 per thousand feet board meas- 
ure, on lumber planed on both sides. Between 1894 and 1897, 
under the Wilson Act, all of these articles were admitted free. 
From information which I have obtained I am convinced that the 
lumber trust has been in successful operation without interrup- 
tion for more than twenty years, during which period it has been 
operating with ever-increasing boldness. Had the existence of 
the trust been known to the framers of the tariff act of either 
1890 or 1897 it is not probable that it would have been thought 
necessary to foster the lumber industry by a protective duty. 
However that may be, and whatever may have been the argu- 
ment in favor of such a uuty, there is no longer either necessity 
or excuse for its continuance. It is not the policy of this Gov- 
ernment to foster monopolies, and while it must be apparent 
that the present duties are not solely responsible for the exor- 

. bitant prices of lumber, yet I am unqualifiedly in favor of their 
repeal. * 

N CONSPIRACY TO EXACT TRIBUTE. 

The results of my investigation during 1905 were laid before 
the proper Executive Department in that year. I was convinced 
at that time that the lumber trade in the Northwest was under 
the control, more or less absolute, of an illegal and oppressive 
combination, but I did not know then, as I believe that I have 
now demonstrated beyond a reasonable doubt, that the combina- 
tion which holds the Northwest in its grasp is a gigantic con- 
spiracy to exact tribute from American people, regardless of 
their geographical distribution. I did not know then as I. now 
do know that the Northwestern Lumbermen’s Association had 
its counterpart in every section of the country, each operating 
in territory with well defined and carefully prescribed metes 
and bounds, and each a counterpart of a monstrous monopoly 
which owns billions of acres of forest lands in fee simple, con- 
trols mills and factories, distributes their outputs, and fixes 
prices therefor without regard to the law of supply and demand, 
the cost of production, the welfare of communities or the rights 
of persons, and operates in flagrant defiance of the laws of Con- 
gress. 

This criminal combination is a menace to the whole country 
on which it preys. Of all the trusts perhaps this is the only one 
of which it may be truthfully said that it is literally with us 
from the cradle to the grave. The Federal Government alone 
has or legal authority and judicial power to punish and dis- 
solve it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARTILLERY. 

Mr. WARREN. I move to take up the bill (S. 3923) to re- 
organize and to increase the efficiency of the artillery of the 
United States Army. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
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ported from the Committee on Military Affairs with amend- 
ments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee 
on Military Affairs will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
was, in section 6, page 4, line 9, after the word “ respectively,” 
to strike out: 


Provided further, That upon the outbreak of war, or when war is 
imminent, the President is authorized, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint.as an officer of the Volunteer Army one 
second lieutenant of Coast Artillery for each company of Coast Artil- 
lery, to be selected preferably from the noncommissioned officers of 
that arm; and to increase the strength of the Coast Artillery by an 
average of three sergeants, four corporals, and thirty-four privates for 
each company; but the total enlisted strength of the Coast Artillery, 
as provided under this act, shall not exceed 26,117, exclusive of master 
Soa eon Son electrician-sergeants, first class, and electrician-sergeants, 
second class. 


And to insert: 


and that the total enlisted stre; of the Coast Artillery, as provided 
under this act, shall not exceed 19,147, exclusive of master electricians, 
electrician-sergeants, first class, and electrician-sergeants, second class. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That each company of coast artillery shall consist of one 
captain, one first lieutenant, one second lieutenant, one first sergeant, 
one quartermaster-sergeant, two cooks, two anics, two musician 
and such number of sergeants, ela and privates as ey. be fix 
by the President in accordance with the requirements of the service 
to which it may be assigned: Provided, That the total number of ser- 

ants and corporals in the coast artillery shall not exceed 1,360 and 
2,040, respectively, and that the total enlisted strength of the coast 
artillery, as provided under this act, shall not exceed 19,147, exclusive 
of master electricians, electrician-sergeants, first class, and electrician- 
sergeants, second class. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 9, page 6, line 13, after 
the word “ coast,” to insert“ artillery ;” so as to read: 


That on and after the approval of this act the coast artillery and 
the field artillery shall be permanently separated, the separation to be 
effected as follows. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 9, page 6, after line 14, to 
strike out: 


All officers in the present Artillery Corps shall remain on one list 
as regards promotion until there shall haye been filled, subject to the 
provisions of section 10 of this act, all vacancies to which promotion 
can be immediately made in the coast and field artillery combined. 
After such promotion they shall in each grade be assigned by the Presi- 
dent to the coast or the field artille according to the special ap- 
titude for their respective services, such assignment to be permanent : 
Provided, That in making these assignments to the coast and to the fleld 
artillery the officers in each grade, taken in order of rank and beginning 
with the senior in that grade, shall be divided into a number of sec- 
tions 7 to the number of officers of that grade to be assigned 
to the field artillery, such sections to be in each grade as nearly equal 
numerically as possible; and there shall be assigned from each of these 
sections one officer to the field artillery and the remainder to the const 
artillery. The number of officers composing a section in the grades 
not completely filled by promotion of the officers of the present Ar- 

s shall be determined by dividing the number of offices 
8 erein 1 the — ap Nowy 8 — per field artillery com- 
ne y the number author! ‘or the e in the field artillery: 
Provided further, That— = sa) 


And to insert: 


All officers in the present Artillery Co: 
regards promotion until sufficient promotions shall have been made, as 
far as the present number of officers permit, to provide in each grade, 
together with the officers remaining therein, the total number of officers 
of the grade provided for in this act for the coast and field artillery 
combined. ter such promotion they shall, in each grade, be assi 
by the President to the coast artillery or to the field artillery, accordin, 
to special aptitude and qualifications and agreeably to individual pref- 
erence, so far as 5 practicable and for the good of the service, 
such assignments to permanent; and. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 9, page 7, line 25, after 
the word “coast” to insert “ artillery ;” so as to read: 


and all officers promoted or appointed in the artillery thereafter shall 
be commissioned as officers of the coast artillery or the field artillery, 
as the case may be, and shall be promoted by seniority in their own 
branch, subject to the provisions of the laws governing promotion in 
the Army at large. 


The amendment was agreed to. = 
The next amendment was, in section 10, page 8, line 4, after 
the words “ Sec. 10,” to strike out: 


That all vacancies created or caused by this act shall be filled, except 
as hereinafter provided, — promotion according to seniority in the 
resent Artillery Corps, subject to examination as now prescribed by 
aw. he vacancies created or caused in the 5 of captain and 
first and second lieutenant in each branch one-fifth shall be filled in 
each fiscal year until the total number of officers herein provided for 
shall have been attained. First and second lieutenants of cavalry and 
infantry of longer commissioned service at the date of approval of this 
act than officers of artillery of corresponding grades who would other- 
wise be promoted under this act shall be given the option of promotion 
to the next higher grade in the artillery, subject to axemination to be 
prescribed by the President. 


And to insert: 


That all vacancies created or caused by this act which can be filled 
by promotion of officers now in the Artillery Corps shall be filled by pro- 


shall remain on one list as 
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motion according to seniority, subject to examination as now prescribed 


by law. Of the vacancies created or caused by this act which can not 
be filled by promotion of officers now in the Artillery Corps, one-fifth in 
each branch shall be filled in each fiscal year until the total number of 
officers herein provided for shall have been attained. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 9, line 7, after 
the word “law,” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the number of assignments to the cavalry, Field Ar- 
tillery, Coast Artillery, and infantry made each year from the graduates 
of the United States Military Academy shall be as nearly as practicable 
in the ratio of the authorized total commissioned strength of each of 
— of the service to their authorized total commissioned strength 
combined. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 4, line 7, after the word “ artillery,” 
I move to insert the words “so fixed“ with a comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, from the report of the committee 
J see that the increased cost under the bill is estimated for the 
first year at about $2,000,000; that the annual increased cost will 
amount to about $2,600,000 for the fifth year, and that $5,500,000 
will be expended for barracks, quarters, stables, gun sheds, etc., 
extending over the period of five years. I should like to have 
some explanation of the bill from the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. The actual increase for the first year is 
one million six hundred thousand and some odd dollars. I 
speak in round numbers. To be exact, $1,689,615 for total in- 
creased cost, pay of officers and men, and all supplies. 

Mr. KEAN. Then the report is inaccurate. 

Mr. WARREN. The bill, the Senator will observe, has been 
amended. 

Mr. KEAN. But the report has not. 

Mr. WARREN. I am speaking of the present bill with pro- 
posed amendments. .The increased cost of the artillery, coast 
and field, will be when all the places are filled at the end of five 
years $2,500,874 per annum over and above the present cost. 

The matter of five million or five and one-half million dol- 
lars for barracks really has little reference to this increase of 
force, because that would be approximately the estimate for the 
present posts and for the present force. 

At the yarious places where there are emplacements and guns 
there must be barracks for the men and stables for the horses; 
whether men are there continually or not we must house our 
forces. So this increase of men does not necessarily make 
more places for barracks, and the barracks item can be elimi- 
nated so far as it applies strictly to this increase of men. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take a long time in presenting 
to the Senate what I have to say in support of the proposed in- 
crease in the Artillery Corps of the Army provided for in this 
bill. But we are drifting along in a way which I think is not 
well understood by the Congress and by the people of this 
country, and without oratory or undue persuasion I want, if 
I may, to present plain facts and conditions which are startling 
to me and I believe will be equally startling to the Senate. 

We have been engaged for something over twenty years in 
the work of erecting and manning a comprehensive system of 
defenses for our coast lines, and in my judgment we are either 
running away with ourselves and spending needless amounts of 
money or else we are almost criminally negligent in not pro- 
viding for the most essential factor in our work—the motive and 
governing force to utilize these expenditures along the lines for 
which they have been made; that is, we are not furnishing the 
brain and brawn, we are building emplacements and guns, 
but we are not providing for men to care for and handle them, 
until at this hour we find ourselves where we ought in justice 
and good faith to take an account of stock to find what we have, 
what we need, and what is our condition—whether we are 
solvent or otherwise. 

AS TO OUR FORTIFICATIONS. 
The Endicott Board estimated for something over- $126, 000, 000 
Appropriations strictly under that estimate have 
amounted to nearly „„.: 73, 000, 000 


Leaving unexpended over 53, 000, 000 
But, Mr. President, as a matter of fact, although 
we haye reduced the original amount by 
$73,000,000, we have really expended----------- 119, 000, 000 
If to this we should add the unex- 
pended balance of the estimate of e 
the Endicott Board $53, 000, 000 
And then to that the same percentage 
as the excess so far amounts to 
Nenn eet 37, 000, 000 


Would be a total . 209, 000, 000 


But within the past two years the National Coast 
Defense Board—a new board instituted for the 
purpose of reviewing the original Endicott 
Board plans, and making changes which later 
inventions and the growth of the United States 
seemed to make necessary, reported last March, 
as an addition or alternative plan, to be ex- 
pended in the United States, of about $51, 000, 000 

Then added to this is the estimate for proposed 
defenses at Cuba, Porto Rico, Panama, Alaska, 
Hawaiian Islands, Guam, and the Philippine 


Islands, amounting to almost 25, 000, 000 
And we bave yet to expend 4 76, 000, 000 
Add the amount absolutely expended 119, 000, 000 

And we have in round figure 195, 000, 000 


The following is a list of the members of the Endicott Board: 


Iion. William C. Endicott, Secretary of War, president of the Board. 

Brig. Gen. Stephen V. Benet, Chief of Ordnance. 

Brig. Gen. John Newton, Chief of Engineers, 

Lieut, Col. Henry L. Abbot, Corps of Engineers. 

Capt. Charles 8. Smith, Ordnance Department. 

Commander W. T. Sampson, United States Navy. 

Commander Caspar F. Goodrich, United States Navy. 

Mr. Joseph Morgan, jr., of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Erastus Corning, of New York. - 

The above Board was appointed by Grover Cleveland, Presi- 
dent. 

On March 5, 1906, a new board, consisting of the following, 
were appointed by President Roosevelt, and termed the “ Na- 
tional Coast Defense Board: ” 

Hon. William H. Taft, Secretary of War, 1 of the board. 

Lieut. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, Chief of Staff. 

Maj. Gen. George L. Gillespie, Assistant Chief of Staff. 

Brig. Gen. Adolphus W. Greely, Chief Signal Officer. 

Brig. Gen. William Crozier, Chief of Ordnance. 

Brig. Gen. John P’. Story, Chief of Artillery, General Staff. 

Brig. Gen. Alexander Mackenzie, Chief of Engineers, 

Capt. Charles M. Thomas, U. 8. Navy. 

Capt. Charles S. Sperry, U. 8. Navy. 

SUB ge George W. Goethals, General Staff, will act as secretary of the 
ard, 

Subsequent retirement of officers caused some changes. 

Now, Mr. President, with nearly $120,000,000 already ex- 
pended and $76,000,000 or more to expend as already estimated 
for, we have as yet made almost no preparation for caring for 
the objects of these expenditures or for their use should occasion 
arise. It is obvious that this expenditure is unnecessary, of no 
yalue, and foolish unless we are going to care for it, support it, 
and be in constant readiness to use it. It takes men to put in 
motion, keep in motion, and make available the guns and pro- 
jectiles. à 

We would require, when these works are completed, for a full 
complement, for one shift of men only, inside and outside the 
United States: 

Officers. 2,277. Enlisted men.. 55,110. Total.. 57,387. 

For fortifications located entirely within the United States 
proper : 

Officers- 1,985. Enlisted men 47,709. Total 49,694. 

We have not yet finished works which will require the maxi- 
mum number, but we have arrived at a point in our construe- 
tion where we require to handle guns already in place and under 
process of construction— 


OEIS as aes ete ees eas ðè 1, T54 
Painted de 88 41, 833 
ata 7 


These figures are based upon the number required for one 
shift only, no allowance being made for sick, wounded, reserves, 
or supports. 

When the Endicott Board reported, it was then known that 
we would require some 40,000 men for the defenses which they 
had recommended, while at that time (1885) we had in the ar- 
tillery oly the following: 


ORCE We ] « eee eee aes 280 
SAY ESTES TEC = see cose y apres 2, 770 
tai... 8 3, 050 

THE PRESENT ORGANIZED FORCE FOR COAST AND ARTILLERY 18— 
%%%ͤ y 8 651 
r a n 18, 290 
%%% TTT 18, 941 


Of these, 14,278 men are coast and 4,012 are field. 
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I may say here that the submarine mines, torpedo defenses, 
etc., have lately been taken from the Engineer Corps and added 
to the Coast Artillery, but in making the change we made no 
provision for a force to handle them. Now, this bill proposes 
an increase of— 


r r ee eee 296 
Enlisted men: 
Sarner eer eee ee 5, 043 
ene ee 998 
OTR oe ee ere nen Se ee ee ee 6, 337 


An aggregate increase of 6,337 officers and men. And besides 
increasing the number of men it creates some special grades of 
experts in the Coast Artillery, with adequate pay. 


THE MAXIMUM OF ARTILLERY UNDER THIS PROPOSED BILL WOULD BE FOR 
COAST AND FIELD— 


ee ae eg a ee gees 947 
BRATA JRE le y . ee 24, 331 
Batt jee E ae Lens ee ean ae ee ee 25, 278 


Under the present law the President could increase the Field 
Artillery by adding enlisted men, 755. 

Under the proposed new law the President might increase 
the Field Artillery by 


C%%%%yͤ'!. er re nh geen Aad EO Se teeta 1, 620 
360 


r — Nae ED 1, 980 


Any increase above this, even in the time of war, would re- 
quire action by Congress. 

Of course it is not expected that all of our defenses in all 
parts of the country would be under fire at once, and it is fair 
to presume that we could move men from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific coast or from the Pacific to the Atlantic coast should an 
attack be made from one side only, with sufficient notice before- 
hand. But this would take time and great risk, and we cer- 
tainly ought to have a fair proportion of all our guns in place 
and manned sufliciently to utilize them. 

At the time the Endicott Board was ordered we were prac- 
tically without any defenses. We had, in all, five regiments 
of artillery, this strength having been fixed at the close of the 
civil war, and, with the exception of twenty privates to each 
battery, this strength was maintained until 1898, when two 
regiments more were added. In 1899 another increase was 
madé by adding two batteries to each regiment, and in 1901 the 
present Artillery Corps was organized—126 companies of Coast 
Artillery and 30 batteries of Field Artillery. Our present 
condition is that, with 393 batteries now constructed, only 125 
have troops assigned to them and are in commission and the 
balance, 268, are out of commission and in the hands of care 
takers—less than one-third the number of officers required 
and slightly over one-third the number of men. If we were 
drawn into battle to-morrow but one-third of our batteries 
could be put in action, and those put in action could fight with 
only from 50 to 75 per cent of their guns. 

The increase asked for is*to be gradual as to officers, extend- 
ing over five years, one-fifth each year, the enlisted men being 
taken on at once, providing we are fortunate enough to secure 
the enlistment of competent men. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Wyoming will permit me in 
that connection, I will say that, as I recollect the act for the 
permanent military establishment, it limited the total military 
strength of the Army in all branches. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr, BACON. And, as I understand this bill, it provides that 
the total number of enlisted men shall not be increased. 

Mr. WARREN. That the maximum of the Army shall not be 
increased. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. So that the effect of this bill, so far as 
the enlisted men are concerned, is not to increase the numerical 
size of the present military establishment, but simply to provide 
that such number of them as is indicated in this bill shall be of 
the artillery arm. Is not that correct? à 

Mr. WARREN. That is correct. 

Mr. BACON. And the only increase is in the matter of officers 
and of other things essential for the proper maintenance, dis- 
cipline, and sustenance of these particular men? 

Mr. WARREN. That is right. I will give the exact number 
of the increase, if the Senator would like to know it. At the 
end of five years there will be in the artillery, field and coast, 


296 increase in number of officers and 6,337 increase in number 
of enlisted men, including noncommissioned officers, etc, 

Mr. KEAN. But does not that increase the Army? 

Mr. BACON. As I understand the Senator from Wyoming it 
will not be an increase of the Army. 

Mr. WARREN. It does not increase the maximum strength of 
the Army as provided by law. It does not raise the maximum. 

Mr. BACON. The last statement of the Senator that there 
would be an increase of over 6,000, then, is not what he 
intended? 3 

Mr. WARREN. It increases the artillery branch of the 
Army; that proportion which under the law as at present is al- 
lowed to the artillery. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. 

Mr. WARREN. It increases the Coast Artillery and Field 
Artillery. 

Mr. BACON. It does not include the Field Artillery in the 
matter of officers. 

Mr. WARREN. In this connection I may say that we are 
short, at present, in the authorized force, nearly 25 per cent— 
this because of insuflicient pay, etc. 

Mr. President, I have in my hand a statement made, at my 
request, by a most competent artillery officer, covering, in some 
detail, figures as to past expenditures and future wants and 
conditions, which seems so thoroughly comprehensive, yet brief 
and to the point, that I shall ask permission to incorporate it in 
my remarks: 


The present system of coast defense is founded rimarily upon the 
report of the Endicott Board, Rod fy selec by direction of Congress in 
1885. That report gives the principles upon which any system of coast 
defense must be based and a scheme or system of defense for the vari- 
ous ports and barbors of the United States which the Board considered 
of sufficient importance to be defended, 

The details of thé system of defense have been modified and added 
to from time to time to keep pace with the advances in ordnance, elec- 
trical appliances, methods of construction, and with changes in design 
and armament of war vessels. The present system is, therefore, the re- 
sult of a gradual development. In addition to the heavy or nigh poate 
guns and submarine mines pro by the Endicott Boara, efended 
ports are now equis with rapid-fire guns, and to some extent with 
power plants, searchlights, and range-finding and fire-control systems, 
5 of an adequate defense to-day, though not considered 
so in 5 

The estimates of the Endicott Board have, in efect, formed the basis 
of all appropriations heretofore made by Congress for fortifications.. 

Nearly two-thirds of the land armament recommended by the Endi- 
cott Board has been installed or provided for. But, since the date of 
the report so many conditions then existing have been materially modi- 
fied, and the engines or implements of war have been so 8 Im- 
proved, and others, untried or unknown, of undoubted value, developed, 
that, on January 31, 1905, the President organized a new board known 
as the National Coast Defense Board, to revise the plans of tne Endicott 
Board and to recommend the armament fixed and floating, mobile tor- 

oes, submarine mines, and all other defensive appliances that may 
necessary to complete the harbor defense with the most economical 
and advantageous expenditure of money. 

The plans of the Endicott Board carried an estimate of $126,377,800. 
The first appropriation made b; . based upon these estimates 
was approved September 22, 1888, when 51,950, was ae 
1 have continued from year to year until $72,750,583.98 
have m expended for batteries wi their guns, mortars, and car- 
riages, for submarine mines, ights, and for fire-control installa- 
tions. The total amount of money appropriated for fortifications, based 
upon the Endicott Board report, is $119,102,483.32. The difference, 
$47,452,899.34, having been expended for the purchase of sites for for- 
tifications, for gun and powder factories, for maintenance and repairs, 
and for ammunication, etc. 

Under the plans of the Endicott Board 876 mortars, 337 heavy guns, 
and 587 rapid-fi gms with their emplacements, have been provid 
at a cost of $63,494,497. Submarine mines, searchlights, and power 
plants haye been provided at a cost of $5,718,762; range finding and 
Ure-control at a cost of $3,537,324, a ting, as above indicated, 
some $72,000,000. The plans of the national coast defense board were 
submitted to Con, on March 3, 1906. Under these plans it is pro- 
posed to add to the above defenses 88 mortars, 50 heavy guns, and 50 
rapid-fire guns, at a cost of $17,701,900; submarine mines. at a cost of 
$3,889,993 ; gig plants at a cost of $5,216,031; searchlights at a 
cost of $2,897,000, and fire-control at a cost of $9,463,053. These sums, 
together with the cost of cable boats, sites for fortifications, ammuni- 
tion, and modernizing old emplacements, aggregate $50,879,000. 

Besides the work proposed in the United States the board proposes 
fortifications at Guantanamo, Guam, Juan, Subic Bay, Manila, 
1 24701 oars and the Is Canal, the aggregate cost of which 
is $24,701, s 

Having considered what has been done and what it is pro to do 
in the matter of providing material for the defense of our bors, let 
us consider the parallel development of the personnel. 

First. As to numbers. 

Every two-gun 12-inch battery requires for its operation 3 officers 
and 94 men; every searchlight requires two operators; every powee 
plant requires a fireman, an engineer, and from- one to three helpers; 
and so on through the various elements of coast defenses. Taking 
up each of these elements, harbor by harbor, and battery by battery, 
the War Department has prepares what is called a “manning table,” 
the summary of which I hold here. This manning table shows the 
number of men of each grade uired for every battery, power plant, 
searchlight, etc., now constructed or under construction for the 
United States. Yt shows also the number of such men for the de- 
fenses projected by the National Coast Defense Board for the United 
States, the insular possessions, and the isthmian canal. 

Summarized, these figures are as follows: — — for the defenses 
of the United cach constructed or under construction, 1,734 officers, 
41,833 men; requ for the additional defenses of the United States, 


projected by the National Coast Defense Board, 232 officers, 5,876 men; 
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total required for the United States, constructed or projected, 1,985 
officers, 47.709 men; required for the defenses of the insular 3 
ions and the isthmian canal, projected by the National Coast Defense 
Board, 292 officers, 7,401 men; grand total required for the United 
prenra the insular possessions, and the isthmian canal, 2,277 officers, 
5, men. 

It should be borne in mind that these figures are based upon the 
actual number required for one shift, if the entire force could be 
mustered and marched. each man to his place. No allowance is made 
for sick or wounded, for reserves or supporte; the figures given indi- 
cate the number of positions which will have to be filled when the 
defenses are manned. 

In 1885, when the Endicott Board drew plans for the defenses of 
the United States, to man which requires 1,985 officers and 47,709 men, 
the artillery of the United States consisted of five regiments; in all 
280 officers and some 2,770 men, ‘This strength had been fixed in 1865 
at the close of the civil war, and with the exception of the addition 
of 20 privates to each battery, this strength was maintained until 
1898, at which time two regiments were added. In 1899 another in- 
crease was made by adding two field batteries to each regiment, and in 
1901 the present Artillery Corps was organized, consisting of 126 com- 
panies of Coast Artillery and 30 batteries of Field Artillery. Under 
5 514 officers and 14,153 men are now assigned to the Coast 

rtillery. 

These 514 officers and 14,153 men are assigned to coast defenses 
that require 1,774 officers and 41,833 men. What is the result? Of 
393 batteries now constructed, 125 only have troops assigned to them, 
are In commission, and the rest, 268, are out of commission, in the 
hands of care takers. If we were drawn into a fight to-morrow, only 
one-third of our batteries could go into action. and, due to the 8 
of men in the companies, many of these batteries could only fight 
from 50 to 75 per cent of their guns. The question naturally arises as 
to the wisdom of making any further appropriations for the pro- 
vision of additional defenses until Congress has determined upon some 
means of providing men to fight the defenses already installed. 

Let us consider a concrete case. For the defense of Puget Sound, 
the terminus of the Northern Pacific Railroad and the site of the only 
navy-yard on the Pacific coast that can accommodate a modern battle 
ship, there are now mounted 104 mortars and guns. 

To operate these mortars and guns and the accompanying, submarine 
mines, searchlights, power plants, etc., 149 officers and 3,626 men are 
required. ` There are actually on duty now in the forts on Puget Sound 
27 officers and 902 men. The National Coast Defense Board says that 
the defenses of Puget Sound are inadequate; that the four 12-inch 
guns there are not powerful enough, and they propose to manufacture 
a new and greater caliber, a 14-inch gun, and to mount seven of these 
in Puget Sound, along with twenty-three others of smaller caliber. 
These additional defenses will require 50 additional officers and 1,168 
additional men. ‘The completed scheme would, therefore, require 199 
officers and 4,794 men. ‘There are available 27 officers and 2 men. 


What can possibly be the advisability of adding more guns when two-- 


thirds of those now eon have no men to fight them, but are 
greased up and laid by So much for the mere question of numbers. 

I desire to now consider another phase of this matter, and that is 
the character of the men en Sy to operate and care for these de- 
fenses; their qualifications, their skill, and the means that have been 
so far provided for securing such men and holding them in the service. 

Let us go back again to 1885, when this scheme was devised, and 
see whether or not as developments have been made in material, as 
new and modern inventions have been introduced, involving the op. 
plication of steam and electricity to replace hand power, suitable 
skilled men have been provided to operate these new complicated and 
expensive devices, or whether we have simply taken our old stage-coach 
drivers and designated them to perform the duties of locomotive 
engineers. 

In 1885 seacoast cannon were all muzzle-loaders and were nearly 
all smoothbores. They were mounted upon the crudest kind of car- 
riages and were loaded with black powder. At that time a battery 
of Coast Artillery consisted of a captain, three lieutenants, a first 
sergeant, a certain number of sergeants, 8 and privates, two 
musicians, an artificer, and a wagoner. To-day the organization of a 
company of artillery is the same except that there has been added a 
company quartermaster-sergeant, and that the artificer and the wag- 
oner, who drew the pay of corporals, are now called mechanics and 
get the pay of sergeants. The organization of a company of Coast 
Artillery to-day is essentially the same as it was before the civil war, 
when guns were mounted upon wooden carriages. Congress has spent 
more than $5,700,000 for submarine mines, searchlights, and power 
plants to be used in connection therewith. How many skilled men have 

n provided for the operation of these mines and searchlights; how 
many engineers and firemen for the power plants? None; not one. 
Three million five hundred thousand dollars has been spent for the 
installation of the fire-control systems. Every company has assigned 
to it two fire-control stations, in each of, which is mounted a $1,500 
vange finder, the telescope alone being worth about $500. How many 
observers, or skilled men, have been 8 to operate and care for 
this delicate and expensive apparatus? Not one. The Coast Artillery 
to-day is not satisfied, as it was fifty years ago, with sergeants and 
corporals; what it needs is engineers, firemen, master gunners, ob- 
servers, plotters, casemate electricians, gun pointers, searchlight and 
switchboard operators, and other expert grades to meet its particular 
requirements. Sergeants and corporals meet an infantry and cayalry 
requirement, but they do not meet a modern Coast Artillery require- 
ment. In order to get these skilled men, it is necessary that these 
new grades be recognized, and that the men cocupying them be giyen 
such pay that they will be attracted to the Coast Artillery service and 
will stay in it. It seems to me, gentlemen, as a member of the Mili- 
tary Committee as well as of the Appropriations Committee, that for 
the defenses of the United States we do not at the present time need 
more guns, but more men to shoot the guns we now have; that we 
do not need more submarine mines, but 5,000 men to lay and operate 
the mines we now have; that we do not need more power plants, but 
engineers and firemen to operate the power plants now built; that we 
do not need more fire-control stations, but more pay for the trained 
experts who manipulate this fire-control system, so that when these 
men are trained to the use of steam, electricity, and high-class ma- 
chinery they will remain in the United States service instead of leay- 
ing or deserting it to go into civil life, where they can get value re- 
ceived for their services. 


Mr. WARREN. I call particular attention to what is said 
about the shortage of men, especially as to experts. We can 


not enlist up to our present allowance or maximum, because we 
do not pay enough. Here is the great Navy of the United 
States, which has always distinguished itself, but neither more 
nor less than the Army, in which enlisted men and noncom- 
missioned officers are paid such compensation as the President 
of the United States may determine. As I understand it, the 
pay is fixed from time to time by the Secretary of the Navy, 
with the approval of the President, but in the Army we haye— 
and I am not apologizing for using the term—an obsolete, or it 
should be obsolete, pay-roll scale, made up many years ago, 
when we were using smooth-bore, muzzle-loading guns, requir- 
ing only main strength and very little practice to load them. 
Everything was done by main strength. Now, that has all 
passed away. The mechanism about the breech of one of the 
cannon of to-day requires a man able to almost construct and 
erect a complicated piece of machinery. The men who have 
to take care of the power plants in these batteries, which are 
electrical power plants, are required to be electricians and 
mathematicians in the firing control. Formerly your gun was 
in plain sight and you had to provide in front of it such shelter 
as you could get for your men. It is now different; it is op- 
erated by touching a spring, and the immense gun rises from 
behind an embankment, and somebody, located perhaps a quar- 
ter of a mile away, will telephone down to the man underneath 
how to sight the gun and fire it, bringing it back and loading 
and firing two or three times a minute, whereas formerly it 
was once in five minutes, and so on. Now, the men who are 
enlisted must be taught to be electricians and machinists, and 
hence mathematicians. It takes the entire time of one enlist- 
ment to teach them, and when they get to the end of the term 
of enlistment, instead of reenlisting for $15 or $18 a month, 
they step out and get $50 or $75 or $100 a month, as the case 
may be, in some machine shop or electrical works. 

This bill not only provides for more men, but it provides for 
larger pay for these experts, so that we may have inducement 
for them to reenlist, and so that we may have men competent 
to do the work. As it is now, we are nearly 25 per cent short 
of the authorized force in the Coast Artillery and are totally 
unable to fill up the number. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I understand, from the very lucid statement of 
the Senator from Wyoming, that the necessity for this legisla- 
tion grows out of the fact that while infantry men and cavalry 
inen may be improvised, as it were, to handle these guns, it re- 
quires a long and careful process of training, which can not be 
secured in the presence of an emergency. 

Mr. WARREN. That is right. Furthermore, I wish to make 
this point clear: We are not raising the Coast Artillery now to 
anything like the number it would require if we wished to put 
all our artillery in operation. We are simply raising it to the 
point so as to have a sufficient nucleus around which we may 
rally men from the cavalry, from the infantry, from the State 
Militia, and from volunteers in case of war. But we are only 
attempting to care for this machinery and these guns, and to 
have, as I say, a nucleus around which to form an army. For 
instance, the estimate for the men and for the oflicers neces- 
sary, if we shall follow out the Endicott Board plan, or if we 
shall follow oùt the National Defense Board plan, which is a 
later one, would require, in order to have one relief, without 
anybody being sick or absent, something over 55,000 enlisted 
men. I think I have the correct number here. Yes; it will re- 
quire of officers 2,297 and of enlisted men 56,110. 

We haye expended one hundred and nineteen and odd million 
dollars upon something that will require about $75,000,000 more 
to complete; and when completed would require nearly 3,000 
officers and more than 55,000 men to give one relief—not three 
reliefs or four reliefs, as we should have if we were really in 
action and in war. 

Then for the fortifications which we have already got in place, 
Mr. President, it would require, if we were to undertake to put 
them into action, 41,833 enlisted men and 1,754 officers for one 
relief. 

Of course we had when the Endicott Board made this estimate 
the same number that we had cut down to after the civil war. 
There were something less than 3,000 men—I think it was 2,770 
men and 280 officers. That number has been increased from 
time to time until our maximum now is 14,278 enlisted men in 
the Coast Artillery and 4,012 in the field. The increase which 
we propose is for officers, 296—and it takes five years to com- 
plete that increase—and of enlisted men, 5,043 for the coast 
and 998 for the field, making a total of 6,337. When that is 
done, the maximum of artillery under the proposed law, Coast 
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and Field Artillery together, would be 947 officers and 24,331 en- 
listed men. 

Under the present law the President would only be permitted 
to add in time of war a few privates, amounting to 755, to be ex- 
act. Under proposed law the President would have the power 
of adding 1,620 privates and 360 noncommissioned officers. 

While the increase of men is important, the increase in pay 
for these experts is far more important. It might as well be 
understood now that we here stand and haye heretofore acted 
like a farmer who has six horses and seyen wagons, and not a 
harness; and when the fall crops come, he buys more horses and 
more wagons, but not a harness. We are engaged here in ap- 
propriating money year after year providing for guns and em- 
placements, the money for which is appropriated by bills which 
come before the Committee on Appropriations; and I happen to 


be a member of the subcommittee having charge of that bill. 
In that we may appropriate five millions and over for more 
guns and more emplacements, and not a cent for the real mo- 
tive power—men with which to handle them. As it is now, more 
than three-quarters of our guns are unused and more than two- 
thirds of them, I think I am safe in saying, are in charge of care 
takers, greased over and canvased, lying on the ground. We 
have in one case a gun that cost over half a million dollars, 
simply gummed over with grease and cunvased, lying like a log 
of wood by the roadside. 

Mr. President, I have some tables here of figures that I will 
ask to haye inserted in my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection: permission is 
granted. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


TABLE A.—Showing number of artillery officers and men of various grades necessary Jor one complete relief for the coast defenses of the United States noi constructed or under 
construction. 


Port- | Ports- 5 y 
Penob-| Ken- | Jand h New | Narra- 
scot | nebec | Hud | mouth goston.“ Bed- n- 
River. | River. | Har- Har- ford 2 4 


Master electrician ses 
8 (senior 


S «co — 


Electrician sergeants 
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Electrician sergeants 
(second sine) 

1 

Firemen . 


— 
e & 


8.8 


Observers (first class) 


Observers (second 5 50 


Casemate electricians 
Chief planters 
Chief loaders - 


Quartermaster sergeants.' 


CRRA 


8 SEN endes Ne- Bases > oa w w 


23 
1 202 
34 
2¹⁴ 251 
6 5 
45 42 
13 13 
8&5 88 
6 5 
42 52 44 
170 194 191 
1,595 2,011 1 


2 10 4 15 2 
7 97 28 118 11 105 
60 s06 108 363 61 520 
147 2, 278 609 2, 882 274 2,370 
9 107 32 133 13 115 
En! 207 2, 584 717 3,245 335 2, 690 
Gun commanders. 5 62 17 95 8 72 
Gun pointers 5 62 17 95 8 72 


[talic figures=Mines, power, and light.] 
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21 12 B 1u 11 1¹ 15 5 12 
8 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 
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5 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 
5 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 
6 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 
5 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 
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56 12 10 12 12 7 10 5 6 
165| 114 189 105 110 93 127 53 85 
81 18 18 18 18 10 18 9 10 
26| 140| 231 129 136 128 158 60 109 
10 2 4 2 2 2 h 2 2 
44 29 42 26 25 23 30 li 20 
27 7 6 6 6 b 6 yi h 
$2 53 92 50 52 45 60 24 40 
10 2 4 2 2 2 4 2 2 
41 23 50 25 24 2 27 12 19 
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1,422| 976 1,689) 841 983] 809 448 753 
8 7 5 7 6 3 6 3 
63 8$ 53 56 54 45 69 44 
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1,401 407 | 1,341 1,890 1,175 851 1,611 
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TABLE A.—Showing number of artillery officers and men of various grades necessary for one complete relief for the coast defenses, etc—Continued. 


Master 3 3 meee n 1 1 1 vb) epee £ 
Sergean major sen- 
ior grade) r 1 1 1 1 1 1 Y 5 
Sergeants-major or 
grade) 1 1 2 2 3 3 2 s 11 1 8 
Electricians, sergeants 
(first class) asia 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 s 2 6 s 
Electricians, sergeants 
(second class)... 1 1 1 2 2 g 8 3 6 s 
3 4 2 4 4 4 3 5 %4 11 6 
3 4 2 4 4 4 3 5 4 it 6 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 
1 5 8 6 8 7 5 9 2 36 
1 1 2 2 i 1 1 1 1 4 
: JJ 
0 ers (first class) 1 5 7 6 7 6 7 7 2 37 
1 4 
Observers (second class) 1 5 0 6 7 6 5 8 1 25 
Casemate electricians -. 1 1 1 2 1 1 z 1 1 4 
Chief planters .......... 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 
Chief loaders 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 
Quartermaster-ser- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 
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D 135 394 592 436 605 528 423 622 213 | 2,721 
2 3 h 3 3 4 81 16 
i * 2 
9 i I 9; 368 
Total enlisted . . . 182 556 8343 639 612 894| 298 | 3,900 
10 29 40 37 33 48 13 
277 657 004 740 706 | 1,005 399 
4 18 30 2 12 27 4 
4 18 30 22 12 27 4 
TABLE B.—Showing the number of artillery officers and men of various grades necessary for one e e relief for the additional coast defenses of the United States 
m recommended by the National oua Defense Board. fi * 
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TABLE B.—Showing the number of artillery officers and men various grades necessary ‘or one complete relief for the additional coast defenses af the United States 
5 x * recommended by the National Coast Defense N 
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TABLE C.—Showing the number of artillery officers and men of various grades necessary for one complete relief for the coast defenses of the United States, including those 
now constructed, those under construction, and the additional defenses recommended by the National Coast Defense Board, > 
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TABLE C.—Showing the number of artillery officers and men of various grades necessary for one complete relief for the coast defenses of the United States, ete.Continued. 
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TABLE D.—Showing the number of artillery officers and men of various grades necessary for one relief, etc—Continued. 
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TABLE E.—Showing classification of enlisted men required for one relief for the coast defenses of the United States, the insular possessions, and the Isthmian Canal. 
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TABLE E.—Showing classification of enlisted men required for one relief for the coast defenses of the United States, etc.—Continued. 
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TABLE F.—Showing armament and personnel for harbors of United States, insular possessions, and Isthmian Canal. 
{Italic figures mean projected.] 
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Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ask the Senator, if we 
have so many guns that are not being used, if it would not be 
rather good economy to quit manufacturing more guns that we 


have no use for at the present time? Why should we continue 
manufacturing more arms than we can possibly use? And does 
our extravagance in one respect justify a further extravagance? 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator takes a very proper view. If 
we have more guns than we can handle, we ought to quit mak- 
ing them. But I want to draw the Senator's attention to this: 
We have a coast line of many thousand miles. We have al- 
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ways believed that we must in some manner protect that coast 
line. That fact became impressed upon Congress years ago 
until they took it up with great consideration. I have here the 
report of the Endicott Board. It fills two large volumes. It 
was a Board consisting of experts of the Army and Navy and 
from civil life, who took testimony all over this country and 
consulted with other experts in the same line in this country 
and abroad and decided upon a system of defenses for our coast. 
Congress, proceeding along the line of that report, has appro- 
priated and expended more than $119,000,000, and if the scheme 
is carried to its logical conclusion in this country and in the in- 
sular possessions it will require some $75,000,000 more. But we 
have not really effective one-fourth, certainly not one-third, of 
the defenses, because there are no men to take care of the guns 
we now have. 

I am not pleading, Mr. President, for more guns. I think it 
is a very pertinent inquiry whether or not we shall make any 
more guns. I am ready to quit making guns; I am ready to 
quit putting up emplacements; I am ready to call a halt now in 
proceeding under the recommendations of the Endicott Board 
or upon those of the later board. Certainly we ought to call a 
halt long enough to catch up somewhere in order that proper 
care may be given to the great works in which we have in- 
vested vast millions. 

It only requires that a man should go to one of these bat- 
teries and see the machinery that we haye planted there and 
how useful it is to conyince him of the great need for men to 
care for them. I am asking here for only a small portion of 
what would be asked for if we were going to fully complete the 
manning of the various fortifications that we have now con- 
structed and fully finished. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I feel sure that if Senators will 
stop to think of this bill there will not be a vote against it, 
either on this side or on the opposite side of the Chamber. I 
am sure that our friends on the other side have as great a pride 
in safeguarding this country against any possible attack from a 
foreign foe as those of us on this side haye. I do not believe 
it requires any argument to conyince eyen my friend, the junior 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus], of the necessity for the 
bill. 

As the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] has said, we 
have guns that have cost this Government thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars, and emplacements that we are 
going ahead and making every day, and yet we have not men, 
I might say, though it may possibly seem a little extravagant, 
even to cut the weeds around the emplacements that have been 
constructed for these great guns. 
~ The Senator from Wyoming has ably presented the subject 
to the Senate. I agree with him when he says let us quit 
making emplacements, let us quit appropriating money for 
coast defenses and for the manufacture of guns unless we have 
men to care for the emplacements and guns and to man them in 
case of emergency. 

We do not ask for a number of men sufficient to man these 
guns in case of war, but we merely ask for a number sufficient 
so that they may be well drilled and equipped, able to care 
for the guns, and to educate the militia or the men who may be 


suddenly called into active service to take part in the defense 


of our coast. 

Mr. President, there is no business man in the Senate Cham- 
ber who would go on expending thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in the manufacture of first-class guns and 
in preparing emplacements for them and then have nobody to 
eare for them. As I once before said on this floor when the bill 
for coast defenses and for the manufacture of arms and equip- 
ment ‘comes before the Senate, unless provision is made for men 
to care for these expensive guns and emplacements, I shall do 
everything in my power to prevent any appropriation for the 
extension of the emplacements and for the manufacture of 
additional guns. 

Mr. President, this is an important question with which we 
must deal. It not a theory; it is a fact that we have not got 
the men. As I have heretofore stated, I have visited a number 
of our coast defenses during the past year, and I found lying 
absolutely in the brush and in the weeds, because there is no- 
body to care for them, guns that have cost this Government 
$150,000 to build. Is that the part of wisdom? I ask my 
friends on the other side, if it be that they look at the bill as an 
effort to increase the Army, to lay aside their prejudice against 
that proposition and give us a sufficient number of men to care 
for this ordhance and for these fortifications. 

This is one of the most important bills that will come before 
the Senate at ihe present session, and I do hope that it will be 
the pleasure of the Senate to pass it without a dissenting voice. 

‘Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I desire to give one example. 


Here is the great Puget Sound fortification. There are on the 
Puget Sound now, mounted, 104 mortars and guns. To operate 
those mortars and guns and submarine mines ‘and searchlights 
and power plants, fire control, etc., requires 149 officers and 


8.626 men. 
men. 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for 
a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. . 

Mr. KEAN. Does not the Senator from Wyoming think that 
light-houses are more needed on that coast than artillery? 

Mr. SCOTT. We need them both. 

Mr. WARREN. There has been no definite call, I think, for 
light-houses which has not been responded to. : 

Mr. FRYE. We are supplying the light-houses as fast as 
they ask for them. 

Mr. KEAN. They have not been given. 

Mr. FRYE. They have by my committee. 

Mr. WARREN. There is another matter that I ought to men- 
tion. The artillery have had loaded on them, without their 
asking it, as I understand it, the entire submarine and torpedo 
planting business, efc., which formerly belonged to the engineers. 
It is a class of defenses that requires great care and skilled 
men, All that class of work has passed out from the control of 
the engineers over to the artillery, but we have not given the 
artillery the men or a dollar to take care of the additional 
burden. So that the increase we are now asking for is also to 
cover the submarine mines and torpedo defenses and all that 
goes with the coast defenses, as well as to provide for the Field 
Artillery, which is hereafter to be a part of the mobile Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate and open to 
amendment. If no amendment be proposed, the bill will be re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Have the amendments been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments have all been 
agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. KEAN. Now I ask the Senator from Wyoming if he will 
not let the bill go over to another time? 

Mr. WARREN. Oh, no. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Senator from New Jersey to permit 
the bill to pass at this time. 

Mr. WARREN. If I felt there was anyone absent who really 
wished to oppose the bill, and who has asked to have it passed 
over until present in person, or if 1 felt that the bill had not 
had the proper consideration, I certainly would not ask for a 
vote upon it because I seek no advantage. But I know of no 
Senator, either present or absent, who has requested further 
delay. In fact, I gave due notice some weeks ago that I would 
call it up and press it the very first opportunity. I therefore 
ask that a vote may be taken on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KEAN. Now I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 


We only have available there 20 officers and 902 


NORTH DAKOTA STATE HISTORICAL SOCIETY. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH obtained the floor. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
is entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from New 
Jersey? r 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have a little bill here for which I 
should like to have present consideration. 

Mr. KEAN. I yield to the Senator. : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of Senate bill 6134. A 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 6134) providing for the 
conveyance to the State of North Dakota of certain tracts of 
land for the use and benefit of the North Dakota State Historical ` 
Society. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator in charge 
of the bill from what committee it comes? ~ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It comes with a unanimous report from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I was going to ask if it was a unanimous 
report, but the Senator has answered me. z 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is a unanimous report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


LIMIT OF COST OF CERTAIN LIGIIT-HOUSE TENDERS, 


Mr. FRYE obtained the ficor. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. . I yield to the Senator from California, who is 
about to make the same request I would have made. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 21689) to increase the limit 
of cost of five light-house tenders heretofore authorized. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GALEN E. GREEN. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3393) grant- 
ing an honorable discharge to Galen E. Green, to report it with 
an amendment; and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
insert at the end of the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolument shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire what were the circum- 
stances under which this soldier left the service? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will say that the soldier left the service 
under the finding of-a court-martial, which was afterwards set 
aside by the President. The soldier was paid the full amount 
of the pay, and the evidence shows beyond question that an error 
was made in the original verdict. The bill has passed the House. 

Mr. BACON. I am satisfied with the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. I simply wanted to know whether our ac- 
tion now would throw any light on the various legal proposi- 
tions which have been discussed here with so much eagerness 
during the past two weeks. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think not. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The Senator from Georgia asked under 
what circumstances this man became detached from the Army. 
If I remember the case—and the Senator from Indiana will cor- 
rect me if I am at fault—he was tried by court-martial for re- 
fusing to obey the orders of his superior in the face of the 
enemy. He was ordered to go to the front on the staff of the 
commanding officer, and he positively refused to obey the order. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Florida will excuse me. That 
is the Darling case; not this one. This is a mere case of a 
failure to issue a certificate; that is all. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Oh! I beg pardon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


INFRINGEMENT OF UNITED STATES PATENTS. 


Mr. KNOX. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7676) to amend section 4919 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, to provide additional pro- 
tection for owners of patents of the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that the sec- 
tion named be amended by adding thereto, after the words 
„together with the costs,“ the following: 

And whenever an invention described in and covered by a patent of 
the United States shall be used by the United States, without license or 
authority of the owner thereof, such owner may recover reasonable 
compensation for such use by suit in the Court of Claims: Provided, 
howerer, That in any such suit the United States may avail itself of 
any and all defenses, general or special, which might be pleaded by a 
defendant in an action for infringement as set forth in Title LX of the 
Reyised Statutes, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Jan- 
uary 21, 1907, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 18, 1907. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Henry L. Hines, of Massachusetts, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Springfield, in the State of Massachusetts. 
(Reappointment. ) 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

William H. Buckler, of Maryland, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at La Paz, Bolivia, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, United States Navy, retired, to be a 
lieutenant-commander on the retired list of the Navy, from the 
29th day of June, 1906, in accordance with a provision in the 
naval appropriation act approved on that date. 

Assistant Engineer Henry E. Rhoades, United States Navy, 
retired, with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), to be a 
passed assistant engineer on the retired list of the Navy, with 
the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), from the 29th day of 
June, 1906, in accordance with a provision contained in the nayal 
appropriation act approved on that date. 

Chaplain George A. Crawford, United States Navy, retired, 
with the rank of commander, to be a chaplain on the retired list 
of the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 29th day of 
ae 1906, to correct his rank as confirmed on December 11, 

COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Richard A. Ballinger, of Seattle, Wash., to be Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, vice William A. Richards, resigned. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Addison T. Smith, of Boise, Idaho, to be register of the land 
office at Boise, Idaho, yice Harry J. Syms, term expired. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Daniel H. Moody, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Wiscasset, in the State of Maine. (Reappointment.) 
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Artillery Corps. 
Second Lieut. Harry L. Morse, Twenty-first Infantry, from the 
Infantry Arm to the Artillery Corps, with rank from June 9, 
1904. 


Infantry Arm. 


Second Lieut. John S. Davis, Artillery Corps, from the Artil- 

lery Corps to the Infantry Arm, with rank from June 9, 1904. 
. POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Sheridan G. Berger to be postmaster at Ontario, in the county 
of San Bernardino and State of California, in place of Sheridan 
G. Berger. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Nora Buchanan to be postmaster at Black Diamond, in the 
county of Contra Costa and State of California. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1907. 

Pierce J. Elliot to be postmaster at Sausalito, in the county of 
Marin and State of California, in place of Lilian W. Thomas. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 19, 1906. 

Crispin C. Ortega to be postmaster at Sonora, in the county of 
Tuolumne and State of California, in place of Crispin C. Ortega. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Thomas F. Higgins to be postmaster at Terryville, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Thomas 
F. Higgins. Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 

IDAHO. 

Orville J. Butler to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county 
of Kootenai and State of Idaho, in place of Orville J. Butler. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1907. 

Olof Olson to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of Latah 
and State of Idaho. Office became Presidential January 1, 1907. 
ILLINOIS. 

Harry M. Martin to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Illinois, in place of Harry M. 
Martin. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1906. 

INDIANA. 

Walter Bradfute to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Indiana, in place of Lawrence V., 
Buskirk, resigned. 

John S. Glenn to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county 
of Huntington and State of Indiana, in place of William H. 
Hart. Incumbent's commission expired January 7, 1907. 


1907. 


Seward S. Watson to be postmaster at Winchester, in the 
county of Randolph and State of Indiana, in place of Clarkson 
L. Hutchens. Incumbent’s commission expired June 25, 1906. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

W. S. Browning to be postmaster at Weleetka, in District 

Thirteen, Ind. T. Office became Presidential January 1, 1907. 
IOWA. 

Samuel J. Robertson to be postmaster at Fort Dodge, in the 
county of Webster and State of Iowa, in place of Susan C. Car- 
penter. Incumbent's commission expired July 1, 1906. 

KENTUCKY. 

Offa A. Stump to be postmaster at Pikeville, in the county of 
Pike and State of Kentucky, in place of John M. Bowling, re- 
signed, 

MINNESOTA. 

Charles E. Fuller to be postmaster at St. James, in the county 
of Watonwan and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles E. 
Fuller. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 1907. 

John L. Grady to be postmaster at Cass Lake, in the county 
of Cass and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles M. Johnson, 
resigned. 

NEBRASKA. 

Will A. Needham to be postmaster at Bloomfield. in the county 
of Knox and State of Nebraska, in place of Will A. Needham. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Daniel Swanson to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Nebraska, in place of Daniel Swanson. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 15, 1906. 

Ira E. Tash to be postmaster at Alliance, in the county of 
Box Butte and State of Nebraska, in place of Ira E. Tash. In- 
cumbent's commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Lee Van Voorhis to be postmaster at Crawford, in the county 
of Dawes and State of Nebraska, in place of Lee Van Voorhis. 
Incumbent's commission expires February 11, 1907. 

NEW YORK. 

Warren B. Ashmead to be postmaster at Jamaica, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York, in place of Henry M. 
Haviland. Incumbent's commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Hiram W. Vedder to be postmaster at Waterford, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York, in place of Hiram 
W. Vedder. Incumbents commission expired January 7, 1907. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

J. G. Lloyd to be postmaster at Ebensburg, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Festus Lloyd. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 14, 1906. 

John G. McCamant to be postmaster at Tyrone, in the county 
of Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John G. Mc- 
Camant. Incumbents commission expires January 29, 1907. 

Samuel R. McMorran to be postmaster at Aspinwall, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Alvin A. Hazlett, resigned. T 

RHODE ISLAND, 

Charles S. Robinson to be postmaster at Lonsdale, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in place of 
Charles S. Robinson. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 9, 1906. 

VIRGINIA. 

Harry Libbey to be postmaster at Hampton, in the county 
of Elizabeth City and State of Virginia, in place of William H. 
Boyenton. Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 18, 1907. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 1 


John J. Lambert, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Pueblo, Colo. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Civil Engineer Frank O. Maxson to be a civil engineer in the 
Nayy with the rank of captain from the 26th day of November, 
1906. - 

Civil Engineer Richard C. Hollyday to be a civil engineer in 
the Navy with the rank of commander from the 26th day of No- 
vember, 1906. 

Civil Engineer Frank T. Chambers to be a civil engineer in the 
Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander from the 26th day 
of November, 1906. 

Boatswain John S. Croghan to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy, to rank with, but after, ensign, from the 10th day of May, 
1904, upon the completion of six years’ service, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approyed March 3, 
1899, as amended by the act of April 27, 190+. 

Surg. John E. Page, who was promoted to fill a vacancy oc- 
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guung on April 20, 1904, to take rank as a surgeon from March 

1904, in accordance with an opinion of the Attorney General 
dated April 24, 1906. 

Surg. John M. Moore, who was promoted to fill a vacancy 
occurring on January 1, 1905, to take rank as a surgeon from 
March 3, 1904, in accordance with an opinion of the Attorney- 
General dated April 24, 1906. 

Naval Constructors Daniel C. Nutting, jr, and Holden A. 
Evans to be naval constructors in the Navy with the rank of 


lieutenant-commander from the 10th day of October, 1906, to, 


correct the date from which they take rank as confirmed on 
December 11, 1906, . 

Second Lieut. Russell B. Putnam to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the Ist day of July, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin A. Lewis to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 6th day of July, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Arthur Stokes to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the Ist day of August, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin S. Berry to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 15th day of August, 1906, to correct the 
date of his promotion as confirmed on December 19, 1906, which 
is made necessary by the failure of Second Lieut. Tillman Bunch 
to qualify for promotion after being due therefor. 

Lieut. Commander Harold P. Norton to be a commander ig 
the Navy from the 10th day of October, 1906. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 
Frederick W. Smith to be postmaster at Williams, in the 
county of Coconino and Territory of Arizona. 
CALIFORNIA, 
Matthew W. Grace to be postmaster at Lindsay, in the 
county of Aglare and State of California. 


CONNECTICUT. 

II. Guy Linsley to be postmaster at Branford, in the county 

of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
ILLINOIS, 

Charles D. Clark to be postmaster at Utica, in the county of 
Lasalle and State of Illinois. 

Theodore Disosway to be postmaster at Henry, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Illinois. 

Ulysses E. Smith to be postmaster at Metropolis, in the county 
of Massac and State of Illinois. 

Cyrus Thompson to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Illinois. : 

Gaither C. Walser to be postmaster at West Salem, in the 
county of Edwards and State of Illinois. 

INDIANA, 

L. A. Bachelor to be postmaster at Vanburen, in the county of 
Grant and State of Indiana. 

Arthur A. Holmes to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of Indiana. 

W. F. Moore to be postmaster at West Baden, in the county of 
Orange and State of Indiana. 


MAINE. 
Frank L. Averill to be postmaster at Oldtown, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine. 
John M, Jewell to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine. 
John M. Oak to be postmasfer at Bangor, in. the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. 
Frank B. Purinton to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Lorenzo B. Crockett to be postmaster at North Faston, in 
the county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 
David L. Small to be postmaster at Harwich, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 
3 MISSISSIPPI. 
Annie B. Wood to be postmaster at Louisville, in the county of 
Winston and State of Mississippi. 
MISSOURI. 
Jolm C. Lark to be postmaster at Steelville, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Missouri. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Caroline E. Condit to be postmaster at Millburn, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 
Marcus Mitchell to be postmaster at East Orange, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
George H. Kennedy to be postmaster at Cortland, in the 
county of Cortland and State of New York. 


1346 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 18, 


OREGON. 

Louis A. Githens to be postmaster at Athena, in the county of 
Umatilla and State of Oregon. 

Fletcher E. Wilcox to be postmaster at Milton, in the county 
of Umatilla and State of Oregon. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

John N. Brosius to be postmaster at Middleburg, in the county 
of Snyder and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alfred W. Christy to be postmaster at Slippery Rock, in the 
county of Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jesse Oren to be postmaster at New Cumberland, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

John H. Thomas to be postmaster at Carbondale, in the county 
of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

TENNESSEE. 

Haynes O. Lee to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Cocke and State of Tennessee. 

William F. Millican to be postmaster at Rockwood, in the 
county of Roane and State of Tennessee. 

Samuel L. Parker to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of 
White and State of Tennessee. 

Abraham L. Williams to be postmaster at Oliver Springs, in 

_ the county of Roane and State of Tennessee. 
TEXAS. 

Frank P. Varley to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the county 

of Grayson and State of Texas. 
VIRGINIA. 
Harry Libbey to be postmaster at Hampton, in the State of 


Virginia. 
WASHINGTON. 


Ernest L. Darr to be postmaster at Sumner, in the county of 
Pierce and State of Washington. 


BRIG. GEN. LEONARD WOOD. 


The injunction of secrecy was remoyed January 18, 1907, from 
the proceedings and testimony, Fifty-eighth Congress, second 
session, connected with the confirmation of Brig. Gen. Leonard 
Wood to be a major-general. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, January 18, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Hey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 21574) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, and for other purposes, and to disagree to all of the amend- 
ments of the Senate except one, being Senate amendment No. 
222, and to agree to that with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill and to disagree to all 
of the Senate amendments thereto save the one indicated. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker,.reserving the right to object, 
I would ask the Chair to again state the request of the gentle- 
man. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state. The gentleman 
from New York asks unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill, to disagree to all of the amendments of the Senate 
thereto except one, as indicated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And which is that? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Amendment No. 222, being section 4, that 
on and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, etc., and as to that I shall make 
a separate request, in which I shall move to concur in that 
amendment with an amendment. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it the gentle- 
man moves to disagree to all of the amendments except that, 
and later on proposes to offer an amendment to that amend- 
ment for the consideration of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the effect 
of the request. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As to that I have no objection. 

Mr: DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman referred to this 


amendment and he used the word “ etc.” 
him read just what the “ ete.” is. 


I would like to have 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that his colleague, Mr. Lirraver, submits two propositions in 
one. The House will have to act on the first, which is to non- 
concur, and then he proposes to state his motion with respect 
to this amendment, which is not included in the first request. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. But I want to know what all that is be- 
12 16 waiye my right to object. I would like to have him 
rea 4 

Mr. LITTAUER. The amendment that is not objected to is 
amendment 222, being section 4, as follows: 

On and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the $S 
House of Representatives and the Vice-President of the 
shall be at the rate of $12,000 per annum each. 

That is the complete amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
no objection. The Clerk will now report Senate amendment 222. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

Senate amendment 222: Strike out all of section 4. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I now move to concur in that 
amendment with an amendment thereto which I have sent to the 
desk and which I ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
concur with the amendment of the Senate with an amendment 
thereto, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the House agree to amendment of the Senate No. 225, with an 
amendment as follows : 
fee nen matter stricken out by the said amendment and insert the 

“That on and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, the Vice-President of the United States, 
and the heads of Executive Departments, who are members of the 
President's Cabinet, shall be at the rate of $12,000 per annum each, 
and the compensation of Senators, Representatives in Congress, Dele- 
tates from the Territories, and the Resident Commissioner from Porto 

co shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum each. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a 
minute or two. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I yield a minute to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to say that I am 
opposed to the proposition to increase the salaries of members 
of Congress in the manner provided in the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York, and I shall vote against it. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer an amend- 
ment that the increase as regards the members of the Senate 
and House take effect from the 4th of March, 1709, instead 
of—— [Laughter and applause.] 

[Cries of “ Too far back.”] 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, of course I mean 1909. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 3 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
not offered an amendment. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
has not the floor for the purpose. The gentleman from New 
York has the floor. 

Mr. GILLETT. I asked the gentleman from New York if 
he would yield to me for the purpose of offering such an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yielded to him, but not for the purpose 
of offering an amendment. 

Mr. GILLETT. Then I simply wish to say, Mr. Speaker, I 
yoted for the salary proposition which was recently before the 
House, and I should yote for this if my amendment should 
be adopted, which would leave it as it was then; but I do not feel 
like voting for a bill which directly affects my own salary, and 
I therefore shall yote against it. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I now yield to my colleague from New 
York [Mr. DRISCOLL]. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to discuss 
the merits of this proposed amendment increasing the salaries 
of Senators and Representatives. I voted against it on the 
former occasion and gave my reasons, and will vote against it 
again. I only wish to say now that this proposed amendment, 
increasing our salaries, concerns every man who is a Member 
of this body, and especially every man who was elected to the 
Sixtieth Congress. 2 

This matter is not important because of an enormous in- 
crease of the appropriation. It will amount to only between 
$1,200,000 and $1,300,000 a year, which is a small item com- 


aker of the 
nited States 
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pared with other appropriations made by the Congress. It is 
important because it concerns every man personally, and it 
seems to me it should not come up for consideration and deter- 
mination in this House suddenly and without notice to the 
Members. A date should be fixed some day next week, so that 
every Member of this body may have notice of the time, and 
have an opportunity to be here and vote for or against it. 

Again, there should be a roll call and a viva voce vote on 
this proposition. The question is whether we shall increase 
our own salaries. Some men on this floor believe in the in- 
crease, and on the former occasion spoke for it and voted for 
it, and went on record on a yea-and-nay vote in favor of it. 
If the action increasing those salaries commends itself te the 
sound judgment of the country, those men should have the 
credit due them. Other gentlemen on this floor spoke against 
the increase on the former occasion and voted against it on a 
roll call. They should have the privilege of going on record 
again. The country, our constituents, everybody, ought to know 
how each man votes on this proposition. Therefore every man 
should, in justice to himself and his fellow-Members, favor a 
roll call. If this is a meritorious measure, let us stand up 
without fear or favor and pass it in the open and go on record 
as supporting it. If it is not a meritorious measure let us not 
pass it by what is in effect a secret ballot. 

The Members of this body can not be proud of their action 
if they increase their salaries and at the same time refuse to 
do it in the open, and refuse to let their fellow-Members who 
are so disposed go on record. Many Members are now absent, 
some possibly at home; some, perhaps, doing work in the De- 
partments, others in committee rooms, and others engaged in 
other official duties. They should have an opportunity to vote 
on this matter, and therefore, in conclusion, I would request 
the gentleman in charge of this bill, my distinguished colleague 
from New York, to delay the vote until some day certain next 
week, so that every man may have notice and an opportunity 
to be present, and that he favor a viva voce vote, so that each 
man’s record may be made. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BURLESON]. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, for the reasons stated by me 
at the time this bill was under discussion a few days ago, I 
intend to vote against the amendment now offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Lirraver]. When the amendment 
providing for an increase of the salary paid Members of Con- 
gress was first offered by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
LITTAVER] it made the increase take place for the Sixty-first 
Congress. I voted for it because I believed there should be an 
increase of these salaries, but I stated then that I was unwilling 
to vote an increase of salary for an office to which I had al- 
ready been elected. We were candidates for the office of Repre- 
sentative in the Sixtieth Congress, with a full knowledge of 
what the salary was, and I will not now vote to increase that 
salary. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] two minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, when this matter was before the 
House the other day I voted for the proposition. 
vote for the proposition to increase the salary of Members of 
Congress, commencing with the next Congress after the one 
which follows this. We have not yet reached the point where 
I believe that a Member of Congress can disinterestedly vote for 
a proposition affecting his own compensation, and while I be- 
lieve that the salary ought to be increased for Members of 
Congress, I do not believe that a Member of Congress, with the 
natural bias in reference to his own compensation, has the right 
to vote to increase his own compensation, and I can see no dif- 
ference between Members of this Congress who have been re- 
elected to the next Congress voting to increase the salaries of 
Members of the next Congress and the Members of this Congress 
voting to increase the salaries of Members of this Congress. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if it is not a fact that the logic of his position would prevent for 
all time to come any increase in compensation of Members of 
Congress? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. May I state this, then? This has first to be 
voted upon by the Senate before it can become a law. Two- 
thirds of that vote would always haye to vote to increase their 
own salaries, because they are not going out, or they will be in 
the next Congress. You would have to defer it six years at 
least, and that is the objection, I will say, to the proposition 
that was voted upon in the House before; that is the objection 


I would now- 
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that every Member of Congress makes to the provision which 
was first proposed in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANN. The answer to the question, Mr. Speaker, is 
very simple and very plain. The Members of the House of 
Representatives are not the guardians of the conscience of the 
Senators of the United States. We are responsible to our own 
consciences, not to them, and if I were a Senator of the United 
States, which I am not likely to ever be, I would not vote to 
increase the salary for myself during my term of office, and if 
they needed my vote it would have to be postponed. But I 
take it that in the Senate there are always enough members 
able to vote—that is, two-thirds—in such a way that the salary 
could be increased without any long postponement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Six years. 

Mr. MANN. Not six years. Six years would postpone it and 
give a complete yote of every Senator. ‘Two-thirds of the Senate 
of the United States can yote for the proposition to make this 
apply to the Sixty-first Congress without coming within the 
prohibition which I referred to. Al of the Senate could make 
it apply to the Sixty-second Congress. 

n Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the previous ques- 
on. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment from the Senate with the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Litraver]. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 133, noes 92. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. All of those who are in favor of demanding 
the yeas and nays will rise and stand until counted. [After 
counting.] Thirty-four gentlemen have arisen; not a sufficient 
number, so the yeas and nays are refused. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ask 
n conference with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrr- 
TAUER] asks for a conference with the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The Speaker announced the following conferees: Messrs. 
BINGHAM, LITTAUER, and LIVINGSTON. , 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote 
and lay the motion on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL, 


Mr. HULL, chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported the bill (H. R. 24537) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for. other purposes. which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the-state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BIEL. 


Mr. COUSINS, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, reported a bill (H. R. 24538) making appropriations for 
the diplomatie and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order 
on the bill. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LITTAUER, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 24541) making appropriations to supply 
additional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserye all points of 
order. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this additional urgent deficiency bill be now considered in 
the House as in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and pending that I will be pleased to make an 
explanation of its urgency. S 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I believe we have a rule that these things 
should lay over for a stated time. 

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
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make an explanation by which I think he will immediately see 
that there is necessity for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Reserving the right to object, I will hear 
an explanation by the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for present consideration of the bill of which the 
title has just been read in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, and the gentleman—— 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. The request of the gentleman from New York is 
for immediate consideration, and that it be considered in the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks immediate considera- 
tion, and consideration in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN. Is this not a privileged bill? 

. The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the bill would 
go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and it is to avoid that rule, the Chair takes it, that the 
gentleman asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. The parliamentary inquiry that I made was 
whether it would be in order for the gentleman from New York 
to immediately moye to go into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. Upon examination, the Chair finds that the 
bill covers several items, and can fairly be called, and is, in 
fact, a general deficiency bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I reserved the right to object 
to listen to an explanation of the gentleman. I have had none. 
If he is going to make none, I will make the objection peremp- 
torily now. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I am going to make it. 

The bill carries a total of $329,650. The reason for its 
urgency to-day is that the legislature of New Mexico is called 
together January 21—next Monday; that under the law the 
legislature is only empowered to engage a certain number of 
clerical assistants to attend upon the legislature. Moreover, the 
legislative assembly of New Mexico is circumscribed as to the 
employment of any additional service unless it be the services 
of a translator and an interpreter, for the law of May 28, 1896, 
declares : 

That no other officer of either house of said legislative assembly shall 
be elected or appointed or paid out of any moneys a ebay by the 
Congress of the United Sta or the legislative assembly of said Terrl- 


tory than such as may be provided for by the laws of the United States, 
except a translator or an interpreter. 


Now, we understand. the additional service has been had, so 
that the legislature could properly conduct its proceedings, in 
expenses for typewriters and others, who are always called “ in- 
terpreters ” and paid out of the Territorial treasury. The pres- 
ent governor declares that he will not permit that subterfuge to 

on. Therefore there is submitted to us the necessity of the 
additional authorization of $15,000. We have made this addi- 
tional amount according to the bill submitted, to be paid out of 
the treasury of the Territory, for the additional $15,000 in order 
that it can be expended for the additional clerical and other 
assistants, and they consist of stenographers, clerks to committees, 
messengers, and various other characters of clerks. Now, as that 
legislature goes into session next Monday, we deemed that this 
was urgent and immediate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, suppose this took the usual course, 
and went over, say, twenty-four hours, which would be the time, 
who would be hurt and what would be hurt by that delay? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The Secretary of the Interior urges that 
for the proper conduct of that work an immediate provision be 
made, so that the legislature may convene. Then we have got 
one other item. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They will be delayed just twenty-four 
hours, and twenty-four hours’ delay is not sufficiently great to 
make it urgent. 

Mr. LITTAUER. But we have one other item here, and that 
is, $250,000 is needed at once to pay for additional equipment in 
connection with the increase in the Navy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not hear that. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The Navy asks $250,000 to pay for addi- 
tional equipment necessary for the increase in the Navy, and for 
this reason: Two years ago a large appropriation was made for 
equipment in connection with the increase of the Navy. 

Last year no estimate was submitted, despite the fact that 
the balance left over was not more than one-half of the usual 
requirement. All of that balance has now been expended, and 
they believe it will take $250,000 to carry them through until 
next July. If this money is not to be had at this time a great 
battle ship will be held up for the want to ten or fifteen thou- 
sand dollars. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the whole gist of the gentle- 
man’s request is that the matter be considered in the House in- 
stead of being considered in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It seems to me that the House ought to 
have the opportunity in the Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. LITTAUER. It has the same opportunity in the House, 
has it not? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand—to haye these matters fully 
elucidated and explained, and with the usual safeguards of con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole. Mr. Speaker, I 
think I ought to object. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the urgent defi- 
ciency bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I reserve all points of order on the Dill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi reserves 
all points of order on the bill, which is referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Lrrraver] moves that the House do 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the urgent deficiency 
enti which has just been reported and referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. à 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the urgent deficiency bill, with Mr. LAWRENCE in the chair. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the bill 
has not been printed, I wish the Chair would have order estab- 


‘lished in the House, so that we can hear it read. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri calls for or- 
der. The committee will please be in order. The Clerk will 
report the bill. . 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

abe CHAIRMAN. The first reading of the bill has been com- 
pleted. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the bill carries seven provi- 
sions. The first one is in connection with the International Wa- 
ter Boundary Commission, United States and Mexico. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Before the gentleman begins to discuss 
the bill, we haye no agreement here as to time or anything about 
it. What does he propose to do? 

Mr. LITTAUER. What suggestion has the gentleman to make 
in reference to it? I do not want to take up more than probably 
five minutes, or perhaps ten. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Just let it run along, then, and see what 
we can do. 

Mr. LITTAUER. As I stated, the bill begins with a provision 
to enable the international water boundary commission to con- 
tinue its work, and appropriates $5,000. The necessity for the 
appropriation is that four gauging stations on the Rio Grande, 
which are necessary in the work of the commission, were 
washed away in the floods of last summer, with some other 
work that could not have been contemplated when the annual 
appropriation for this purpose was made. 

The next provision is to provide for four additional rooms in 
the Munsey Building to accommodate the Auditor for the Navy 
Department. 

This provision has been made already in the legislative bill, 
and we provide for rent for five months, for four rooms, to carry 
an appropriation of $1,150. Then comes a provision giving au- 
thority to pay out of the treasury of the Territory of New 
Mexico a sum not exceeding $15,000 for additional employees, 
for contingent expenses of the legislature of that Territory. I 
have explained its necessity in the preliminary discussion, 

There follows an appropriation of $65,000 to complete the 
channel of approach to the piers at the Jamestown Exposition. 
To build these piers an appropriation was asked for larger 
than was granted by Congress. The length of the piers orig- 
inally proposed was 2,200 feet, but the piers to be built under 
the appropriation will be 1,200 feet long. It now develops that 
in order that ships may reach these piers, where the basin 
must be dredged under the old appropriation to a depth of 10 
feet, an amount must be appropriated in addition thereto, and 
we must have a small sum of money to dredge out a part of 
Bush Creek in connection with this exposition, where the life- 
saving station for the life-saving exhibit will be for the instruc- 
tion of those who attend the exposition. 

Mr. BARTLETT. As the gentleman from New York knows, 
the cost of building of these piers was thoroughly gone into and 
investigated by the. Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
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sitions, and that committee reported the bill at the last session 
providing an appropriation of $400,000 for the building of these 
piers. It is true that the bill introduced asked for an appro- 
priation of $500,000, but after that estimate had been sub- 
mitted to the proper officer of the Government—I do not remem- 
ber who it was—it was deemed that $400,000 was all that was 
n 


ecessary. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes; and all that ought to have been spent. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I think it was more than ought to have 
been spent. : : 

Mr. LITTAUER. We are up against this proposition: The 
House appropriated $400,000 for building the piers and dredg- 
ing the basin between the piers. The gentlemen who framed 
the legislation evidently did not have the foresight of provid- 
ing in it that a channel as deep as the basin should be pro- 
vided for and included within the appropriation of $400,000. 
We now find that the piers are built and the basin will be 
dredged out of the appropriation to a depth of 10 feet, but 
that the beats can not reach the piers unless a channel is 
dredged. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What boats are these? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The auxiliary boats; all kinds of boats 
drawing up to 10 feet of water; the excursion boats; boats that 
woke bring the people and troops and soldiers to land at that 

ock. 

I am advised that these piers have not yet been built and that 
the basin has not yet been dredged, but that the proposal has 
been issued and that the best we can now procure are piers 
only 1,200 feet long, and that would land us in water but 4 or 5 
feet deep; that if money enough had been appropriated by Con- 
gress to extend the piers to 2,200 feet, we would haye reached 
a depth of 10 or 12 feet of water. Now, while we feel the proj- 
ect should be continued and that the appropriation should be 
made, yet it would be possible, if the committee so insisted, 
that they should build inferior piers and spend the money for 
dredging a channel into the piers. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The trouble about it is this: After the 
parties having in charge the Jamestown Exposition had gone 
into an examination of it and made estimates providing for the 
piers and the basin it was deemed that $400,000 would be sufti- 
cient, and Congress provided all that was asked for. 

Mr. LITTAUER. If what the gentleman from Georgia states 
is true, then the estimates must have been different from the 
proposals. 

“Mr. BARTLETT. I am not speaking about the estimate, but 
we went into it—the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
sitions went into the question as to what the piers could be built 
for and all necessary expenses. It only shows that when we 
get into aiding one of these expositions what happens—that 
there is no end to the demands. There is always an additional 
expense, and Congress is asked to pay it. ? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It shows that when we enter upon an ex- 
position it is like entering into a war, you can never tell what it 
will cost. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to ask the gentleman, further, how 
about the life-saving exhibit. That appropriation was made in 
the bill by the committee that reported it, after submitting the 
proposition to the Light-House Board, the officers of the Govern- 
ment, and the amount that they estimated was provided for in 
the bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Was dredging provided for in the estimate 
for the life-saving exhibit? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am not able to say, but the committee 
thought that we had provided for everything that was neces- 
sary in order for the Government to make the necessary ex- 
hibit for the Life-Saving Service. I will not undertake to say 
that dredging was included in the estimate, but it looks to me 
that when the officers were called upon to make the necessary 
estimate and recommendations that they should have taken into 
consideration dredging, if that was necessary to the exhibit, as 
well as other necessary matters. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I will yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I wish to supplement, Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman's statement with this remark, that the dredging was 
provided for in the law last year. Those who were intrusted 
with the duty of carrying on the work knew the depth of these 
channels and fully appreciated the necessity of dredging, and 
on the statement they make themselves the proposition for 
$65,000 is absolutely indefensible. They proceed on the theory 
that having got us into a hole we must provide the extra money 
in order to get out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
mé, I want to say that I do not think we have got into a hole, 


because the committee that reported that bill undertook to 
give all that was necessary for the Government to make the 
exhibit for the various departments of the Government, and 
these appropriations were made upon the estimates furnished to 
the committee both as to the light-house service and the build- 
ing of these piers. 

Mr. TAWNEX. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit an 
inquiry? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am speaking now in the time of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that they estimated $500,000 
as the amount that the construction of these piers would cost? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The estimate was made by the Jamestown 
exhibition architect, so to speak. I believe that is the proper 
title to give him. 1 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; the engineers of the War Department 
and the Navy Department. $ 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not think so. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was carried in the original bill at $500,000, 
and reduced to $400,000. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, although the estimate may 
have been $500,000, and I think it was, the law provided for 
only $400,000, and expressly stipulated that contracts to the ex- 
tent of $400,000 only were authorized. In other words, the law 
limited it to $400,000, and the officers in carrying out this enter- 
prise have simply concluded it would be well to have more 
money, and accordingly they planned the work on the basis of a 
larger appropriation, and now because we can not leave them 
there with insufficient money to complete the enterprise they 
take advantage of us and ask us to provide this $65,000 extra. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to inquire of the chairman 
of the committee whether this expenditure that is now being 
made for these excavations was originally contemplated in the 
appropriation reported by his committee, which passed this 
House after a very close vote? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say to the gentleman that none of 
the expenditures that are now provided for or contemplated 
under this appropriation were thought of when the law was 
enacted, for the reason that the estimate was to build a pier 
2,200 feet long, and the estimate given us was $500,000 for the 
construction of these two piers at that length. These two piers 
would haye carried them out where they would have been in a 
stage of water to admit the approach of vessels as large as will 
be needed and as large as is contemplated, which will necessa- 
rily come to the piers during the exposition. When they came 
to construct the piers on the appropriation of $400,000 they 
found that it was impossible to extend them to that length, so 
they built the piers twelve or fourteen hundred feet in length, and 
with the $60,000 they will dredge up to the pier, and also do 
some dredging at other places which was not thought of or 
known, and which the Secretary of War now informs us will be 
of great value to commercial ships hereafter—a permanent im- 
provement. Some part of this is for a permanent improvement 
in navigation at Hampton Roads, and the other is for making 
the necessary approaches to these piers in consequence of their 
not being able to build them far enough to admit of vessels ap- 
proaching them as they originally contemplated. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I suppose, so far as this appropriation 
relates to permanent improvements 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, that is a mere incident. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Yes; it is a mere incident. I want to 
put this further question. The bill I refer to as the original 
bill was the bill that came from the gentleman’s own Committee 
on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I refer to that now. What was 
the appropriation carried for that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The authorization was for $500,000, as I 
now recall it. That was the original estimate. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What was the appropriation passed by 
the House? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The bill never passed the House—that is, 
the bill reported by the Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 
positions. The Senate put the bill on in the form of an amend- 
ment to the sundry civil appropriation bill in the last session, 
and the conferees on the part of the House, after numerous 
conferences with the Senate, finally redrafted the amendment, 
eliminating a number of appropriations and eliminating a great 
deal of language that authorized work to be done and expendi- 
tures to be made without appropriations, for which we would 
have to hereafter make appropriations; so that we reduced 
the aggregate amount, as I now recall it, in the neighborhood 
of $300,000, $100,000 of which, if I am correct, was the re- 
duction on this appropriation for the construction of these 
piers. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What I want to inquire is this: There 
was a time, I take it, when the House passed initial legislation 
in connection with the Jamestown Exposition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, when the House passed the initial legis- 
lation it was for $200,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT. For a naval display. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Precisely. Was not the House then 
given to understand that that would be the extent of the appro- 
priation that would be necessary on the part of the House for 
the purpose of completing this exposition; that Congress would 
not be called on for any more appropriations. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Many of us had that idea. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know that any assurance of that 
kind was given to anybody, but the gentleman must bear in 
mind that that appropriation was made and that legislation was 
for the purpose of enabling the Government itself, independent 
of the exposition—the purpose of the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions—the minority of it, with which I acted— 
was to prevent the Federal Government being tied up with the 
Jamestown Exposition. 

So at the very last moment the bill which a majority of the 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions reported could 
not receive consideration, but it was finally agreed that the 
Government of the United States ought to celebrate this event 
in some way, and at the request of the present Speaker of the 
House I drafted a bill myself, without reference to the commit- 
tee, but as a Member of the House, which provided for a cele- 
bration of this event by authorizing the President of the United 
States to invite the naval powers of the world to participate in 
a celebration, to erect a monument at Jamestown, and to im- 
prove the harbor at Jamestown, or where Jamestown used to be, 
and that bill, on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
MAyNaArD], was passed under suspension of the rules in the 
closing hours of the Vifty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. When there was a good deal of hurry 
in legislation, I take it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; but there was not anything said about 
coming back to Congress, because neither the bill itself nor the 
appropriation related to an exposition—simply to a celebration. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether, in his judgment, it was understood that when we 
passed the original $250,000 for a naval display and the par- 
ticipation of the General Government in that exposition—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; there was no participation in the ex- 
position provided for at all. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was it not understood that was all the 
connection the General Government was to have with it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I so understood it, so far as I was individu- 
ally concerned, but a subsequent Congress made an appropria- 
tion of, I think, $1,200,000 ; I do not remember the exact amount. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to know into how large a 
development the original egg of $250,000 has grown. We started 
with $250,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not know the appropriation of $250,000 
was responsible in any way for the appropriation that was made 
in the last Congress. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, can the gentleman in charge of 
this urgent deficiency bill tell the House 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrr- 
TAUER] is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, the chairman of the Appropria- 
tions Committee, then. Can the Chairman of the Appropria- 
tions Committee tell the House, when we started with the par- 
ticipation either directly or indirectly following an expenditure 
of $250,000, into how large an expenditure that has developed? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman $ 

Mr. TAWNEY. One moment. For the objects provided for 
in the original bill there has been no increase in the appropria- 
tion and no additional appropriation. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yet during the last session other appropria- 
tions in other bills amounted to $1,325,000. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, I would like to inquire, with the 
permission of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Here is an urgent deficiency bill for how 
much? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Sixty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Sixty-five thousand dollars for this pur- 
pose, and, as I understand, it is incidental to the Jamestown 
Exposition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is incidental to the authorization made by 
Congress at the last session in respect to the Jamestown Exposi- 
tion. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Incidental to the Jamestown Exposi- 
tion. And we started with this Jamestown Exposition, so far 


as Federal aid is concerned, by appropriating two or three years 
ago $250,000. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg to differ with the gentleman, We did 
not start the exposition two or three years ago in that way. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I can give the gentleman from Maine 
a little information on the subject if I can get the floor. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me put it this way: We facilitated 
its start 
> Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; it was started long before this was 

one. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, we facilitated its start. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Lubricated. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We lubricated the enterprise by an ap- 
propriation of $250,000 which it was understood, as I understand 
now the gentleman from Minnesota, would be the full measure 
of the charge upon the Treasury of the United States on ac- 
count of this exposition. Am I right about that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say to the gentleman that if he has 
ever read the original law, the word “ exposition” was not re- 
ferred to, and the Jamestown Exposition was not referred to; 
it was entirely an independent celebration provided, a Govern- 
ment celebration of the tercentennial of the settlement of this 
continent. Now, the nature of that celebration was defined in 
that law. All expenditures were authorized. The nature of that 
celebration has been confined, and the authorization in the bill 
and appropriations have not been increased, and no increase is 
asked for to carry out the purpose of celebrating the event by 
the Government of the United States entirely separate from the 
Jamestown Exposition. Now, that is the initiation of the cele- 
bration of the event by the Government of the United States. 
Following that, in the next Congress, Congress was induced to 
join the Jamestown Exposition Company and appropriate 
$250,000 direct aid, and then appropriate—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Direct? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Direct aid to the exposition company, 
$250,000, the remainder of the appropriation being for other pur- 
poses in connection with the Jamestown Exposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do I understand that the appropriation 
was $250,000, and that at the next session it was $250,000 more? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Jamestown Exposition did not get 
$250,000 in the first authorization. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How much did it get? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It got nothing. The Jamestown Exposition 
was not referred to in the first authorization. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was the first authorization in any way 
connected with the Jamestown Exposition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was not. It was independent. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did it tend to promote the enterprise? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think it did. The enterprise was far 
advanced then. 

Mr. LITTLEFIED. I will ask this of the gentleman, as he 
was chairman of the committee that reported that particular 
bill, Did the gentleman intend to promote that enterprise? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the legislation was—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. The legislation did not relate to it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did not haye any connection with it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was not dependent upon it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has it had any connection with it 
since? Has it merged with it since? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; it has not; only so far as the last 
law has authorized the merger, with which I had nothing what- 
ever to do. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
sequel of the first? 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
half a dozen times, A 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon for havy- 
ing to emphasize that proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, briefly, the Jamestown Exposi- 
tion was started by the citizens of Virginia largely, and after 
they had planned the exposition of course they came to Con- 
gress to get a bill through to have the Government pay the 
expenses of it. That bill came from the Committee on Indus- 
trial Arts and Expositions after a rough passage, as I remem- 
ber it, but was not considered in the House: Then, pending that, 
my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] was overpersuaded 
into going into a naval show down there for Jamestown at the 
same time this exposition was held. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Contemporaneous with it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Contemporaneous with it—during the same 
time the exposition was to be held. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] when the bill was origi- 


Is not the last law practically the 


It is not. I have answered that question 
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nally drawn it did refer to the exposition, but after a good 
deal of trouble I succeeded in eliminating all reference to the 
Jamestown Exposition. When it came into the House I op- 
posed it on the ground that that was the inception of this grand 
enterprise that the Government would be appropriating for—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That would be the first step? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is what I claim. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask another question? 

Mr. PAYNE. The answer to that was that the bill did not 
refer to the exposition, although they were contemporaneous 
in time. Now, after that, the President of the United States 
invited all of the nations of the earth to participate in this 
naval demonstration in accordance with the terms of that bill. 
That necessitated an appropriation to entertain these people 
who come here, and that was a little like an entering wedge. 
Then the proposition came in to spend $250,000 for a Govern- 
ment exhibit at Jamestown. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not in the original bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. It came in afterwards, I say. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It came in the next session of Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars for 
the Government exhibit, and at the same time to urge upon Con- 
gress that the honor of the nation was at stake, because we had 
invited all the nations of the world to come over in order to 
make this exposition a success, just as I had guessed would be 
done at the inception of this first bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me make this statement. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I want to make the inquiry right here. 
I would like to inquire of the gentleman from New York 
whether at this stage the indefinite scheme that had theretofore 
been adopted became merged in or connected with the James- 
town Exposition? 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose that the President haying invited the 
navies of the world to help celebrate this great event in that 
vicinity it was thought, and claimed, that the honor of the 
United States was at stake to make the show a success independ- 
ent of the company. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It was still independent? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes; but in another place an amendment 
was finally put on appropriating a million and a half. When 
that first came over here it gave that for the show itself. In 
the end the appropriation was made for $400,000 to build a dock. 
They did not eyen have an approach to this place where the ex- 
position was to be held, and this money was to be expended on a 
dock for the purpose of allowing the ships to come up. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In connection with the exposition? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly. They did not have deep enough 
water to make the approach and they wanted additional dredg- 
ing. And now they. ask us for a loan of $50,000. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not want gentlemen to understand that 
it is to dredge out enough water to float that loan. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am sure it will not require much dredging to 
float the loan, I want to make that suggestion to the gentleman 
now. I would hope, and would vainly hope, that they might 
dredge out enough water to drown the loan; but that could not 
be done. I only wanted to show how sure it is that these little 
things grow of getting shows for a town where there really is no 
town, and how they become international and involve expendi- 
tures of millions of dollars. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I see there is reference to rent of 
rooms in the Munsey Building. How many rooms are rented? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Four rooms. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the amount of the rent? 

Mr. LITTAUER. One thousand one hundred and fifty dollars 
for five months’ rent of four rooms, and the rooms rented at 
the same rate that we are to rent them after the beginning of 
the next fiscal year, according to provisions made in the legis- 
lative bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Let me ask the gentleman, as a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, if it is not a fact 
that it would be good policy for this Government to adopt to 
build their own buildings instead of renting buildings? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, decidedly so; but this is necessary 
under the exigency that has arisen. Last year we passed a 
public-building bill for the erection of a good many buildings. 
The Supervising Architect of the Treasury had to have more 
room in the Treasury, and consequently moved out the Auditor 
of the Navy Department, as the rooms that were provided were 
not sufficient. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Now, there is the House of Rep- 
resentatives building and the Senate building now being erected. 
Those buildings, I understand, will cost from seven to ten mil- 
lion dollars before they are done. Would it not be good policy 
for the Government to build sufficient buildings in the city for 


the use of the clerks, instead of Congress building palaces for 
ourselves? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not believe my opinion will stop the 
completion of these buildings, which will probably be used by 
you and other gentlemen of the next Congress; but I do believe 
we ought to have a number of very necessary buildings in the 
District of Columbia to provide for the wants of the various De- 
partments of the Government here. And particularly that of a 
Hall of Records, in order that great storage facilities might be 
had for the many records now taking up room in many of the 
Government buildings. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman believe 
that instead of raising our own salaries and building palaces for 
ourselves that we should rather provide buildings suitable for 
these offices and suitable wages for these employees of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. LITTAUER. In my opinion a great and rich government 
ean provide the necessary salaries for its. Representatives in 
Congress and also such buildings as may be needed. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Ought we not to be just before 
we are generous, and begin at the bottom instead of at the top, 
as we have begun? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman can answer his own ques- 
tion. . 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask a question about this particular 
work? As I understand it, this $65,000 that is now to be ap- 
propriated as an urgent deficiency appropriation, has no relation 
whatever to aiding the United States Government or the vessels 
of the Government in making a naval display that is to take 
place at the Jamestown Exposition? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I take it for granted that the naval display 
must be made in water of greater depth than 10 feet; but this 
is simply to make the approach to the piers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You must also take it for granted that the 
officers and men on the ships that arrive here must have some 
place for their smaller craft to land. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes; to get ashore and see the ladies, and 
all that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then the statements that have been made 
before the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, by 
these people who had the matter in charge, and who insisted 
that these expensive piers should be constructed, more for orna- 
ment than anything else, as to the sums of money that would be 
required, were not accurate at all, were they? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The sum appropriated was not sufficient 
to build a 2,200-foot pier or to get out to a depth of 10 feet of 
water. The sum of $400,000 will simply complete the piers 
according to the present proposals, 1,200 feet, and if erected ac- 
cording to those proposals the water at the end of the piers will 
not be more than 3 or 4 or 5 feet deep. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say that such a statement of the 
conditions was not brought forward before the committee, and 
we knew nothing about it; and I think the gentlemen who were 
before the committee presented everything that could induce 
the committee to be extravagant in the expenditure of the public 
money. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I will now pass on to the 
item for the increase of the Navy, $250,000, necessary for the 
completion of equipment of new vessels. I have already ex- 
plained that. . 

Next we come to the appropriation of $1,000 for additional 
expenses of depositing public moneys. The appropriation for 
the current year was reduced to $2,000, despite the fact that 
$2,718 was spent for this purpose last year and that the public 
money to be déposited has increased 25 per cent during the cur- 
rent year. Provision was made that this money should be car- 
ried in a more economical fashion, and consequently the reduced 
appropriation that I have referred to. 

Then we come to expenses for hearings by order of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. The sum of $9,000 was 
appropriated and $8,900 have been already used. There is one 
particular set of hearings to be held at Great Falls, Mont., that 
will cost $1,200, and the great number of hearings—nearly 500 
since last July, as against 169 for the previous year, because of 
apparent frauds on the public domain—have made this increase 
necessary. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman concerning the appropriations for the Interior Depart- 
ment. I understand an order has been made by the Secretary 
of the Interior 

Mr. LITTAUER. This has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Wait a moment. I under- 
stand this order has been made by direction of the President 
suspending from patent all the final proofs that have been made 
throughout the country and ordering that the patents be with- 
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held until such time as the lands haye been examined by a rep- 
resentative of the Department. The Department state that 
they can give no idea as to the time it will require to make these 
examinations, because of a lack of force. Now, I want to know 
if the Committee on Appropriations are considering, or have yet 
considered, the question of providing an appropriation sufficient 
to give a force that will enable this work to be done speedily. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Tke subject has not been brought to our 
consideration, and this provision has no connection therewith. 

Mr. Chairman, there is an item for the police court building 
in this city. The sum of $6,000 was appropriated last year, and 
it has become necessary to appropriate $2,500 more to provide 
necessary furniture and equipment for that building. 

I should like now to come to an agreement with the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. LivinGcston] as to the time for general debate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest fifteen minutes on a side. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Fifteen minutes will be acceptable to me. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the general debate 
close in thirty minutes, one-half the time to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livrincston] and the other half by 
myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that general debate close in thirty minutes, fifteen 
minutes on a side; fifteen minutes to be controlled by himself 
and fifteen minutes by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGS- 
TON}. Is there objection? f 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there are two items in 
the bill te which I think the committee should give some atten- 
tion. One is the item that has been discussed at such length by 
the gentleman from New York Mr. Lrrraver]; the other is the 
item in regard to the furnishing of the police court building in 
the District of Columbia. It was assumed by Members of. the 
House that in the last session of Congress and in a previous 
session they had impressed upon the different officials in the 
various Departments ii Washington that, regardless of what 
the opinion of those officials might be as to the advisability of 
spending money, Congress was the final arbiter and that it deter- 
mines what should be expended for different projects. 

The War Department has been notorious for its disregard of 
the limits placed by Congress upon its action in the expendi- 
ture of money. Members of the House will recollect the action 
of the Department a few years since regarding the erection of 
buildings at West Point. So far as this appropriation of $65,000 
is concerned, I desire to call the attention of the committee to the 
language of the act providing for the construction of these piers. 

The act approved June 30, 1906, provided : 

That to the end that free and ready communication between the ships 
and the shore may be had, and in order to furnish ample and safe 
harbor for the small craft necessary to convey the soldiers and expo- 
sition visitors from the grounds to the fleet, there shall be constructed 
from plans to be furnished by the Jamestown Exposition Company and 
approved by the Secretary of War two piers extending from the exposi- 
tion grounds into the water of 1 Roads, the ends of the piers to 
be surmounted with towers for exhibits, if practicable, of the Light- 
House Service and the wireless telegraph service; sald piers shall be 
connected by an arch sufficiently nigh to. permit small craft to enter 
under it into the basin or harbor, which shall be dredged to a sufficient 
depth to accommodate boats drawing not more than 10 feet of water at 
mean low tide. 

Anybody reading that provision, Mr. Chairman, that had any 
common sense would haye assumed that those piers were to ter- 
minate in water of a sufficient depth to accommodate the boats 
that were to pass under the arch into the basin. 

Another part of the act provides that nothing “shall be con- 
strued to impose upon the United States any obligation to main- 
tain or keep in repair such piers or basin or approaches 
thereto.” 

The original estimate for the construction of the piers was 
$500,000. Congress determined that the piers and basin should 
be built at an expenditure of $400,000. The same disregard to 
this limitation that has been paid to others has been paid by 
the Department, but its action has been more ingenious. In- 
stead of saying that they could not complete the piers for the 
original estimate, they say they have cut down the length of the 
piers, with the result that they would end in shallow water, so 
that this appropriation is necessary to give sufficient water to 
enable boats to approach the piers. It might be just as wise to 
give the additional $100,000 and to have the piers extend out the 
original 2,200 feet. 

Another item is for furnishings for police court built in the 
District of Columbia. Last year an estimate was submitted 
to the committee having charge of the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill asking $5,000 to furnish and equip this build- 
ing. One of the judges came before the committee and stated 
mat that amount was entirely inadequate and submitted an es- 


timate for $15,000. The committee directed that an investiga- 
tion be made by the property clerk connected with the Commis- 
sioners’ office, and from the information furnished from that 
source the committee allowed $6,000 for furnishing and equip- 
ping the building. At this session the Commissioners say that 
$2,500 additional will be required in order to complete the fur- 
uishing of the building. 

It seems to me that somebody sometime should be able to 
estimate accurately what the public service of the various de- 
partments of the Government will cost. Congress is entitled to 
know what the public service will cost. I am opposed to giving 
additional sums for any purpose when it is apparent that those 
at the head of the different branches of the Government have 
disregarded the action of Congress in fixing the limitation upon 
the cost of the various branches of the public service and have 
gone ahead and expended money upon the theory that eventually 
Congress will appropriate in accordance with the original esti- 
mate. 

We succeeded in placing some limitation upon the power of 
some officials, and there are now drastic provisions of law which 
make it impossible for officials to create deficiencies except under 
very exceptional circumstances without subjecting themselves to 
severe penalties, 

It seems that it will be necessary for Congress to go further 
and to impose a penalty upon those officials who, disregarding 
the limitations fixed in the various appropriation acts, so plan 
their expenditures as to require more money than Congress 
contemplates shall be expended for some particular purpose. 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to emphasize my dissatisfaction with 
what has been done in these two instances. Personally I am 
inclined to believe that we should not make these appropria- 
tions, even if there should be some embarrassment to some 
official for some little time. I know of no other way to teach 
them that when Congress, upon the investigation that it makes 
and with the light that it has, determines that the public service 
in some particular department shall be conducted for a certain 
sum, that then the officials having charge of that branch of the 
service must so conform themselyes and must so regulate the 
work to be done that they can do it within the appropriation 
made for that purpose. I should be glad to vote to strike out 
both of these appropriations, and I aim inclined to believe that if 
this $65,000 were not appropriated these ingenious officials would 
find some satisfactory manner of so building the piers that yes- 
sels could approach them without the dredging that they say is 
here necessary. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
He has consumed the full ten minutes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I was engaged otherwise so 
that I could not hear what the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
FirzcErRALp| has just said about the appropriation for James- 
town in this bill. I presume he expressed my views, and doubt- 
less expressed them better than I can myself, but at the risk of 
repetition I wish to say a word about that recommendation of 
the War Department. It seems to me the War Department 
justly deserves criticism for either stupidity or for sharp prac- 
tice. Either they have not known what they ought to do or 
they have attempted willfully to evade and nullify the purpose of 
Congress. They asked for $500,000 to build these piers and to 
dredge. Congress gave them $400,000 and told them, therefore, 
in effect that they should only undertake what they could com- 
plete for $400,000 ; but they have gone on and, instead of observing 
the spirit of the act of Congress to complete this whole improve- 
ment for $400,000, they have expended that $400,000 and have 
built piers so that they do not go to deep water, so that they are 
absolutely useless, and so that any vessel that wishes to use 
these piers could not go there unless this further dredging of 
$65,000 is made. In other words, instead of observing our 
obvious intent that this improvement should be effected for 
$400,000, they have built piers which are useless without the 
expense of $65,000 more, and so undertook a $465,000 project. 
We therefore are in the predicament of either leaving the piers 
useless or of appropriating this $65,000, and this is the practice 
to which it seems to me the Departments are becoming too 
habituated. The matter is small; we can not impeach the 
official for such an action as that. I do not suppose the Secre- 
tary of War himself knew of it, but whatever officer or what- 
ever branch of the Department was responsible for it ought to 
be criticised and ought to be punished, and if this is to continue 
Congress will have to limit in some way its appropriations. 

At present we expect that the different departments will use 
the money we give them in good faith, but if when we give them 
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less than they ask, they are going to continue to expend that 
money in such a way that in order to make it useful we must 
give them the balance they originally asked, it will be neces- 
sary for Congress in some way to tie the hands of the depart- 
ments and to limit the appropriation so they can not make 
partial improvements in this manner. It seems to me this is 
a flagrant case where the War Department, has expended the 
. money we gave them not with the purpose with which we gave 
it, but in such a way that they knew we would have to give 
more and thus allow them to fulfill their original purpose. I 
think therefore the War Department is subject to the just and 
severe criticism of this House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, does the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts know of any better way to prevent 
the continuance of this practice than by refusing to make ap- 
provristicns fer alleged deficiency? 

Mr. GILLETT. The trouble is that in doing that we do not 
punish the War Department. If we do not make the appropria- 
tion we punish the exposition, and the exposition was not at 
fault as far as I know. Therefore we are not punishing the 
right persons. It seems to me that we must contrive some way 
in which we can punish the people who are guilty. 

Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether the War Department has expended the entire 
$400,000 appropriated for those piers? 

Mr. GILLETT. I understand it has. 

Mr. POLLARD. That is all expended? 

-Mr. GILLETT. It is all expended, and now they say the 
piers are useless unless we give them $65,000 more. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand the money has not yet 
been expended, but it is contemplated to expend it in such a 
way that this amount will be needed. 

Mr. GILLETT. I understood it had been expended. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The $400,000 has not yet been expended, 
and these piers have yet to be built; at least I am so advised 
that they have not been built. ; 5 

. Mr. GILLETT. Then I do not see why it is necessary to ap- 

propriate the additional $65,000, and I am opposed to it. I 
understood the $400,000 had not only been allotted by the 
War Department on paper, but had actually been expended, 
so that it was beyond our power. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. POLLARD. May I ask the gentleman from New York 
a question? 

Mr. LITTAUER. When we come to debate under the five- 
minute rule, the gentleman can ask his question. Mr. Chair- 
man, I move that we proceed with the reading of the bill 
under the five-minute rule. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT—JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION. 


Piers, Hampton Roads, Jamestown Exposition: For dredging neces- 
sary to complete the channel of approach to said piers from deep 
water in Hampton Roads and for dredging Bush Creek to accommodate 
the needs of the life-saving exhibit, $65,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, before that is done I wish to 
ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lirraver] a question, 
for I was expecting to vote in favor of this paragraph on the 
theory that the $400,000 had been expended and if we did not 
appropriate this $65,000 the whole expenditure would be useless; 
but I understand him now, that it has not been expended, and 
therefore I should like to ask him why, if we refuse to appro- 
priate this, they can not alter their plans and still complete the 
work on some different plan which will only cost the amount 
we originally intended? 

Mr. LITTAUER. My information in connection with this 
matter is not positive, but I am informed by the clerk of our 
conunittee that the piers are not yet constructed. They may be 
in course of construction, but I am not fully advised whether 
they are contracted for; but the advice I did have was that the 
money had not yet been expended. 

Mr. GILLETT. Then let me ask the gentleman if he does not 
think it is an entirely improper course for the War Department 
to take in this matter, to exceed their appropriation? 

Mr. LITTAUER. J must say, with the information that has 
been brought forth here, in my own personal opinion we did not 
perhaps act with as much deliberation as we should have acted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say so long as 
the money has not been expended, so long as the work of con- 
struction has not been commenced, it seems to me that an ef- 
fective way to check such action on the part of the Department 
is to refuse to give this appropriation and compel it to so modify 


the plans that it can accomplish what was intended with the 


amount originally given. I feel much like other members of the 
committee that if these piers were there and the water was so 
shoal that it would be impossible for boats to reach the piers, 
we should, in order to use them, give the additional money; but 
if the piers have not been constructed, it is not too late, in my 
judgment, for the Department to so modify their plans as to 
enable the construction of the piers, the basin, and the ap- 
proaches within the amount originally determined upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York to strike out the section. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I move the committee do 
now rise and report the bill as amended to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 24541) 
making appropriations for additional urgent deficiencies, and 
had instructed him to report the same back to the House with 
an amendment, with the recommendation that the amendment 
be agreed to and the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed 

On motion of Mr. Lrrraver, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CLAIMS. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House for the considera- 
tion of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Accordingly the committee resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of bills on the Private Calendar in order for to-day, Mr. 
CAMPBELL of Kansas in the chair. ‘ 

Mr. MILLER. Before reporting the first bill I desire to ask 
unanimous consent that when the title of the bill is read and 
there is no objection to its consideration, it may be considered 
as laid aside with a favorable recommendation. If, however, 
there is an objection, then a brief statement of the bill may be 
made by the chairman of the committee or any other member of 
the committee, when, if objection is still adhered to, the bill may 
be laid aside without prejudice in order that we may present the 
unobjected bills. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand the gentleman to 
say that the chairman will make a brief explanation of the bill 
when the title is read, and then, if there is no objection, it will 
be laid aside. J 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the committee reserves 
the right to make an explanation after the bill is read. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The proposition was this, as I understand, 
and I want to understand it now, that if no objection is made 
to the bill upon the reading of its title, then it is laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation. If objection is made, then a brief 
explanation is allowed, and then if no further objection is made, 
it is laid aside. But if further objection is made, then it is 
passed without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the understanding of the Chair 
in the unanimous consent asked for. 


HENRY PHILIPPS SEED AND IMPLEMENT COMPANY. 


The first business was the bill (S. 1236) to authorize the pay- 
ment to the Henry Philipps Seed and Implement Company for 
seeds furnished to and accepted by the Department of Agricul- 
ture during the fiscal year 1902. 

Mr. MILLER. It may be well, Mr. Chairman, to have the bill 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the Henry Philipps Seed and Implement 
Company, of Toledo, Ohio, for seeds furnished to the Department of 
Agriculture during the fiscal year 1902, accepted by the said Depart- 
ment, and distributed by order of the said Secretary of Agriculture, the 
sum of $3,633.11, which sum is hereby a propriated from any money in 
the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
have somebody explain that. It is a rather unusual bill. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say in rela- 
tion to that bill that the Philipps Seed and Implement Company 
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had a contract with the Secretary of Agriculture for furnishing 
seed for the year mentioned in this report, and under that con- 
tract the seed had to be according to a recognized standard or 
weight. During that year the Secretary of Agriculture found it 
was impossible to secure sufficient seed for distribution of that 
degree or quality, and this company, before they furnished any 
seed under the contract, notified the Secretary that their seed 
did not measure up to the quality that was desired under the 
contract. The Secretary notified them that if they furnished 
the seed that he would waive that provision of law for a penalty 
to be attached, so that they might be paid for the seed as though 
it was up to the usual standard. The seed was furnished and 
sent out, and the Secretary reports favorably upon the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid 
a to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

BECKER BREWING AND MALTING COMPANY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1231) to reimburse the 
Becker Brewing and Malting Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss 
resulting from robbery of the United States mails. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object to that. I do not think that ought to 
go through without presentation to the House. I will object then 
to the explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying the bill aside? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] objects. The bill will be passed without prejudice and 
ps the unanimous consent, and the Clerk will report the next 

ill. 
L. BIERTEMPFEL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12840) for the relief of 
L. Biertempfel. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill be laid over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
objects. The bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 


ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11676) for the relief 
of persons who sustained property damage caused by fire at the 
Rock Island Arsenal. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the read- 
ing of the bill, but I will have to object to the consideration 
of it at this time. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman withhold his objection 
pending an explanation of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I think I understand the bill, 
and can 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asks if I would 
reserve the objection. As far as I am concerned I am perfectly 
willing; but if the committee desires to go through this Cal- 
endar and pass bills not objected to, it is very evident that 
purpose will not be accomplished and take up these bills for 
consideration. This particular bill will probably be reached for 
consideration. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside without prej- 
udice, : : 

JAMES A. CARROLL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8699) for the relief of James A. Carroll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8699) for the relief of James A. Carroll. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause the accounts of James A. Carroll, post- 
master at Randall, State of Kansas, to be credited with the sum of 

99, and that he cause said credit to be certified to the Auditor of the 
reasury for the Post-Office Department, being on account of the loss 
of $09 In postal funds lost in transit, the mail pouch in which same 
was consigned being stolen from the Jamestown, Kans., post-office and 
the money abstracted therefrom, it appearing that said loss was with- 
out fault or negligence on the part of the postmaster; and the said 
sum of $99 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay said claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying the bill aside 
with a fayorable recommendation? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


W. S. HAMMAKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 13418) for the relief of W. S. Hammaker. 

Mr. MANN. I shall object to this bill. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask that the bill be laid aside without prej- 


udice. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


DAVID C. HAYNES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 9298) for the relief of the estate of David C. Haynes, 
deceased. ` 

Mr. PAYNE. I shall object to that bill. 
post-office cases. 

3 — 5 CHAIRMAN, The bill will be laid aside without preju- 
ce. 


It is one of the old 


P. S. CORBETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1894) for the relief of P. S. Corbett. 

Mr. MANN. I ask that that bill be laid aside. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


JOHN B. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15594) for the relief of John B. Brown. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I shall object to that bill. It 
gives a man the privilege of citizenship. 

Mr. MILLER. This bill comes from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from New York object? I 
think he is making a mistake in this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think so. This same committee is 
reporting bills in favor of people because they are not citizens, 
and I do not know why we should give the privilege of citizen- 
ship to a man who is not. 

Mr. MANN. Of this case I know nothing except that which I 
have learned from examination. I do not know anything about 
the parties. In this case the person would have the right to 
have his case adjusted if he was a citizen, and he claims that 
his citizenship papers were destroyed. 

Mr. PAYNE. And when you go to where he says he was 
made a citizen you find nothing on file. 

Mr. MANN. I understand; but in view of the fact that he 
had acted as a citizen and held office 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, the unanimous 
agreement was made that if objection was made, the bill should 
be laid aside. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman objects, why of course the bill 
will be laid aside. 

Mr. WALDO. He has objected. Let us lay it aside. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


CHARLES T. RADER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 538) for the relief of Charles T. Rader. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (S. 538) for the relief of Charles T. Rader. 


Be it enacted, ctc., That Charles T. Rader, of Fort Logan, Mont., 
be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered to select by contiguous 
legal subdivisions, at such place or pace as he may desire in the State 
of Montana, 480 acres of unoccupied and unappropriated nonmineral 
public lands, subject to entry under desert-land laws, and when such 
selection shall be by him certified to the Secretary of the Interlor 
patent shall be issued to said Rader for the same. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


J. TENNANT STEEB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1371) to refund to J. Tennant Steeb certain duties erroneously 
paid by him, without protest, on goods of domestic production 
shipped from the United States to Hawaii and thereafter re- 
turned. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1371) to refund to J. Tennant Steeb certain duties erro- 
neously paid by him, without protest, on poas of domestic production 
shipped from the United States to Hawaii and thereafter returned. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to refund and repay from the appropri- 
ation “ To repay to importers the excess of deposits for unascertained 
duty or duties or other moneys paid under protest,” made by section 

of the Revised Statutes, the sum of $2,360.83, paid without protest 

by J. Tennant Steeb as duties upon certain ayia iron and pig lea 
roducts of the industry of the United States, shipped to Hawali an 
ereafter returned to the United States by the American schooner 

F. S. Redfield, and entered at the subport of Tacoma, State of Wash- 

ington, on September 25, 1901, and su uent to the passage of the act 

approved April 30, 1900, entitled “An act to provide a government for 

the Territory of Hawail.” ° 
Mr. GARRETT. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 

York if this is the unanimous report of the committee on this 

particular bill? It is from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAYNE. My recollection is that it was. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Gnosvxxon] reported the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was a unanimous report. 
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Mr. PAYNE. That is my recollection, and that it had been | have attached to the said property by reason of the operation of the 


recommended by the Department on the facts stated by them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ARMY MANEUVERS AT WEST POINT, KY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6602) providing for the payment of certain claims growing out 
of the Army maneuvers at West Point, Ky., in 1903. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to inquire if that is not a bill the item 
for which is covered in the military appropriation bill? 

Mr. MANN. Let it pass. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think this bill ought to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be al- 
lowed to lie on the table. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But the Senate might strike out the ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. MILLER. 
prejudice, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH CABLE COMPANY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7028) for the relief of the Postal Telegraph Cable Company. 

Mr. MANN. I ask that that bill be laid aside. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

PAY DIRECTOR E. B. ROGERS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2262) for the relief of Pay 
Director E. B. Rogers, United States Navy. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill be laid 
aside without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be passed without prejudice. Under the 
rule it is so ordered. 


I do not think there is any danger of that. 
I suggest that the bill be laid aside without 


DELIA B. STUART. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 14232) for the relief of 
Delia B. Stuart, widow of John Stuart. 

The bill was read. : 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the Committee on Claims has no jurisdiction to report this bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Why not object to it, and let it go by 
without debate? 

Mr. MANN. No; the question might as well be settled now 
as at any other time. This is a war claim and ought to go to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been referred both 
to the Committee on War Claims and to the Committee on 
Claims, and the Committee on War Claims have already fa- 
vorably reported it to the House. The Committee on Claims 
have also favorably reported it. 


Mr. MANN. That is what I am objecting to, letting a man 


have two days in court when he is only entitled to one. 

Mr. MILLER. The gentleman from Illinois evidently does 
not want him to have any day in court at all. 

Mr. MANN. I do not propose to dispute with my very emi- 
nent and distinguished friend from Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas concede 
that the bill arises out of a war claim? 

Mr. MILLER. I am inclined to think that technically it does. 

Mr. MANN. It could only arise out of a war claim. It is 
for the repayment of bounties. Bounties haye never been offered 

_ under the law, except in case of war. 

Mr. MILLER. I think the gentleman is techincally correct, 
and if he insists on it he has the right to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order that the bill should be referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and the Chair sustains the point of order. The 
bill will be reported to the House for reference to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

JOSEPH W. I. KEMPA. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9212) for the relief of 
Joseph W. I. Kempa, executor of the last will and testament of 
William J. Grutza, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause all assessment of inheritance 
tax against J. W. I. Kempa, executor of the last will and testament of 
William J. Grutza, deceased, to be abated; and that the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to refund 
the inheritance tax so collected by reason of the assessment made by the 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue against the said estate, and that the 
gaid executor be relieved from the payment of any such tax which may 


said law of June 13, 1898. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a fayorable recommendation. 


CERTAIN TONNAGE DUTIES. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1169) for the refund of 
certain tonnage duties. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to refund, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise sppopra rv additional tonnage taxes at the 
rate of $1 per ton, amounting to $908, levied before May 15, 1905, on 
the steamer Banes, under the flag of Panama. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation? 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


HEIRS OF M. A. PHELPS ET AL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12009) for the relief of 
the heirs at law of M. A. Phelps and the heirs at law of John 
W. Renner. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MANN. I shall object to that. 

Mr. MILLER. Let it be laid aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
Under the order the bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 


FRANKLIN PATTERSON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3462) for the relief of 
Franklin Patterson. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, in order to save time, 
I will ask consent that I may be permitted to object now, and 
that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri objects. 
The bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 


MATTHEW J. DAVIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1563) for the relief of 
Matthew J. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $1,588.24 be, and is 3 


p- 
propriated to Matthew J. Davis, for damages to his schooner le, 


i 
caused by fire on the 2ist day of January, 1902, while she was in 


charge of the United States quarantine officer at Ship Island, near 
Biloxi, Miss. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to object to the 
consideration of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. MANN. I wish to ask the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. This bill provides not only for the payment of 
damages caused by a fire which it is claimed the quarantine 
officers, through negligence or otherwise, permitted to be started 
on board a British ship, but also provides for the payment of a 
large sum for demurrage. 

Does the gentleman think, in matters of this sort, the Govern- 
ment ought to pay the damages which have accrued and then 
pay the profits that might have accrued? That is what de- 
murrage méans. It seems to me like a dangerous proposition. 

Mr. MILLER. I am inclined to think this is all right, and 
the claim ought to be paid. 

Mr. MANN. If it were not for the fact that the State De- 
partment was on edge about this bill and seemed to think it 
involves the good relations between this country and Great 
Britain, between Maine and Canada—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That it is an international proposition. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not ob- 
ject to this bill. 

Mr. MANN. I am not going to; it is too late to object. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 4 

HARPSWELL STEAMBOAT COMPANY, OF PORTLAND, ME. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4233) to reimburse the Harpswell Steamboat Company, of Port- 
land, Me., for expenses incurred and for repairing damages sus- 
tained by its steamer Sebascodegan in collision with the U. S. 8 
Woodbury. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the areae be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the Harpswell boat Com- 
pany, of Portland. Me., the sum of $2,016.25 cents for expenses incurred 
and for 7 rage damages sustained by its steamer Sebascodegan in 
collision with the U. S. S. Woodbury, July 18, 1904, as ascertained and 
ee to the Secretary of the 

stituted to ascertain the same. 

The Clerk read the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee, as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “ pay,” Insert the words “ out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out the words “a board of officers consti- 
tuted to ascertain the same” and insert in lieu thereof the words the 
chief of the Revenue-Cuttér Service, the liability having been found 
by a board of officers constituted to ascertain the same.” 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not want any misunder- 
standing in the committee. I intended to ask unanimous con- 
sent in the beginning that when a bill was laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation that the amendments were also to 
be favorably recommended. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that ought to be done, because the 
amendments are most always in the shape of limitations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendments will 
be agreed to. 

The amendments were agreed to; and the bill was laid aside 
to be reported to the House, as amended, with a favorable 
recommendation. 


sury by a board of officers con- 


W. B. SUTTER. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5169) for the relief of W. B. Sutter. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Postmaster-General be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to allow on the accounts of W. B. Sutter, post- 
master at Lindsey, Pa., a credit of $218.19, for stage stamps and 
money stolen from said post-oflice by burglars March 15-16, 1898. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

L. L. ARRINGTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5666) for the relief of L. L. Arrington and L. S. Arrington. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object to this unless the chair- 
man of the committee can assure us that this claim has been re- 
ferred to the Attorney-General of the United States. 

Mr. MILLER. That, Mr. Chairman, I am not sure about. 

Mr. MANN. There is nothing in the report to indicate it. 

The CHAIRMAN. . Without objection, the bill will be laid 
aside without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

HOLTZER-CABOT ELECTRIC COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14381) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to the Holtzer-Cabot Electric Company the amount due 
said company from the Post-Office Department. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any, money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,656, to; er with such 
amount for interest as may be found to be due, to the Holtzer-Cabot 
Electric Company, of Brookline, Ma the same being the balance due 
said com from the Post-ofice, Department for electric motors 
sold that rtment between June 2, 1902, and March 24, 1903. 

The Clerk read the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee, as follows: 

In line 6, afier the word “ dollars,“ strike out the words “ together 
with such amount.” = 
4 In line 7 strike out the words “for interest as may be found to be 
ue.” ` 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 


M. D. WRIGHT AND ROBERT NEILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5622) for the relief of M. D. Wright and Robert Neill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby appropriated, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is authorized to pay, out of 6 in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 

60 to M. D. v and Robert Neill. This Br ye ery is made 
o reimburse M. D. Wright and Robert Neill for a like amount of mone: 
deposited May 26, 1903, in the Boise City National Bank to the credit 
of the United States to cover cost of 8 of Waterloo and Victoria 
placer-mining claims, per certificate No. T, which survey has been 

abandoned by the United States. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman from 
Kansas why he did not incorporate in this bill the amendment 
asked for by the Commissioner of Lands, and if there be any 
objection to putting that in now? 

Mr. MILLER. I do not know; I have no objection at all, 


Mr. MANN. It would be much better as a matter of book- 
keeping. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 

Strike out the words, in line 4, “of any money and insert in place 
thereof the words “ out of the funds standing to the credit of the United 
States from deposits msde by individuals for the survey of public land.” 

Mr. MILLER. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the words “of any money” and insert in place 
thereof the words “ont of the fund jarn — to the credit of the United 
States from deposits made by individuals for the survey of public land.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside and reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


M. A. JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15850) for the relief of M. A. Johnson, of Stoughton, Dane 
County, Wis. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay to M. A. Johnson, of Stoughton, Dane County, 
Wis., the sum of $180, being the unused balance of a deposit made by 
the said M. A. Johnson and his associates with the surveyor-general of 
A rere 5 7 ROT, = 8480 8 8 in the Hailey, 

$ strict, which sum o as 
of the United iets, was carr nto the Treasury 
With the following amendment: 


ane 45 6 paz mee the words “out of the fund 
individuals for the sabres. of public “a TOR CORTE TENS NS 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2926) for the relief of the heirs of John Smith. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object and ask that that bill 
go over. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


COPIAH COUNTY, MISS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8518) for the relief of Copiah County, Miss. 

Mr. MANN. I make the same request as to that bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


AUGUSTUS TRABING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4348) for the relief of Augustus Trabing. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: t 


Be it enacted, etc., That Augustus Trabing, having served in the 
Quartermaster’s Department of the United States Army, and on guard 
duty in the forts surrounding the city of Washington, and as black- 
smith and wagon repairer with Government trains at Springfield, III., 
and Leavenworth, Kans., in 1865 and 1866, be, and he is hereby, re- 
lieved from any disability under the laws of the United States and 
from any def: of naturalization, and that his case, No. 1432 on the 
Indian depredations docket of the Court of Claims, which was dis- 
missed for want of such naturalization, may be reinstated, and said 
Augustus Trabing is authorized to prosecute his said case and to 
receive judgment thereon the same as if he had been naturalized under 
the laws of the United States at the date of the loss; and to that end 
that the Court of Claims be, and hereby is, vested with jurisdiction as 
if the case were on original trial. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HARBISON-WALKER COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8) for the relief of the Harbison-Walker Company, of Pitts- 
burg, Pa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasu (notwith- 
standing any statutory bar of limitation, and notwithstanding the re- 
quirements of the statutes as to payment under protest) be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to reo and reconsider all claims of 
W. N. Reardon, of New York City, N. Y., or the Harbison-Walker Com- 
pany, of Pittsburg, Pa., for the refunding to them or either of them, as 
their interest may appear, the sum of $1,820, alleged to have been im- 
properly or illegally collected in ee year 1901 by the collector of the 

rt of New York, as assessed by the appraiser of the port of New 
York, and paid without protest by one or both of the above-named par- 
ties as duties upon five importations of magnesite, namely: Entry No. 
$5982, paid May 14, 1901, $1,315.40; entry No. 54764, paid May 14, 
1901, $99; entry No. 45293, paid May 14, 1901, $131.60; entry No. 
67884, paid June 1, 1901, $100; entry No. 83599, paid October 7. 1901, 
$174; total, $1,826; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, such amounts, not exceeding in the aggregate 
$1,820, as shall be shown to haye been improperly or illegaily collected 
as duties as aforesaid. 


The bill was ordered.to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation, 
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T. J. H. HARRIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6417) for the relief of T. J. H. Harris. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I object to that, and ask 
that it be put over without prejudice. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have two minutes to make a statement in regard to 
that bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think the gentleman ought to break 
up this order in that way. We will return to most of these 
bills if we can get along without interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been simply laid aside with- 
out prejudice and may be returned to. The Clerk will report 
the next bill. 


CHARLES S. BLOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2702) for the relief of Charles S. Blood. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the Committee on Claims has no jurisdiction to report this 
bill, it being a war claim and properly referable to the Com- 
5 on War Claims. It shows on its face that it is a war 

aim. : 

Mr. MILLER. I shall not take up the time of the committee 
in discussing the matter, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order that the Committee on Claims has no jurisdic- 
tion of this particular bill, and the point of order is sustained. 
The bill will be referred back to the House to be referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


JOHN HUDGINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13357) for the relief of John Hudgins. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the bill is ordered 
to be laid aside without prejudice. 

JOHN WALLER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6104) to reimburse John Waller, late postmaster at Monticello, 
N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying the mails. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object to that and ask that it 

over. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

REFUNDING OF CERTAIN MONEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
5) to provide for the refunding of certain money, ete. 

Mr. GARRETT. I would ask the number of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is H. R. 5. 

Mr. GARRETT. In order to saye time I will ask now that 
that bill go over. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

C. A. BERRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8365) for the relief of O. A. Berry. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that that 
bill be laid aside without prejudice. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

GEORGE W. SCHROYER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16581) for the relief of George W. Schroyer. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make the same re- 
quest in connection with that bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH CABLE COMPANY. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2368) 
for the relief of the Postal Telegraph Cable Company. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill 
be laid aside without prejudice. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 
ALICE M. STAFFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
2578) for the relief of Alice M. Stafford, administratrix of the 
estate of Capt. Stephen R. Stafford. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Would it be in order to object to all 
of the bills on the Private Calendar en bloc? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, under the unani- 
mous consent agreed to. 

Mr, SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say this 


to the gentleman from Kansas: There is a sifting process in 
operation here by which some discrimination may be worked. 
Let us put all on the contested calendar and have all on the 
same footing. 

Mr. BURLESON. Some Members haye claims to which 


there is no objection. I have no objection to explaining mine. 
RELIEF OF CERTAIN CUSTOMS INSPECTORS OF THE PORT OF NEW 
YORK. ; 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17957) for the relief of certain customs inspectors of the port 
of New York. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall object to that bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

J. W. BAUER AND OTHERS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2326) for the relief of J. W. Bauer and others. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasu not 
otherwise B e to pay ‘to the following-named persons, citizens 


5 . 2.5 the respective sums ie te ving their names, to wit: 

Bauer, Frank Bleemer, $24 ; nnegan, nase Samuel 
Foldemich. i : John cer, 84” ad L. Kissel, $24 Mad- 
den, $6 i Schieber, J. ivainen, $24; Winanörst Oy: 


Grimmer, 221; 


john Heins & Co $24; Oscar E. Benn’ 
24; John W. Kleier, 8247 Mrs. G. Caudel, $24; Frank E. Muth, 
24 Irs. E. C Janson, $24; G. H. Young, $24; Charles Boeswald, 


Ze ae Aer e $24: Joseph 798585 1 G 
B. King, $ oodford Blanton, $24 Hall, 
6 CA: 5 24; Ag i Gruber, $12; C. A. ties 185 F. 
zausmann, 816.80“; H. B. Kruse, 510.50; J. S. Reynolds, 818. ; Christ 
Keller, $16, being the amount assessed against and paid by said’ parties 
to the United States Government as penalty for failure to make re- 
turn for special tax as retail dealers of oleomargarine. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUCKER. I would like to know if under the unanimous 
consent to-day it is in order here for Members to sit and arbi- 
trarily object to bills which are unobjectionable, or to make ob- 
jection to bills which are objectionable? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a matter that rests with the dis- 
eretion of the Member. 

Mr. RUCKER. I do not desire to antagonize any legitimate 
bills, but if a bill of mine should be antagonized I would want to 
know some reason why it should be antagonized. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state I have examined some of these 
bills by request, and to those which seem plainly just I shall not 
object. ö 

Mr. RUCKER. I have a bill on this Calendar which if any 
gentleman thinks is unjust, if I am permitted to explain or even 
have it read to this committee, I know there will be no objection, 
but I do object to this arbitrary proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Missouri, under unanimous consent bills to which objec- 
tion is not made will be passed with a favorable recommenda- 
tion, those to which objection is made will be laid aside without 
prejudice, and taken up for discussion afterwards. - 

Mr. RUCKER. That means to be laid aside for some other 
Congress, and that in the meantime my old constituent—Ss0 
years old—will have passed from this life. 

The CHAIRMAN. The opinion of the Chair is that as soon 
as the unobjectionable bills haye been disposed of those to which 
objection is made will be taken up as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to Calendar No. 2829 for just one moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Rucker] asks unanimous consent to return to Calendar No. 
2829. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Missouri that if he will wait until after we get through 
with the unobjected bills, I will not object; otherwise I will 
object now. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have two minutes to make a statement. 

Mr. MILLER. May I ask the gentleman from Illinois if after 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RUCKER] has been heard for 
two minutes, the gentleman from Lllinois-will object to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I will. 

Mr. MILLER. There is no objection to letting the gentleman 
be heard for two minutes, as his bill is a meritorious one and 
ought to pass, but I object to him taking the two minutes now. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to trespass upon 
the committee. I supposed we had a right to vote. I do not 
suppose that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will be 
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arbitrary enough to defeat this Congress in doing what is right, 
and so far as I am concerned I would like to put the question to 
the House. 

Mr. BURLESON. As I understand it, the gentleman will 
have an opportunity to put it to the House. 

Mr. MILLER. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 


MATTHEW J, DAVIS. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the Dill 
(S. 5560) for the relief of Matthew J. Davis. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the sum of $1,588.24 be, and is nerery ap- 
propriated to Matthew J. Davis, for damages to his schooner Lillie, 
cau by fire on the 21st day of January, 1902, while she was in charge 
of the United States quarantine officer at Ship Island, near Biloxi, 


Miss. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the committee just 
passed a bill like that, or agreed to it, a few moments ago—a 
House bill. I suggest now that the Senate bill be agreed to, and 
that the action of the committee in agreeing to the House bill 
be reconsidered, and that the House bill do lie on the table. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That can be done by unanimous consent. I ask 
unanimous consent to reconsider the action by which the House 
bill was agreed to. The House bill could be laid on the table 
when in the House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The committee could move to lay it 
aside, with recommendation, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest that if this 
bill is recommended favorably the rest of it could be done in 
the House. That is all we could do. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. We haye already laid it aside. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside and reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


M. A. JOHNSON. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 4819) for the relief of M. A. Johnson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the 8 be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any mone n the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated to M. A. Johnson, of Stoughton, Dane County, 
Wis., the sum of $180, being the unused balance of a deposit made by the 
said M. A. Johnson and his associates with the surveyor-general of the 
State of Idaho for the survey of certain mining claims in the Hailey, 
Idaho; land district, which sum of S180 was carried into the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Also the following amendment : 

In line 4, after the word speri insert the words out of the fund 
standing to the credit of the United States from deposits made by in- 
dividuals for the survey of public lands,” striking out, in lines 4 and 5, 
the words “out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated.” 4 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr, Chairman, in order to save 
time, I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill if 
that is not the same bill, this being a Senate bill for the relief 
of M. A. Johnson? 

Mr. MILLER. The House bill was favorably recommended, 
and now we are asking that the Senate bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation, so that in the House we may move 
to substitute the House bill for the Senate bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside and reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ELI PETTIJOHN, 


The next business was resolution (H. Res. 406) for the relief 
of Eli Pettijohn. 

The Clerk reported the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 10553) for the relief of Eli Pettijohn, 
now pending in the House of Representatives, together with all the 
accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act 
to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1887; and the said court shall pro- 
ceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of said act and 
report to the House of Representatives in accordance therewith their 
findings of fact and law, and especially the value of the property taken 
from the said Eli Pettijohn by the tnitea States, and whether said 
Pettijohn’s claim is or was properly against the United States or 
ogainst one Franklin Steele or some other person or corporation. 

Mr. MANN. 
the resolution on the ground that the Committee on Clainis has 
no authority to report it. This is a matter that relates to the 
War Claims Committee, being for the payment of lands seized 
for a fort in 1861, during the war. a 

The section of the report in this bill would indfeate—— 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, I think we had better lay this 
bill aside and let it come up for discussion afterwards. I think 
it was properly referred to the committee. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to let it take that 
course, provided that I do not lose the right to make the point 


of order. 
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ee CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside without preju- 
ce, 


GOTLOB GROEZINGER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1668) for the relief of the administrator of the estate of Gotlob 
Groezinger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1668) for the relief of the administrator of the estate of 
Gotlob Groezinger. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to refund and pay back, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriates, to E. A. Groezinger, 
administrator of the estate of the late Gotlob Groezinger, the sum of 
$1,047.60, taxes collected upon 1,164 gallons of grape brandy which 
had been destroyed by fire in the distillery of said Gotlob Groezinger : 
Provided, That it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the 
8 that said brandy had been accidently destroyed by fire in 
the distillery before the tax thereon had been paid, and without the 
fraud, collusion, or negligence of the owner thereof. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 
There was no objection. 


REFUND OF CERTAIN MONEY. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I ob- 
jected to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5) to provide for 
the refunding of certain money, and so forth. I have since 
looked at the report, and I shall not object now to the bill being 
considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read, and if there is no 
objection it will be laid aside with a favorable recommedation. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I renew my request for unani- 
mous consent to return to the claim, Calendar No. 2829. I do 
not want to obstruct this procedure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 13357. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection, but——— 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I will say that if there is any 
assurance that we can reach the bill during the day I will have 
no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Missouri that he 
wait until we get through the bills to which no objection is 
offered, and then we can reach his bill. 

Mr. RUCKER. Let me modify my request. Let me ask 
unanimous consent that after we shall have passed all the bills 
not objected to that we shall return to the bill to which I have 
referred. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I will make no objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Missouri, but in view of the fact 
that the gentleman from Illinois insisted upon his objection, I 
must object. 


Mr. RUCKER. I do not think the gentleman heard my re- 


quest. 
Mr. MILLER. What is it? 
Mr. RUCKER. My request is that after we have gone 


through the Calendar and disposed of all bills unobjected to 
that we return to Calendar No, 2829. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is it not agreed by the com- 
mittee that we should return to the beginning of the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Let the agreement. of the 
committee be enforced. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I want to ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. MILLER. I shall object to unanimous consent. I have 
no objection to the request of the gentleman from Missouri and 
would have none to that of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
but if we were to continue here making these requests we will 
not report any of these bills. I will not object when we come 
to the consideration of these bills, after we have gone through 
the Calendar, that those two claims may-be taken up, but I 
object to doing it now. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
Calendar stand as it is. 

Mr. WALDO. Regular order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to know what disposition was 
made of the request of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
RUCKER]? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas announced 
his objection. 


Let the consideration of the 


UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17431) granting to the regents of the University of Oklahoma 
section No. 36, in township No. 9 north of range No. 3 west of 
the Indian meridian, in Cleveland County, Okla. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, how does that bill hap- 
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pen to be on the Calendar? That is from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule provides that all private bills 
except bills reported from the Committee on Pensions and In- 
valid Pensions shall be in order for consideration at this time. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. 
the bill at this time. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


DONATING LANDS IN OKLAHOMA. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
18850) donating lands in Oklahoma Territory for educational 
purposes. 3 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to object to 
the consideration of this bill at this time. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


COMPANIA DE LOS FERROCARRILES DE PUERTO RICO. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
18134) for the relief of the Compafiia de los Ferrocarriles de 
Puerto Rico. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall object to the consideration 
of this bill at this time. - 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


THE SNARE & TRIEST COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
18020) for the relief of Snare & Triest. 

The bill was read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18020) for the relief of Snare & Triest. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Snare & Triest for reimburse- 
ment for loss and damage to barge, tools, and machinery, resulting from 
a collision with the U. S. S. Colorado on the night of April 9, 1905, at 
the League Island eel Ape be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, with jurisdiction to hear and determine the same 
to judgment: Provided, t the petition is filed within six months 
from the passage of this act. 

The amendments recommended by the committce were read, 
as follows: 

In line 3, after the word “of,” strike out the words “Snare & 
Triest” and insert in lieu thereof “the Snare & Triest Company;” 
and amend the title so that it will read: “ For the relief of the Snare 
& Triest Company.” 

In line 6 strike out “April” and insert “ February.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to object to the 
bill. I wish to know from the gentleman whether he thinks the 
bill will accomplish anything under the law? This does not 
seem to change the law as to torts. The Court of Claims can 
render no judgment or findings against the Government for a 
tort. This provides that the Court of Claims shall have juris- 
diction to hear and determine the case to judgment. Does that 
change the law about the responsibility of the United States for 
sided I do not think that the gentleman has considered it very 
well. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
agreed to. — 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


I shall object to the consideration of 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informaily rose; and Mr, BENNET of New 
York having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

H. R. 16944. An act to amend section 878 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 14900. An act to extend Fourth street NE.; 

H. R. 14815. An act for the extension of Harvard street, Co- 
lumbia Heights, District of Columbia ; 

II. R. 10843. An act authorizing the extension of Kenyon 
street NW.; : 

H. R. 8435. An act for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 128. An act for the opening of a connecting highway 
between Waterside drive and Park road, District of Columbia ; 
and 

H. R. 121. An act authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW. 

The committee resumed its session. 


HENRY HIRSCHBERG. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9386) for the relief of 
Henry Hirschberg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $410, to Henry Hirschberg, of St. Louls, Mo., 

e same being balance due him on salary as inspector of leather goods 
and hardware for the Indian Service. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

There was no objection. 


DAVISON CHEMICAL COMPANY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8670) for the relief of 
the Davison Chemical Company, of Baltimore, Md, - 
The bill was read. : 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The bill will be laid 
aside without prejudice. 
T. B. STACKHOUSE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6418) for the relief of 
T. B. Stackhouse, a deputy collector of internal reyenue for the 
district of South Carolina during the fiscal year 1894 and 1895. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Whereas T. B. Stackhouse, a deputy collector of internal revenue for 
the district of South Carolina during the fiscal year 1894 and 1895, 
failed to receive balance due him on account of traveling expenses for 
that year, his claim for such having miscarried between the offices of 
the collector of internal revenue, Columbia, S. C., and the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, Washington, D. C., for which no blame could at- 
tach to him; and 

Whereas, while said claim is justly due and owing said T. B. Stack- 
house, it is now barred by the statute of limitations: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise ee aggre to T. B. Stackhouse the sum of $72.32, 
being the balance due for necessary traveling expenses as deputy col- 
lector of internal revenue for the district of South Carolina for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Strike out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

There was no objection. 


JAMES W. KENNEY AND OTHERS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8727) for the relief of 
James W. Kenney and the Union Brewing Company. s 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay James W. . proprietor 
of the Park Brewery, the sum of $337.50, with interest from Septem- 
ber 28, 1897, and to James W. Kenney, treasurer of the Union Brew- 
ing Com y, the sum of $440.62, with interest from September 28, 
1897, sums having been paid by said James W. Kenney under an 
illegal assessment for short-tax beer. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on Claims, were read: 

In line 6, after the word “ cents,” strike out the words “ with inter- 
est from September 28, 1897.” 

15 line 10 strike out the words with interest from September 28, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, was there any objection made 
to that bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. No objection has been heard. 

Mr. RUCKER. I merely want to express my surprise that 
that bill was not objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the bill will be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

BARCLAY H. WARBURTON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3577) for the relief of 
Barclay H. Warburton. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the Committee on Claims has no jurisdiction to report this bill. 
It shows on its face that it grows out of the war with Spain. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MANN. I will reserve the point of order if the gentle- 
man desires. 

Mr. GRAHAM. If you please. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order. 


Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, in order to save time, I will 


make the point. - : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of order. : 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Missouri make the 
point of order or object? 

Mr. RUCKER. I want to do whatever is most effective in 
disposing of the bill. 


Mr. MANN. Making the point of order is most effective 

Mr. RUCKER. If I am forced to help the gentleman from 
Illinois, I will do so. 

Mr. MANN. I am delighted to haye such able assistance. 
I was about to say that if the point of order will lie, that is most 


effective. The objection would simply pass the bill without 
prejudice. em 

Mr. GRAHAM. I think the gentleman does not understand 
the bill. è 


Mr. RUCKER. I am sure I know as much about it as some 
other gentlemen who have objected here. 

Mr. GRAHAM. This is not a claim growing out of the civil 
war. It arises out of the Spanish war. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri does not make the 
point of order. 

Mr. GRAHAM. He reserves it. 

Mr. MANN. I am afraid the gentleman from Missouri has 
gone back on me. 

Mr. RUCKER. If the gentleman from Illinois has any doubt 
about it, I want to proclaim publicly that I have gone back on 
him. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Chair understands. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The point of order was reserved. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to reserye the point of 
order if the gentleman wishes to take time. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I desire to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that this is not a civil-war claim. This grows out 
of the Spanish-American war, and all such claims haye been 
referred to the Claims Committee and not the War Claims 
Comunittee. 

Mr. RUCKER. I want to ask by what right one gentleman 
is allowed to speak here in advocacy of a claim, while other 
gentlemen are not? 

Mr. GRAHAM. I am only replying to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order. The rule makes no distinction, whether a claim arises 
out of the civil war or the war with Spain or any other war. 
The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is it not too late to make the 
point of order after the committee has acted on it? 

Mr. MILLER.. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands it, the committee 
has not acted on it. The point of order was reserved. The 
Chair has ruled on the point of order. Under the ruling of 
the Chair the bill will be reported back to the House with the 
recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


The point of order has been made, as the 


JOHN EFFINGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10305) to provide for the repayment of certain customs dues. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $111.70 is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
repayment of the customs duties wrongfully collected at the rt of 
Honolula, in the Territory of Hawaii, on entries Nos. 185, 357, 480, 
896, 1154, and 2705, in the months of February, April, July, August, 
September, and October, of the year 1901, made by John Effinger. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman if these taxes were paid under protest? 

Mr. MILLER. The bill is favorably reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GAINES of 
question. 

Mr. MILLER. These were paid under protest. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

WILEY CORBETT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14464) for the relief of Wiley Corbett. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby 

uthorized and directed to pay, out of any funds in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $303.38 to Wiley 
Corbett. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ Corbett,’ in line 7, add the following: “ On account 
of unused reyenue stamps for whisky produced by the said Corbett and 
destroyed by fire before such stamps were issued.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
fayorable recommendation. t 


THOMAS P. MORGAN. 


Tennessee. That does not answer my 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12881) to pay Thomas P. Morgan the amount found due to 
him by Court of Claims. 
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The Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I believe that bill ought to go 
over and I object to it. 

The Mill was laid aside without prejudice. 


PETER FAIRLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill (S. 
4860) for the relief of Peter Fairley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay and return to Peter Fairley the 
sum of $450 paid by said Peter Fairley to the United States on a judg- 
ment against him on the bail bond of John C. Lott, who was after- 
wards captured and returned to the United States officers by said 
Peter Fairley. The said sum of $450 Is hereby appropriated for said 
payment and return of said sum to said Peter Fairley. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation, . 


COLUMBIA HOSPITAL AND DR. A. E. BOOZER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7746) for the relief of Columbia Hospital and Dr. A. E. Boozer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the sum of $125 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
pr ated, to pay the claim of the Columbia Hospital, of the city of Co- 
umbia, S. C., and Dr. A. E. Boozer, of said city, for nursing, board, and 
medical atteation to Henry Hofar, a civilian teamster of the United 
States Army, in said city, for the period extending from November 7 to 
December 12, 1898, at the request of Brigadier-General Cole, of Third 
Brigade, Second Division, Second Army Corps, .United States Army. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM H. GOWDY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


-4629) for the relief of William H. Gowdy. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That Alfred S. Andrew. Leander II. Gowdy, G. 
Morrison Taylor, C. C. Engleman, Jacob C. McCoy, Orlander F. Ralston, 
L. W. Ralston, J. R. McKinnie, Henry Chatillon, James M. Parker, F. B. 
W ortman, Alphonse F. Perrier, and M. A. Dickinson, sureties of Wil- 
liam H. Gowdy, late postmaster at Cripple Creek, Colo., by bonds to the 
United States dated August 7, in the year of our Lord 18 1; December 
19, in the year of our Lord 1891; March 10, in the year of our Lord 
1892, and July 8, in the year of our Lord 1892, be, and they are hereby, 
released from their liability arising from any deficiency that may have 
occurred in the accounts of said William H. Gowdy as postmaster 
during the term covered by the transcripts of accounts from the Treas- 
ury Department and from any judgment which may have been obtained 
thereon in fayor of the United States; and the proper officer of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to direct the 
cancellation and satisfaction of any and all judgments that may have 
been rendered against the said William H. Gowdy and the sureties afore- 
said upon the said bonds or any of them. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to said William H. 
Gowdy, out of any 1 riated money in the United States Treasury, 
the sum of $1,500, being the amount advanced and disbursed by him 
while acting as such postmaster and 
forming his duties as such postmaster, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 2 

In line 8, after the word “ postmaster,” insert the words “ Fremont, 
Moreland, Fremont and; and in the same line, after the word “ Colo- 
rado,” insert the word “respectively.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman 
57 eais committee if he would not be willing to strike out sec- 
tion 2? 

Mr. MILLER. No; I would not. x 

Mr. MANN. One is to relieve from a bond, and there might 
be some equity in that, and the other is to pay money. 

Mr. MILLER. If there is any equity in either part there is 
equity in both. This is a clear case where the postmaster spent 
his own money for the benefit of the United States, and it ought 
to be repaid. 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish to take the time of this com- 
mittee at this time. I can see some merit in this claim, but T 
can not see any in those I have objected to. I do not desire to 
object to this claim, but I think it ought to be considered. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fav- 
orable recommendation. 


being absolutely necessary in per- 


J. J. L. PEEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1808) for the relief of J. J. L. Peel. : 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill go over. 

The bill was laid aside without prejudice. 

SOTIE R, MATHILDA R, AND HELEN R. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
17099) to authorize the refund of parts of fines imposed on the 
vessels Sotie R, Mathilda R, and Helen R. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby appropriated, for repayment 
to Schoonmaker & Rice, of New York, N. Y., owners of the barges 
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Sotie R, Mathilda R, and Helen R, part of the amount of fines aggre- 
gating $230 paid by them to the collector of customs at New Haven, 
Conn., on or about September 19, 1905, for violation of the laws of the 
United States relating to the enrollment and licensing of vessels, the 
amount 8 heen deposited by the collector to the credit of the 
Treasurer of the United States August 31, 1905, prior to his receipt of 
instructions from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor conditionally 
mitigating the fines to $50, $180. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

DEPOSIT SAVINGS ASSOCIATION, MOBILE, ALA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4190) for the relief df the creditors of the Deposit Savings 
Association, of Mobile, Ala. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object to that. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


PATRICK J. MADDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
271) for the relief of Patrick J. Madden. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby. authorized and directed to pay to Patrick J. Madden the sum 
of $223.71, being the umount of money which was stolen from the 
Cambridgeport, Mass., station of the Boston post-office, and paid to 
the Post-Office Department by said Madden, under protest, on March 
31, 1891, at which time said Madden was a clerk in said station, said 
robbery being through no fault or negligence on the part of said 
Madden. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ARTHUR A. UNDERWOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4350) for the relief of Arthur A. Underwood. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
laid aside. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


CHARLES D. SOUTHERLIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the -bill 
(H. R. 9131) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Charles D. Southerlin. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object to that bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


W. A. M’LEAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4948) for the relief of W. A. McLean. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is 
hereby, required, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
pes to pay to W. A. McLean, of Wilkesboro, N. €., the sum of 

117.69, for money due him under a judgment of the United States 
court for the western district of North Carolina, rendered at Novem- 
ber term, 1904, at Wilkesboro, N. C. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will make no objection to that 
bill, if they will correct it and make it say what they say it says. 
The bill says it is to pay a judgment of the United States court, 
when the judgment provides that that sum should be paid less 
the fees of the marshal. 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The amount of the bill subtracts it, I 
think. 

Mr. MANN. No; it does not. 

Mr. MILLER. ‘The amount is all right. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will pardon me, but it is not. 
The amount named in the bill was the amount which was paid, 
but that included the costs of the marshal, and the judgment 
of the court was that the money to be returned, so far as it 
remained in the hands of the United States marshal, less his 
fees for collecting the same. I know of no reason why the Goy- 
ernment should pay it. I am willing to haye the bill recurred 
to, but at present I ask that it go over. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

MILBURN WAGON COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5195) for the relief of the Milburn Wagon Company, of Toledo, 
Obio. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill go over. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, under the rule I desire to 
make a brief statement of the facts in this case. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not understand the rule. 
I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the unanimous 
consent agreed to was that the chairman of the committee could 
make a brief statement. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Then, I ask the chairman of the committee 
to yield to me in order that I may make a brief statement of the 
facts in the case. 
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Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill be | 


Mr. MILLER. 


I would like very much to yield to the gentle- 
man, but that will merely defeat a whole lot of these bills that 
ought to be paid. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. As I. understand the rule it is this: That 
if the bill is objected to, after reading, it has to be laid aside 
without prejudice. I may say, however, that a brief statement 
of the claim will be allowed and if any further objection is made 
it is then to be laid aside, but to be laid aside at all events with- 
out prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the rule, when 
a bill is read, a brief statement of the chairman of the committee 
is allowed. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Is the chairman of the committee the only 
person allowed to make a statement? 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the unanimous consent that 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Then I did not understand the rule that 
way. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tbat is the understanding of the Chair. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


A. J. STINSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4500) for the relief of A. J. Stinson. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $468 
to A. J. Stinson, being the amount of permanent improvements, includ- 
ing fee and commission for entry, made on a homestead entered in 
Alabama under the laws of the United States, of which he was after- 
wards dispossessed and his entry canceled on account of a prior claim 
of entry granted by the United States. 3 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN STINSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
4299) for the relief of John Stinson, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $318 
to John Stinson, being the amount of permanent improvements, includ- 
ing fee and commission for entry, made on a homestead entered in Ala- 
bama under the laws of the United States, of which he was afterwards 
dispossessed and his entry canceled on account of a prior claim of entry 
granted by the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

A. J., C. C., AND T. W. HODGES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (II. R. 16166) for 
the relief of A. J., C. C., and T. W. Hodges. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the Committee on Claims have no jurisdiction to report this bill, 
it being a war claim. It is a claim that grows out of the civil 


war. 
Mr. MILLER. I would ask the Chairman to have that laid 
aside. 
Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to reserve the point of 
order. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist 
upon his point of order? 

Mr. MANN. If the Chair is prepared to dispose of it. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to dispose of it. It 
is-evidently a war claim, and, the Committee on Claims haying 
no jurisdiction, the bill will be referred back to the House. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of the Chairman to this rule: 


The erroneous reference of a bill, if it remains uncorrected, in effect 
gives jurisdiction to the committee receiving it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The rule just read by the gentleman from 
Ohio refers to an erroneous reference of a public bill, not a bill 
on the Priyate Calendar. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


EDWIN 8. HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1050) for the relief of Edwin S. Hall. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise 5 the sum of 
$2,028.58, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to Edwin S. Hall, of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn., 
the said sum of $2,028.58. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
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ABRAM JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
819) o reimburse Abram Johnson, formerly postmaster at 
Mount Pleasant, Utah. 

Mr. MANN. I ask that that go over. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


BENJAMIN F. PETTIT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9132) for the relief of the legal representatives of Benjamin F. 
Pettit. 

Mr. MANN. I make the same objection to this bill. 
are a large number of these bills just alike. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


NEW YORK MARINE REPAIR COMPANY, OF BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
8581) providing for the payment to the New York Marine Ke- 
pair Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., of the cost of the repairs 
to the steamship Lindesfarne, necessitated by injuries received 
from being fouled by the U. S. Army transport Crook in May, 
1900. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the New York Marine Repair 
Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., the sum of $850.13 in full for the cost 
of the repairs made by said company upon the steamship Lindesfarne, 
necessitated by the damages done to that vessel by the U. S. Army 
transport Crook in collision in May, 1900. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


There 


JOHN H. POTTER. 


Te next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
3574) for the relief of John H. Potter. 

Mr. MANN. I ask that that go oyer, Mr. Chairman. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


HENRY 0. BASSETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(I. R. 3268) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, deceased. : 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the same objection to 
that. They are on all fours with a number of others. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


MARY V. SHAW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7548) for the relief of Mary V. Shaw. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill go over. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


C. W. STURTEVANT ET AL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
G39) for the relief of C. W. Sturtevant, Rolla Brown, Alice 
Brown, M. L. Kelly, Robert G. Duffy, Fread Gehring, T. H. Ross, 
and L. C. Partee. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I believe I will ask 
that that be laid aside without prejudice. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


JOHN M. BURKS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1344) for the relief of John 
M. Burks. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, to save time, I ask that the 
bill be laid aside. ~: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks that 
the bill be laid aside, and it is so ordered. 

GEORGE T. PETTENGILL. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1933) for the relief of 
George T. Pettengill, lieutenant, United States Navy. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be laid 
aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks that 
the bill be laid aside, and it is so ordered. 

z F. S. BOWKER. 

The next business was the House resolution 427 (in lieu of 
H. R. 15810) referring to Court of Claims the claim of F. S. 
Bowker, managing owner of the schooner William H. Davenport. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, in order to save time, I ask 
that the resolution be laid aside without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
BonyNceE] asks that the resolution be laid aside without preju- 
dice, and it is so ordered. 

NYE & SCHNEIDER COMPANY. ‘ 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10595) for the relief of 

Nye & Schneider Company. 


Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I make the same objection 
to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
BoNYNGE] makes objection, and the bill will be laid aside with- 
out prejudice. 


The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 


MITSUI BUSSAN KAISHA, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9289) for the relief of 
Mitsui Bussan Kaisha. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I make the same objection. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question of 
the gentleman from Colorado. [Cries of Regular order! “] 

Mr. MILLER. My question is this 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for, and the 
bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
if it is his intention to object to the further consideration of 
any of these bills? 

Mr. BONYNGE. I shall have to do so. If I had felt that the 
gentleman had examined the bill and desired to make any objec- 
tion to the merits of the bill, I should not adopt this procedure. 

Mr. MILLER. Does ‘the gentleman intend to object to all 
other bills? } 

Mr. BONYNGE. I shall feel compelled to do so. 

Mr. MILLER. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 


GEORGE T. LARKIN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12188) for the relief of 
George T. Larkin. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I make the same objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I make the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the objection is premature, because under the special 
order it is provided that all bills should be read. I insist that 
the bill should be read, and the gentleman can make his ob- 
jection. [Cries of “ Regular order! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for. Objection 
is made, and the bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT CLAIMS. 


The next bill (H. R. 13605) to satisfy certain claims against 
the Government arising under the Navy Department. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I make the same objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado objects, and 
the bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 


JOSE RAMOS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 19641) for the relief of 
Jose Ramos. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I make the same objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado objects, and 
the bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 


WILLIAM B. TODD. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2138) for the relief of the 
estate of William B. Todd, deceased. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I make the same objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado objects, and 
the bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 


L. S. WATSON MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2964) for the relief of the 
L. S. Watson Manufacturing Company, of Leicester, Mass. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska objects, and 
the bill will be laid aside without prejudice. 


HANS PETER GUTTORMSEN. 


The next business was the House resolution 561 (in lieu of 
H. R. 13870) referring to Court of Claims the claim of Hans 
Peter Guttormsen. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
the objector, that this does not appropriate any money. 
of “ Regular order!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for, and the 
bill will be laid aside without prejudice, and the Clerk will re- 
port the next bill. 


I wish to say to my good friend, 
[Cries 


LOUISE POWERS M’KEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1218) for the relief of Louise Powers McKee, administratrix. 
Mr. PAYNE. I ask that that bill be laid aside without preju- 


dice. 

Mr. RUCKER. In the absence of the gentleman from Colo- 
rado, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside without preju- 
dice. 
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ROBERT D. BENEDICT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1443) for the payment of Robert D. Benedict for services ren- 
dered. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


MAJ. SEYMOUR HOWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
5675) for the relief of Maj. Seymour Howell, United States 
Army, retired. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I ask that the bill be passed without 
prejudice. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

JOSEPH SIERRA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
350) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Sierra, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 350) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Sierra, deceased. 

Be it cnacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to J. W. Hargis, Mary Harpia; 
Mrs. Belle McConnoughby, Mrs. Kate Anderson, Modeste Hargis, Mrs 
Virginia Craig, Petronila Leonard, Steven Leonard, and Joseph Sierra, 
heirs of Joseph Sierra, deceased, late collector of customs at Pensacola, 
Fla., the sum of $3.679.19, and the said sum is hereby appropriated for 
said purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. 

GERMAN M. ROUSE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6430) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Ger- 
man M. Rouse informer's fees for certain opium seizures. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

CHARLES E. DANNER & CO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8685) for the relief of Charles E. Danner & Co. 
Mr. MADDEN. I object. Mr. Chairman. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 
JAMES M. M’GEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
503) to reimburse James M. McGee for expenses incurred in 
the burial of Mary J. De Lange. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 503) to reimburse James M. McGee for expenses incurred in 
the burial of Mary J. De Lange. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay James M. McGee the sum of 
$76.75, for funeral expenses incurred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange, 
who was pensioned on certificate No. 290818 as the widow of Augustus 
De Lange, late captain Company C, One hundred and forty-fourth Mli- 
nois Volunteers. 


Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I object to that bill. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania and others. Give her funeral 
expenses. 
Mr. RUCKER. I withdraw my objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The objection is withdrawn. 
The bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
REFUND TO TERRITORY OF HAW ATI. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10103) to refund to the Territory of Hawaii the amount ex- 
pended in maintaining light-house service on its coasts from the 
time of the organization of the Territory until said light-house 
service was taken over by the Federal Government. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
bave the gentleman explain that bill. 
` Mr. MACON. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I did not object. 

Mr. MACON. I did make objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think we had better lay aside 
our personal prejudices instead of laying aside bills. I have 
no bills, but I am trying to help everybody. [Cries of “ Regular 
order!“ 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I understand that I 
stand recorded as objecting to the bill S. 5675. I did not 
object to that, and if I am so recorded I am improperly re- 
corded. 

Mr. RUCKER. Regular order! 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If I am so recorded, I desire to with- 
draw the objection. 

[Cries of Regular order! “] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now that the gentleman has 
withdrawn that objection to the bill, I want the gentleman to 
explain it. 


Mr. MILLER. Regular order! 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is regular order. 

[Cries of “ Regular order! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri has just stated that he did not make ob- 
jection to the Senate bill referred to—S. 5675. The Chair has 
kept no record of who has made objection to the bills, and does 
not know who did so. 

Mr. SNAPP. I renew the objection. 

Mr. MADDEN.. I object to the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was laid aside without prejudice. 


OSCAR FULGHAM.,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
19493) to reimburse Oscar Fulgham, ex-sheriff of Madison 
County, Ala., for judgment and costs rendered against him when 
acting in the service of the United States. 

Mr. MADDEN. I objéct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like very much to explain that bill just for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I ask that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that he may be permitted to make an explanation 
of the bill just read. 

Mr. MILLER. I object. 


A. L. FLACK & CO, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5196) to refund to A. L. Flack & Co., of Tiffin, Ohio, money 
paid for internal-reyenue stamps lost in the mails. 

Mr. SNAPP. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 


‘from Tennessee rise? 


Mr. GARRETT. It would seem that the expectation of 
further progress in this matter, when we know in advance that 
every bill is to be objected to, is idle; and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that every bill may be considered as objected to that re- 
mains on the Calendar, and that we return and take up the 
bills in their regular order. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 


imous consent that the remaining bills on the Calendar be con- 


sidered as objected to, and that the remaining bills upon the 
Calendar be taken up in regular order. : 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know whether 
that is the request. I think the Chairman made a mistake. 
It is not that the remaining bills be taken up in order, but we 
are to go back to the beginning of the Calendar and take them 
up. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are to be taken up in the regular 
order. 

Mr. GARRETT. That was the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. SNAPP. What is the proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that all bills not reached on the Calendar 
be considered as objected to, and that the bills be taken up in 
their regular order, and the bills that have not been objected to 
would still remain to be read. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I move that we now recur 
to the beginning of the Calendar, if it is in order to make that 
motion. y 

Mr. PAYNE. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. If it is in order I desire to 
make it, and if not I will not. à 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas). Will the gen- 
tleman from New York state his point of order against the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PAYNE. That the committee having made an order to 
go through the Calendar and find out the unobjected bills, and 
having proceeded in part execution of that order, it is not now 
in order for a motion to go back to the beginning of the Calen- 
dar except by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the com- 
mittee has power to make and unmake rules by which it shall 
be governed during its sessions as to the order of its business. 

Mr. PAYNE. The committee has made the rule by unanimous 
consent, and having made it by unanimous consent, the motion is 
not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that a committee 
that has power to make rules has power to unmake them. The 
Chair will read section 4, page 284, of the Manual. 


In committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars may 
be taken up in regular order, or in such order as the committee may 
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detérmine, unless the bili to be considered was to be determined by the 
House at the time of going into committee, but bills for raising reve- 


nue, general appropriation bills, and bills for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors have precedence, © 


It appears from the rule that the Committee has control of 
iis procedure. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, this rule was made by unani- 
mous consent, and now it can not be changed without unanimous 
consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio contend 
that a rule adopted by unanimous consent has any more fo: 
than a rule adopted by the majority? : 

Mr. KEIFER. After it has been partly executed, yes; it 
has been so held in former years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is now in order. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MACON. The committee having adopted the rule that 
nothing will be in order during the proceeding we are now en- 
gaged in except that the chairman of the committee shall have 
a right to make a brief statement of the bills as they are pre- 
sented, what right has the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
make a motion that we now go back to the beginning of the Cal- 
endar? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule that the Chair has just 
read the Chair is of opinion that it is very plain that the com- 
mittee has power to alter or amend any rule that it has adopted 
for its contro] under that rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not desire to take the time to discuss the 
point of order, and will withdraw it. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylyania. I ask for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the committee now recur to the beginning of the Private 
Calendar for the purpose of considering bills under the standing 
rules of the House. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Is that motion subject to discussion? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I doubt very much 
whether that motion is in order: I make the point of order that 
the motion is not in order now. The order of the House is to 
proceed in a certain way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has overruled that point of 
order heretofore. The question now is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that the committee proceed with 
the Private Calendar in order for to-day. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill in 
order. 

BECKER BREWING AND MALTING COMPANY. 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1231) to 
reimburse the Becker Brewing and Malting Company, of Ogden, 
-~ Utah, for loss resulting from robbery of the United States mails. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 3 of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay to the Becker Brewing and Maiting Company, 
out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $92.50, for loss incurred through the transmis- 
sion in the United States mails of certain revenue stamps. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. : 

L. BIERTEMPFEL, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12840) for the relief of 
IL. Biertempfel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to reimburse L. Biertempfel, a German 
subject, for loss sustained by him through the action of Louis Stern, 
United States commercial agent at Bamberg, Germany, in collecting 
the sum of $871.08 belonging to Biertempfel and converting it to his 
own use, and sald sum is hereby appropriated for this purpose out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr. CRUMPACKER and Mr. MANN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mu- 
LER] is entitled to the floor. To whom does he yield. 

Mr. MILLER. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CRUMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, this bill is quite an im- 
portant one, because it involves a very important principle, 
which is the responsibility of the Federal Government to pri- 
vate individuals for the delinquencies and peccadillos of public 
officers. If a citizen advances money, or if he has transactions 
of a quasi public character with a ministerial officer of the 
Government, and that officer, in the course of the transaction, 


appropriates money coming to him to his own use which he 
ought to have applied to the use of the citizen, this bill estab- 
lishes the principle that the Government shall be responsible. 
If the Government is called upon to pay claims of this character, 
it ought to protect itself by requiring adequate official bonds 
from its consular agents and all other officers for whom it 
stands sponsor under this principle. Here was a consular offi- 
cer who, in the course of his official duty, came into possession 
of some seven or eight hundred dollars belonging to a subject of 
Germany, and the report states that the officer appropriated the 
money to his own use and absconded. I do not understand that 
in accordance with the principles of law or according to usage 
the Government can be held responsible for the thievery of its 
consular agents. The only reason advanced in the report why 
the bill ought to pass is the fact that the claimant is a subject 
of the Kaiser, that he is a German subject. If he were an 
American citizen there would be absolutely no claim of right, 
as it seems to me, that the Government ought to make good to 
private citizens for the stealings of public officers. I desire to 
make that statement to the committee in order that they may 
know of the principle involved in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire the floor. 

Mr. MILLER. In the gentleman’s own right? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the claims which 
I objected to before. If the claim is good, the amount appro- 
priated is insufficient. If the claim is bad, then no portion of 
the money should be appropriated. i 

A consul of the United States located at Bamberg, Bavaria, 
defrauded the people of that locality, said in large number of 
instances to be poor farmers, out of more than $4,000. One of 
the claimants, probably having the largest claim, presented his 
case through his attorney, as he had threatened to do before, 
to the department of state in Germany, and it was transmitted 
to the Department of State of the United States, 

The committee recommends payment of that one claim in 
favor of this one farmer of eight hundred and odd dollars. The 
other poor farmers, who had been defrauded of their money by 
the United States consul, but not in ‘sufficient sums to enable 
them to employ attorneys, are not proposed to be reimbursed. 
If it is the duty of the United States to stand for the defraud- 
ments and thievery of its consuls, then it ought to pay all of 
the people who are defrauded by this consul, and not merely 
pay this one. Let us see what the recommendation of the 
consul's successor was: 

Unless some unheard-of larger amount should come up yet I venture 
to say that his debts, incurred by aineen J people about his position, 
amount to within $4,000. This is not exactly a very large amount, but 
it was stolen out of a lot of poor people's pockets in such a villainous, 
mean way that it is a big enough amount to cause a great deal of un- 
pleasant comment in my district. For the sake of the name of 
our Government. for the sake of maintaining the honor of the consular 
service in general and the consular office I have the honor to hold in 


particular, I dare to make the suggestion to you that these amounts 
should be taken—- f 


Out of the Treasury of the United States? No— 


out of Stern's bond. In making this suggestion I will say that I 
have not, with one syllable, allowed anyone to hope that the Govern- 
ment will see to it that this infamous outrage is righted; on the con- 
trary, I have made them all understand that they haye no claim against 
the Government, but it seems to me, notwithstanding all existing rules 
about such cases, that those who eight years sgo haye ventured to go 
on a man’s bond who has never been anything but a liar and a fraud 
should be made to pay for this error, and not those poor people who 
had all reasons to th that our Government would guarantee these 
doings of its consul. 

I gave you proper and due notice of Stern’s death by cable, so as to 

ard the Goverument-against loss and against releasing the bond. I 
2. — the Government will decide to utilize this bond to pay for the 
sins of the man in whose favor it was issued. 

I don’t undertake to say whether the Govenrment could col- 
lect anything out of the bond on account of these sums or not, 
but if the Government is under any liability, if it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to maintain the integrity of the consular 
service, if it is the purpose of the Government to pay one of the 
persons who was defrauded by this consul, then the Govern- 
ment ought to pay the little fellow as well as the big fellow; 
and if $800 should be paid to one, then all of the claims ought 
to be paid to the others. I do not understand the theory upon 
which our Government proceeds when an attorney in a foreign 
country threatens it, as was done in this case by the attorney 
for this man, and we thereupon yield to the threats and pay that 
person and refuse to pay the other persons in similar circum- 
stances where the amounts involved are small. Is it the duty of 
our Government to pay only the large claims, assuming that $800 
is large, comparing it with a small sum of money? If anything 
is to be paid by the Government in this case, then the Goyern- 
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ment ought to pay to all of the people defrauded the amounts 
which they loaned or gave to this man. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid asiđe 
with a favorable recommendation? 
The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a fayorable recommendation. 


FIRE AT ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11676) 
for the relief of persons who sustained property damage caused 
by fire at the Rock Island Arsenal. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


hereby, authorized and 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the following sums, namely: O. A. Artz, 
Bragdon, $2.85; 


14,20; Carl Brown, $4.75; W. S. Brooks, $3.50; H. P. Bertelsen, $20; 
Hugh Conwell, $7; E. W. Cook, $7.10; George Cottrell, $16; James Cox; 
$35; Ernst Drott, $2; James Dougherty, $10; George Duggan, $40; W. 
H. Deters, $37; K. H 


Nahrgang, $35; A. B. Ot A 0 
* She A. Peters, =a A William Peterson, $2; F. G. Prucha, $32.50; 


Sin 
$8. 


8.75; ò. J. Wedertz, 827.25; Basil Williamson, $18; F. C. 
$19.30; W. A. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that in the present con- 
dition of the temper of the committee it makes but little differ- 
ence as to the character of the claim or the reasons for it. Gen- 
tlemen who have introduced bills which have been reported fa- 
yorably and which have not yet been reached upon the Calendar 
are so anxious for the consideration and passage of their bills 
that they are unwilling to raise a question about bills which 
precede them, and gentlemen who have bills passed are unwilling 
in graciousness to the balance of the committee to raise any 
question about bills which succeed them. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that 
the gentleman is not discussing the merits of the bill before the 
committee. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I shall confine myself to 
the merits of the bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I objected to this bill when it 
was up before. I made no objection to this bill or any other 
bill without a careful examination of the bill and the report. 
This bill proposes to pay to a large number of Government em- 
ployees losses incurred by them in a fire at the Rock Island 
Arsenal. There have been times when the Government has re- 
imbursed Government employees for losses incurred by fire. In 
this case the fire was caused by the negligence of the Govern- 
ment employees. The report says that the origin of the fire was 
unknown. 

Mr. DAWSON. If that is so, how does the gentleman know 
that it was incurred by the negligence of the employees? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, even though 
the report does say so, everything in the report is not to be con- 
sidered as absolute facts. The report says that the cause of the 
fire was unknown, but the report also goes on to say that the peo- 
ple in the Rock Island Arsenal were engaged in a most danger- 
ous occupation, in a place unsuited for the work, and that the 
men had been cautioned to be extremely careful in reference to 
the work. 

Mr. DAWSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to yield to the gentleman 
if he desires, though I do not desire to consume any unneces- 
sary time. 

Mr. DAWSON. I would like to ask the gentleman if that fact 
should be charged up to the workingmen who were engaged in 
the work? 

Mr. MANN. The fact is that the fire must have occurred in 
this case through the negligence of some of the workingmen them- 
selves. There is no other possible cause for the fire. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there any proof here showing 


that these particular employees, these claimants, were the per- 
sons who were guilty of negligence that caused the fire? 

Mr. MANN. These employees were the ones who had their 
tools where the, fire occurred. They were working where the 
fire occurred. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. . That is a pretty strong presump- 
tion if the gentleman charges them with negligence. 

Mr. MANN. I do not say they were all guilty of negligence. 
I do not intend to. I don't know anything about whose negli- 
gence it was, but I do know that they were working in a danger- 
ous occupation in a place in a building where they knew that 
unless the utmost diligence was observed a fire was liable to 
break out. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose it was because of negligence on the 
part of anybody that fire was caused, does the gentleman think 
the United States ought to be the insurer of people in its em- 


i ploy against their property being destroyed by fire? 


Mr. MANN. I do not. I was about to come to that, Mr. 
Chairman. In the first place, I think the report shows that the 
fire occurred there through the negligence of people who are now 
seeking reimbursement out of the Treasury of the United States. 
In the second place, a workman who goes into a shop of the 
Government of the United States with his tools can insure them 
if he desires. There is no law to prevent it. He has the op- 
portunity to obtain insurance if he applies for it just as anyone 
else, and if he desires to haye his tools protected against fire he 
should insure the tools in a proper way. In this case nobody 
knows what the teols were worth, there is no way of ascer- 
taining what the tools were worth except the mere statement of 
the men who are asking payment from the Government. If 
they desire to have their tools protected from fire they should 
have taken out insurance, and it is a very dangerous precedent 
for the United States to say that it will pay every employee 
of the Government wherever loss is caused by fire, when their 
property is destroyed by fire. Suppose the Capitol, suppose any 
building in Washington, is burned and some one has some prop- 
erty belonging to himself. It is an unheard-of proposition that 
the Government of the United States is to be asked to reimburse 
them. Those people are as much the insurer of their property 
as the Government is the insurer of its property. The Govern- 
ment loses its property; these people lose their property. They 
were upon even terms for the care and conduct of the building. 
The Government had to rely upon these people for the Govern- 
ment's protection, and then when they or some of them have 
failed in proper diligence and a fire has occurred they want the 
Government to stand all the expense. What would be thought 
if the Government should turn around and ask these gentlemen 
to reimburse the Goyernment for its loss? It wouid be ridicu- 
lous. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Does the gentleman contend if the Gov- 
ernment should neglect to provide the ordinary protection 
against fire that it ought not to be held responsible to somebody 
who loses by reason of that fire? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the Government makes it a rule in all of 
these cases not to reimburse people who lose through the negli- 
gence of the Government. If it is the policy of Congress to pay 
such claims, why do not we provide by general law for payment 
caused by negligence of the Government in the nayy-yard here 
and in establishments throughout the country conducted by the 
Government? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Does the gentleman hold that the Govern- 
ment ought not to be held responsible in a case where an indi- 
vidual or corporation would be held responsible? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly I say that. Does the gentleman claim 

that the Government dught to be liable as an individual or cor- 
poration is liable, and if he does, has he introduced a bill to 
make the Government liable? If he claims so and has not in- 
troduced a bill, he has not given that diligent attention to his 
duty which he usually gives. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I will say in answer to that it has been 
the policy of the Committee on Claims, since I have known any- 
thing about it, to hold the Government responsible where an in- 
dividual would be responsible. . 

[Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield to me two minutes? 

Mr. MILLER. I would like to have a vote taken as soon as 
possible, but I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GARRETT. Proceeding upon the reasoning which the 
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gentleman from Illinois has just laid down, I opposed this bill 
in committee, and shall vote against it here. I believe it is a 
very dangerous precedent. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MILLER. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, this bill came before this 
House in an unusual manner, In the first place, it does not 
come here simply as a claim. It was first submitted to this 
House as an estimate from the Treasury Department of the 
United States, having first been approved by the War Depart- 
ment, every one of these claims haying been made under oath 
and investigated by a competent board of Army officers. This 
estimate of an appropriation to pay this claim was presented to 
the House in the regular way. With regard to the employ- 
ment of these men, they were under orders and were assigned to 
a dangerous undertaking in the Rock Island Arsenal, and while 
in the performance of that duty the fire occurred and these 
things were destroyed. The aggregate amount is only $1,269, 
and it is to be paid to eighty-two workingmen who were em- 
ployed at that arsenal. They are all small amounts, none of 
them for more than $40, and thirty-two of them are for sums in 
less than $10. There is no claim attorney interested in any 
way in these claims. 

As precedents for favorable action, I cite that in the second 
session of the Fifty-eighth Congress a bill was enacted into law 
paying Charles Blake, a paymaster’s clerk, United States Navy, 
$1,015 for articles destroyed by fire at the time of the burning 
of the Windsor House, at Yokohama, Japan. In the first ses- 
sion of the present Congress a bill passed this House (H. R. 
9528) to reimburse Fred Dickson for loss of his tools through a 
fire which destroyed the engine house at Fort Duchesne, Utah, 
on September 19, 1902. [Cries of “ Vote!” Vote! “ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

W. S. HAMMAKER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 13418) for the relief 
of W. S. Hammaker. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to W. S. Hammaker, late post- 
master of the city of Findlay, Ohio, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,251.28, to reimburse said 
W. S. Hammaker for moneys by him 8 expended and pare for 
necessary clerical assistance in carrying on the operation of the post- 
office at said city during his official term as postmaster, from 1883 to 
1889, in excess of the amount provided and allowed by the Post-Office 
Department for said purpose during said term. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation, 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a 
point of order against the consideration of the present bill at 
this time. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Sarr]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Suru] state his point of order? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I know nothing about this bill, but 
I make the point of order against the consideration of this or 
any other bill at the beginning of this Calendar or up to the 
time we stopped the consideration of the Calendar, for the fol- 
lowing reasons: I understand that before going into the con- 
sideration of the Private Calendar this afternoon it was agreed, 
possibly by the House—— 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
that the Chair has already ruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I would like to state my reasons. A 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has passed upon that point of 
order heretofore. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I think I have the privilege under 
the rules of this House when a point of order is made to state 
my reasons for making the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes that right of the 
gentleman, but the Chair has passed upon the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. For the consideration of this bill? 
I make it to this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PAYNE. 


I make the point of order 


Regular order, Mr. Chaizman. 
I want to suggest to the Chair 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point 
of order applying to the bill now under consideration. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
stating my reasons? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois well knows 


Does the Chair deny me the right of 
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that the amount of argument that the Chair desires to hear 
upon a point of order is within the discretion of the Chair, and 
the Chair is now ready to rule upon the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. If the Chair is ready to rule without 
an argument, of course “the gentleman from Illinois” can not 
prevent the Chair from doing so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled, and, with- 
out objection, the bill will be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill that has no merit as 
to the major part of the claim. ‘The bill proposes to pay $2,251 
and some odd cents to a man who was postmaster in Ohio during 
the first Cleveland Administration. It is barely possible that 
a new Democratic Administration, endeavoring to cut down the 
expenses of the Government, declined to make a sufficient allow- 
ance for clerk hire in that post-office. A Republican Congress 
is now asked, after this lapse of time, to appropriate the money 
for a Democratie officeholder which the Democratic Administra- 
tion refused to provide for. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman sure that was a Demo- 
cratic official? 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, in the midst of the demand 
for Democratic plunder at that time this gentleman was ap- 
pointed by President Cleveland as postmaster at this town. I 
do not think it admits of any question of doubt as to his policy. 
but, whatever that may be, they have now asked the Post-Oflice 
Department for its judgment. Mind you, this is not one of the 
cases where a little town sprung up rapidly, as it did at Crip- 
ple Creek or some other claims that are on the Calendar here. 
This is a case of a town where a request was made for additional 
salary and for additional clerk hire. It was passed upon by 
the Department upon its merits. His salary was increased to 

2.400 2 year, and clerk-hire allowance was made of $1,372.22 
a year. It seems now that the average clerk-hire salary al- 
lowance at that time would be a little bit greater, and the De- 
partment, which has given full consideration to this case in the 
report to the Committee on Claims on the subject, recommends 
the allowance of $650.55, while the committee, in that exuberant 
desire to grant what anybody asks, brings in a bill for more 
than $2,200. Is there to be no attention paid to the facts in 
these cases? Is the mere fact that a Member of Congress is 
working for a claim, and polls probably each member of the 
committee before it meets, a sufficient reason for taking this 
money out of the Treasury? The committee recommends $2,250 
be paid now. 

Mr. WALDO. I suggest a discussion of the merits or de- 
merits of the committee is not a discussion of this claim, and 
the gentleman ought to be called to order. He las no business 
to make such a statement. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well 

Mr. WALDO. He intimates that the committee desires to 
throw away the money of the United States on an improper 
claim. He has no business to make any such statement here. 
[Cries of Right!“ ] I want to give notice now, if this thing 
is to be continued by members of the committee, I desire to 
tender my resignation, and I will not act upon it any more if 
such talk as that is allowed. [Cries of “ Vote!“ . 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not to be led into making a 
statement through any hasty matter of temper. No word that 
the gentleman can say to me will lead me to say anything that 
reflects upon the Committee on Claims or the members of the 
Committee on Claims. The gentleman can not through taunts 
lead me to say anything hasty upon that subject. I have great 
consideration both for the gentleman himself and for the other 
members of the Committee on Claims, and for the committee as 
a whole; but I have not yet reached the point where I consider 
any committee of the House when it presents a bill before the 
House is to be considered as being without possibility of an 
error, and if any gentleman is in that condition to refuse to 
permit a report to be criticised, because he is too touchy, he had 
better resign from the committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I address myself to the merits of the 
ease. Here is a report from the Department suggesting that 
possibly—that possibly—there should be allowed the sum of 
$650. I defy the gentlemen on the committee to give any good 
reason for bringing a bill here appropriating $2,250. [Cries of 
„Vote! ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MILLER. In justice to the committee I want to say just 
a word [Cries of “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. MILLER. In justice to the committee I desire to just 
state this: That claimant was postmaster of the town of Find- 
lay, Ohio, at the time of the discovery of oil and gas in that 
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community. Immediately the population of that town of Find- 
lay increased more than three times, and the business of the 
post- otlice increased within less than a year from $7,147.46 to 
$19,269.40. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. MILLER (continuing). And notwithstanding this enor- 
mous increase this postmaster had to pay money out of his 
own pocket for clerk hire, paying $3,862.32, and there is now 
due him a balance of $2,251.28 that he paid out of his own 
pocket. We ask that he shall be paid back this sum, and we 
do not care whether the man was a Democrat or a Republican. 
[Cries of “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. By reason of the increase of receipts at 
this office, was not the postmaster allowed additional clerk 
hire during this time under the regulation of the Department? 
And does not Perry S. Heath, First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, in a letter addressed to your committee dated Washington, 
January 29, 1900, say: “As the Department did not have then, 
and does not have now, authority to make allowances for the 
local work of a third-class post-office, Mr. Hammaker’s claim 
for clerk hire prior to July 1, 1887, should not be considered?” 

Mr. MILLER. Yes; and they did not make any appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And further than that, does it not show 
that the clerical allowance which was $540 up to July 1, 1887, 
was increased thereafter, as your own report shows? 

Mr. MILLER. And the Department in addition to that made 
an allowance, in this same report, of $650, the very same report 
the gentleman refers to. ~ 

Mr. STAFFORD. And if this should be done in this case, 
there are thousands of offices where there should be a cor- 
responding allowance. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 


DAVID C. HAYNES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9298) for the relief of 
the estate of David C. Haynes, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $1,349.99 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Sg | not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay to the legal representatives of David C. Haynes, a 
deceased contractor, for services rendered by the said Haynes in trans- 
porting the United States mails in the State of Texas prior and up to 
the ist day of June, 1891. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Claims 
were read, as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4 of the bill strike out the words “ three hundred and 
forty-nine dollars and ninety-nine” and insert In lieu thereof the words 
“and twelve dollars and fifty.” 


In line 7 therein strike out the words“ legal representatives” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ heirs at law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. As many as favor agreeing to the amend- 
ments will say “aye;” those opposed “no.” The ayes appear 
to have it—the ayes have it, and the amendments are agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Cha 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that 
the gentleman from Illinois rose in time and addressed the 
Chair before the vote was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair intended to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Illinois and does now recognize him. The gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the bills which I 
have had some doubt about. There are a number of them upon 
this Calendar which are for the payment of claims of star-route 
contractors for services rendered practically after the civil war 
commenced; after various of the States had seceded. 2 

Mr. MILLER. If the gentleman from Illinois will allow me, 
not after the war commenced. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Kansas will allow me—— 

Mr. MILLER. I will allow the gentleman if he will state 
the facts, but I will not allow him to make misstatements be- 
fore this committee. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Illinois is not engaged in 
making misstatements. 

Mr. MILLER. He does make a misstatement if he says this 
was after the war commenced, and he knows it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Both gentlemen must be in order. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman refers to the formal opening 
of the war, that may be a matter of question; but the real war 


between the States commenced before the Ist day of June, 1861; 
and much as I should delight to yield to the gentleman for in- 
struction, I do not ask him for his knowledge of history on that 
point. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. This bill is for services rendered be- 
fore the 3ist of March, 1861. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The bill says: 

For services rendered by the said Haynes in transporting the United 
1 in the State of Texas prior and up to the Ist day of 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. The bill carries no appropriation for 
any services rendered after the 31st of March, 1861. 

[Cries of “ Vote.”] 

Mr. MANN. Then the bill ought to be corrected. I will say 
to gentlemen that I do not think they will expedite matters by 
being discourteous in this way. I understand my rights. Is 
it the policy of the Government to pay to these contractors, if 
they were disloyal to the Government during the war, money 
which otherwise would have been due to them? 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Illinois 
asks that question of me, I desire to answer that these men were 
loyal to the Government and were rendering service to the Gov- 
ernment for which they have never been paid. As to whether 
they afterwards became disloyal or not is a question that I 
care nothing about. I am in favor of this Government paying 
its honest debts to men who were loyal to it at the time the 
service was rendered. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. That is good talk for the hustings and good 
anywhere, I may say to the gentleman. He never says anything 
that is not good; but if this had been a piece of property belong- 
ing to this man and had been seized by the Government of the 
United States, then he would have no claim against the Govern- 
ment unless he proved his loyalty. In what does the distinc- 
tion exist between services and property? 

Mr. MILLER. If the gentleman will allow me, the distinc- 
tion is this: If this had been property and had been taken, it 
would have been taken during the war. It could not have 
been taken at any other time. Now, the service was rendered 
before the beginning of the war. 

Mr. MANN. It may be considered as having been taken dur- 
ing the war. If this man was disloyal to the Government, any 
claim which he had against the Government, unless I am mis- 
taken, lapsed, and he has no right to assert it. In order to 
assert a claim against the Government he must prove his loy- 
alty, and if he had commenced a suit in the Court of Claims he 
would be required to prove his loyalty. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am inclined to think the gentleman from IIIi- 
nois is on a wrong scent in this case, although he is right in 
opposing this bill. 

Mr. MANN. I was endeavoring to obtain information as to 
the law. 

Mr. PAYNE. Perhaps I can give the gentleman a little infor- 
mation. A great many claims of this class have arisen for the 
carrying of the mails in the Confederate States up to June 1, 
1861. Of course hostilities commenced before that time. Texas 
had seceded before that. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York does not under- 
take to correct the gentleman from Kansas in his history, does 
he? He will throw the gentleman from Kansas into hysterics. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that the Con- 
federate States took up this matter early in the history of that 
government. They made an appropriation of $750,000 to pay 
the claims, and Postmaster-General Regan paid five or six 
hundred thousand dollars of that money on claims of this kind. 
The gentleman when he came to Congress had forgotten all 
about it. One of the most pathetic things that ever occurred 
was his effort to remember that he had paid out- this money. 
The Government of the United States got hold of the book and 
they found that the book showed that he had paid out of this 
appropriation five or six hundred thousand dollars. That book 
when it came into the possession of the United States was muti- 
lated; a large number of pages had been cut out, but the re- 
maining pages showed to whom the money was paid. 

Of course the pages cut out did not show what claims had 
been paid. Claims came in, and under the law these claims 
were met by evidence that they had been paid, by evidence from 
the Confederate books, Although honorable gentlemen came 
in and swore that they had never received any pay on account 
of the claims before that book was discovered, it was shown 
afterwards that they had received money for those claims. 
After the book was discovered all claims had been cleaned up 
which the claim agents could find. Some gentleman in another 
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branch of Congress introduced a resolution that the Post-Office 
Department should report the contents of the book to Congress. 
That was a few years ago. All the Post-Office officials could do 
was to report a copy of the book, at the same time saying that it 
had been mutilated. Since that time a number of claims had 
passed both Houses and become laws. They are claims not 
enumerated on the pages that remain in the book, but whether 
on the pages that have been e:iminated for some purpose or 
other or not it does not appear. 

The committee ought not to bring in any claim and recom- 
mend it unless they have the most positive proof that the claim 
has not been paid; proof that establishes the fact beyond any 
dispute, in order to protect the Government of the United States. 
I have looked over the reports made in two or three cases, and 
I have failed to discover the proof in any of the cases, and there- 
fore I think the payment should not be made. The service 
was rendered largely before the war, the Confederate States 
paid for it, and the men are not entitled to payment twice, and 
if this individual case was paid he ought not to be paid twice. 
It is a fact that his name does not appear on the book, but 
whether it appeared on the mutilated pages or not I do not 
know. I can not discover in the report or in the papers any evi- 
dence showing that he has not been paid. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, now that the gentleman from 

New York has furnished the gentleman from Illinois with in- 
formation along that line, I want to furnish him with a little 
along another line. This bill, whatever it may provide for the 
payment of this claim, the facts are that the services were ren- 
dered prior to March 31, 1861, as this report shows. Fort Sum- 
ter was fired on April 12, 1861, and the President’s proclamation 
was issued on the 15th day of April, 1861, nearly half a month 
after the services were rendered. 
_ Now, as to the question of proof. The committee has before 
it aflidayits, all that it was possible to get, in reference to this 
matter. The mutilated records in the Treasury Department do 
not show that the claim was paid. The affidavits before the 
committee show that the claim was never paid, and the record 
in the Post-Office Department shows that this amount of money 
is now standing to the credit of this gentleman, showing that the 
Government of the United States has never paid it, and so I 
say that it ought to be paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


P. S. CORBETT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1894) for the relief of 
P. S. Corbett. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the accounts of P. S. Corbett, formerly 
United States marshal for the State of Nevada, be readjusted by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and the said Secretary is hereby directed to 
allow and credit to the said Corbett, under the head of “ Fees and ex- 
penses of marshals, United States courts, 1883 and 1884,” the sum of 
1533.64 now charged against said Corbett on the books of the 
‘Treasury Department. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, 
most of these bills have been read one time. Is it necessary that 
they should be read a second time in full? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of opinion that they come up 
under a different rule of procedure. Many of them contain dif- 
ferent items, and it would be difficult for a person to recall the 
former reading. The Chair will hold that each bill should be 
read as it is called up. 

The question is on laying the bill aside with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not see how anybody can 

defend this bill. Of course I know it will pass. It is a Senate 

bill. The amount will be taken out of the Treasury of the 

United States. 

Mr. MILLER. 
question? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER. Does this bill require an appropriation of any 
kind? I want to call the gentleman's attention to the fact that 
it is simply for squaring the accounts of this man, who is dead, 
and it does not require a dollar from the Treasury of the United 
States. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, when I said it would take money 
out of the Treasury of the United States I meant exactly what 
I said, though possibly not in the exact language of putting the 
hands in and taking the cash out. In fact I never have known 

people to do it in exactly that way. The Government of the 

United States has a claim against this man which is in process 

of collection. What are the facts? The man—or his bondsman 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
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or his heirs; I don’t remember now—desires relief. This man 
wants a claim paid to him on this basis, and let the gentleman 
understand it: In the old Territory of Nevada the United 
States marshal was allowed double mileage. Where marshals 
elsewhere were allowed 10 cents a mile for coming with the 
prisoner, this marshal was allowed 20 cents a mile in the Ter- 
ritory of Nevada. The reasons were good. Travel was difficult 
and expensive. There was good reason for allowing him 20 
cents a mile. He was directed to bring a man from California 
to Washington. He came here with three in his party, not 
traveling in Nevada, but traveling all the way from California 
or Nevada to Washington. He was paid by the Government 10 
cents a mile for three different persons for that trip, a very 
profitable trip for him to make. His cost did not equal 5 cents 
a mile. The Government already has paid him a profit on that 
transaction, and now they want the Government, because he 
happens to be a marshal in Nevada, to pay him 20 cents a mile 
all the way there and back again for three people for bringing 
a man down here to testify. Upon what basis can such a claim 
be maintained? If he were legally entitled to it he would have 
received it, but the Comptroller held that, although he was al- 
lowed double mileage within the Territory of Nevada, he was 
not allowed double mileage this side of there. He received his 
full 10 cents a mile for all the distance between Nevada and 
Washington and back again and 20 cents a mile for the distanee 
traveled in the Territory of Nevada. Now he wants 20 cents a 
mile for the distance between Nevada and this capital. On 
what basis can such a claim be sustained? 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not want this record to 
go out with the statement such as has been made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois without any denial of it. The Congress of 
the United States in 1899 passed a law for the purpose of squar- 
ing the accounts of this same marshal, but under that law, 
because they had used certain words in reference to extraordi- 
nary expenses, the Comptroller of the Currency held that he 
could not swear his accounts. The Attorney-General of the 
United States, Benjamin H. Brewster, approved this bill, and I 
want to read just what he says in relation to it: 

These expenses were incurred by an officer of the United States who 
endeavored in good faith to carry out the instructions imparted to 
him. I desire, therefore, if proper, to have this account of expenses 
allowed under section 837. If you adhere, however, to the decision 
that $2 is the maximum expense for each day that can be officially 
allowed in his case, then I request that the account of Mr. Corbett 
may be sent to this department that steps may be taken to have the 
account approved as an extraordinary expense. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman know that under the act 
of 1899 the expenses that were recommended by Attorney-Gen- 
eral Brewster haye been paid, and that it is the balance that 
was never recommended by him that this bill proposes to pay? 

Mr. MILLER. Oh no; it is the entire amount recommended 
by Attorney-General Brewster. 

Mr, MANN. Does not the gentleman know that part of this 
money was paid under the act of 1899? 

Mr. MILLER. A part was paid under that act, and because 
the Comptroller of the Currency was not willing to recommend 
the whole amount, this act was desired. I desire further to say 
that the bondsmen of this man are all dead with the exception 
of one, and he is an old man over 80 years old, without any 
property. I do not know of any reason for trying to keep this 
any longer before the country. It ought to have been settled 
long ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a fayorable recommendation. 


JOHN B. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15594) for the relief of John B. Brown. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims be, and the same is 
hereby. authorized and directed to entertain jurisdiction in the Indian 
depredation claims Nos. 4997 and 8639, filed in the Court of Claims 
during the terms of 1890 and 1891 and during the November term, 
1892, without reference to the 3 of John B. Brown, of San 
Antonio, Tex., now deceased, who originally filed said claims; and for 
the purposes of said action, based on said claims, said John B. Brown 
shall be asstimed to have been a citizen of the United States at the date 
of said Indian depredation; the proof of loss and evidence in the case 
haying been printed by the order of the court to which reference is 
made, which proof shows there is nothing wanting to give the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction except the question of citizenship. 


Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a fayorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if I remember this bill correctly, 
it is an endeayor to make a citizen out of a man because he had 
yoted a number of times. That is the case, is it not? 

Mr. BURLESON. Not solely upon the ground that he had 
voted several times. 
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Mr. PAYNE. So far as proof is concerned, he is not a citizen. 

Mr. BURLESON. So far as proof is concerned, I think it is 
conclusive he was. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I have got hold of the right case. 
There was no proof the man was a citizen, except he had voted. 
He stated that he had been naturalized at two different places, 
but that his naturalization papers had been burned up; and 
when they came to search the records at each of those places 
they could not find any such naturalization papers. In order to 
have standing in the court he was required to be a citizen of 
the United States, because this is an Indian depredation claim. 
Now, that is the thing in a nutshell. The question is whether a 
man can avail himself of the privilege of citizenship simply 
because he voted but was never naturalized. When they went 
to the place where he said he was naturalized they found the 
records did not show it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman did not 
state nearly all the facts in the case; it is much stronger in this 
ease, The gentleman is correct as far as he has gone, but he 
could go a good deal further. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill 

Mr. BURLESON. I would like to make a short statement 
about the matter. The parties at interest here are the heirs of 
John B. Brown, who was a native of Scotland. He came to this 
country in 1837, being about 22 years of age. He remained in 
Virginia for a short while and then went to Texas, at a time 
when it was a republic. He remained in Texas until he was 
past 80 years of age, and long after he had filed this suit against 
the Government, occasioned by Indian depredation committed 
against his property, the issue of his citizenship was raised. 
Under the act of March 3, 1891, the fact of citizenship was made 
a jurisdictional issue, or, rather, a jurisdictional fact. This 
worthy man had in the meantime grown old and his memory had 
failed him. His house had been destroyed by fire, and not- 
withstanding he stated under oath that he had been naturalized, 
he was unable to state where he had taken out his naturalization 
papers. There is no question of these facts; he had held office 
in Texas; he had presided as a judge of elections; a certificate 
for land as a citizen of Texas had been issued to him, and as a 
citizen of the republic of Texas a patent to the land had been 
issued to him. Under the laws of Texas every man who was 
in Texas during the days of the republic and rendered service 
during that period became a citizen of the republic of Texas, and 
under the enabling act admitting Texas to the Union every man 
“who was a citizen of the republic of Texas became a citizen of 
the United States. I do not have the least doubt of this man’s 
citizenship. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill carries not a single dollar of appro- 
priation. A gentleman near me has intimated that there are 
millions of dollars involved if this bill becomes law. I feel sure 
he is mistaken. As a matter of fact there is not one dollar of 
appropriation carried in the bill, only the right to sue in court. 

Mr. PAYNE. What gentleman? 

Mr. BURLESON. Well, not you, but somebody around here 
on this side. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Another gentleman. 

Mr. BURLESON. Some gentleman near me intimated it. I 
want to state that citizenship, as I understand it, is the only 
question that has been raised against the plaintiffs who assert 
this claim in the Court of Claims against the Government. The 
issue of citizenship was not raised until this honest old Scotch- 
man, this Texan, this worthy citizen of the Republic of Texas, 
had grown so old that his memory was failing him, and, Mr. 
Chairman, I contend that an honest Government should not un- 
dertake to raise or insist on any such technicality. I believe 
these people have a just and virtuous claim, and I am pro- 
foundly astounded at the distinguished gentleman from New 
York in raising this objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am not acquainted 
with the facts regarding this particular individual citizenship, 
but I do know something about the claims arising out of Indian 
depredations that are made by persons asserting that they were 
citizens of the United States at the time of the depredations. 
There is to-day a statute under which persons who were citi- 
zens and whose property has been destroyed by Indians in 
amity with the United States can go to the Court of Claims. A 
few years ago a bill was reported to this House by one of its 
committees which permitted persons, regardless of their citizen- 
ship at the time of the depredation and regardless of whether 
the Indians were in amity with the United States, to prosecute 
claims for the destruction of property. My recollection is that 
the attorney of the United States in charge of those cases 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman let me make a 
suggestion? : 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Just one minute, please. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not think the gentleman is dis- 
cussing the real case. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman may not think I am, but 
I believe I am, and the attorney-general of the United States 
in charge of the Indian depredation claims stated that if that 
bill were enacted into law, it would vitalize claims amounting to 
something like, as I recall, $10,000,000. Whether this case is 
one of that class I am unable to say. 

Mr. BURLESON. It is not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do know a great many men, who as- 
serted that they were citizens of the United States, either 
through failure of memory or lapse of time or for some other 
peculiar reason were unable to point out the particular place at 
which they were naturalized. They have been knocking at the 
doors of Congress ever since in an effort to obtain a legal stand- 
ing given so as to enable them to go into the Court of Claims, 
which they can not do now under the general law. 

[Cries of “ Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and it was so ordered. 


WEST POINT, KY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6602) providing for the 
payment of claims growing out of the Army maneuvers at West 
Point, Ky., in 1903. 

Mr. MANN. That bill was ordered laid on the table. That 
was the bill that passed the House 

Mr. MILLER. Some days ago, as an amendment to the Army 
appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair’is informed that this bill has 
never been acted upon. 

Mr. MANN. The bill was recommended to be reported back 
and laid upon the table. 

Mr. MILLER. That bill was adopted as an amendment to the 
Army appropriation bill some days ago, and it has already 
passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. My understanding at that time was that 
that action was not to be taken, but that the action can be taken 
at this time on the bill. 

Mr. MILLER. Let the bill be passed without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid 
aside with a recommendation that it lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH CABLE COMPANY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7028) for the relief of 
the Postal Telegraph Cable Company. 7 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Whereas the Postal Telegraph Cable Company rendered telegraph 
service to the Post-Office Department from July 1, 1889, to June 30, 
1893, during which period the bills of the company were properly ren- 
dered, with a protest against the rate fixed by the Postmaster-General 
attached, and the same was disallowed and returned with the vouchers, 
owing to the accompanying protest; and 

Whereas the rate fixed by the Postmaster-General was subsequently 
declared illegal by the United States Court of Claims and the protest 
filed with the bills sustained. Pending the decision of the Court of 
Claims suficient time elapsed as to place this claim beyond the juris- 
diction of that court: Therefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay tọ the Postal Telegraph Cable 
Company, a corporation incorporated under the laws of the State of 
New York, having its principal office at No. 253 Broadway, New York 
City, the sum of $2,155.19, for telegraph service rendered to the Post- 
Office Department from July 1, 1889, to June 30, 1893. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that we take up the 
Senate bill which is on this Calendar, in place of the House bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tileman from Kansas [Mr. MILLER] that action be taken upon the 
Senate bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that it be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the report on this bill states that 
a similar claim of the Western Union Telegraph Company 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
will suspend. The bill has not been read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the Senate bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as I was saying, the report says. 
a similar claim of the Western Union Telegraph Company, aris- 
ing from the same cause, was decided by the Court of Claims 
on November 22, 1897, in favor of the claimant. Pending the 


decision of the Court of Claims sufficient time elapsed to place 
this claim beyond the jurisdiction of the court in the decision af 
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the Court of Claims in the case of the Western Union Telegraph 
Company. The rate of toll upon the claim referred to in the 
bill now under consideration was adjudged to be fair and rea- 
sonable. I do not think the Committee on Claims intended to 
mislead the House, but I leave it to anyone who heard the read- 
ing of this report if he would not think that the Court of Claims 
had considered and decided a claim against the Government. 
And yet I find in the report itself a statement that the decision 
of the Court of Claims was one by agreement between the par- 
ties, without any consideration by the court whatever, and a 
finding by the court upon an agreement between counsel is not 
entitled to any respect so far as a decision of the law is con- 
cerned. We would suppose from the report of the committee 
that the Court of Claims, having decided the Western Union 
case as a matter of law, that the Postal Telegraph Company as 
a matter of law was entitled to this decision. But the Court of 
Claims decided nothing as a matter of law. It had referred the 
case in the Court of Claims to Perry Heath as a referee, and 
the whole action that was taken in the case was by agreement 
of counsel upon the facts in that case and entitled to no credit 
so far as the law points are concerned. 

Now, there is nothing in the report in this case.to show how 
they arrive at this amount. This is a proposition to pay for tele- 
grams sent out by the Post-Office Department. There is a long 
communication in the report, which is lengthy, but not a line 
from the Post-Office Department to indicate whether this claim 
ought to be paid or the amount of the claim ought to be paid. 
Upon what does the gentleman base the claim? Upon the 
sum claimed by the telegraph company? The Post-Office De- 
partment would be able to verify the figures; but the Post-Office 
Department has not been asked to say what should be the 
amount, even if we allowed the claim. In this case the Post- 
master-General fixed the rate for telegraphing, as he does from 
year to year. The Western Union and the Postal Telegraph 
Company claim that the rate was too low. The Western Union 
Company filed a claim against the Government. The Adminis- 
tration changed. That distinguished gentleman, Perry Heath, 
who has been connected with various articles in the newspapers 
of somewhat savory tone, was appointed as referee to decide the 
case. He came to the conclusion that, upon no findings which 
were made or shown, the Western Union Company ought to 
be paid the extra amount. I do not criticise his opinion. 
There is nothing to indicate what it is based upon. The record 
in the court was made wholly by agreement of counsel, and not 
the slightest thing indicated that upon the merits of the case 
the Western Union had any claim; and there is nothing in this 
report to show that even if the Western Union had the most 
yalid claim the Postal Telegraph Company has any claim at all. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I would like to ask the gentleman during 
how long a period these claims had accumulated along between 
the first and the last of these claims? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Three or four years. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I would like to know why they were not ad- 
justed from year to year? 

Mr. WALDO. It was agreed between the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and this company that these claims should await the de- 
cision of the Western Union case. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. And the Post-Office Department refused to 
pay any more than was agreed to be paid from time to time? 

Mr. WALDO. The Government refused to pay except at the 
minimum rate; but it was left with the Postmaster-General, and 
he held they were entitled to this additional amount, and the 
Western Union was paid, but the Postal Telegraph Company 
never did receive pay. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Did the Postmaster-General agree to re- 
serve the question as to whether the Postal Telegraph Com- 
pany should be paid? 

Mr. WALDO. It is claimed that that was done. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I do not believe that any person rendering 
service from time to time ought to make greater claims for 
the service than is right, and then at the end come in and ask 
additional compensation, when apparently he was satisfied with 
the compensation fixed at the time that the service was rendered. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My understanding is that this claim is 
one for additional pay; that the Postmaster-General fixed a 
rate against which the telegraph companies protested earnestly ; 
that the Postmaster-General acted arbitrarily, and subsequently 
the same rate was fixed for the Western Union Company. Then 
the Western Union Company went into court in an action to 
determine between the ruinous and confiscatory rate fixed by the 
Postmaster-General and what they believed to be a reasonable 
rate, and that the Post-Office Department and the Postal Com- 
pany agreed that the Postal Company should abide the suit of 
the Western Union and the Government; and when that com- 
pany was successful and recovered the difference between the 


confiscatory rate fixed by the Postmaster-General and the 
reasonable rate, the Postal Company asks that it be paid for 
the same kind of service in the same way as the Western Union 
Company was paid. That is the case as I understand. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Was the Postal Telegraph. Company 
obliged to continue a service which it regarded as confiscatory ? 

Mr. MILLER. It certainly was. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Could it not have discontinued the service 
if the compensation was not satisfactory? 

Mr. MILLER. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, from a somewhat hasty read- 
ing of the report I observe that Postmaster-General Wana- 
maker fixed the rate at 1 mill per word, on the ground that 
the company was charging that rate to large corporations at 
the same time, and that the company showed the Postmaster- 
General that that information was not correct. That was one 
of the points litigated in the Western Union suit. The West- 
ern Union recovered for the rate claimed by the Postal com- 
pany, and the papers show that the Postal company was to 
receive the same rate, as the result of the litigation, or the 
arbitration, whatever it was, that the Western Union company 
received. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York does not mean 
to say that the rate was really fixed at 1 mill per word? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is what I understand from a hasty read- 
ing of what Mr. Wanamaker said; but whatever that rate was 
that Mr. Wanamaker fixed, whether it was 1 mill per word or 
otherwise, he fixed that rate because he said he understood 
that that was the rate paid by large corporations to these 
telegraph companies for similar service. It turned out that 
his information was incorrect—that they were getting a larger 
rate from the large corporations. 

Mr. MANN. He claimed, up to the end, that he was correct, 
and that he had fixed a rate above the rate that large corpora- 
tions paid. 

Mr. PAYNE. He claimed that, but the proof was otherwise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I did not hear very dis- 
tinctly the statements of the gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber in an expression of their views, but after looking at 
this report of the Committee on Claims for a moment, it occurs 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that if the allegations of the report are 
true—and I do not hesitate to accept them as being the truth— 
that the Court of Claims in the Western Union case have passed 
on exactly the items claimed in this bill. The Court of Claims 
decided the charges to be reasonable and just. It seems that 
the Postmaster-General had occasion to make a contract in 1889 
in which he limited the charges of the Western Union and 
Postal Telegraph companies for certain public services to 1 mill 
per word. That was not deemed by these companies to be fair, 
just, and reasonable. The matter was adjudicated on the part 
of the Western Union Telegraph Company and the rate decided 
to be so unreasonably low that the company could not earn a 
fair profit and make expenses at the rate of 1 mill per word, 
and the Court of Claims held that the charge that they claimed 
was reasonable and just, and so allowed it. Now, the Postal 
Telegraph Company comes up, the Western Union Company hay- 
ing already been paid, with the same claim, the same items, under 
the same contract, under the same conditions, and if that state- 
ment contained in the report is admitted by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann], it seems to me that this is a just and fair 
claim, and that it ought to be paid, and we ought not to con- 
sume further time on it. I was simply taking the statement of 
the report of the Committee on Claims and nothing else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to 
be reported to the House 8 a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed t 

Accordingly the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a fayorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the House bill of 
like character (H. R. 7028) is still on the Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER. In the House we will ask that that lle on the 
table. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the House bill 
will be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
lie on the table. 3 

There was no objection. 


PAY DIRECTOR E. B. ROGERS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2262) for the relief of 
Pay Director E. B. Rogers, United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay, out of any mon in the Treasur, FB se other- 
wise appropriated, to B. Rogers, pay director, United Navy, 
the sum o 81.000 said sum to be a payment in full for at losses 0 
personal property incurred by him by reason of the destruction by fire 
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of the Windsor House, at Yokohama, Japan, on the morning of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1886. 

Mr. MANN. 
acted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that it might be well 
to act on the Senate bill, and lay the House bill on the table, 
or let the House lay it on the table. 

Mr. MILLER. I move to lay this bill aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the bill S. 2262 was ordered to be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a fayorable recommendation. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I move that the House bill 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER. We will ask that in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the House may 
properly lay the House bill on the table. 


M. A. PHELPS AND JOHN W. RENNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12009) for the relief of the heirs at law of M. A. Phelps and 
the heirs at law of John W. Renner. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $416.20 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated from any money in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated, to be paid into the registry of the 
United States district court in bankruptcy for the southern district of 
Ohio, western division, to be used and disposed of under the direction 
of the United States district judge in Cincinnati, Ohio, to be applied 
in the payment of final dividends as follows: In case No. 1100 in bank- 
ruptey in said United States district court in the matter of the in- 
voluntary eae ee of Benjamin Homans, jr., to the personal repre- 
sentatives of M. A. Phelps, deceased, $315; to the personal representa- 
tives of John W. Renner, $101.20; said amounts having en, by 
een LEATS paid the assistant treasurer of the United States at 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this bill proceeds upon the theory 
that certain money was paid under a misapprehension. The 
bill says “said amount having been by misapprehension paid the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at Cincinnati, Ohio.” 
The fact is that this is an old claim in bankruptcy which some 
attorney has dug up, as appears by what the clerk of the court 
says upon the subject. I respectfully suggest that there was 
no misapprehension whatever in regard to that deposit. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me? 

Mr. MANN. I always allow the gentleman anything he wants. 

Mr. MILLER. What the gentleman from Illinois states is 
absolutely true, that it was under no misapprehension. The 
clerk was compelled under the law to turn the money into the 
Treasury of the United States, and the only way that it can be 
got out and paid to the men to whom it rightfully belongs is by 
this method. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman haying admitted that the bill 
passed his scrutinizing eye with something in it that ought not 
to be in it, permit me to call his attention to something else 
in regard to it. Here was a bankruptcy estate, and a time was 
provided for filing claims and proving up claims. More than 
thirty years have elapsed since that time has passed, and no 
effort has eyer been made to prove those claims in the bank- 
_ ruptey case. Now comes the record in the case showing that 

because an attorney found there was a surplus of funds in the 
bankrupt estate, and under the law, no one appearing to claim 
those funds, they were turned into the Treasury of the United 
States, and the attorney goes up and digs out these claims 
which were rightfully filed but never have been proved up, and 
comes before the Congress of the United States and says that 
these claims ought to be paid out of this surplus fund, thirty 
years after they had been abandoned, without any proof what- 
ever that the people ever had valid claims against the bank- 
rupt estate. 

I do not believe that the gentleman from Kansas, even with 
an assurance made on his part, can hardly persuade himself that 
if he had his way about it he would recommend the payment of 
such a claim. 

Mr. MILLER. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois, I de- 
sire to call the gentleman’s attention, for the purpose of informa- 
tion only, to what is stated by the clerk of courts for the pur- 
pose of showing that this matter had not been settled for thirty 
years. He said: 

In reply you are res 
was filed by Benjamin 


A similar House bill has already been favorably 


tfully informed that a petition in bankruptcy 
omans, jr., No. 1100, September 13, 1869. aid 
matter was prosecuted from time to time, and deposits were made to 
meet certain claims that had been adjudicated up to May 24, 1901, when 
it . to the court that a balance in said matter of $834.41 had 
been in the registry since May 16, 1888, being for more than ten years, 
the same was 5 with the assistant treasurer at this place to the 
credit of the United States. 


Mr. MANN. I said that the claims were thirty years old. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 
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The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

FRANKLIN PATTERSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3462) for the relief of Franklin Patterson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States of America be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, out of 
any pate not otherwise appropriated, to pay to Franklin Patterson, 
of Atlantic Highlands, N. J., the sum of didos, said payment when 
made to in full satisfaction of the claim of said Franklin Patter- 
son, as an applying creditor, and also as care taker of the property 
levied upon, and also to be in full satisfaction of all interest, costs, 
and expenses, under a certain attachment issued on the 4th day of 
September, A. D., 1891, out of the inferior court of common pleas of 
the county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, at the suit of 
Eusebius W. Arrowsmith, jr., plaintiff, against The Pneumatic Dyna- 
mite Gun Company, defendant, and levied upon the said Pneumatic Dy- 
namite Gun Company plant, on the United States reservation at Sandy 
Hook, N. J., which plant was afterwards purchased by the United’ 
States of America while still subject to the lien of said attachment ; 
said claim, although prior to the title of the United States of America 
to said property, being still unpaid, although the plaintiff has been 
settled with and said Franklin Patterson and Frederick Parker, the 
duly appointed auditor in said attachment, having been enjoined and 
prevented from selling said plant on the ground that the same was a 
necessary part of the defenses of the city of New York and that there 
was no appropriation for the payment of said claim, but said plant 
having been afterwards, to wit, in the year 1902, condemned by the 
Unit States of America as no longer useful, and having been sold 
by the United States of America to a private individual or corporation 
for the sum of $20,000 or thereabouts, which has been paid into the 
‘Treasury of the United States, and the said United States of America 
having prevented the said Franklin Patterson from making sale of 
said plant so attached, although the said injunction from selling the 
same was dissolved by the United States circuit court for the district 
of New Jersey on the 2ist day of July, A. D. 1902, and the United 
States of America having allowed the purchaser of said goods and 
chattels so attached to remove and dispose of the same without first 
paying and satisfying the said claim of said Franklin Patterson. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from the date of its passage. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

On page 1, line 7, erase words “one thousand nine hundred and 
ninety-two” and substitute therefor the words one thousand one 
hundred and forty-eight.” 

On page 1, line 9, erase word “as” and words “and also as.“ 

On page 1, line 10, erase words “caretaker of the property levied 
upon and also to be.” 

On page 1, line 11. erase words “interest, costs, and expenses” and 
substitute therefor the words “claim against the United States of 
America.” x 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 


House with a favorable recommendation. 
DELIA B. STUART. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous consent 
to return to Calendar No. 2811, to which a point of order was 
made, and I move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. The Clerk might read the bill agatn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the bill was 
ruled out on a point of order and that it is not now in order to 
move to lay it aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MILLER. I have asked unanimous consent that we may 
now take it up. The point of order against the bill will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is hardly right as to his par- 
liamentary proposition. So far as the bill is concerned, I made 
the point of order that it should come from the Committee on 
War Claims. I happened to miss a minute which I had in 
connection with the bill, having revised my own opinion of the 
bill. I desire, so far as I am concerned, to withdraw the point 
of order, if I may. Simply to present the matter in an or- 
derly way, and I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted 
to withdraw the point of order which was made against the bill, 
and that the bill may be again presented to the committee for 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that proceedings taken under the point of order 
may be vacated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Delia B. Stuart, widow of 
John Stuart, late a private of Company H, Second United States Artil- 


lery, the sum of $150, this sum being due her as the widow of the said 
John Stuart as.a balance of bounty still unpaid. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
L. L. ARRINGTON AND L. S. ARRINGTON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5666) for the relief of 


L.-L. Arrington and L. S. Arrington. : 
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it does not provide in any way for the control of that money ; 
it leaves that money in their hands, and proposes to appro- 
priate out of the Treasury of the United States a sum equal 
to that. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


COPIAH COUNTY, MISS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3518) for the relief of Copiah County, Miss. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to the board of 
supervisors of Copiah County, Miss., the sum of $164.50, in full com- 
pensation for costs incurred sf defending the suit of The United States 
against the board of supervisors of Copiah County and The Virginia 
Bridge and Iron Company in the circuit court of the United States for 
the southern district of Mississt pi, at May term, 1899, held at Jackson, 
Miss., said suit being instituted to enjoin the board of supervisors of, 
Copiah County from constructing a bridge over Pearl River at Rockport. 
Miss., which injunction was dissolved by the court and costs adjudged 
against the United States. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to lay the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi moves 
that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the bill purports to be a bill to 
pay to a county in Mississippi full compensation for the cost in- 
curred by that county in a suit. The fact is a bridge was built 
by that connty across a river in that county. There came a con- 
test between the Government of the United States and the 
county as to the authority of the county to build this bridge. A 
suit was instituted in the United States courts. Before that 
suit was settled the Congress of the United States passed an act 
validating the construction of the bridge. There is no question 
raised but that the suit was properly brought and that the suit 
was in good faith, that the question properly existed, but Con- 
gress afterwards provided that these people should be relieved 
from any trouble by reason of having built the bridge without 
authority. Now, the bill purports to be a bill to pay costs. 
There are no taxed costs in the case. This is not for the pay- 
ment of costs taxed by the court. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Was the bridge built across 
a navigable stream? 

Mr. MANN. It was for a bridge built across a stream which 
the Government claimed was navigable. I do not know what 
the facts may have been about the navigability of it, but the 
fact that Congress afterwards passed an act authorizing the 
structure seemed to assume that Congress took the position that 
it was a navigable stream. Now, even if we were to repay the 
costs there are no taxed costs in the case. Why, whefever the 
Government of the United States has a controversy with some- 
body in a law suit, does it propore to pay, when they settle the 
case, all of the costs, of the attorneys* fees, and the expenses of 
the other party? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If this was not a navigable 
stream, and had not been so declared by the Government, then 
the Government would have been in error in causing the other 
party to be put to that expense. I am advised that the Govern- 
ment never declared it a navigable stream. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is a member of the committee 
that I have the honor to belong to—the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce—and is one of its principal lights, The 
gentleman surely would not for a moment contend that the Goy- 
ernment has to declare that a certain stream is navigable before 
the Government has authority over the construction of bridges 
across that stream; because the Government does not undertake 
to say that certain streams are navigable. That is a question 
of fact, And if the stream be navigable the Government has 
the jurisdiction. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The Government has de- 
clared a great many streams navigable that have never been 
navigable, and the Goyernment does it because of certain poli- 
cies and certain views, and in my opinion the Government has 
never declared that stream navigable. The bridge was prob- 
ably put up there by the State. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether the bridge was properly 
put there or not. That is a matter that never was determined. 
That was in litigation. ‘That was a question that was serious 
enough to attract the attention of the Government of the United 
States and litigation ensued. It is not likely that litigation 
ensued at the suggestion of the United States Government. That 
litigation ensued at the suggestion of the navigation interests, 
and pending that suit, before its determination, Congress author- 
ized the structure. That was a compromise between the two 
litigants. On what theory do we now propose to pay them all 
the expenses, the attorneys’ fees, or anything else that you 


please to name, not taxed against the Government at all? There 
were stenographers’ fees and various fees taxed as costs—just 
the fees that a board of supervisors choose to say they have 
expended or incurred. 

[Cries of “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call fhe attention 
of the committee now to the facts.in this case. This was an 
action commenced by the United States against this county, and 
it was tried and judgment rendered against the Government, 
and the Government took an appeal to the court of appeals. 
Pending that appeal to the court of appeals the Congress of the 
United States legalized the action of that county in building 
the bridge. Judgment had been rendered against the Govern- 
ment for the costs in the case. This committee simply asks 
that the costs of witnesses, $164, be paid. 

[Cries of “ Vote.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and it was so ordered. 

T. J. H. HARRIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6417) for the relief of T. J. H. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (II. R. 6417) for the relief of T. J. H. Harris. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 


hereby is, authorized and directed to 2 of any money in the Treas- 


ury not otherwise appropriated, to . H. Harris, of Union, S. C., 
$341.55, the same being the balance due said T. J. H. Harris for serv- 
ices rendered the United States in enumerating, the population of Union 
County, S. C., in the year 1860. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DELIA B, STUART. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up the Senate bill 2724 that it may be considered now. 
This is a bill for the relief of Delia B. Stuart. . 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the Calendar number? 

Mr. MILLER. Three thousand five hundred and twenty- 
eight. I simply want to ask that the Senate bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation, so I can move to substitute 
it in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate bill be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation, s 

Mr. PAYNE. The House bill has been favorably acted on. 
Is this the Senate bill? 

Mr. MILLER. I ask now that the Senate bill be favorably 
acted upon. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the Calendar number? 

Mr. MILLER. Three thousand five hundred and twenty-eight. 

Mr. MANN. What is the number of the report on the Senate 
bill? 

Mr. MILLER. Four thousand and ninety-four. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is reported from the Committee on War 
Claims, I understand. [Cries of “ Regular order! “] 

Mr. BURLESON. I demand the regular order. 


JOHN HUDGINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. ` 


13357) for the relief of John Hudgins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 13357) for the relief of John Hudgins. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to pay to John Hudgins, of Chillicothe, 
Mo., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $246.57, being the balance due said John Hudgins as late 
contractor on mail route No. 10511. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word “ Chillicothe” and insert the word 
* Mooresville.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

JOHN WALLER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
6104) to reimburse John Waller, late postmaster at Monticello, 
N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying the mails. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6104) to reimburse Jobn Waller, late postmaster at Monti- 
cello, N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying the mails. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to pay to John Waller, late postmaster at Monti- 
cello, N. Y., out of rg da in the highs nage" not otherwise appro- 

2 or 


priated, the sum of $426.25, to reimburse him moneys expended in 
carrying the United States mails and for damages consequent therefrom. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, here is a bill it is claimed that 
the postmaster incurred in order to have the mail carried 
when snow upon the ground prevented trains from running. 
Now, the postmaster incurred bills to the amount of $215. 
Thereupon, it is proposed to pay him $426.25, although the De- 
partment reported against the claim. At the time these claims 
were made the Post-Office Department turned down the claims. 
When the first claim was presented, the postmaster was noti- 
fied that the Government of the United States would not pay 
these bills. He went on incurring claims, and did not stop 
when his bills were disallowed. He did not stop when he was 
notified by the Post-Office Department that he had no authority 
to incur these bills. He went ahead incurring bills. Then, 
having incurred bills for $215 and some expenses, it is true, in 
defending a suit, it is proposed to pay him over $400. It seems 
to me that that is beyond all reason. 

Mr. MILLER. I move that the bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN HUDGINS. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I moye to substitute Senate 
bill 5446 for the House bill just passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate bill 5446 be substituted for the 
Ilouse bill. g 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the Senate bill been reported? 

Mr. MILLER. The Senate bill has been reported. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then this committee has no authority to do 
that. This bill is not in this committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This can be done in the House when this 
bill comes up for passage. Then the Senate bill can be sub- 
stituted. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection at all to that being done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the com- 
mittee should report the Senate bill here with a favorable 
recommendation, 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I beg to ask the 
gentleman’ whether the Senate and House bills are identical? 

Mr. RUCKER. I do not know that I can state that they are 
identical in terms, but they carry the same amount. 

Mr. MANN. The amount is identically the same? 

Mr. RUCKER. Absolutely so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object to its being considered now; if it had 
been reported, I would haye no objection to it. 

Mr. MANN. This is not a substitute. This is simply to re- 
port the Senate bill favorably. 

Mr. GRAHAM. It is on the Calendar, 

Mr. PAYNE. I asked the question if the Senate bill had been 
reported from the committee, meaning the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. So that it is before the Committee of the Whole. 
Mx. MILLER. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states to the gentleman from New 
York that the Senate bill has been reported from the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well, then, I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is pending before the committee at this 
time. 

Mr. MILLER. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on laying the bill aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The question being taken; the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

C. A. BERRY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8365) for the relief of 

C. A. Berry. 


Be it enacted, cete., That there be paid to C. A. Berry, of Casey, Iowa, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $150, being the amount paid by C. A. Berry and J. G. Berry for 
Ruth C. Berry, as shown by cash receipt No. 21616 of the Des Moines, 
lowa, land office, the entry under which said payment was made having 
been canceled, and the said C. A. Berry being the sole heir and legatee 
of the said Ruth C. Berry. 


The bill was ordered to .be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 
GEORGE W. SCHROYER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 16581) for the relief of 
George W. Schroyer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to refund and pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, io George W. Schroyer, of 
Lancaster, Pa.. the sum of $102.30, being duty paid on certain bulbs 
which when received were found to be damaged and worthless, 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


BARCLAY H. WARBURTON. 


Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the point of order raised against the bill (H. R. 3577) for the 
relief of Barclay H. Warburton be reconsidered, and that the 
action of the committee in reference to that bill be vacated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the proceedings taken under the point 
of order raised against the bill H. R. 3577 be vacated. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The point was raised by Mr. Mann, and he 
has decided to withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

ur MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will not insist upon the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. Proceed- 
ings under the point of order are therefore vacated. 


* Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, the bill has already been read. 


I now move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLES 8. BLOOD. 


Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the point of order raised in regard to the bill (H. R. 2702) 
for the relief of Charles S. Blood (Calendar No. 2828) be set 
aside, and that the bill be now considered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Flor- 
ida if that is the bill he spoke to me about? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes; that is the same bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam sorry to say I shall have to object to that. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Then it is of no use for me to make this 
request. 

REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the several bills and amendments to the House 
for its action. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration sundry bills, and 
had directed him to report to the House the bills H. R. 6602 
and H. R. 7028 with recommendation that they lie on the ta- 
ble; also that they had directed him to report the bills H. R. 
2702 and 16166 as having been reported from the Committee 
ou War Claims without jnrisdiction; also that they had directed 
him to report sundry other bills, some with and some without 
amendments, and with the recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to and that the bills as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bills reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House with the recommendation that 
they be referred to the Committee on War Claims—H. R. 2702, 
for the relief of Charles S. Blood, and H. R. 16166, for the re- 
lief of A. J., C. C., and T. W. Hodges—without objection, will 
be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question may be ordered on all bills and amend- 
ments to their final passage. - 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

Mr. MILLER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that on all bills and amendments unobjected to the previous 
question be ordered. : 

Mr. NORRIS. I object. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first 
bill. 

BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE, 


The Clerk reported the first bill reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House, which was the bill (II. R. 6602) providing 
for the payment of certain claims growing out of the Army 
maneuvers at West Point, Ky., in 1903, with the recommendation 
that it lie on the table. 

The recommendation was agreed to. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was the bill (II. R. 7028) for the relief of the Postal 
Telegraph Cable Company, with the recommendation that it lie 
on the table. 

The recommendation was agreed to. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following House bills reported from the Committee of the 

Whole without amendment were severally considered, ordered 
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to be engrossed and read a third time, were read the third 
time, and passed: 

II. R. 8699. A bill for the relief of James A. Carroll; 

H. R. 1371. A bil! to refund to J. Tennant Steeb certain duties 
erroneously paid by him, without protest, on goods of domestic 
production shipped from ‘the United States to Hawaii and there- 
after returned ; 

H. R.9212. A bill fer the relief of Joseph W. I. Kempa, ex- 
ecutor of the last will and testament of William J. Grutza, de- 
“ceased : 

H. R. 1563. A bill for the relief of Matthew J. Davis; 

H. R. 5169. A bill for the relief of W. B. Sutter ; 

H. R. S. A bill for the relief of the Harbison-Walker Company, 
of Pittsburg, Pa.; 

H. R. 2326. A bill fdr the relief of J. W. Bauer and others; 

II. R. 5. A bill to provide for the refunding of certain money, 
etc.; 


oe 


H. R. 9886. A bill for the relief of Henry Hirschberg; 

II. R. 10305. A bill to provide for the repayment of certain 
customs dues; 

H. R. R. 774d. A bill for the relief of Columbia Hospital and Dr. 
A. E. Boozer 

H.R. 17099, A bill to authorize the refund of part of fines im- 
posed on the vessels Sotie R., Mathilda R., and Helen R.; 

II. R. 4271. A bill for the relief of Patrick J. Madden; 

H. R. 4300. A bill for the relief of A. J. Stinson; 
. R. 4299. A bill for the relief of John Stinson ; 
. R. 1050. A bill for the relief of Edwin S. Hall; 
. R. 12840. A bill for the relief of L. Biertempfel ; 
. R. 11676. A bill for the relief of persons who sustained 
rty damage caused by fire at the Rock Island Arsenal; 
. R. 13418. A bill for the relief of W. S. Hammaker ; 
R. 15594. A bill for the relief of John B. Brown; 
. R. 12009. A bill for the relief of the heirs at law of M. A. 
s and the heirs at law of John W. Renner; 
Id. 14232. A bill for the relief of Delia B. Stuart, widow of 
Stuart; 
. R. 3518. A bill for the relief of Copiah County, Miss. ; 
R. 6417. A bill for the relief of T. J. H. Harris; 
K. 
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6104. A bill to reimburse John Waller, late 8 
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8365. A pill for the relief of C. A. Berry; 

H. R. 16581. A bill for the relief of George W. Schroyer; and 

H. R. 3577. A bill for the relief of Barclay H. Warburton. 

The following House bills, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendment, were severally considered, the 
amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, read the third time, and 

ssed : 

2 2 R. 4233. A bill to reimburse the Harpswell Steamboat 
Company, of Portland, Me., for expenses incurred for repairing 
damages sustained by its steamer Sebascodegan in collision 
with the U. S. S. Woodbury. 

H. R. 14381. A bill authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the Holtzer-Cabot Electric Company the 
amount due said company from the Post-Office Department; 

H. R. 5622. 2 bill for the relief of M. D. Wright and Robert 
Neill; 

H. R. 15850. 8 bill for the relief of M. A. Johnson, of Stough- 
ton, Dane County, Wis. ; 

H. R. 18020. A bill for the relief of Snare & Triest (the title 
Was amended) ; 

H. R. 6418. A bill for the relief of T. B. Stackhouse, a deputy 
collector of internal revenue for the district of South Carolina 
during the fiscal year 1894 and 1895; 

H. R. 8727. A bill for the relief of James W. Kenney and the 
Union Brewing Company ; 

H. R. 14464. A bill for the relief of Wiley Corbett; 

H. R. 4629. A bill for the relief of William H. Gowdy; 

H. R. 9298. A bill for the relief of the estate of David C. 
Haynes, deceased (the title was amended) ; 

H. R. 3462. A bill for the relief of Franklin Patterson; 

H. R. 5666. A bill for the relief of L. L. Arrington and L. S. 
Arrington; and 

H. R. 2926. A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Smith. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendment, were severally considered, or- 
dered to be read a third time, were read the third time, and 


passed : 

S. 1236. An act to authorize payment to the Henry Philipps 
Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to and ac- 
cepted, by the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 


S. 538. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader; 
S. 1169. An get for the refund of certain tonnage duties; 


S. 4348. An act for the relief of Augustus Trabing; 

S. 2578. An act for the relief of Alice M. Stafford, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Capt. Stephen R. Stafford; 

S. 5560. An act for the relief of Matthew J. Davis; 

S. 1668. An act for the relief of the administrator of the es- 
tate of Gotlob Groezinger ; 

S. 4860. An act for the relief of Peter Fairley; 

S. 3581. An act providing for the payment to the New York 
Marine Repair Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., of the cost of the 
repairs to the steamship Lindesfarne, necessitated by injuries 
received from being fouled by the U. S. Army transport Crook 
in May, 1900; 

RAE An act for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Sierra, de- 
cea 

S. 503. An act to reimburse James M. McGee for expenses in- 
curred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange; 

S. 1231. An act to reimburse the Becker Brewing and Malting 
Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss resulting from robbery of the 
United States mails; 

S. 2368. An act for the relief of the Postal Telegraph Cable 
Company ; : 

S. 2262. An act for the relief of Pay Director E. B. Rogers, 
United States Navy; and 

S. 5446. An act for the relief of John Hudgins. 

The following Senate bill, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendment, was considered, the amendment 
agreed to, the bill as amended ordered to be read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed: 

S. 4819. An act for the relief of M. A. Johnson. 


P. S. CORBETT. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (S. 1894) for the relief of P. S. Corbett. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will 
be considered a 

Mr. MANN. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
omes The question is on the third reading of the Senate 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Mann) there were—ayes 60, 
noes 3. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. DOVENER by unanimous consent obtained leave to with- 
draty from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Maramon A. Martin, Fifity-eighth Con- 
gress, no adverse report haying been made thereon. 


JOHN HUDGINS. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 13357) for the relief of John Hudgins. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to substitute Senate bill 
5446 for that bill, and move that the House bill do lie upon the 
table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the House 
bill will be laid on the table, and the Senate bill will come up 
when it is reached. 

There was no objection. 

When the bill (S. 5446) for the relief of John Hudgins was 
reached, it was ordered to a third reading, was read a third 
time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman from Kansas is 
recognized. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, we will now go back to the head 
of the Calendar. We have not passed all of the bills recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
House has passed all of the bills recommended. 

Mr. MANN. We went back to the head of the Calendar a long 
time ago. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the various 
votes by which the several bills were passed, and I move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REVENUES AND GOVERNMENT FOR PORTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide 8 and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinauce 
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enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico and approved by the 
President of the United States. 5 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Tur Wire Horse, January 18, 1907. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
LATTA, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of 
Representatives that the President had approyed and signed 
joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 

January 16, 1907: 

H. J. Res. 214. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 
16,000 copies of Senate Document No. 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, 
second session. 

January 17: 

II. R. 189. An act to establish a life-saving station at the Isles 
of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H.; and 

H. R. 21202. An act fixing the time for homestead eutrymen on 
lands embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian Reservi- 
tion to establish residence on same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 
80) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish two 3-inch 
wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, with their carriages, lim- 
bers, and accessories, to the State of South Dakota, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 24478. An act for the relief of citizens of the island of 
Jamaica. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon, WILLIAM B. Bare, late a Senator from the State of Ten- 
nessee. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to 
pay A peT tribute to his high character and distinguished public 
services, = 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

II. R. 24478. An act for the relief of citizens. of the island of 
Jamaica ; 2 

II. R. 19035. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Moore Morgan; 

H. R. 3357. An act granting an honorable discharge to James 
B. Mulford ; ` 

H. R. 8631. An act for the relief of James M. Darling; 

II. R. 10109. An act granting a pension to Neal O'Donnel 
Parks; 

H. R. 19528. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Maddox; and 

H. R. 19462. An act granting an Increase of pension to Emily 
Fox. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint res- 
olution of the following title : 

S. R. 80. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
furnish two 38-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, with 
their carriages, limbers, and accessories, to the State of South 
Dakota. a: 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

II. R. 1249. An act granting a pension to William R. Fulk; 

H. R. 1372. An act granting a pension to Josephine I. Rich- 
mond ; 

H. R. 1500, An act granting a pension to Emily J. Sherman; 

H. R. 1800, An act granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle; 

H. R. 4705. An act granting a pension to Harriet E. Palmer; 

II. R. 10789. An act granting a pension to David Wilborn ; 

H. R. 18677. An act granting à pension to Martin Alphons 
Luther ; 

H. R. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Roschdiantsky ; 

H. R. 562. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Mohn; 

H. R. 600. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver N. 
McLain 


F 
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3 1 85 747. An net granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Smith; ; 
H. R. 1026. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Wilcox; 
H. R. 1060. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Lounsbury ; 
H. R. 1067, An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bender ; 
H. R. 1068. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Quigley ; 
H. R. 1169. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. 
Pierce ; 
H. R. 1673. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
E. Edson ; 
8 Ss a 1687. An act granting an increasé of-pension to James 
3. Daly ; 
H. R. 1706. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Washburn ; 
H. R. 1709. An act granting an increase of pension to Brice 
P. Munns; 5 
5 — 5 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
ork; 
IT. R. 1904. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
R. Satterlee ; 
H. R. 1938. Ar 
B. Foutty ; 
H. R. 2290. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Reedy ; 
H. R. 2422, An act granting an increase of pension to Earl K. 
Childs; 
H. R. 2761. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Mahoney ; 
7 H. R. 2822. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
ates; ó 
H. R. 2909. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
T, Wise: j 
5 II. R. 3194. An act granting au -increase of pension to Samuel 
arvey ; 
II. R. 3195. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
S. Collins; 
i z R. 3228. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Joyle; 
H. R. 3234. An act granting an increase of pension to Rush 
Deskines ; 
H. R. 3297. Ar 
Lonergan ; 
H. R. 3355. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Allen; 
H. R. 3494. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
A. Talham ; 
H. R. 3496. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Walton; 
II. R. 3733. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
D. Chelf; 
H. R. 4386. An act granting an increase of pension to Zelinda 
E. Odenbaugh ; 
H. R. 4648. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Dedrick ; 
II. R. 4656, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Snell; 
H. R. 4663. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
B. Tanner; 
H. R. 4834. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas V. 
White; 
II. R. 6911. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Turner ; 
H. R. 7476. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Dean; 
II. R. 7488. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob I. 
Hatton; 
II. R. 8563. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hays; 
H. R. 8789. An act granting an increase of pension to Leyi 
Chapman; 
H. R. 10364. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Patterson; 
II. R. 10531. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Binkley ; 
H. R. 10751. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Harris; 8 
i 5 R. 10755. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Flynn; * 
II. R. 10804. An act granting an increase of pension to John II. 
Worley ; 
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II. R. 10958. An act granting an increase of pension to Leyi 
Dodson ; 

II. R. 12911. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose S. Delaware; 


H. R. 13241. 
Haner; 

H. R. 13455. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
P. Higgins; 

H. R. 13887. 
T. Eagler ; 

H. R. 14298. 
Remick ; 

H. R. 14543. 
Barnell, alias 


An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Richard North; 


H. R. 15004. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. McAtee ; 

H. R. 15471. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Stover ; 

H. R. 15763. An act granting an increase of pension to Gain- 
ford N. Upton; 

H. R. 18454. An act granting an increase of pension to Barlow 
Davis; 

H. R. 18742. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. Barney ; 

H. R. 19296. An act granting an increase of pension to Assoy 
Harelson ; 

H. R. 19390. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Sears; 

H. R. 19482. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Cannell ; 

H. R. 19725. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Bennett; 

II. R. 19970. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Demers ; d 

H. R. 20559. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradley ; 

H. R. 20617. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. S. Will; 

H. R. 20623. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. O. Horbach ; í 

II. R. 20714. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Turley ; 
3 R. 20891. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 

air; 

H. R. 20968. An act granting an increase of pension to Wait- 


man T. Mathers ; 

H. R. 21578. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Gaskey ; 

H. R. 13675. An act to ratify and confirm the acts of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, passed in the year 
1905, relating to an insane asylum for the Territory of Okla- 
homa, and providing for the establishment and maintenance of 
an insane asylum for the Territory of Oklahoma at Fort Supply. 
in Woodward County, Okla., and making appropriations there- 
for; 

II. R. 19754. An act to provide for the distribution of public 
documents to the library of the Philippine government at Ma- 
nila, P. I.; 

H. R. 20069. An act for the opening of Macomb street NW., 
District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 19523. An act to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George 
B. Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Herbert Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, 
of Huntington, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of che Big Sandy River; and 


H. R. 24478. An act for the relief of citizens of the island of 
Jamaica. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House do now 
adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 7 
journed. 


minutes p. m.) the House ad- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the financial clerk of the Spanish Claims Com- 
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mission, submitting a statement of the amount of mail from the 
Commission deposited in the Washington post-office under the 
penalty provision from July 1 to December 31, 1906—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Gourt of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Fannie M. Wells, [da F. Wells, and John Maddox, tutor of the 
minor children of Laura P. Maddox, deceased, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William A. Clark against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James P. Files, son, and Alice White, granddaughter, sole heirs 
of James P. Files, deceased, against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
heirs of estate of Alexander Bradshaw against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17347) to reorganize 
and to increase the efficiency of the artillery of the United 
States Army, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6429) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 23939) to authorize the board of commissioners of Lake 
County, Ind., to construct a bridge across the Calumet River 
in the State of Indiana, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6430) ; which said bill and report 
were.referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24122) in refer- 
ence to the expatriation of citizens and their protection abroad, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6431); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 24275) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Flint River at Porter Shoals, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6432); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22334) to 
amend an act to regulate the sitting of the United States courts 
within the district of South Carolina, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6433); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24048) authorizing 
and empowering the Secretary of War to locate a right of way 
for and granting the same and a right to operate and maintain 
a line of railroad through the Fort Wright Military Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, to the Spokane and Inland 
Empire Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6434) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 24111) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railway 
Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac River, at or 
near Shepherdstown, W. Va., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6436); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 221) 


1378 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


` JANUARY 18, 


to fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6437) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24104) transferring 
Phelps County to the eastern division of the eastern judicial 
district of Missouri, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6439); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill of the following title was re- 
ported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19930) referring the 
claim of S. W. Peel for legal services rendered the Choctaw 
Nation of Indians to the Court of Claims for adjudication, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6488); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 24537) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and 
for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. : 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 24538) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular serviee for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908— 
to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 24539) to prohibit in the District 
of Columbia the intermarriage of whites with negroes or Mon- 
golians—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 24540) au- 
thorizing the extension of G street NE.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. ` 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 24542) to au- 
thorize the expenditure of $35,000 in addition to the sum hereto- 
fore appropriated for the construction of a Federal building at 
Pine Bluff, Ark—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24543) for 
the purpose of improving the navigation of the Tennessee River 
over the Elk River Shoals and the Big and Little Muscle Shoals, 
and .for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. DAWES: A bill (H. R. 24544) to create in the War 
Department a roll to be known as the volunteer retired list, to 
authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain surviving 
officers of the United States Volunteer Army of the civil war, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 24545) to 
amend section 2731 of the Reyised Statutes, relative to salary 
of assistant appraisers at the port of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REEDER: A resolution (H. Res. 772) providing for 
an assistant to the printing and bill clerk—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A resolution (H. Res. 773) 
increasing salary of messengers of the House—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: £ 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 24546) granting an increase 
of pension to Washington Snodgrass—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 24547) granting a pension to 
Inez M. Brigham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24548) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lewis P. McBrayer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions.“ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 24549) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Bayse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24550) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucion Guy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24551) granting a pension to John T, 
Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (II. R. 24552) granting an Increase 
of pension to Annie G. Loeffler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 24553) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah J. Reed—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGBE: A bill (H. R. 24554) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John M. Shelley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24555) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter J. Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 24556) granting an increase 
of pension to Kirtland Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 24557) for the 
relief of James H. Reed—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 24558) granting an increase 
of pension to Vinson V. Williams—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 24559) granting an increase 
persion to James.B. Hardesty—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24560) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Lesley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24561) granting an increase of pension to 
Larkin L. Hensley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24562) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Work—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 24563) to pay James Caniff 
$5,000 for personal injuries received in the service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 24564) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of John D. Woods—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 24565) granting an 
increase of pension to John C. Moncrief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24566) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick J. Meyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24567) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24568) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram E. Crouch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24569) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24570) granting an increase of pension to 
William Menke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 24571) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert M. Harriman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 24572) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas ©, Lyon—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 24573) granting an increase of 
pension to Ferguson Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24574) granting an increase of pension to 
David U. Weagley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24575) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 24576) granting a pension 
to B. Q Gilmore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 24577) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Flannery—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. A 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 24578) grant- 
ing a pension to Julia Vroom—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 24579) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Hochula—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 24580) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert Falcon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: A bill (H. R. 24581) removing the 
charge of desertion from the military record of David Van De- 
yoort—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 24582) granting a pension to John Roper— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24583) granting a pension to John Knapp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 24584) 
granting an increase of pension to Frank Schroeder—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 24585) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry H. A. Walker—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 24586) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jotham A. Vincent—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 24587) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Burkholder—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 24588) granting an increase 
of pension to Egbert C. Baker—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24589) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry P. Mann—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 24590) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas H. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 24591) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Buffinger—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24592) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah F. Kendrick—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 24593) for the relief of 
Mrs. C. Hasselback—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 24594) granting an increase 
of pension to Fred ©. Loring—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24595) granting a pension to Mary Neber- 
gall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24596) to pay Mina Walker $700, in settle- 
ment of damages sustained by Indian raid—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 24597) granting an increase of 
pension to Wilson Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 24598) amending the act 
of June 30, 1906, entitled “ An act granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Seth Davis“ —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24599) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. Richardson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 24600) granting a pension to 
Thomas O’Reilly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 24601) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Sutton—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23778) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Clapper—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16834) granting an increase of pension to Allan 
S. Rose—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Charles R. R. Milchers, New 
York City, against intervention of United States in Kongo af- 
fairs—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
James W. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Lieutenant Adams Post, No. 330, Grand Army 
of the Republic, McDonald, Pa., for a service pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Paul W. Harrison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of New Vienna, 
Ohio; Alexander City, Ala.; Sibley, Minn.; Anadarko, Okla, ; 
Chester, Ill.; Gothenburg, Nebr., and Hampden, Mass., against 
S. 5221, regulating practice of osteopathy in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of S. H. J. Alley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Josiah Paris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John T. Gardiner 
and Harriet Ann Crank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of Shuetzen Verein, of Wausau, 
Wis.; the Eintracht, Wausau, Wis.; Liederkranz, of Wausau, 
Wis.; the Deutscher Krieger Verein; the Franz Siegel Verein, 
and the Deutcher Kranken Unterstuetzungs Verein, against re- 
striction of desirable immigrants proposed in Lodge-Gardner 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Andrew J. Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of heirs of John Zambro and heirs of Jefferson Farns- 
worth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George W. Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: Petition of Willard Women's Christian 
Temperance Union, Saginaw, Mich., for the Littlefield bill, lim- 
iting effect of regulation of commerce between the several States 
and Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of New Immigrants’ Protective 
League, against the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of William T. Bedford, Lasalle, 
Ill, for amendment to railway rate law permitting exchange of 
advertising for transportation—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Joint Executive Commission on Improvement 
of Harbor of Philadelphia, for improvement of Delaware River 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
H. H. Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of A. Parlett Lloyd, against 
amendment to Senate bill 976—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of fruit growers of Bedford County, for legis- 
lation to secure minimum tariff on American fruits to German 
markets—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of New York Branch of National League of 
Commission Merchants, for legislation to secure minimum duties 
on fruit going into Germany—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of David T. Davies et al., favoring bill granting 
pensions to ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, petition of George C. Watt, for bill H. R. 23017—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Lady Lincoln Council, No. 5, 
Daughters of Liberty, Providence, R. I., favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. f 

By Mr. GUDGER: Petition of Henrietta Council, No. 61, and 
French Broad Council, No. 97, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, favoring restriction on immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
M. Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of B. W. Nash et al., citizens of 
San Jose, against employment of Asiatic coolies on the Panama 
Canal; also that Chinese-exclusion act apply to Japan—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, favoring Senate bill 5133; also the Gilbert anti-injunc- 
tion bill (H. R. 9328)—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of C. M. Stembleck, Templeton Board 
of Trade, and Paso Robles Improvement Club, for purchase of 
the Henry ranch for Army maneuvers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of citizens of Boston, for law to 
remove disability from colored soldiers of Companies B, C, and 
D of the Twenty-fifth Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Boston Chamber of Commerce, favoring in- 
ternational arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Boston Chamber of Commerce, for White 
Mountain forest reservation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Patrick Bogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Petition of Col. Walter Scott Camp, No, 
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42, United Spanish War Veterans, Department of New York, for 
restoration of canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William G. 
Fuller, William L. Aycock, and J. P. Kittle—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Winston, 
jr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of Garnett Grange, Lewis County, 
Mo., against franking privilege—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Garnett Grange, Lewis County, Mo., against 
ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. ` 

Also, petition of Garnett Grange, Lewis County, Mo., against 
seed distribution—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jotham A. Vincent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah 
E. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of N. S. Williams, and M. J. Steffins, 
for amendment in new copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Chicago, Ill, for discrimi- 
nation by Government so that one-third of transportation of 
Isthmian Canal Commission be out of Gulf ports, with New 
Orleans as largest shipment point—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of National Business Men’s League, of Chicago, 
for conservation of public lands—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, petition of Camp Luzon, No. 1, for medals for service in 
Philippines—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of National Business Men’s League, of Chicago, 
III., for permanent consular improyement—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Templeton Board of Trade, 
and Paso Robles Improvement Club, for the purchase of Henry 
ranch for Army maneuvers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of Fruit Growers’ Association, 
of Bedford County, Pa., for the Payne bill, amended, and the 
execution of a treaty with the German Government whereby ex- 
ports from this country shall be subject to the minimum rate of 
duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of David R. Donnelly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: Petition of the Courier, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. 
Minnie Walker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Fred C. Loring—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Horeb Lodge, No. 23, I. O. B. B., 
against Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Calhoun County, Ill., 
for appropriation to dredge opposite Hurricane Island, in the 
Illinois River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of citizens of Nash, Sawyer, 
and Kiomache, Ind. T., for appropriation to improve upper 
Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of W. A. Bell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: Petition of Boston Chamber of Com- 
merce, for White Mountain forest reservation—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Boston Chamber of Commerce, for arbitra- 
tion to settle international disputes—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Tur- 
ner J. Preble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George W. Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of Monday Postmeridian Club, of 
Passaic, N. J., for White Mountain forest reservation—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Right Rev. John M. Scarborough, Bishop of 
Trenton Diocese, of New Jersey, for payment of an adequate 
price for the lands for the Rosebud Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of New Jersey State Horticultural Society, for 
continuance of minimum duty on green and dried apples—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of William L. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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SATURDAY, January 19, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, V. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
GEORGE GRAY. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the House joint resolution 221. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the House 
joint resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than Members of Congress, 


shall be filled by the reappointment of Geo Gray, a citizen of Dela- 
ware, whose term expired Nang; 14, 1007. * 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I do not oppose that, 
but I would like to ask the gentleman if that is the usual modus 
operandi?” 

Mr. DALZELL. This is the customary proceeding; yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. For the House to suggest the name 
of the person? 

Mr. DALZELL. By joint resolution; yes. Judge Gray’s 
term expired on the 14th of this month, and the Regents are to 
meet on next Wednesday for the selection of a successor to 
Professor Langley, and of course it is desirable that there shall 
be a full board. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is all right, if that is the way 
it is usually done. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the joint 
resolution. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read a third time, and passed. 


FORT WRIGHT MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24048) 
authorizing and empowering the Secretary of War to locate 
a right of way for and granting the same and a right to operate 
and maintain a line of railroad through the Fort Wright Mili- 
tary Reservation, in the State of Washington, to the Spokane 
and Inland Empire Railroad Company, its successors and 
assigns. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
and empowered to locate a right of way, not exceeding 100 feet in 
width, through the lands of the Fort Wright Military Reservation, if 
in his judgment it can be done in such a manner as not to interfere 
with the uses of said reservation for military purposes by the United 
States; and when said right of way shall be so located it is hereby 

anted during the pleasure of Congress to the Spokane and Inland 
Smpire Railroad Company, a corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of Washington, its successors and assigns, for the pur 
of constructing a railroad and 8 line thereon: Provided, That 
the said right of way and the width and location thereof through 
said lands, the compensation therefor, and the regulations for opera- 
ting said railroad within the limits of the said military reservation, 
so as to prevent all damage to public property or for public uses, shall 
be prescribed by the Secretary of War prior to any entry w 
lands or the commencement of the construction of said works: Pro- 
vided also, That whenever said right of way shall cease to be used for 
the pur aforesaid the same shall revert to the United States. 
2 5 That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal 

s act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Reserving the right to object 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object 

The SPEAKER. Whom does the gentleman recognize? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
the United States? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It allows the Secretary of War, 
if in his judgment public interests will not be interfered with, to 
allow the railroad a right of way through the Fort Wright 
Military Reservation, simply to be used for railroad purposes. 
I will read just two or three sentences of the report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much land does this take? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is only a smali strip; only 100 
feet wide—not to exceed that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How large? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It runs around a ravine, I sup- 
pose probably 30 or 40 rods—not more than that, and possibly 
not that far. 

Mr. PAYNE. In the act passed heretofore generally the right 


n said 


Does this take any property of 


. 
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to revoke is given to the Secretary of War. I see this bill 
places it in Congress, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. This is an exact copy of a pre- 
vious act that we passed with reference to the Vancouver Res- 
ervation in our State—the only difference being in the name of 
the company—and which was framed by Secretary Root. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not know the change was made, but for- 
merly the right was to be in the Secretary of War, and I have 
known some instances where the Secretary revoked the right 
and required them to remove their tracks because the land oc- 
cupied was necessary for the use of the Army. Is this bill ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is. I will read the letter from 
the War Department: 

The inclosed bill vests authority in the Secretary of War to allow 
the Spokane and Inland Empire Railroad Company to cross the Fort 
Wright Military Reservation if, in his judgment, it can be done in such 
@ manner as not to interfere with the uses of said reservation for mili- 
bet A purposes by the United States. The inclosed bill vests sufficient 
authority in the Department to fully protect public interests, including 
the power to locate the right of way, to fix the compensation therefor, and 
to prescribe such regulations as it may deem proper for the operation 
of said railroad within the limits of the military reservation. It is 
therefore recommended that the committee be advised that the Depart- 
ment favors the passage of the bill. 


That is signed by George B. Davis, the Judge-Advocate- 
General. The bill was framed exactly in line with the previous 
bill, two or three years ago, that was framed by Secretary Root. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not see any reason for departing from the 
old practice of leaving it with the Secretary of War, and not to 
come back to Congress to revoke it, if necessary, in the future; 
but I shall not object to it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman an- 
other question: Is this piece of land being granted close to any 
settlement, waterfall, hot springs, minerals, or anything else that 
is valuable? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; not at all; but it will be of 
great benefit to the Government, as it has to haul its supplies 
3 or 4 miles around this ravine This is an electric railroad and 
will connect the reservation with the city of Spokane. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How close is it to Spokane? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The houses in town run pretty 
near to the river. This is on the other side of the river. There 
is a ravine of 150 or 200 feet between that and the city, and 
they have to go 3 or 4 miles around. So, as a matter of fact, 
the building of this road will be of very great benefit to the 
United States. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will it stop anybody else from building a 
railroad along that rayine? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Not at all. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is there any map showing the country where 
this ravine is? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The map was submitted to the 
Secretary of War. i 

Mr. MADDEN. I would like to have this matter postponed 
until I can look over the bill more carefully. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. ‘The committee’s report is unani- 
mous. No other road could run through there without the con- 
sent of Congress. 

Mr. MADDEN. But no other road could. go through there 
with 978 consent of Congress if this road occupies all the space 
there is. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Another road could run through 
there. This only gives them 100 feet. 

Mr. MADDEN. But if you go along a mountain side—— 

Mr. JONES of Washington. This is not a mountain. There 
is a slope of three or four hundred feet. It is plenty wide 
enough for another railroad, if there was one to be built there. 
_ Mr. MADDEN. How far does the valley run? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It runs down to the river's edge. 

Mr. MADDEN. How much of a leyel place is there at the 
bottom? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. This does not go on to any of 
the level space. This does not go to the bottom at all. 

Mr. MADDEN. Where does it go? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It goes along the margin of the 
hill about 50 feet below the top of the plateau. They would 
not let it go to the bottom, as it would injure the fort. 

Mr. MADDEN. How high is the plateau? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. About 150 or 200 feet perpen- 
dicularly. 

Mr. MADDEN. How far is the road away from the river? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Well the slope I suppose would 
be 300 or 400 feet, and it is 50 feet from the top, leaying it 
about 200 or 250 feet from the bottom. 

Mr. MADDEN. Would that leave room for another road to 
run between that and the river if there was one projected? 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not suppose there would be 
any run; but if so, there will be plenty of room without inter- 
fering with that. : 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will ask the gentleman if I understand 
that the Government is to lay out this road? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Secretary of War is to de- 
termine whether the road can be laid out so as not to injure the 
Government property. The expense is to be borne by the com- 
pany. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And the expense of all that is to be borne 
by the railroad company? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The ‘bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
15 engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

S. 7676. An act to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, to provide additional protection for own- 
ers of patents of the United States, and for other purposes ; 

S. 7214. An act respecting proceedings in the courts of the 
United States in the western district of the State of Missouri; 

S. 7170. An act to amend an act relating to service on foreign 
corporations, approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ;’” 

S. 7042. An act to transfer jurisdiction of the Washington 
Aqueduct, the filtration plant, and appurtenances to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia ; 

S. 7028. An act for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers Company, 
of Milwaukee, Wis. ; 

S. 6470. An act in relation to the Washington Market Company; 

S. 6134. An act providing for the conveyance to the State of 
North Dakota of certain tracts of land for the use and benefit 
of the North Dakota State Historical Society; and y 

S. 2652. An act for the extension of Vermont avenue from 
Florida avenue to Howard University. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 3393. An act granting an honorable discharge to Galen 
E. Green; and 

II. R. 23556. An act prohibiting the purchase or procurement, 
sale, gift, or disposition of intoxicating liquors to minors by un- 
licensed persons, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 21689. An act to increase the limit of cost of five light- 
house tenders heretofore authorized. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below : 

S. 7676. An act to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, to provide additional protection for owners 
of patents of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

S. 7214. An act respecting proceedings in the courts of the 
United States in the western district of the State of Missouri— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 7170. An act to amend an act relating to service on foreign 
corporations, approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ’”—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

S. 7042. An act to transfer jurisdiction of the Washington 
Aqueduct, the filtration plant, and appurtenances to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 7028. An act for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers Company, 
s oe aa Wis.—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

S. 6470. An act in relation to the Washington Market Com- 
pany—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 6134. An act providing for the conveyance to the State of 
North Dakota of certain tracts of land for the use and benefit of 
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the, North Dakota State Historical Society—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

8. 2652. An act for the extension of Vermont avenue from 
Florida avenue to Howard University—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 121. An act authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW.; 

II. R. 8435. An act for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia; 

II. R. 128. An act for the opening of a connecting highway be- 
tween Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia ; 

II. R. 10843. An act authorizing the extension of Kenyon street 
NW.; 

II. R. 14900. An act to extend Fourth street NE. ; 

H. R. 21689. An act to increase the limit of cost of five light- 
house tenders heretofore authorized ; : 

H. R. 14815. An act for the extension of Harvard street, Co- 
lumbia Heights, District of Columbia ; and 

H. R. 16944. An act to amend section S878 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 


United States for his approval the following bills: 
H. R. 16169. An act granting a pension to Neal O'Donnel 


Parks; 
H. R. 19462. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Fox; 


H. R. 19528. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Maddox ; 

H. R. 19035. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Moore Morgan ; 

H. R. 8631. An act for the relief of James M. Darling; and 

H. R. 3337. An act granting an honorable discharge to James 
B. Mulford. 

DAM ACROSS FLINT RIVER. 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24275) permitting 
the building of a dam across the Flint River at Porter Shoals. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Albany Power and Manufacturing Com- 
pany, a corporation organized under the laws of Georgia, its successors 
and assigns, is hereby authorized to construct and maintain a dam 
across the Flint River at a point in Dougherty County, Ga., about one- 
fourth mile above the Georgia Northern Railway bridge across said 
river, upon or in the vicinity of Porter Shoals, and all works incident 
thereto in the utilization of the power thereby developed, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the con- 
struction of dams across navigable waters,” approved June 21, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to amend or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object 

Mr. MANN. This bill is in the regular form. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know it is, but I want to inquire whether 
the Government has done anything toward the improvement of 
the navigation of this river in the locality mentioned in this bill? 

Mr. GRIGGS. Not at this point. 

Mr. PAYNE. I remember we passed a bill some time ago 
where they had done so and we got into trouble about it. 

Mr. MANN. I want to say to the gentleman from New York 
that even if they had, this matter is left under the control of 
the War Department under the general dam Dill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Grices, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SUBPORT OF ‘BELLINGHAM, WASH. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
23114) extending to the subport of Bellingham, in the State of 
Washington, the privileges of the seventh section of the act 
approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etec., That the privileges of the seventh section of- the 
act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation of 
dutiable merchandise without appraisement, be, and the same are 
hereby, extended to the subport Bellingham, in the State of Wash- 
ngton. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, is this bill reported 
from the Ways and Means Committee? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Unanimously reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Humpurey of Washington, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


PHELPS COUNTY, MO. 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24104) transferring 
Phelps County to the eastern division of the eastern judicial dis- 
trict of Missouri. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the county of Phelps, in the State of Mis- 
souri, be detached from the western judicial district and attached to the 
eastern judicial district of the State of Missouri: Provided, That the 
courts of the western district shall retain and exercise jurisdiction over 
all causes and 1 civil and criminal, arising in or coming from 
said county and begun at the date of the taking effect of this act, and of 
all criminal offenses committed in said county prior to the date this 
act goes into effect, the prosecution of which has not been begun, as 
completely as if this net were not passed. 

Sec. 2. That all attorneys at law in said county of Phelps who have 
heen admitted to practice and enrolled in the western judicial district 
he, and hereby are, admitted to practice in and sign the roll of attorneys 
in the eastern judicial district of said State of Missouri. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect on and from the date of its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MURPHY. There is an amendment. 

The Clerk reported the following committee amendment : 


Strike out sections 2 and 3. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly rexd the 
third time, and passed. 


LICENSED OFFICERS OF VESSELS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 6898) concerning 
licensed officers of vessels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4438 of the Revised Statutes be, 
and is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 4438. The boards of local inspectors shall license and classify 


the masters, chief mates, and second and third mates, if in charge of 
a watch, engineers, and pilots of all steam vessels, and the masters of 


sail vessels of over 700 gross tons, and all other vessels of over 100 


gross tons carrying passengers for hire. It shall be unlawful to em- 
ploy any person, or for any person to serve, as a master, chief mate, 
engineer in charge of a watch, or pilot of any steamer or as master of 
any sail vessel of over 700 gross tons, or of any other vessel of over 
100 gross tons carrying passengers for hire, who is not licensed by the 
inspectors; and anyone violating this section shall be liable to a pen- 
alty of $100 for each offense.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether this re- 
quires licenses for yachts and other pleasure crafts? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, It has nothing to do with that subject. 
It only relates to steam vessels, to sailing vessels of over 700 
gross tons, and other vessels of over 100 gross tons carrying 
passengers for hire. The bill unanimously passed both branches 
of Congress in the last session. It went to the President, but 
in the hurry of adjournment was not signed, by oversight. It 
has now passed the Senate unanimously and is unanimously re- 
ported from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries of the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state what change 
the bill makes in the law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It adds to the power of the local in- 
specting boards to make second mates capable of taking a place 
on watch; nothing more than that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Grosvenor, 2 motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CALUMET RIVER, INDIANA. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 23989) to au- 
thorize the board of commissioners of Lake County, Ind., to 
construct a bridge across the Calumet River in the State of 
Indiana. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the board of commissioners of Lake County, 
Ind., be, and they are ate fa authorized to construct, maintain and 
operate a poe in. bps sporan thereto across the Calumet 
River at the in on of Co — avenue, a public street in the 
city of Hammond, in the State of Indiana, in accordance with the 

rovisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

EC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
eect reserved. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


OBSOLETE CANNON FOR UNIVERSITY OF IDAHO. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 4423) providing for the dona- 
tion of obsolete cannon with their carriages and equipments to 
the University of Idaho. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to turn over to the University of Idaho, at Moscow, Idaho, 
two obsolete cannon, with their carriages and equipments, now in pos- 
session of said University of Idaho, to become the property of the said 
university for ornamentation of the grounds of the said university. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to de- 
liver to the University of Idaho, at Moscow, Idaho, two obsolete cannon, 
with their 5 equipments, now fon of said Univer- 
sity of Idaho, to me the property of the said — for ornamen- 
tation of the grounds of the said university : at no expense 
shall be incurred by the United States in the delivery of said cannon.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A corresponding House bill (H. R. 15487) was laid on the 
table. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR PRESTON, IOWA. 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House joint resolution 195, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish two condemned cannon to 
the mayor of the town of Preston, Iowa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, . 


ized to dell ver to the mayor of the town of Preston, Jackson 
County, Iowa, if the same can be done without detriment to the public 
service, two bronze or brass condemned cannon now at the Ro 8 


Arsenal, Rock Island. III., the same to be 
public park in said town “of Preston: 8 
shall be at no expense in connection with this gift. 
The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 
mate the word “to,” at the end of line 3, insert the words “loan 


Strike out all after the word “ Preston,” in line 9, and insert in lieu 
the 

“and to be taken care of by said city and to be subject at all times to 
the order of the Secretary of War: Provided, That no expense shall be 
ineurred by the United States in the delivery olf the cannon.’ 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am not quite sure that I 
caught the reading of the amendment correctly. Does the bill 
provide for an outright gift or merely that the cannon shall be 
loaned? x 

Mr. DAWSON. The bill provides for the loan of the cannon 
and not a gift. The amendment was to meet the regular form 
of your committee. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is not the policy of the Government to 
give away brass or bronze cannon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Dawson, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FRANCISCO KREBS, 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 5531) for the relief of 
Francisco Krebs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That Francisco Krebs be, and he is hereby, So 
firmed in his title to a tract of land known as Round Island, in th 
State of hens Ae situated in a 83 83 34, to ps south, 
range 6 west, and sections 3 and 4 p 9 south, range 6 west, 

ranted by the 1788. A governor, nantes to Francisco a on 
December 13 recorded in translated records, book 2, 
page 51, i 5 probate court at Mobile, Ala.: Provided, That nothing 


and mounted 
That the 898 


in this act contained shall affect the claim or claims of any other 


person or persons to the said land, or any rt thereof, derived from 
the United States or any source whatever: Provided further, That the 
site comprising 400 feet square upon which the light-house is now 
situated shall be excepted from this confirmation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask if this is on the Private Calendar? r 

Mr. BOWERS. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that it 
is on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 


EXCEPTING LANDS FROM FOREST RESERVE. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 23927) excepting certain 
lands in Pennington County, S. Dak., from the operation of the 
provisions of section 4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled 
“An act to provide for the entry of pene lands within 
forest reserves.“ 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following described 5 in the 
. Dak., to wit: 


Black Hills Forest Reserve, in Pennington County, 8 
eto y 1 orth 1 east; 2 north, 1 east; 1 north, 2 east; 2 north, 
2 east; 1 south, 1 east; 2 ‘south, 1 east; 1 south, 2 east; and 2 south, 


2 east, Black Hills meridian, are hereby ‘excepted from the be gtr of 
the provisions of section 4 of an act entitled “An act to prov de for the 
Soag of agricultural lands within forest reserves,” approved June 11, 

The lands within ae said townships to remain subject to all 
other provisions of said act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have an explanation of this bill. I understand it 
is making an exception of something insisted upon by Congress 
a short time ago. 

Mr. MARTIN. It is not to make an exception of anything 
insisted upon by Congress at any time. The bill is this: In 
June, 1906, Congress passed an act permitting settlement upon 
agricultural lands in forest reserves in the country. At that 
time I asked that two counties in the Black Hill Forest Reser- 
vation in South Dakota, in one of which I live, the counties of 
Lawrence and Pennington, be excepted from the general opera- 
tion of the act so far as it would permit the making of new 
settlements, but giving settlers up to that time an opportunity 
to complete their titles. I asked this for the purpose of careful 
investigation as to whether there were any further agricultural 
lands that could properly be settled upon. That investigation 
shows that there are two tiers of townships on the west side of 
Pennington County, agricultural in their character, and contain- 
ing a considerable amount of land that would make good homes 
for new settlers. The purpose is to permit these two townships 
to be settled upon by new settlers the same as was adopted by 
Congress at the last session to be the general policy pertaining 
to agricultural lands in forest reserves. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says that this is in his home 
county? 

Mr. MARTIN. It adjoins the county in which I live. A 
* Mr. MANN. The home county in which the gentleman lives 
is not covered by this provision, but still remains excepted from 
the general statute? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes; and the reason of that 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I have no doubt there is a good reason. I 
want simply to ask another question. I understood when the 
exception was made from the general statute when the act was 
passed that it was made because there was some conflict up 
there between people who wanted to settle on the lands for 
agricultural purposes and the miners who wished to have either 
the use of the timber on the land or to have the use of the mines 
under the land at that time, and that that was the reason the 
exception was made. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he 
has gone all over that subject and is now satisfied that the agri- 
cultural interests ought to be taken care of, and also, if 
they be, whether there will be any injury to the mining in- 
terests? 

Mr. MARTIN. I have been satisfied all the time that all of 
the lands within the forest reserves that are agricultural in 
character and not mineral should be opened to agricultural set- 
tlement, in order that homesteaders may have additional oppor- 
tunity to make homes, and, as a rule, the agricultural lands in 
forest reserves are the best unappropriated public lands at the 
present time for home building, because within the forest re- 
serves there are large areas of land well watered because of 
their proximity to growing vegetation. The reason I suggested 
the exception of those two counties out of the general policy 
was that the county in which I live is largely a gold-mining 
county. Some gold mines have been prospected and found in 
Pennington County, the county to the south, and as I desired 
also the further opportunity to look into the question as to 
whether there was any agricultural land in the county that 
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could be taken; and the result of that inquiry is that I am en- 
tirely satisfied that these two west tiers of townships in Pen- 
nington County are agricultural in character, and that many 
good homes could be made there without any detriment to any 


public interest. I therefore have now simply asked the excep- 
tion of those townships from the reservation which was made 
at my request, and the making of those townships to apply to 
the general law which we passed at the last session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman if 
this is rather in the nature of a private bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. It is not in any sense. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, It is to except two certain townships from 
the operation of the general law, is it not? 

Mr. MARTIN. No, sir; it is to restore two certain townships 
to the operation of the general law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand there is a general law setting 
aside a certain territory for forest reserves. i 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And this is to except these two townships 
that were included in that law from its operation. 

Mr. MARTIN. No; these two townships were not included 
in the law, and this is to permit them to be included in the law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘This is to put them in the forest reserves? 

Mr. MARTIN. They are within the forest reserves, but that 
general law permitted agricultural settlement within two forest 
reserves; but these two townships were excepted at that time 
from the general law, and this makes them subject to the gen- 
eral law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand, but you got a bill through 
putting certain territory in a forest reserve, and that included 
these two townships, did it not? 

Mr. MARTIN. No; the gentleman misunderstands the situa- 
tion. The forest reserves were already established, and that 
bill of June 11, 1906, provided generally for all of the forest 
reserves of the United States that agricultural settlement might 
be made within those reserves wherever there were agricultural 
lands suitable for that purpose. Two counties in this particular 
reservation, the Black Hills Forest Reserve, were excepted at 
that time from the operation of that statute. This bill at this 
time extends the operation of that general law to these two tiers 
of townships in one of those counties. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REGULATING INTERSTATE COMMERCE IN CERTAIN CASES. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Judiciary I ask unanimous consent for a reprint of 
House Report No. 2337, made in the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of a report, which the Clerk will 
report. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
liquor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report No, 2337. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, in 
any event the form of the gentleman’s request is not correct. 
I have no objection if he ask unanimous consent that the re- 
port be printed as a document of the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have no objection to that modification of 
the request. 

Mr. MANN. 
Congress. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I say I have no objection to a modification 
of the request as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama modifies his 
request and asks that the report be printed as a document. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Alabama whether this is a report on one of the bills 
on which a great many hearings were had? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Les, sir; it was on what was known in the 
Fifty-eighth Congress as the “ Hepburn-Dolliver bill.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. As I recall, there were hearings had and 
printed by order of the committee, and they have long since 
been exhausted, which contained the arguments against the bill 
as well as for it, and I would like for the gentleman to couple 
with his request a reprint of those, as I have many requests 
for them. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 


It relates to interstate traffic in alcoholic 


We can not reprint a report of the Fifty-eighth 


I should like to do that, but I am acting 


under direction of the committee, and the direction of the com- 
mittee was not as comprehensive as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky indicates. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, I make the request, and coupled with 
the request made by the gentleman from Alabama, I ask that 
unanimous consent be given that there be printed with the re- 
port the special hearings which were had on the subject-matter 
of the report. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 23383. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: $ 
A bill (H. R. 23383) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the 

city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under the laws of the 


State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River,” 
approved June 25, 1906. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the said city of St. Louis shall have au- 
thority to construct said bridge mentioned in said act across the Mis- 
sissippi River, under and subject to the limitations and restrictions men- 
tioned in said act, if the actual construction of the bridge therein 
authorized shall be commenced within one year from the approval of 
this act and completed within three years from same date. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 3 strike out the word “ said.” 

In line 4, before the word “ bridge,” strike out the word “said” and 
insert the word “ the.” 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “ said act across the Missis- 
sippi River“ and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“The act entitled ‘An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corpo- 
ration organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct 
a bridge across the Mississippi River,’ approved June 25, 1906." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House proceed now to consider bills on the Private Calendar, 
such as were in order yesterday ; that in considering these bills 
they be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole; 
that the title of the bill be read, and those that are not objected 
to be acted upon immediately, and this order include only those 
to which there is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


+ would ask whether that means the House is to go over the bills 


which were gone over yesterday in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not understand the gentleman's suggestion. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s request is to take up bills on 
the Private Calendar. A number of them were objected to 
yesterday in the Committee of the Whole. Does the gentleman 
propose to have those gone over again? 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair state the request so the 
House may understand it. The Chair understands the gentle- 
man from New York to ask unanimous consent that bills now on 
the Private Calendar, which were in order yesterday, shall be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole House; 
that is, bills to which there is no objection. The Chair will 
state it again. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that bills on the Private Calendar to which there is no 
objection—— ' 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Shall be in order to-day as of yesterday? 

The SPEAKER. That the chairman of the committee report 
said bills to the House as in Committee of the Whole, and they 
shall be in order for consideration. In other words, as the 
Chair understands the proposition of the gentleman from New 
York, it enables the House in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole House to consider bills on the Private Calendar 
which were in order yesterday to which there is no objec- 
tion by any Member in the House. Is that correct? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is correct. I want to say to the gentle- 


man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] in answer to his suggestion that 
there were some bills yesterday that were objected to on their 
merits and some were objected to when there was no merit in 
the objection, except perhaps a little—I will not say what. 
There was no merit in the objection. 

Whatever objections I made yesterday were 


Mr. MANN. 
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based upon merit. I would not charge any Member of the 
House as being so discourteous as to object without reason. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the only way to get along with it is to 
go over them in the regular order.. I would say this: That I 
objected to two myself, and I objected because I did not believe 
in the merits of the bill and I should renew the objection to 
those bills to-day, but my object was to take the unobjected bills 
on the Private Calendar that were in order yesterday and get 
through with them to-day and pass them through the House. 

Mr. MANN. If the request is to take up bills on the Private 
Calendar, and where no objection is made to consider those 
bills to the final passage, I shall make no objection; that is, if 
it does not include the taking of the time of the House on the 
bills which are objeeted to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will modify it to satisfy 
the gentleman from Illinois, not to include any bill objected to 
in the Committee of the Whole yesterday. 

Mr. MANN, I do not mean that. I have not any objection 
to taking all the bills up. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman no objection to the state- 
ment I made in the first place? 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well, I will not modify it. 

Mr.. JOHNSON. I want to ask the gentleman a question. Is 
it contemplated that when we get through with the Calendar, 
calling up bills that there is no objection to, that we will go 
back to the beginning? 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not, because there is evidently not time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It will take no new bills from the Calendar? 

Mr. PAYNE. No. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Suackre- 
FORD] ? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. We propose to commence at the be- 
ginning of the Private Calendar and take them in their order? 

Mr. PAYNE. That was my proposition; yes. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object to the arrange- 
ment that is proposed. I insist on taking the Private Calendar 
in its order. I will say to the gentleman that under the method 
which he proposes any one Member of this House can sit here in 
judgment upon all of these bills. He can say that certain bills 
shall pass and certain bills shall not. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman will see that it means the same 
thing as unanimous consent. That is all there is of it, and my 
object is to get unanimous consent on each one of these bills or 
an objection from any Member of the House. . A great deal of 
legislation is passed in this way, and the gentleman ought not, 
if he is interested in any bill, throw any stumbling block in the 
way of this order. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The objection I have to it is this, that 
the gentleman confesses now that on yesterday these bills were 
objected to without any reason in the world. They sit here and 
impede legislation. 

Mr. PAYNE. We go over those same bills again, and I trust 
the gentleman will not object to them to-day for the reason that 
they did yesterday. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Some other Member will take the 
same method of objecting to those bills. Let us take the Cal- 
endar in its order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I submit the proposition. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw my ob- 
jection now, but 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will make his objection now or 
not at all. 

The SPEAKER. The question is that the bills in order shall 
be considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole 
House, by unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


NEW YORK CUSTOMS INSPECTORS, 


The flust business was the bill (H. R. 17957) for the relief of 
certain customs inspectors of the port of New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, that bill has been provided for in 
the deficiency bill. I object to it, and I ask now that the bill be 
laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
moves to lay the bill on the table. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ELI PETTIJOHN. 
The next business reported from the Private Calendar was 


H. Res. 406, resolution (in lieu of H. R. 10553) referring to 
Court of Claims the claim of Eli Pettijohn. 


Mr. MANN. On yesterday, Mr. Speaker, I made the point of 
order upon that bill, and it was to be referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. It ought to have been reported to the House to 
go to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it was not in 
fact reported to the House; but the point of order can be re- 
newed now if the gentleman sees proper. 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 


UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 17481) granting to the regents of the University of 
Oklahoma section No. 36, in township No. 9 north of range No. 
5 west of the Indian meridian, in Cleveland County, Okla. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that bill and the next bill—I do 
not see the gentleman from Oklahoma here—ought to refer to 
the new State of Oklahoma; and I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects to this and the next 
bill. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


COMPAÑÍA DE LOS FERROCARRILES DE PUERTO RICO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
18134) for the relief of the Compafifa de los Ferrocarriles de 
Puerto Bico. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MANN. I object. 
to for reasons. 


DAVISON CHEMICAL COMPANY, BALTIMORE, MD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8670) for the relief of the Davison Chemical Company, of 
Baltimore, Md. : 

Mr. MANN. 


Is there objection? 
This is one of the bills I objected 


I make the same objection to that bill. 
THOMAS P. MORGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12881) to pay Thomas P. Morgan amount found due to him by 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. MANN. I make the same objection, 


J. J. L. PEEL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
1808) for the relief of J. J. L. Peel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1808) for the relief of J. J. L. Peel. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to J. J. L. Peel, of Spokane, Wash., 
the sum of $1,041.76, being the amount advanced by him for necessary 
an hire and expenses while acting as postmaster at Spokane, 

asn. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


DEPOSIT SAVINGS ASSOCIATION, OF MOBILE, ALA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4190) for the relief of the creditors of the Deposit Savings 
Association, of Mobile, Ala. 

Mr. MANN. I make objection to that bill. 


ARTHUR A. UNDERWOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4350) for the relief of Arthur A. Underwood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (S. 4350) for the relief of Arthur A. Underwood. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Arthur A. Underwood, for expenses 
incurred en route to and from the national rifle competition, which was 
held at Sea Girt, N. J., August 24 to September 9, 1905, and while in 
attendance there, $277.48. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated ” and insert in lieu thereof the words the 
pioen of the State of Wyoming under section 1661 of the Revised 

atutes.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. . 
CHARLES D. SOUTHERLIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


9131) for the relief of the legal representatives of Charles D. 
Southerlin. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9131) for the relief of the legal representatives of Charles 
. D. Southerlin. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to phy the legal representatives of 
Charles D. Southerlin, of Greenville, S. C., out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise W Bs omg the sum of $537.52, being for 
. fi rendered the United States in carrying the mails in 1860 and 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I want to say 
that I have objected to these bills heretofore, but the House 
voted almost unanimously in favor of the passage of a bill of 
that character yesterday, and I do not propose to object to 
them. 

Mr. MANN. T wish to add that I shall not object to any bill 
along the line of those passed yesterday by the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


W.A. M’LEAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4948) for the relief of W. A. McLean. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (S. 4948) for the relief of W. A. McLean. è 
Be it enacted, etc., That the eich as the Treasury be, and he is 
e 


hereby, required, out of any money in Treasury not otherwise ap- 
ro ted, to pay to W. A. McLean, of Wilkesboro, N. C., the sum of 
211 69, for money due him under a judgment of the United States 


court for the western district of North Carolina, rendered at November 
term, 1904, at Wilkesboro, N, C. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MILBURN WAGON COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5195) for the relief of the Milburn Wagon Company, of Toledo, 
Ohio. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 
A bill (H. R. 5195) for the relief of the Milburn Wagon Company, of 
Toledo, 0. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the Milburn Wagon Company, 
of Toledo, Ohio, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap: 
propriated, $1,150, the said sum being the balance of an amount justly 
due said company for the construction and delivery of 100 Army 
wagon beds, under a contract for the same entered into between said 
Sook and the Quartermaster-General of the Army during the year 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 11 strike out the words “eighteen hundred and ninety-three ” 
and insert the words “ nineteen hundred and three.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ABRAM JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
819) to reimburse Abram Johnson, formerly postmaster at 
Mount Pleasant, Utah. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

. 819) t imb: Ab Johnson, f 1 
A bill (S. 319) to 9 — — Aarre ormerly postmaster at 


~ Be it enacted, etc., That there be gh ye on out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriat for the reimbursement of 
Abram Johnson, formerly postmaster at Mount Pleasant, in the State 
of Utah, for amount expended by him for rent, light, and fuel, from 
January 1 to July 1, 1901, $73.50. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. PETTIT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9132) for the relief of the legal representatives of Benjamin F. 
Pettit. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9132) for the relief of the legal representatives of Ben- 
í : jamin F. Pettit. " 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay the legal representatives of 
Benjamin F. Pettit, of Spartanburg, S. C., out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriates, the sum of $146.97, being for 
oo rendered the United States in carrying the mails in 1860 and 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. POTTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
8574) for the relief of John H. Potter. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object to that bill. 


HENRY O. BASSETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8268) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry Opeman 
Bassett, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3268) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, deceased. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Henry O. Bassett, sole surviv- 
ing heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased, the sum of $142.59. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARY V. SHAW. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of 
Mary Y. Shaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: Y 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Mary V. Shaw, widow of Hon. W. 
Irvin Shaw, late consul-general to Singapore, Straits Settlements, India, 
the sum of $3,000, a sum representing one gere salary, and an allow- 
ance of $300 additional to eet the cost of the funeral expenses of the 
said Hon. W. Irvin Shaw, who died while in the service. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Claims were read: 


In line 7 strike out the words three thousand“ and insert the wordy 
“one thousand five hundred.“ 

In line 8 strike out the words “one year’s" and insert the words 
“ six months’.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 

Mr. GRAHAM. I can state the facts about the bill. 

Mr. MANN. No; I do not want to ask you. I want to ask 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Man] whether it is the 
policy of the House to pay six months’ salary to the widow of a 
consul who dies in the service—whether that is the established 
policy? 

Mr. MILLER. That is not the established policy, and this is 
an exceptional case, and the only case of the kind that has been 
reported by the Committee on Claims, and probably the only 
case of the kind that will be reported. : 

Mr. GRAHAM. There was one exception, a bill of similar 
character, that passed in the last Congress. 

Mr. MILLER, This is the only one that I remember the 
Committee on Claims having before it. The statement of the 
gentleman no doubt is correct; but that is not the policy of the 
committee, and there is a determination on the part of a good 
many members of the committee not to go any further in this 
direction. 

Mr. MANN. This is a matter which requires consideration. 
I have read the facts in this case, and I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 
the next bill. 

€. W. STURTEVANT ET AL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 639) for the relief of 
C. W. Sturtevant, Rolla Brown, Alice Brown, M. L. Kelly, 
Robert G. Duffy, Fread Gehring, T. H. Ross, and L. C. Partee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise 9 to C. W. Sturtevant, $213.50; 


to Rolla Brown. ;_to Alice Brown, $72.75; to M. L. Kell 44; 


17. elly, 
to Robert G. Duffy, $6.75; to Fread Gehring, $9.65; to T. H. Ross. 


$246; to L. C. Partee, $45.50, as a reimbursement to the aforesaid 

Sturtevant, Rolla Brown, Alice Brown, Kelly, Duffy, Gehring, 

and Partee for fhe loss of personal property sustained by them while 
the service of the United States and acting as the crew of the 

to the Mississippi River Commission, the 


ployees. The above-named appropriation shall be in full for all claims 
against the United States Government. 


. Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to the consid- 
eration of the bill, but I desire to state that I opposed it in the 
committee, and I shall vote against it now. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN M. BURKS. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1344) for the relief of John 
M. Burks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, author and directed to pay to John M. Burks, of Lincoln, 
Nebr., the sum of $50, for fine unlawfully collected from him; and to 
make said payment there is hereby 2823, 80. out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $50. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
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GEORGE T. PETTENGILL. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1933) for the relief of 
George T. Pettengill, lieutenant, United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the . n officers in settling and 
adjusting the accounts of George T. Pettengill, lieutenant, United States 
Navy, are hereby directed to credit said George T. Vettengill with the 
sum of $748, which amount of Government funds he intrusted to George 
Head, a mail orderly on the U. S. S. Newark, while that vessel was at 
Kure, Japan, August 7. 1900, for the purpose of sending an official 
telegram for Admiral Kempff, United States Navy, senior squadron 
commander, Asiatic Squadron, with which money the orderly absconded. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


F. S. BOWKER. 


The next business was the joint resolution H. Res. 427; which 
was read, us follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (II. R. 15810) entitled “A bill for the relief 
of F. S. Bowker, managing owner of the schooner William H. Daven- 
port and agent for the owners of said schooner and for the owners of 
the cargo of lumber on board said schooner on October 2, 1899,“ now 
pending in the House of Representatives, together with all the accom- 
panying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States,“ approved March 3, 1887; and the said court shall proceed with 
the same in accordance with the provisions of such act and report to 
the House of Representatives their findings of fact and law. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Claims, was read : 

In line 8 strike out all after the word “claims” and insert in lieu 
thereof with jurisdiction to hear and determine the same to judgment.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask why the committee struck out the provision 
referring the case to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts 
and law and inserting instead thereof jurisdiction to render a 
judgment? I should have no objection to the original resolu- 
tion, and if that is allowed to go through as originally drawn 
without the amendment, I will not object to it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. As far as I am concerned—and I drew 
the original resolution to which the committee made the amend- 
ment—I should be satisfied to have it disagreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask that the resolution be passed without 
the amendment. s f > 

Mr. MILLER. I will accept that on the part of the commit- 
tee, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was disagreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

NYE & SCHNEIDER COMPANY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10595) for the relief of Nye & Schneider Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the sum of $61.13 be, and is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
for the purpose of paying to Nye & Schneider Company, of Fremont, 
Nebr., the said sum of money, being an unpaid balance on bill ren- 
dered for fuel furnished the United States Government by that com- 
pany during the years 1893 and 1894 for the purpose of heating the 
post-office building at Hastings, Nebr., which said amount has remained 
aie geal reason of the appropriation for such purpose having been 
exhausted. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
that bill. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman what his reasons are for objecting to the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Because postmasters are allowed so much for 
rent, for heat, and fuel and light throughout the country. I 
have often had cases where the postmaster said that was not 
sufficient, and he had to pay part of it out of his salary. I do 
not know why we should make an exception in this case. If 
we do we shall have thousands of such cases, and I think it is 
a bad precedent to establish. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, the facts in this case are as 
follows: The Nye & Schneider Company furnished coal which 
was necessary to heat the post-office building in Hastings, Nebr. 
The weather was such that they had to have the coal. Two 
Postmasters-General have recommended the passage of this bill. 
It has once passed the Senate, and it is full of merit. It is ten 
or twelve years old, and the people have waited all this time for 
their money, and there is no reason why it should not have been 
paid long ago. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I see in the report of the Post- 
master-General that he says the bill would have been paid if 
there had been an appropriation. I withdrıw the objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


CLAIM OF THE MITSUI BUSSAN KAISHA, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9289) for the relief of the Mitsui Bussan Kaisha. 


Mr. Speaker, I think I shall have to object to 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete.. That the sum of $600 be, and is hereby, ap- 
prepriated to the Mitsul Bussan Kaisha for damages to their steamer 
Hikosan Maru, caused by collision with a coal hulk owned by the United 
States Quartermaster’s Department on July 31, 1902: and that the 
further sum of $948.27 be, and is hereby, appropriated to the Mitsui 
Bussan Kaisha for damages to their chartered steamer Shirley, caused 
by collision with a coal hulk owned by the United States Quartermas- 
ters Department in Manila Bay on March 23, 1902, making altogether 
the sum of $1,548.27. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to ask the gentleman whether the amount appropriated 
in the bill contains the amount for demurrage which was re- 
jected by the War Department? I am unable to figure it out 
myself, 

Mr. MILLER. I did not prepare the report and I have not 
the report with me. 

Mr. MANN. I will be very glad to submit to the gentleman a 
report in the case. This was damage caused by two collisions, 
and the damage was allowed by the War Department, but the 
claim for demurrage was rejected. I can not tell whether the 
claim for demurrage is included in the total amount here or 
not. 

Mr. MILLER. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
I think it is not, but I am not sure about it. 2 

Mr. MANN. I ask to have the bill laid aside temporarily. 

The bill was laid aside without prejudice. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT UNDER THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13605) to satisfy certain claims against the Government arising 
under the Navy Department. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Tanong sums be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay the claims arising under the Navy Department 
hereinafter stated, the same being in full for, and the receipt of the 
same to be taken and accepted in each case as a full and final release 
and discharge cf the respective claims, namely: 

To reimburse Passed Asst. Paymaster Henry de F, Mel the amount 
paid by him for an ash lighter lost while In the service of the Govern- 
ment and checked against his accounts, $30. 

To reimburse the American consul-general at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 
the amount expended by him in assisting a supposed deserter from the 
Navy to return to the United States for the purpose of surrendering to 
the naval authorities, $32.63. 

To pay for services rendered and for expenses incurred by Dowdall, 
Hanson & McNeill, of Shanghai, China, in connection with 8 
in admiralty in the collision cases of the U. S. naval collier Saturn 
against the British ship Newchwang and the U. S. S. Wilmington 
against the British tug Mocket, $2,015.45. 

To pay to Wontner & Sons, of London, England, expenses incurred 
and for services rendered in connection with the appeal to the privy 
council at London in the collision case of the Saturn against the New- 
chwang, $471.60. 

Toe pay the costs of the defendant in the suit of the Saturn against 
the Newehwang, $432.08. 

To pay to William Gresham the value of a dory wrecked in a colli- 
sion with a ferry launch at the navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H., $12. 

To compensate George A. tag e or injuries to his landing stage and 
boats at the western end of Fox Island Thoroughfare by the passing of 
a torpedo boat at high speed. $50. 

To pay to the owner of the schooner yacht Clytie the actual ex- 
pense of repairing damages sustained in a collision with the U..S. 8. 
Winslow, $1,894.20, 

‘To compensate the New York and New Jersey Transportation Com- 
pany for detention to the boat Shamrock while repairing damages 
sustained in a collision with the U. S. naval collier Leonidas, $65. 

To reimburse Rittenhouse Moore for time lost in executing his con- 
tract with the War Department for dredging in the Potomac River, 
on account of practice firing at Indian Head proving ground, $400,50, 
‘To reimburse Paymaster Dexter Tiffany, jr., the amount paid for 
injuries to a pilot boat by the tug Rapido in a collision with the 
steamer Union, $46.40. 

To pay to the Panama Railroad Company the cost of making g 
the damage to two pontoons, 8949.74. 

To reimburse the owner of the schooner yacht Crusader the actual 
cost of repairs necessitated by a collision with a naval ferry launch in 
Newport Harbor, $36.86. 
To pay the value of a 
Harris, destroyed in a col 
yard, Norfolk, Va., $30. 
o reimburse Walter C. Strang the actual cost of repairs to his 
launch Cupid, made necessary by being damaged by a stern wave from 
the U. 8. S. O’Brien, $42.50. 

To pay to Cornelius B. Smith the cost of repairs to his wharf 
and boat which were damaged by a stern wave from the U. S. 8. 
Decatur, $26. 

To allow in the accounts of Pay Director Eustace B. Rogers, while 
fleet paymaster of the Asiatic Fleet, the amount paid for repairs to 
the French naval vessels Surprise and Montcalm, which were maged 
in a collision with the U. S. naval collier Ajax, $1,570.17. 

To pay to J. M. T. Finney, M. D., for professional services ren- 
dered in operatin N Midshipman Charles C. Gill, $500. 

To pay to Lewis Luckenbach the cost of repairs to his barge Inde- 

endent, necessitated by a collision with the U. S. naval collier Han- 
nibal, $126.60. 

‘To reimburse the French Telegraph Cable Company the cost of re- 
228 5 cable at Puerto Plata, damaged by the U. S. S. Detroit, 
2,845.21. 

To pay to the Pacific Coast Steamship 8 the cost of repairs 
to their steamer Montara, necessitated by a collision with the U; 8. 
naval tug Active, $104.20. 

To pay the Brooklyn Ferry Company, of New York, the damage sus- 
tained in a collision between their ferryboat America and the U. S. S. 


18 belonging to the schooner General Levi 
ision with a naval ferry launch at the navy- 


Winslow, $1,451.41. 
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owned by 


To pay the cost of repairs to the steamer Choy Sang, 
8 os tated by a colli- 


Jardine, Matheson & Co., of Shanghai, China, necess: 
sion with the U. S. S. Helena, $2,203.85. 

To reimburse the owner of the bark Nostra Signora delle Gracie the 
cost of repairs to said bark due to a collision with the U. S. S. Aba- 
renda, $213.92. 

To pay the owner of the tug gree t D. McCord one-half of the dam- 

sustained in a collision with the U. S. naval tug Apache, $1,688.25. 

To pay the cost of repairs to the steamship Min, due to a collision 
In the harbor of Chefoo with the U. S. S. Bainbridge, $107.63. 

To pay the cost of repairs to the steamship Mathilda, made necessary 
Ness ision with the U. S. naval collier Justin, at Shanghai, China, 


To relmburse the Old Dominion Steamship Company one-half of the 
cost of repairs to the steamer Accomack, necessitated by a collision 
with the United States naval tug Alice, $55.83. - k 
To pay the cost of repairs to the steamer Constance, of the Cali- 
fornia Transportation Company, made necessary by a collision with 
the United States naval tug Vigilant, $56.07. S 
To pay damage due to a collision between the United States steamer 
ws ma and the schooner Elizabeth, $1,484.90. 
0 for services rendered architect in connection with bar- 
racks Iding at the Naval Training Station, Newport, R. I., $436.18. 
To pay the owners of the schooner Flirt cost of cable damaged by 
117 8 States ship Macdonough on November 14, 1905, the sum of 


To pay Edward Simmons one-half of the cost of repairs of damages 
to his steam tug William Alexander, caused by collision with the 
80 States ship Miantonomah on October 9, 1893, the sum of 
108.50. 

, To pay the contractor for dry dock No. 4, navy-yard, New York, the 
cost of repairs of damages to cable tower on said dry dock, caused by 
collision with the United States ship Dolphin on August 1, 1905, the 
sum of $922. 

The following amendments recommended by the committee 
were read: ; 


First. By numbering the items in said bill from (1) to (31), inclu 
sive. 


Seco nd. By adding, after line 22, on page 6, the following: 

Sr seid a aay che ORAS of the schooner Flirt cost of cable damaged 

S. S. Macdonough on November 14, 1905, $47.50. 

“(33) 5 Edward Simmons one-half the cost of repairs of 
s 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE T. LARKIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 12188) for the relief of George T. Larkin. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to George T. Larkin, late deputy 
United States marshal, eastern district of Tennessee, for expenses 
incurred in his defense for 8 in self-defense a citizen of said State 
while resisting arrest, and in full compensation of all claims on account 
thereof, $1,976.55. z 

The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
rend: 


In lines 9 and 10 strike out the words „one thousand nine hundred 
and seventy-six dollars and fifty-five cents” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words * six hundred and ninety-two dollars and fifty-five cents.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
JOSE RAMOS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 19641) for the relief of 
Jose Ramos. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object to that bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 


WILLIAM B. TODD. 


` 


The next business was the bill (S. 2138) for the relief of the | 


estate of William B. Todd, deceased. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that is a bill reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. Is it not in order for 
that committee to call it up on District day? 

The SPEAKER. I think it will depend upon the nature of the 
bill. 

Mr. MANN. I think, under the rule, they can call up any bill 
they haye reported on District day regardless of what Calendar 
it ison. They frequently do call up Private Calendar bills. To 
save time, I object. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 

L. 8. WATSON MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2964) for the relief of the 
L. S. Watson Manufacturing Company, of Leicester, Mass. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That there be allowed and 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 


out of any money 
L. S. Watson Manu- 


the 
amount of the fines by them on the 5th and 24th of Au 1903. 
by reason of an undervaluation of certain heddles imported by them, 
the sald undervaluation weng due to mistake for which they were not in 
fault, they having proceed in the matter under the direction of an 
official in the Treasury Department, to whom they communicated all the 
facts, and they having voluntarily and of their own accord brought the 
fact of the undervaluation to the knowledge of the Department officials 
and made good the amount of said undervaluation. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 


facturing Company, of Leicester, Mass., the sum of $423.17, bein 


HANS PETER GUTTORMSEN. 


The next business was the House resolution 561. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object to that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will not the gentleman reserve 
his objection for a time? 

Mr. MANN. I shall reserve it. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 13870) entitled “A bill for the reltef 
of Hans Peter Guttormsen,” now pending in the House of Representa- 
tives, together with all the accompanying papers be, he same is 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims to find the facts and find and 
determine— 

First. Whether the United States was ny, of negligence ; 

Second. Whether the claimant, Hans Peter Guttormsen, was guilty of 
contributory negligence ; 

Third. Whether upon the facts found, the United States, if a private 
corporation, would be liable to the claimant for damages by reason of 
his injuries. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] that this resolution amounts 
to this: It is a reference back of a decision already rendered by 
the Court of Claims, asking that court to explain an ambiguity 
in its decision. The Committee on Claims was unable to tell 
whether the Court of Claims intended by its findings of fact to 
hold that the claimant was guilty of contributory negligence, and 
therefore has sent the claim back simply to make a new decision 
on the facts they have already found. This man has already 
run once the gantlet of this House. The claim has already 
been referred to the Court of Claims, the Court of Claims has 
made its findings of fact, and because of an ambiguity in that 
decision the Committee 'on Claims seeks to have that ambiguity 
explained. That is all. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I may say to the gentleman that I 
don’t know that I am particular about insisting on the objection. 
I have no doubt that this case will result in the payment to this 
man of $5,000, if the resolution goes through. IL think there are 
facts in it already before the House sufficient to act upon, It is 
one of those cases where, when it is presented to Congress, if 
the vote is taken it is invariably paid, but the Government con- 
stantly takes the position that unless a man is lucky enough to 
have a Representative in Congress who appears before the com- 
mittee and presents his particular claim it will not pay dam- 
ages to him for personal injuries. I do not think it is a fair 
position for the Government to take. I would just as soon vote 
to pay this man $5,000 now as to yote to postpone it for two or 
three years and pay it to him at the end of that time, because 
that is what it amounts to, whatever the Court of Claims finds. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman withdraw 
his objection? 

Mr. MANN. I will not make the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


LOUISE POWERS M’KEE. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1218) for the relief of 
Louise Powers McKee, administratrix. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to to Louise Powers McKee, administratrix of 
the estate of James M. deen late clerk of the United States 
circuit court of appeals for the fifth circuit at New Orleans, La., the 
sum of $784.55, being the amount erroneously paid into the sub- 
treasury of the United States in his emolument returns December 31, 
1892, and December 31, 1893. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 


time, and passed. 


ay 
c 


ROBERT D. BENEDICT. 


The next business was the bill (HI. R. 1443) for the payment 
of Robert D. Benedict for services rendered. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That there be paid to Robert D. Benedict, of the 
Borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, State of New York, out of any 
money in the Treasury not ctherwise appropriated, the sum of $250 in 
full payment and dischar of the claim of said Robert D. Benedict 
for legal services rendere sj him in a legal pr ing taken by the 


‘oceed 
clerk of the district court of the United States for the sou 
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trict of New York, for an injunction to prevent said clerk from being 
deprived of the necessary accommodations for the records of said court. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


SEYMOUR HOWELL. 


The next business was the bill (S. 5675) for the relief of 
Maj. Seymour Howell, United States Army, retired. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here- 
vy. authorized and directed to pay Seymour Howell, from any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000, the amount 
paid by him into the Treasury of the United States in liquidation of a 
deficiency in his accounts as hg amped at Manila, P. I., caused by 
robbery committed in March, 1900, by some person or ple unknown 
while he was in the field paying five ments of infantry, two — 
of cavalry, thirty-eight detachments, and sick men in various hospita 
scattered over the island of Luzon. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

GERMAN M. ROUSE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6430) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to German M. Rouse informer’s 
fees for certain opium seizures. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to German M. Rouse the sum of $18,500, 
as informer's fees as informant on certain seizures of opium seized on 
or about the months of December, 1885, and January, 1886, by the 
United States authorities as a part of the cargo of the steamer Idaho 
and at Cassan Bay, Alaska. 

With the following amendment: 

Line 6 strike out the words “eighteen thousand five hundred” and 
Insert in lieu thereof the words three thousand.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. DANNER & CO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8685) for the relief of Charles E. Danner & Co. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized. and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Charles E. Danner, John N. Wallace, 

-and W. Porter Danner, copartners trading under the name of Charles 
E. Danner & Co., the sum of $720, the amount paid by them for a whole- 
sale dealer's license for the sale of oleomargarine, and the penalty 

* thereon. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the words “seven hundred and twenty“ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ two hundred and forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
REFUND TO TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10103) to refund to the Territory of Hawaii the amount ex- 
pended in maintaining light-house service on its coasts from 
the time of the organization of the Territory until said light- 
house service was taken over by the Federal Government. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for that to go over. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

OSCAR FULGHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
19493) to reimburse Oscar Fulgham, ex-sheriff of Madison 
County, Ala., for judgment and costs rendered against him when 
acting in the service of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $434.55 to Oscar Fulgham, 
ex-sheriff of Madison County, Ala., to reimburse him for judgment and 
costs rendered against him by the State courts, resulting from his 
action while he was sheriff of Madison County, Ala., in recovering three 
mules, at the request of General Coppinger, who was in the command of 
the Federal troops stationed at Huntsville, Ala., during the winter of 
1898 and 1899, which were stolen from the corral at the camp of the 
troops stationed at Huntsville, Ala., during the winter of 1898 and 1899. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A. L. FLACK & CO. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5196) to refund to A, L. Flack & Co., of Tiffin, Ohio, money 
paid for internal- revenue stamps lost in the mails. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, here 

is a case where the Government is required to insure the deliy- 


ery of valuable articles throrgh the mails. That is what this 
bill amounts to, and I do not think it ought to pass, and there- 
fore I will object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 


HAMILTON D. SOUTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1078) for the relief of Hamilton D. South, second lieutenant, 
United States Marine Corps. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise 8 to Hamilton D. Sout . second lieutenant, United 
States Marine Cor the sum of $1,200, said sum to be a payment in 
full for all losses of personal property incurred by him by reason of 
the destruction by fire of the marine barracks at Pensacola Navy-Yard 
on the 21st day of December, 1901. 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “one thousand two hundred. 
. Xi and insert “one thousand one hundred and fifty-seven 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE M. ESTERLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
18924) for the relief of George M. Esterly. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enactcd, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to George M. Esterly, of Valdez, 
Alaska, the sum of $3,000, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, in payment for the loss of the gasoline launch 
Marilla, owned by him and accidentally burned in the district of Prince 
William, Territory of Alaska, on July 18, 1905, while in official use 
and under the rental of the United States Geological Survey, said ap- 
propriation having been recommended by the Secretary of the Interior 
and by the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, said recommendations 
and the facts concerning said loss being fully set forth in House Doc- 
ument No. 732, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
PHILIP LONEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9778) for the relief of Philip Loney. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to uc? to Philip Loney, late sergeant, Company 
I, Ninth Regiment Unit tates Infantry, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $553, being the 
amount of money belonging to the said -Loney deposited with Lieut. 
J. K. Allen, acting quartermaster of said regiment, and appropriated 
by the United States after the death of said Allen. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


S. KATE FISHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8080) for the relief of S. Kate Fisher. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to S. Kate Fisher, of St. Paul, 
Minn., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
the sum of $400, erroneously paid by her for entry of pubite lands in 
the local land office for the district of Duluth, Minn., on November 25. 
1903, which was mh ieee Pio | rong 9 75 by said S. Kate Fisher at 
the request of officers of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


BERNICE FARRELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8078) for the relief of Miss Bernice Farrell. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Miss Bernice Farrell, of St. 
Paul, Minn., the sum of $400, out of any money in the Treasury ‘not 
otherwise a 5 which sum was erroneously paid by her for 
the entry of public lands in the local land office of the Duluth (Minne- 
sota) district, on November 25, 1903, which entry was subsequently 
Leader eas said Bernice Farrell at the request of officers of the 

n ates. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


EUNICE TRIPLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
3820) for the relief of Eunice Tripler. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be paid to Eunice Tripler, widow of 
Surg. Charles S. Tripler, United States Army, out of sup mneney in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,000, for services 
by the said Charles S. pler in his lifetime in preparing, superin- 
tending, and directing the publication of a manual for the use of 
medi officers of the Army of the United States: Provided, That 
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payment of the aboye sum shall be a bar to any further claim against 


the Government for the use of the book herein referred t 
The bill was ordered to be read a third 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. MARSDEN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8749) to refund a fine 
of $200 imposed upon and paid by Charles H. Marsden, owner 
of the tug Owen. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to refund the sum of $200 to Charles H. 
Marsden, owner of the tug Owen, said sum being the amount of two 
fines of $100 each imposed for a violation of section 4438 of the Re- 


vised Statutes, paid on or about August 31, 1904, at the office of the 
collector of customs at Detroit, Mich. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: . 


A bill to refund a fine of $200 paid by Charles H. Marsden, owner of 
the tug Owen. 


0. 
time, was read 


CHARLES B. BENTLEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 714) for the relief of 
Charles B. Bentley. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be allowed Charles B. Bentley, post- 
master at Warsaw, Ind., the sum of $134.91, to reimburse him for the 
loss of key-deposit funds and damage to post-office fixtures through 
burglars, and for the expense resulting from a due vigilance to appre- 
hend the thieves, the said sum not having been certified or allowed to 
him by the Post-Office Department; and the sum of $134.92 is hereby 
appropriated, out of the money not already appropriated, for the pay- 
ment of said claim. 

Also the following amendments: 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “one hundred and thirty-four 
dollars and ninety-one cents and insert ninety-seven dollars.” 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out “one hundred and thirty-four dollars 
and ninety-two cents“ and insert“ ninety-seven dollars.” ` 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


POLLARD & WALLACE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 6299) for the relief of Pol- 
lard & Wallace. 
The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to pay to the firm of Pollard & Wallace, of Cham- 
aign, III., $6,000, ene the value of the plant leased by them to the 
Government, and used by the War Department in the construction of 
a lock and dam and construction work in the Osage River, near Osage 
City, Mo., and still retained by the War Department for use in con- 
unction with the said work on said dam, but rendered useless to said 
Pollard & Wallace by reason of the failure of the War Department to 
complete said work by lack of proper appropriation therefor: Provided, 
That as a condition precedent to the payment of said $6,000, the said 
Pollard & Wallace shall convey to the United States a clear title in 
said plant, and the ownership thereof shall become vested in the United 
States upon the payment of said sum, and said sum is hereby appro- 
priated for this purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 


third time, and passed. 
ANDREW H. RUSSELL AND WILLIAM R. LIVERMORE. 


The next business was the bill (S. 682) for the relief of An- 
drew H. Russell and William R. Livermore. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to that bill. 


JOHN AND DAVID WEST. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 18865) for the relief of 
John and David West. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to John and David West, of 
Cathlamet, Wahkiakum County, State of Washington, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $88.50, as a 
reimbursement in full for all damage to their dock or wharf in the 
Columbia River at Cathlamet accidentally inflicted by the U. S. dredge 
W. S. Ladd in the month of December, 1901. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
J. H. HENRY, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9109) for the relief of 
J. H. Henry. 
The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed, out of any. money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to pay to J. H. Henry, of San Jose, Cal., the sum of $684.15 
to reimburse fin for losses sustained 755 him on account of fires 
started by United States troops during their occupancy of his ranch in 
San Luis Obispo County, Cal, during the summer of 1 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time, and passed. 


EDWIN T. HAYWARD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12686) for the relief of 
Edwin T. Hayward, executor of Columbus F. Hayward, and the 
administrator of Charlotte G. Hayward. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Edwin T. Hayward, executor 
of the last will and testament of Columbus F. Hayward, deceased, out 
of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro- 
ok gt the sum of $714, and to Edwin T. Hayward. administrator de 

nis non, with the will annexed, of Charlotte G. Hayward, deceased, 
the sum of $939, the said sums being in payment of damages to land 
belonging to said Columbus F. Hayward and Charlotte G. Hayward, 
respectively, which was washed away and overflowed by reason of the 
extension of end of Dam No. 4 in the Muskingum River in the month 
of July, 1890: Provided, however, That before payment of said sums of 
money, or either of them, Edwin T. Hayward, as executor as aforesaid, 
and as such administrator, shall convey or cause to be conveyed to the 
United States, by deed duly acknowledged for record, the two parcels 
of land so damaged, containing together 4.51 acres, according by metes 
and bounds to be furnished by the Chief of Engineers of the United 
States Army. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to haye the attention 
of the gentleman. I do not propose to object to the considera- 
tion of the bill, because it is a meritorious proposition; but this 
is really for the purchase of land. It purports to be for the 
payment of damages, and then provides for the purchase of all 

«the land which is damaged. Would not the bill be in better 
form if the Department were authorized to purchase the land at 
a price not to exceed the amount named, so that the Department 
has some discretion as to the value to be paid or as to the 
amount of damages in dealing with the people? 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that I have a 
report of General Mackenzie here, and it seems that for simi- 
lar land the Government did pay $300 under the finding of the 
War Department, and that this damage is figured at the rate 
of $150 an acre instead of $300. 

Mr. MANN. This damage is figured at far higher than $300 
an nere. There are 4} acres, and the amount appropriated is 
$714 plus $931—$1,600 and more. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, the amount the gentleman reads 
is the value that is placed upon the land. The value of the 
land was fixed at about $300 an acre, or a little over, and there 
were 4.51 acres; And he was allowed $50 in addition to the 
value that was placed upon it. 

Mr. MANN. We buy the land and pay him for the damage 
to it. 

Mr. MILLER. No. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes. We buy the land and pay him for the 
damage to it, which may be perfectly proper; but I do not know. 

Mr. MILLER. All we want to do is simply to pay him for 
the value of the land. 

Mr. MANN. This bill, of course, has not passed the other 
body. Would it not be better to have the bill so that the De- 
partment has the discretion as to the price to be paid? 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] will suggest an amendment of that kind, I will 
agree to it. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to the bill passing as it is at 
present, but I made that suggestion because I think that form of 
the bill is quite objectionable. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CC. RAY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7960) for the relief of 
John C. Ray, assignee of John Gafford, of Arkansas, 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $853.25 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the relief of John C. Ray, assignee of John Gafford, de- 
ceased, mail contractor on route No, 7956, in the State of Arkansas, 
for carrying the United States mails to May 31, 1861, this being the 
amount of pay due to John Gafford to that date as found by the 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department and reported to the Secretary 
of the Treasury for appropriation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
GOUVERNEUR V. PACKER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 17285) for the relief of 
Second Lieut. Gouverneur V. Packer, Twenty-fourth United 
States Infantry. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized snd directed to cause to be credited to Second Lieut. Gou- 
verneur V. Packer, battalion quartermaster and commissary, Twenty- 
fourth Regiment United States Infantry, on his accounts as acting com- 
missary of subsistence of the post of Fort Missoula, Mont., with the 
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sum of $48.89, the amount of subsistence funds, for which he was re- 
sponsible, stolen by Commissary Sergt. Walter E. Smith, United States 
Army, who deserted from the service September 1, 1903. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID M’CLELLAND. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7153) for the relief of 
David McClelland for loss sustained at Chickamauga Park, 
Georgia, January 29, 1904. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows< 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay to David McClelland, late draftsman and as- 
sistant to the engineer in the Quartermaster's Department, United States 
Army, stationed at the new military post, Chickamauga Park, Georgia, 
the sum of Pan for loss of personal property by fire on the morning 
of January 29, 1904. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


THE NEBRASKA MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 14125) for the relief of 
The Nebraska Mutual Life Insurance Company, of Stromsburg, 
Nebr. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed-to refund to The Nebraska Mutual Life Insurance 
Company, of Stromsburg, Nebr., the sum of $1,481.94 th interest 
thereon at 7 per cent per, annum from the Ist day of July, 1901, which 
sum was wrongfully char, to and collected from said company on 
said date by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and paid by said 
company under protest. 

Also the following amendments: 


Strike out all of line 9; also all of line 8 except the words “ which 
m. ” 


Strike out in line 10 the words “on said date” and insert in place 
8 the words “as war- revenue taxes under chapter 448 of the laws 
0 5 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
notice that the Commissioner of Internal Reyenue reported on 
this same subject— 

I am satisfied that the tax was legally assessed and collected, and 
therefore can not recommend the passage of the pending bill. 

I would like to know why. i 

Mr. MILLER. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
HINSHAW]. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I think that if the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] will read over the report here he will see 
that it is a just claim. This company was organized as a 
mutual life insurance company under the laws of the State of 
Nebraska in March, 1898. The first year of its organization, 
as will be seen here by the reports, the revenues exceeded the 
expenditures by a considerable sum by reason of the fact that 
the assessments were levied and collected, but there were no 
death losses in the first year of its organization to amount to 
anything at all. : 

Therefore there was paid for commissions to officers and 
agents who were sent out to canvass the territory $2,639, and 
it appears it was very little for the pay of the officers. The 
officers did not receive any salary at all, except the secretary, 
who receives $1,200. These commissions have not been paid 
since then, and the revenues obtained from the assessments 
do not more than equal the expenditures each year, and none 
of this has gone to stockholders at all. 

As you will see by the certificate of Auditor Searle, on page 
17 of the report, he says: 


I further certify that said Nebraska Mutual Life Insurance Com- 
pany is o ized and transacting business under and by virtue of the 
assessment life-insurance laws of the State, that all moneys paid by its 
members for death losses and expenses is obtained by assessments upon 
its members, and that the said life-insurance 5 was organized 
for mutual protection to its members and not for profit. 


Now, that comes under the revenue law of 1898. which is 
found on page 2 of this report, in which it says: “If these 
companies are organized exclusively for the benefit of its 
members and not for profit, they are not subject to the revenue 
taxes.” 

This comes clearly under the provision exempting those that 
are organized not for profit in any sense. 

I say now to you, and say it without any feeling whatever, 
that in my conversations with the revenue oflicers up here 
they stated that this assessment had been made under a former 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue; that there was a rule of 
the Department—and I think he said it had the sanction of 
law—that a subsequent Commissioner can not reverse the find- 
ings of a former Commissioner. That was the reason. They 
did not propose to go into the merits of the question at all. 
You will observe that Mr. Yerkes does not state now any 
facts upon which he bases his conclusion. He simply states 
he believes the amount is properly assessed and should not be 


Claims to 


repaid; but you will find no objection in that office to the 


repayment of this claim, which is a very just one. If you will 
turn to the record here, you will see that it is absolutely for the 
use of the members and not for stockholders at all. 

Referring to page 3 of the report you will find that the Ne- 
braska Mutual Life Insurance Company, of Stromsburg, Nebr., 
was a mutual benefit association, and devoted its whole ineome 
to the payment of death losses and accident indemnity to its 
members, and an accumulation of a reserve fund for this pur- 
pose is in accordance with the charter and by-laws and the Ne- 
braska State law, and the payment of expenses absolutely neces- 
sary for the conduct of its business, and that the corporation 
was and is not organized fer profit. 

I submit to the gentleman, and suggest to him, that this is a 
just claim, and it concerns, not some great corporation, but a 
lot of people who have organized in the vicinity of Stromsburg 
the Nebraska Mutual Life Insurance Company, and that not with 
a view to profit. There are nine directors, who only get $10 
each a year; the president gets a salary of $50; the treasurer, 
$188; the secretary, $1,200; then the attorney gets $50, and one 
clerk or assistant to the secretary, $480. 

I submit this is a very small expenditure to the officers and 
agents of a company of this kind, and I ask the gentleman to 
please withdraw his objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know that I will object, but I do not 
know but that it is my duty to do so, because I think you will 
have a flock of these cases coming on. It has a little profit on 
the side. 

Mr. MILLER. There will be no more of these cases coming. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Kansas says they will not 
come. But they will come when his grandchildren are here. 

Mr. MANN. I will say that the passage of this claim is a 
great tribute to the gentleman from Nebraska. [Laughter.] 
` Mr. HINSHAW. I thank the gentleman for not objecting. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

T. E. BOYT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
19275) for the relief of T. E. Boyt. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 19275) for the relief of T. E. Boyt. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to T. E. Boyt, of Vienna, III., the sum 
of $461, to reimburse him for said sum paid by him for a technical 
violation of the Internal-revenue laws of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


W. W. PEIRCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17875) waiving the age limit for admission to the Pay Corps 
of the United States Navy in the case of W. W. Peirce. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 
A bill (H. R. 17875) waiving the age limit for admission to the Pay 
Corps of the United States Navy in the case of W. W. Peirce. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the age limit for admission to the Pay Corps 
s 1 panes States Navy be, and is hereby, walved in the case of 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed x e 


ESTHER ROUSSEAU. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
22362) making an appropriation to pay Esther Rousseau for 
horses killed upon the Cheyenne Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 22362) making an appropriation to pay Esther Rousseau 
for horses killed upon the Cheyenne Indian Reservation, in the State 
of South Dakota. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purpose 0 paying Esthar Rousseau for 495 horses 
be ogag to her and unlawfully destroyed and killed upon the Chey- 
enne ian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, during the year 
1897, by the United States Indian agent in charge of d Indian 
reservation. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: s 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That jurisdiction be, and hereby is, conferred upon the Court of 


ear, determine, and render final judgment upon the claim of 
Esther Rousseau, for horses belonging to her and killed and destroyed 
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upon the Cheyenne River Indian Reservation, or elsewhere, in the State 
of South Dakota, by the Indian agent in charge of said Cheyenne River 
Indian Reservation and other persons under his authority, with right of 
appeal as in other cases. 

“That a petition may be filed by the attorneys of the said Esther 
Rousseau in said court within forty days from the approval of this act, 
and service of said 8 shall be had by filing copies thereof with 
the Attorney-General and the Secretary of the Interior, and answer 
thereto shall be filed in said court within sixty days after the service 
of the petition. 

“The court may receive and consider all papers, depositions, records, 

correspondence, and documents heretofore filed in the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government, together with any other evidence offered, and 
shall render a jadgment or decree thereon for such amount, if any, 
without interest, as the court shall find legally or equitably due to the 
said Esther Rousseau. 
“Said cause shall be advanced on the calendar of said court, and 
the amount for which judgment may be rendered, when paid to the 
party named in said judgment, or her duly authorized and accredited 
attorneys, shall be received in full and final settlement of the claim 
for said unlawful destruction of said horses.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief 
of Esther Rousseau.” 

ROE REISINGER. 


The next business was Senate joint resolution 13, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to award the Congressional medal of 
honor to Roe Reisinger. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to award the Congressional medal of honor to 
Roe Reisinger, alias J. Monroe Reisinger, late corporal, Company H, 
One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
for specially brave and meritorious conduct in the face of the enemy 
at the battle of Gettysburg July 1, 1863. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I should like to have an explanation of this. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, Roe Reisinger enlisted as a cor- 
poral from Meadville, Pa., in the One hundred and fiftieth 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry and was a member of the 
regiment commanded by Col. Henry S. Huidekoper. He is one 
of the unknown heroes of the civil war. At the battle of Gettys- 
burg, in a galling fire, the color sergeant of the regiment was 
shot down, and Reisinger, then a corporal, volunteered to carry 
the colors forward. While doing so he received three leaden 
bullets, but in spite of his wounds he went on. At roll call 
before the battle that day 400, including 17 officers, were present. 
In the evening but 2 officers and 84 men responded. Sixty had 
been killed outright; the balance were wounded or captured. 
Colonel Huidekoper in his official report of the battle says, 
“Among the many brave I would especially commend for cool- 
ness and courage Corpl. Roe Reisinger.” 

It is on the recommendation of his colonel, now General Huide- 
koper, of Philadelphia, that this resolution has passed the Senate 
and has been approved by the House Committee on Military 
Affairs. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that we honor ourselves when 
we direct that a medal of honor be bestowed upon this brave 
man, so that his children and his children’s children shall 
know of his gallant deed upon the historic field of Gettysburg. 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


PAWNEE, OKLA. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 22543) granting to the 
town of Pawnee, in Pawnee County, Okla., certain lands for 
park, educational, and other public purposes. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, as this bill makes a grant of pub- 
lic lands in Oklahoma, which has now become a State, I think 
we ought to pass it over. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


MRS. R. E. MILLER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of 
Mrs. R. E. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. R. W. A iller the sum of $400 
to reimburse her for the said sum paid by her to the Government of 
the United States in lien of money belonging to the Government stolen 
from her possession, the said Mrs. R. E. Miller being at the time of 
said theft an employee of the post-office at Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to ask that that go 
over. s 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MANN. I am willing to reserve the right to object in 
order to allow the gentleman from Texas to make a statement. 


Perhaps he can persuade me, although I read the report and all 
the papers very carefully. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill for the re- 
lief of Mrs. R. E. Miller, who has been in the post-oftice service 
at Dallas, Tex., for many years, during which time she has 
handled many millions of dollars, the receipts of that post-office 
being something over $400,000 a year. A few years ago, while 
she was engaged in the performance of her duties as stamp 
elerk, she took her money, which was in a tin box, out of the 
safe for the purpose of purchasing her supply of stamps. The 
official from whom she had to purchase the stamps was not in 
his place at the time; consequently she was compelled to defer 
the purchase until after lunch. She went to lunch, leaving the 
money and the stamp window in charge of her assistant. When 
she came back from lunch the tin box in which the money was 
kept was there, locked, but on unlocking the box she discovered 
that the money was gone. She immediately replaced the amount 
out of her private funds. Everybody connected with the office 
has giyen the same testimonial in regard to the efficiency of this 
woman. Prior to her service in the Dallas post-office she had 
been in the Government service for quite a while, and this is 
the only instance of any trouble. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did not the inspector who went there to exam- 
ine into the facts report that she had been very careless about 
leaving her money for a*year or more; that she had a safe in 
which she might have locked it instead of keeping this large 
amount of money in a tin box, and that it was wholly unneces- 
sary for her to have $400 with which to make change? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. The inspector did make that sort of 
a report, and quotes the assistant postmaster and another em- 
ployee as authority for his statement. In this report you will 
find a statement from the assistant postmaster and the employee, 
both contradicting the statement of the inspector. The testi- 
mony of everyone connected with the office was that she was 
capable, careful, and efficient. I have already shown for what 
purpose she had taken the money from the safe. 

Mr. MANN. I notice in the report that this employee to 
whom the gentleman refers says that he himself has been han- 
dling millions of dollars every year. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I do not know where that statement 
is in this report. I do not recall it. I do not think the gentle- 
man will find any such statement there. 

Mr. MANN. That is the way I read it. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Why does not the gentleman quote 
the report? 

Mr. MANN. My copy of the report is in my room. I am re- 
lying on my memory. Of course, I am never sure of absolute 
accuracy in quoting from memory anything I read. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I think there is some conflict between 
what the inspector said and the gentleman’s memory. I know 
Mrs. Miller personally, and she is a gentle, refined lady. It 
meant much to her to replace this $460, but she did so. She 
comes now to the Goyernment that she has faithfully served for 
almost twenty-five years, and offering that service as her guar- 
anty of efficiency and fidelity, asks that she be reimbursed. 
Gentlemen now say that she was careless. Looking back at the 
occurrence it is easy to say so, but her record of many years 
without a single other loss is proof that she was not careless, 
This Government should not pay one dollar that is not justly 
due, but it should not withhold from this good woman that which 
is justly due her. There is another circumstance which I do 
not care to mention here that I think would affect the report 
of that inspector. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I quote from 
a letter written by a Mr. Luna, the employee to whom he refers: 

I have been closely associated with Mrs. Miller in this office for 
nbout ten years, and I consider that she is as careful in the handling 
of the Government's money as I am, and I handle millions each year, 

Now, does the gentleman from Texas think that a man who 
is so careless in the use of language as that, when the employee 
in that post-office does not take in $500,000 a year—does the 
gentleman think that his judgment about somebody else being 
eareful is worth much? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I do not think if the gentleman from 
Illinois knew Mr. Luna he would cast any reflections upon him. 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps I should not; I do not know him. I 
hardly ever cast any reflections upon anybody whom I know, 
because usually when I know a man I see his good qualities. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I do not know how that expression 
came in his letter. I am satisfied it was either an inadvertence 
or true. The bill was reported at the last Congress by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and is reported now. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the report is not unanimous, al- 
though there was no minority report. I do not wonder that it 
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is not unanimous. I do not think the bill ought to pass. I 
think I will object, Mr. Speaker. 


FRANCISCO KREBS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
5531) for the relief of Francisco Krebs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Francisco Krebs be, and he is hereby, con- 
firmed in his title to a tract of land known as Round Island, in the 
State of Mississippi, situated in sections 33 and 34, township 8 south, 
range 6 west, and sections 3 and 4, township 9 south, range 6 west, 
paniel by the 5 governor, Grimarest, to Francisco Krebs on 

cember 13, 1783, and recorded in translated records, book No. 
2, page 51, in the probate court at Mobile, Ala.: Provided, That 
nothing in this act contained shall affect the claim or claims of any 
other person or persons to the said land, or any part thereof, derived 
from the United States or any source whatever: Provided further, That 
the site comprising 400 feet square upon which the lighthouse is now 
situated shall be excepted from this confirmation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that the bill that was read this morning? 

Mr. BOWERS. Les. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know that I have any objection to the 
bill itself. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


HARRY M'L. P. HUSE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
22291) to authorize the reappointment of Harry McL. P. Huse 
to the active list. of the Navy. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
Harry MeL. P. Huse, now a professor of mathematics in the United 
States Navy with the rank of commander, a commander on the active 
list of the Navy, to take rank next after William L. Rodgers: Provided, 
That the said Harry McL. P. Huse shall establish to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Navy by examination pursuant to law his phy- 
sical, mental, moral, and professional fitness to perform the duties of 
that grade: And provided further, That the said Harry McL. P. Huse 
shall be carried as an additional to the number of the grade to which 
he may be spent under this act, or at any time thereafter promoted: 
And provided further, That the said Harry McL. P. Huse shall not by 
the passage of this act be entitled to back pay of any kind. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like an explanation of 
this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would be very 
glad to make the explanation which the gentleman from New 
York requests. The gentleman whom this bill was introduced 
to relieve is a commander in the United States Navy. He was 
the executive officer on the U. S. S. Gloucester, well fixed in 
history, a man of unusual courage and possessing great skill. 
After the termination of the Spanish-American war it was re- 
quested by the Navy Department that Commander Huse might 
be assigned to the Naval Academy at Annapolis to instruct the 
cadets on some special part of the curriculum. Not being in 
very good health, he acquiesced in the request made by the De- 
partment and submitted to the assignment. 

He is now through with his work at the Academy, his health 
has been completely restored, and the Department joins with 
him in asking that he may be returned to the line of the Navy. 
I will say, further, to my friend from New York that inasmuch 
as Captain Huse now holds an extra number he will not by his 
return to the line of the Navy interfere with the promotion of 
anyone thereon. He was advanced for courage and given an 
extra number by Congress, and therefore if returned to the line 
of the Navy he will not, to repeat what I have said, interfere 
with the promotion of any man in the list. 
` Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman has proceeded far enough to 
satisfy me, and I have no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended. 


JOHN M’KINNON, ALIAS JOHN MACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1160) to correct the military record of John McKinnon, alias 
John Mack. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John McKinnon, alias John Mack, late of Company 
L, Sixteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, and seaman on the U. S. S. North 
Carolina and U. 8. S. Brooklyn, and to grant him a discharge from the 
military service of the United States: Provided, That no bounty, pay, 
or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not see how this bill comes 
properly from the Naval Committee; unless some gentleman 
can give an explanation I shall have to object. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I remember that we consid- 


ered the case, and I would like to haye the report read. 
XLI——88 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask to haye the bill passed over without 
prejudice. 
The bill was passed over without prejudice. 


PETER O'NEIL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1561) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to grant an hon- 
erable discharge to Peter O'Neil. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to grant an honorable discharge to 
Peter O'Neil, late a member of United States Navy. 


The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the words “an honorable” and insert “a.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A Dill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to grant a discharge to Peter O'Neil.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES BEHAN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 19284) for the relief of 
James Behan. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to issue a discha to James Behan, 
who served on board the U. S. S. Vermont, U. S. S. Canandaigua, and 
U. S. S. Pinta, of the United States Navy, under the name of Michael 
Behan, in his true name, in lieu of the one he received for said service. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


LYMAN BALLOU. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 23889) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue deed of conveyance to Lyman 
Ballou to certain lands in Custer County, S. Dak. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to issue a deed of conveyance to Lyman 
Ballou, of the town of Buffalo Pp Custer County, 8. k., to the fol- 
lowing described lands, to wit: The north 100 feet of lot 1 in block 7 
of the original town of Buffalo Gap; also all that part of the southeast 
quarter of the southwest guaren of section 29 in township 6 south, of 
range 7 east, of the Black Hills meridian, bounded and described as fol- 
lows, to wit: Beginning at the intersection of the north line of Pine street 
with the west line of Second street, running thence east on the north line 
of Pine street 80 feet; thence south on the east line of Second street 80 
feet; thence west on the south line of Pine street 80 feet; thence north 
on the west line of Second street 80 feet to the place of beginning, as 
said streets are laid down and described on the plat of the town of 
Buffalo Gap, on record in the office of the register of deeds of Custer 
County, S. Dak., all in the town of Buffalo Gap, Custer County, S. Dak. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. - 


EDWIN S. HALL. 


The next business was the bill (S. 6166) for the relief of 
Edwin S. Hall. ‘ 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, Lhe por Nie out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$2,028.58, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to Edwin S. Hall, of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn., 
the said sum of $2,028.58. 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I think the House bill for this man 
was passed yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. MANN. ‘Then, I shall ask unanimous consent to vacate 
the proceedings of the House bill on yesterday, and that the 
House bill lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the proper way of proceeding would be by resolu- 
tion, or an order that the Senate be requested to return the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Very well; I will ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution be passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. We ought not to proceed, I think, until the 
House bill is here. 

Mr. MANN. This is a request to the Senate to return the 
House bill. We will get the House bill back as a matter of 
course. f 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reađing of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the following order will 
be made, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the Clerk be requested to request the Senate to return 
to the House the bill (H. R. 1050) for the relief of Edwin S. Hall. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. 
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MARGARET NEUTZE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 20169) for the relief of 
Margaret Neutze, of Leon Springs, Tex. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Margaret Neutze, of Leon 
Springs, Tex., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $100, in full settlement for damages due her by 
reason of the killing of two horses by troops of the United States Army 
while engaged in target practice near Leon Springs, Tex. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like an explanation of 
this bill. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the report does not give 
the date of the occurrence, but I shall refer to the bill imme- 
diately succeeding. It appears that the damage was done at 
Leon Springs in 1903, 1904, and 1905. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there seems to have been an in- 
vestigating board, and there is a recommendation on the part of 
General Humphrey that the claim be allowed. I have no objec- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


F. KRAUT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 20168) for the relief of 
F. Krant, of Leon Springs, Tex. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to F. Krant, of Leon Springs, 
Tex., the sum of $325, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, in full settlement of claims for damage to property 
incident to the target practice of the Army of the United States near 
Leon Springs, Tex. 

With the following amendment: 

On line 4 strike out the word “Krant” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Kraut.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. è 

By unanimous consent, the title was amended. 


ETIENNE DE P. BUJAC. 


The next business was the bill (S. 4926) for the relief of 
Etienne De P. Bujac. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Etienne De P. B 
second lieutenant, Thirty-third Infan 
in the sum of $1,020, the money lost 
service of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 


and he is 
jac, late 


„ United States Volunteers, 


y him while in the military 


JACOB LIVINGSTON & CO. 


The next business was the bill (S. 505) for the relief of Jacob 
Livingston & Co. 8 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to repay to Jacob Livingston & Co., 
Carlisle, Pa., $340.44, for moneys paid as taxes and penalties upon 
cigars manufactured by M. W. Jacobs at factory No. 3741, ninth 
district, State of Pennsylvania, which cigars were seized by the agents 
of the vernment, who alleged that the stamps thereon were counter- 
feited by the aforesaid Jacobs. - 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 
A. A. NOON. 
The next business was the bill (S. 3739) for the relief of A. 
A. Noon. 
Mr. MANN. I object to that bill. 
The bill was ordered to be passed without prejudice. 
L. K. SCOTT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 190) for the relief of L. 
K. Scott. 
Mr. MANN. I object to that bill. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside without prejudice. 
HOFFMAN ENGINEERING AND CONTRACTING COMPANY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1648) for the relief of the Hoffman Engineering and Contracting 
Company. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas certain accounts of the Hoffman Enginee and Contract- 


ing Company, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of 

the State of Pennsylvania, for com 

— 2 out its contract with the 
u 


1901, providing, among other things for certain construction work at 
the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, 


nsation for extra work done in 


e garg and reported upon under the direction of the Navy, by a 
board of officers consisting of Capt. S. W. Very and Civil 1 imagen 
A. C. Lorenz and A. J. Menacal, which said board found to be due the 
said corporation the sum of $14,838.25, against which sum certain 
countercharges amounting in the aggregate to $2,110.44 are due the 
United States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to adjudicate and settle the account of 
the said Hoffman Engineering and Contracting Company, and pay the 
same in an amount not exceeding $12,727.81, out of any moneys here- 
tofore appropriated for the construction of cadet quarters and other 
buildings at the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I did not 
receive my notice, and for that reason I was not present when 
this bill was considered, and I want to ask the gentleman if this 
was a unanimous report? : 

Mr. MILLER. What bill is that? ; 

Mr. GARRETT. This is the Hoffman Engineering and Con- 
tracting Company claim. 

ae MILLER. This was a unanimous report of the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. GARRETT. I am not objecting, but I did not receive my 
notice, and consequently was not present. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know something about the na- 
ture of the claim, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand the bill, it does not require the 
Navy Department to pay all the money, but limits the amount 
which they can pay in settlement. 

Mr. MILLER. That is what it does; it is a settlement.of 
their claim. 

Mr. MANN. It limits the amount they can pay, but does not 
require them to pay all the money. 

Mr. PAYNE. Authorizes them to pay it. 

Mr. MILLER. Providing it is found to be due, and they 
have found it is due, according to the report of the Secretary. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


JEANIE R. BARTLETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
2073) for the relief of Jeanie R. Bartlett, widow of the late 
Rear-Admiral John Russell Bartlett, United States Navy. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object to that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 


GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16085) for the relief of Gordon, Ironsides & Fares Company 
(Limited). 5 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $7,626.08 be paid to Gordon, 
Ironsides & Fares Company (Limited), of Montreal, Canada, said sum 
having been exacted as duties and paid to the collector of customs at 
the port of Boston by the said Gordon, Ironsides & Fares Company 
(Limited) on the 2d, 3rd, and 4th days of December, 1902, covering 
a consignment of 602 head of cattle and 1,757 sheep shipped from 
Canada in bond via Boston, Mass., to Live l, England, on the 25th 
day of November, 1902, and being prohibited from being so shipped by 
general orders from the Department of Agriculture, dated the 27ih da 
of November, 1902, said cattle and sheep being then slaughtered a 
exported on the Ultonia on the 10th day of December, 1902. 

ec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to make pay- 
ment of said amount of $7,626.08 mentioned in section 1 out of the 
funds not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect on its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to recur to bill, Calendar No. 3625, objected to by the gentleman 
from Illinois, but since the objection I have called his atten- 
tion 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CURRIER). Will the gentle- 
man defer that until the bills in regular order are disposed of? 
There is one more bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is one more bill; I did not see 
it on the Calendar, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 


S. W. PEEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
19930) referring the claim of S. W. Peel for legal services 
rendered the Choctaw Nation of Indians to the Court of Claims 
for adjudication. E 

Mr. MANN. This bill is not on the printed Calendar, of 
course. À 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is on the Calendar re- 
ported yesterday, but not on the printed Calendar. It is on the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. 
course. 


I have no objection to the bill being read, of 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of S. W. Peel, of Bentonville, Ark., 
for legal services rendered and expenditures had for the Choctaw Na- 
tion of Indians, of the Indian Territory, in an action in said Court of 
Claims wherein Yvon Pike and Lillian Pike, and Yvon Pike as the ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Luther S. Pike, deceased, were plaintiffs, 
and said nation was defendant, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims with full jurisdiction, equitable and legal, to ren- 
der judgment or decree therein as to the very right of the matter; and 
in case the said court finds any sum or amount due the claimant for 
his services and disbursements as aforesaid, it shall thereupon direct 
the same to be paid with interest from the funds of said nation now 
in the Treasury of the United States, and a transcript of such decree 
or judgment shall be authority for the Secretary of the Interior to make 
the payment therewith, and to make the proper charge against the 
funds of said nation; and sufficient of the funds of said nation shall 
be retained in the Treasury of the United States to meet any judgment 
or decree for payment to said S. W. Peel that may finally be rendered. 
The suit herein provided for shall be entitled“ S. W. Peel v. The Choc- 
taw Nation and the United States; the petition and other proceedings 
therein shall be in accordance with the ordinary rules and require- 
ments of said court, with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court by 
either party: Provided, That no suit shall be brought under the pro- 
visions of this act after six months from the date of the passage there- 
of: And provided further, t such suit shall be advanced and 

` promptly tried in any court where it may be pending. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I first reserye the point of order 
on the bill and then I object. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, just a moment 
before the gentleman objects. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to reserve the right to 
object if the gentleman desires me to do so. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I hope the gentleman will re- 
serve his objection. The member of the committee who re- 
ported the bill I do not see in the House, but it involves the 
sum of about $5,000 claimed to be due on a contract that was 
made by Judge Peel, who was for many years an honored mem- 
ber of this House, for services performed for certain Indians, 
I think in the Indian Territory. The bill merely sends the 
case to the Court of Claims and asks them to find the facts 
and render a judgment if any amount is found to be due, and, 
if so, the judgment is to be paid out of the funds of the Indians 
who are parties to this contract, and it does not take any money 
whatever out of the Public Treasury. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that this 
bill proposes to confer upon the Court of Claims the authority 
to render a judgment upon an equitable claim regardless of the 
fact he could sue, and would sue, a private person on a legal 
claim? The bill provides for judgment both legal and equita- 
ble. That is the way I heard the bill read from the desk. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That, Mr. Speaker, is be- 
cause of the fact there is some question between the claimant 
and the Indians as to whether or not there was a written con- 
tract. 

Mr. MANN. We have had no opportunity to see the bill, of 
course. There has been a good deal of fraud in connection with 
the allowance of claims by attorneys against Indians, and this 
one ought to be considered by the House when it can be consid- 
ered. ° 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that I have no interest whatever in the claimant. The gentle- 
man who reported the bill is absent, and I was present when the 
hearing took place. 

Mr. MANN.. I understand. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. And Judge Peel appeared be- 
for the committee. It seemed to the members of the committee 
that it was a just claim, and they reported it unanimously. 

Mr. FLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] that I introduced the bill, and I would be 
pleased to state any facts that he may desire or may wish in- 
formation about as to the character of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I will be very glad to hear the gentleman's ex- 
planation. What we want is information. So far we have not 
any. It comes from a committee that has no jurisdiction to 
report the bill. It is not upon the Calendar, and nobody has 
been adyised of it. The report was only printed this morning, 
and nobody could obtain it, and I do not believe that the gen- 
tleman ought to ask that we push the bill through. Of course 
the gentleman can always enlighten me. 

Mr. FLOYD. If the gentleman will yield, I would like to ex- 
plain it to him. 

Mr. MANN. I have not the floor. 
floor and is entitled to it. 

Mr. FLOYD. I will state that this is a bill in behalf of S. W. 
Peel to refer a certain claim which he has against the Choctaw 
Nation for legal services to the Court of Claims for adjust- 
ment. About 1895, after Colonel Peel had retired from Con- 


The gentleman has the 


gress, there was a suit filed by Yvon Pike, Lillian Pike, and 
Yvon Pike as the administrator of the estate of Luther H. Pike, 
deceased, being the heirs of Albert Pike, against the Choctaw 
Nation for the sum of $200,000. The chief of the Choctaw Na- 


tion notified Colonel Peel, who was down there at that time, 
that the suit was pending and asked him how much he would 


charge to represent the nation in that suit. He said he would 
represent them for $5,000. The Choctaw council was in session 
at that time, and they immediately passed a bill through the 
senate of the Choctaw council to employ Mr. Peel and to allow 
him $5,000. It was right on the eve of the adjournment of the 
Choctaw council, and the lower house adjourned before the 
senate bill reached the house. After that Colonel Peel returned 
home, and the chief of the Choctaw Nation, Mr. Gardner, sent 
him the following letter: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, CHOCTAW NATION, 
Jerry GARDNER, PRINCIPAL CHIEF, 
Bagletown, Ind. T., December 16, 1895. 


Dear Sin AND FRIEND: Mr. Stanley has informed this office that 
there is a motion by the attorney of the Pike heirs, Mr. James Cole- 
man, in the Court of Claims for an order to take testimony. 

You will please go to Washington, D. C., as early as you can and ap- 
pear as attorney for the nation and ask for time until one can be em- 
ployed by the nation for that purpose. 

Mr. Dyer will go to Washington, D. C., before long. 

Yours, respectfully, 

Jerr GARDNER, 
Chief, Choctaw Nation. 

S. G. BATTIEST, 

Private Secretary. 


Principal 


Hon. S. W. Peet, Bentonville, Ark. 


In response to that request Colonel Peel came to Washington, 
and Mr. Dyer came on to Washington also and entered into a 
written contract with Colonel Peel relative to his fee. Mr. 
Dyer was a delegate of the Choctaw Nation, selected by the 
council to represent their interests here. He entered into a 
written contract with Colonel Peel to defend the Choctaw Nation 
in that suit, and the contract is in writing, was submitted to 
the committee, and I have copies of it here in a brief. That 
contract provided that for his services in the suit he should be 
paid $1,000 down and $4,000 at the termination of the suit; in 
all, $5,000. Under that contract Colonel Peel entered upon his 
duties as attorney in that case and continued his services from 
1895, when he was employed, to 1901, when by Senate amend- 
ment an appropriation was made to pay the Pike heirs $75,000, 
and that settled the suit in the Court of Claims. He filed an 
answer, took testimony, and took depositions, and so forth, using 
his own funds in payment of costs, and neither his fee nor-the 
costs paid out by him have been paid. The testimony shows 
that he was the sole attorney in that case and represented them 
in it as their sole attorney for a period of about six years. That 
is the nature of the case. 

Now, in regard to this proposition suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] as to the contract, I will say there 
may be a question as to the validity or legality of it in this’ way : 
A bill authorizing his employment was passed through the Choc- 
taw senate. The chief then ratified the contract made by the 
Senate. It did not go to the house for ratification. Then the 
delegate was authorized to come here and enter into the con- 
tract, in keeping with the bill or resolution of the senate. He 
did so, and entered into a written contract with Colonel Peel, 
signed it, agreeing to-pay this amount of money due, with inter- 
est. Even if the court should hold that that contract was not 
valid and binding, we insist that in equity, under the rule of 
quantum meruit, he would be entitled to some compensation for 
his six years’ services in representing the Choctaw Nation in a 
suit in which he saved them $125,000, because that was the 
amount that was saved by fighting that suit. If he had not 
entered appearance and made defense for them, a judgment 
would have been taken against the Choctaw Nation for $200,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. FLOYD. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is this claim contested by the Choctaw Nə- 
tion; and if so, on what ground? 

Mr. FLOYD. This claim simply has not been paid by the 
Choctaw Nation; and I believe that formerly when the effort 
was being made to get this claim allowed by a direct appropria- 
tion that some one filed a protest; but in the protest they did not 
deny any of the facts alleged by Colonel Peel, as I understand 
it. And I want to say in this proceeding here no protest has 
been entered, no answer has been made to our proceeding. I 
want to say, further, that when the facts were submitted to the 
Senate committee the same item was put on the Indian appro- 
priation bill two years ago, but was lost in conference. 

Mr. PERKINS. On what ground was it objected to? Be- 
cause, as you state the case, there ought to be no objection. 
There must be some somewhere. 

Mr. FLOYD. ‘That is a question I can not answer. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I desire to say a word on the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois, in which 
he questions the jurisdiction of the committee on the ground that 
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it is not a claim against the Government, and, therefore, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs is the proper committee to consider 
such claims, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on 
that. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist upon his point of 
order? 

Mr. MANN. 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ruling on the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. Not on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 


JOHN H. POTTER. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to Calendar No. 3625. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. PAYNE. What is it? 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3574) for the relief of John H. Potter. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, to John H. Potter, formerly 
master of the collier Saturn, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, -the sum of $1,344, in full settlement of salary 
and traveling and subsistence expenses from the time of his discharge 
in Manila, August 31, 1901, to the time of his reporting at the Navy 
Department at Washington, October 25, 1901, and to reimburse him 
for certain sums expended by order and under authority of command- 


ing officers. 
Mr. Speaker, in that case I objected on the 


Mr. Speaker, I insist upon my objection, for the 
Does the gentleman desire a 


Mr. MANN. 
ground that the money to be paid appeared to be to pay mileage 
to an officer who had been discharged in the Philippines, and 
who was found to be improperly discharged. The report indi- 
cates that the payment is to be made for mileage. The state- 
ment upon which the action of the committee was based, how- 
ever, and not printed in the report, shows that the amount al- 
lowed was simply for expenses. I have no objection. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS. R. E. MILLER. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to the bill H. R. 4586, Calendar No. 5121. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bin (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Mrs. R. E. Miller. 


Be it enacted, pes 7 res reoinp of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and to-pe y, out of 5 money in the Treas- 
not. otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. R. B. Miller the sum of $400 to 
burse her for the said sum paid by her to the Government of the 
United States in lieu of money 2 to the Government stolen 
from her possession, the said Mrs. R ler rota at the time of said 
theft an employee of the post-oflice at Dallas, Te 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I 8 this is a case where 
a post-office clerk allowed somebody to steal $400. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. That is the case. I thought the 
amiable gentleman from New York was not going to object. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am not going to deprive the gentleman of an 
opportunity to donate $400 to this woman, who has been an 
employee of the Post-Office Department for a long time; but I 
hope that these clerks in the post-office will hereafter be a little 
more careful in the matter of caring for Government funds. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARY V. SHAW. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to bill H. R. 7548, Calendar No. 3627. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I do not know what the case is. 
identify it in that way. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of Mary V. Shaw. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
— not otherwise appropriated, to Mary V. Shaw, widow of Hon. 

Irvin Shaw, late Fe . general to Singapore, Straits Settlements, 
Inala, the sum of $3,000, a sum ene one year’s salary, and an 


llowance of $300 additional to defray the cost of the funeral expenses 
of the said Hon. W. Irvin Shaw, who died while in the service. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “of,” strike out the words “three thou- 
saud” and insert in lieu thereof the words “one thousand five hun- 
dred;” and in Une 8 strike, out the words “one year's” and insert 
in lieu thereof “six months“ 


I ean not 


Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to make this brief statement. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I have no objec- 
tion to the gentleman making a statement. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think, Mr. Speaker, there was a misunder- 
standing of this question when it was reached before. I have 
in my hand a copy of a letter (and it is attached to the report) 
from the Secretary of State, in which he says the law pro- 
vides for the payment to the widow or heirs at law of a consul 
who dies abroad a sum of money equal to the allowance made 
to such officer for the transit period between his post and Wash- 
ington, also for the funeral expenses. 

Now, I understand that the amount usually allowed for the 
transit period is six months’ salary. So if this consul had died 
abroad his widow would have received the six months’ salary 
and the funeral expenses. He returned here in ill health, as a 
result of his service in the unhealthy city of Barranquilla, 
Colombia, and had been appointed consul to Singapore, but be- 
forè he could return he died here. If he had lived to go 
there his widow would have had this money. 

Mr. MANN. No; if he had died there it would have cost 
her the allowance that the Government makes to come home 
and bring his body home. The reason for making the allow- 
ance ceased in this case. Unless it is the policy of the Govern- 
ment to do, as it has been the policy of the House here to do, in 
case of the death of an employee, to pay six months’ salary. 
I can see no reason why this bill should pass. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think I made myself understood. 
If Mr. Shaw had died there, his widow would have received the 
six months’ salary and the expenses of bringing him back and 
burying him. He died here; so she received nothing. She is in 
utterly destitute circumstances. This bill was offered by my 
colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dresser], who is himself ill, 
and when the bill was called up before I was not familiar with 
the circumstances. 

Mr. Shaw was prevented from returning to his post by illness 
incurred in the discharge of his duty at the other post. Had 
he been able to get to his new post his widow would have re- 
ceived, under the law, six months’ salary and the funeral ex- 
penses. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Where was she when he died? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not know, but I will assume for the 
purposes of the case that she was with him. IIe did not die at 
his home, however. 

Mr. MANN. The only claim that is any good here is that the 
woman is poor, and there are millions of others like her. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There is no other case like this, except four 
or five cases which haye been allowed by Congress. 

Mr. MANN. There are other cases like it as to poverty. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There will never be another just exactly 
like it probably. 

Mr. MANN. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
what distinction can be drawn between this case and that of 
any employee of the Government who dies here at home in this 
country? Why should we not pay them all six months’ salary 
and funeral expenses? 

Mr. OLMSTED. This man died as a result of his service, and 
his illness and death prevented him from getting back to the 
post to which he had been appointed, which would have entitled 
his widow, under the law, to six months’ salary and funeral 
expenses. 

Mr. PAYNE. Other people die in the Government service. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There have been other cases similar to this, 
and the widow in each case has been paid. 

Mr. MANN. The precedent has been enlarging, as far as 
the Government is concerned, but we ought either to take one 
position or the other. If it were the policy of Congress to pay 
six months’ salary, as far as I am concerned I should have no 
objection to that, but I am not willing to make an exception in 
this case. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If he had died abroad, his widow would 
have received this money. He died here, and therefore his 
widow loses the money. 

Mr. MANN. No; he was in precisely the same position as 
any other officer of the Government who dies at any place in 
the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
think that the reason of the custom that permits the six 
months’ allowance, this “transit allowance,” as it is called, 
is because when they die abroad the expense of the family in 
returning is a thing intended to be provided for? Now, if the 
family were here with him, why should the spirit of that law 
apply in this case? They had no traveling to do. 

Mr. OLMSTED. In addition to the transit allowance they 
allow funeral expenses also. N 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand, but there was no travel here 
and no transit. They were here already. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If he had died abroad, his widow would 
have got the six months’ allowance and the funeral expenses. 
Now, she has had to bury him herself, and gets no allowance 
either for salary or for his funeral expenses. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The six months’ allowance is for the 
transit. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, they allow him for that period. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is an arbitrary way of fixing the 
amount. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And they allow the funeral expenses be- 
sides. Now she has had to bury him at her own expense and 
can not even get the six months’ salary. It seems to me that it 
is a very meritorious claim and I wish the gentleman from IIIi- 
nois could see his way to allow it to be voted upon. There has 
never been a case like it since the foundation of the Government, 
and probably will never be another, 

Mr. MANN. I object. 


MITSUI BUS§SAN KAISHA. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House return to Calendar No. 3785. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the House return to Calendar No. 3785, 
‘which is H. R. 9289, for the relief of the Mitsui Bussan Kaisha. 
Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $600 be, and is hereby, appro- 
riated to the ‘Mitsui Bussan Kaisha for damages to their steamer 
ikosan Maru, caused by collision with a coal hulk owned by the 
United States Quartermaster’s Department on July 31, 1902; and that 
the further sum of $948.27 be, and is hereby, appropriated to the 
Mitsui Bussan Kaisha for damages to their chartered steamer Shirley, 
caused by collision with a coal hulk owned by the United States 
8 8 in Manila Bay on March 23, 1902, making 
together the sum of $1,548.27. 


Mr. GARRETT. This bill was objected to by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I objected to that claim and 
asked a question as to the allowance of demurrage which the 

report did not show was not included in the amount. I am as- 
sured by the gentleman from the Committee on Claims who in- 
troduced the bill that the allowance of demurrage was not in- 
cluded in the amount appropriated in the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS P. MORGAN. 


Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
tur» to Calendar No. 3606, which is the bill (H. R. 12881) to 
pay Thomas P. Morgan the amount found due by the Court of 
Claims. That is the Court of Claims case, which was tried on 
report and documentary evidence sent in by the War Depart- 
ment and upon depositions duly taken in the Court of Claims. 
The amount of $6,357.82 was found to be actually due this 
dredging contractor, and the further facts were proved that he 
actually dredged the number of cubic yards charged for, which 
have not been paid for, and that the Government actually got the 
benefit of the services rendered. 

The amount of four thousand and odd dollars was the re- 
tained percentage on the amount of money that was withheld 
for the dredging work that had been done. One thousand four 
hundred dollars is for the amount of dredging which was not 
paid for at all. It was withheld on the ground, first, that there 
was a little deeper dredging at certain places called for; there 
was no definite depth fixed, but about a certain number of feet 
in depth was required, and it was simply held up so that they 
could get a decision in the matter, and by that time they de- 
clared that the contract period had ended and did not extend 
his time, and so he did not have an opportunity to do it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I made the objection to this bill. 
There was a finding of the Court of Claims which found noth- 

ing practically, and there was nothing in the report to show 
whether the engineering department of the War Department 
had eyer been consulted about this claim, and nothing to show 
what objection they had, they having originally refused to make 
the allowance. But the gentleman from Indiana assures me, 
and I am willing to take it, that in the trial of the case before 
the Court of Claims all of the claims of the War Department 
were brought out and considered by that court, although it is 
not shown by the record. Therefore I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand, this is only 10 per cent of the 
whole amount of the contract which is held back? 

Mr. CHANEY. It covers more than that; it covers $1,459 


worth of dredging that was done, that was not considered in 
the matter, because they ended the contract, claiming that the 
period of limitation had expired. 

Mr. MANN. The Government declared the contract forfeited 
because the contractors had not completed the work within the 
time provided, although the time had been extended six months, 
and then they declared that the money in the hands of the Gov- 
ernment which otherwise would have been due the contractors 
was forfeited under the contract. The War Department con- 
sidered that they were correct in that respect. The Court of 
Claims did not make any findings upon the point at all, but did 
find that the contractor had done this and that there was ex- 
cuse for him. While I think the decision or the findings of the 
Court of Claims is the poorest I have ever seen coming from 
that court, still as the claim was fully presented to the court, 
I am willing to take their judgment and be bound by it. 

Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, the only quesfion the War De- 
partment had in it was as to whether they, under the contract, 
could withhold this money as a penal sum, and the question of 
law was decided in favor of the claimant that it was not a penal 


sum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, the amendment was offered by 
the committee, but the amount in the amendment is not the way 
we want the bill passed. We want the entire amount found by 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, Mr. Speaker; I shall not consent to that. 

Mr. CHANEY. Then I shall withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the order passing the 
bill can be vacated. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MANN. That depends, Mr. Speaker. The bill was passed 
as amended. 

Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not want the bill passed as 
amended; I want the bill passed carrying the amount that the 
Court of Claims found. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand it has been already passed as 
amended, and if that is so, he can not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? ‘ 

Mr. MANN. I object. 


DEPOSIT SAVINGS ASSOCIATION OF MOBILE, ALA. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to return to the bill (H. R. 4190) for the relief of the 
creditors of the Deposit Savings Association of Mobile, Ala. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to return to the bill indicated. Is there objection? 

oe MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am compelled to object to that 

request. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

CLAIMS UNDER NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to the bill (H. R. 13605) to satisfy certain claims against 
the Government arising under the Navy Department, for the 
purpose of moving to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 


passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to returning? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I now move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, for the purpose of offering 
certain amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. In 
connection with that bill, when it was passed was the usual 
motion to reconsider and lay on the table passed? 

Mr. MILLER. No. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kansas, to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed. 

The question was taken; and the mdtion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I now offer the following amend- 
ments to this bill, and I offer them on account of the report that 
is presented by the Navy Department to our committee. I am 
authorized by the unanimous vote of the committee to offer these 
amendments. There are eleven of them, providing for the pay- 
ment of small amounts of damages similar to those that have 
been enacted in the bill, amounts ranging from $42 to some three 
hundred and odd dollars. I send the amendments to the desk, 
and ask to haye them read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


To reimburse the owners of the steamer Rirer Queen the cost 
of repairs necessitated by a collision of that vessel with 
ien. naval toe: m ——.. 8 nan keane 

To reimburse Pay Inspector S. I.. Heap, United States Navy, 
the amount paid for injuries to a shore boat, belonging to 
a native, in collision with the first steamer of the U. S. 


$142. 


flagship Brooklyn, at Genoa, Ital. - 1. 12 
To compensate the owners of coal barge Lizzie for damages 

resulting from being rammed by the U. S. S. Nerada 380. 36 
To compensate George W. Clarke for injuries to his bateau 

in collision with a cutter from the U. S. S. West Virginia. 60. 00 
To compensate the owners of the schooner Mary M. Brainard 

for delay while making repairs due to collision caused by 

the. De S.-ghter eee, : 135. 00 
To reimburse the owners of lighter Ben No. 9 the actual cost 

of repairing injuries thereto caused by the U. S. lighter 

%% ee ae ne ae di Ei ye ce a ese © 4.89 


To reimburse the Chinese customs service the cost of re- 
placing the Fairway bell gas-lighted buoy at the entrance 
of the Yangtse River, lost in collision with the U. S. naval 
een x ee re 

To pay the owners of coal lighter Lucy for repairs necessi- 
tated by being squeezed by the U. S. S. Erol 

To reimburse Jardine, Matheson & Co.. of Amoy. China, the 
cost of raising and replacing a buoy sunk by the U. S. tor- 
pedo-boat destroyers Barry and Chauncey -------------— 

To pay Zaldo & Co., of Habana. Cuba, for damages to two- 
masted schooner Amalia. arising from collision with first 
steamer of the U. S. F. Columbia______------.--..._-. 150. 

To reimburse the owner of the sailboat Paprica the cost of 
necessary repairs resulting from collision with the U. S. 
e TTT 7. 90 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
‘and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 


S. W. 


Mr. FLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to the bill H. R. 19930. 4 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 19930) referring the claim of S. W. Peel for legal 


services rendered the Choctaw Nation of Indians to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
was read the third time, and passed. 


PEEL. 


The 


and read a third time; 


JOHN M'KINNON. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose 
of making an inquiry, I ask to return to House Calendar 5263, 
which is passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to return to the bill, the title of which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1160) to correct the military record of John McKinnon, 
alias John Mack, 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
that bill 

The SPEAKER. That is a desertion bill, which would not 
be in order to-day. 


Mr. Speaker, I am not sure 


A. A. NOON. 


Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to return to page 47, Calendar No. 5437, and take up Senate 
bill 3739. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 8739) for the relief of A. A. Noon. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, is 
that the gilsonite bill? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Yes; that is the gilsonite bill. Mr. 
A. A. Noon was the lessee of certain mining claims near the 
Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in Utah. The survey of this 
reservation was made in 1884-85 and the boundaries of the reser- 
vation established by that survey. Certain mining claims were 
located and recorded according to law outside and near the 
western boundary of the reseryation as then defined. 

One of these mining claims which had been duly located ac- 
cording to law was leased from its owner by Mr. Noon. He 
extracted some $1,300 worth of gilsonite from this mine. 
Claiming that this mining claim was within the reservation, 
the Government commenced an action against him and recov- 
ered judgment for the full amount of the value of the gilsonite 
which had been marketed. When notified by the Government to 
desist from mining he conformed to the requirements of the De- 


partment. While he was lessee in good faith of these mines 
there was no question in his mind as to his tight to take out 
the ore, and it was only by a resurvey of the reservation in 
1898, after his lease and after the development work done and 
the production of ore (gilsonite) by him in pursuance of this 
bona fide lease, that this territory was found to be within the 
reservation. I think that is a good claim and ought to pass, 
and I hope no objection will be made to its consideration at this 
time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Did he get any gilsonite out and sell it? 
Did he get any money out of it? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. He got some money, and the Gov- 
ernment sued him and got judgment for the full amount of the 
receipts for the mineral which he had taken out. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, And now you are asking that he be repaid 
that amount? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. That is the claim on the ground that 
he had good reason to believe he was operating a valid claim 
that was not within the Uncompahgre Reseryation, according 
to the recognized survey made by the Government in 1884-5. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The evidence in the case is all ex parte; it 
all comes from his side. Did the Government have an opportu- 
nity to introduce any evidence to show he was not acting in good 
faith, because this is rather.a dangerous precedent for a man to 
enter upon Government property and mine, and when required to 
pay back to the Government he should come back and have Con- 
gress make an appropriation for the profit he had made? It is 
quite dangerous. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. The strength of this claim, I will say 
to the gentleman from Mississippi, consists in this, that a resur- 
vey of the reservation was made in 1898, bringing within the res- 
ervation this claim, which had been located and recorded accord- 
ing to law, and which was understood to be without the reser- 
vation and was without the reservation as first surveyed and 
bounded. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman did not Government 
officials who had charge of the transaction know all of these 
facts at the time this suit was instituted and prosecuted to a 
conclusion ? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. I can not say as to that, but I state 
the fact to be that Mr. Moon, acting upen the recognized survey 
of the Government, was fully justified in the conclusion that his 
lease was of a lawful mining claim, and that he was engaged in 
a legitimate business. He certainly had no reason to expect any 
litigation from the Government. By the judgment obtained 
aghinst him he not only suffers a loss of the net value of the 
mineral, but the Government deprives him of the value of the 
labor in mining, transporting, and marketing it. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that the House of 
Representatives, after the Department of the Interior and the 
Department of Justice have secured a judgment against a man, 
ought to favorably act upon a claim before a report of the claim 
has been printed and filed? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. This is a Senate bill, and the Senate 
report is printed and sets forth fully the reasons for this 
claim. The House report contains no additional information, 
and I am sure shows a just and equitable claim. 

Mr. MANN. I have not been able to obtain a copy of the 
report. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the yotes 
by which all of these bills have been passed, and ask that that 
motion lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


M. A. JOHNSON. 


The SPEAKER. In regard to the bill (H. R. 15850) for the 
relief of M. A. Johnson, the House passed to-day a similar Sen- 
ate bill to this House bill which passed yesterday, but it has not 
yet been reported from the desk as enrolled. 

Mr. MANN. Is this the bill that we passed the resolution 
upon? 

The SPEAKER. No; it is another one. 

Mr. MANN. Is the bill still in the hands of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is identical to the Senate bill, 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Identical. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Mann, by unanimous consent, the 
bill H. R. 15850 was taken from the Speaker's table, and the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed, read a third 
time, and passed was reconsidered, and the bill was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


Mr. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Disposition of Use- 
less Executive Papers was discharged from further considera- 
tion of the communication of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
dated December 4, 1906, submitting a copy of a report of a 
joint committee of the Treasury and Post-Office Departments 
in relation to the destruction of certain papers used in the 
money-order department, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR SUNDAY, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Stms] will act as Speaker during the services 
in memory of the late Senator Bare to be held to-morrow. 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the House, in accordance with its previous order (at 3 
o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.), adjourned until 2 o'clock p. m. to- 
morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the cases of 
Thomas Willis and others against The United States, dismissed 
for want of prosecution—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy. of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John M. McDonald and others against The United States, dis- 
missed on motion of the Assistant Attorney-General—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Columbus, James Ful- 
lerton, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Little John Butler, James 
Smith, jr., master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a list of 
leases granted during the year 1906—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a-letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for relief of citizens of Fort Revere, Hull, 
Mass.—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an’ esti- 
mate of appropriation for laying sidewalks on the road to the 
national cemetery at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the board of road commissioners of Alaska of operations for the 
season of 1906—to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed with illustrations, 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
E. W. Walker and others against The United States, dismissed 
on stipulation of parties—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Louis Wimberly and others against The United States, dis- 
missed on motion of Assistant Attorney-General—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills of the following titles were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4975) giving the consent 
of Congress to an agreement or compact entered into between 
the State of New Jersey and the State of Delaware respecting 


the territorial limits and jurisdiction of said States, reported 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. - 


6440) ; which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. FORDNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1178) providing 
for the resurvey of a township of land in Colorado, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6441) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 529) to promote the national defense, to create a naval re- 
serve, to establish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, 
and to promote commerce, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6442) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 24602) increasing the pen- 
sion of dependent widows—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 24603) to authorize the 
Atlanta, Birmingham and Atlantic Railroad Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Coosa River in the State of Alabama— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. s 

By Mr. PEARRB: A bill (H. R. 24604) to amend sections 
190, 193, and 194 of the Code of Law for the District of Co- 
lumbia, in relation to the coroner of said District and inquisi- 
tions before him—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 24605) granting to the 
Norfolk and Portsmouth Traction Company the right to operate 
trains through the military reservation on Willoughby Spit, 
Norfolk County, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (II. R. 24606) to promote the safety 
of employees and trayelers upon railroads by limiting the hours 
of service of employees thereon—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ss 

By Mr. BROOCKS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24607) requiring 
that suits involving the title to lands or any rights connected 
with or incident thereto shall be brought only within the division 
of the circuit or district court in which said land or part thereof 
is situated—to the Committee on the Judiciary. - 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 24608) to amend the Dill 
(S. 3638) providing for the retirement of noncommissioned offi- 
cers, petty officers, and enlisted men of the Army, Navy, and 
Marine Corps of the United States—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24609) providing 
for pay and leave of absence of rural mail carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A resolution (H. Res. 774) requesting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to furnish the House details of all 
leases by the Government of land and buildings in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A resolution (H. Res. 775) to continue 
the employment of the janitor to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department and the lientenant’s guard room—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 776) to increase 
the salary of Thomas M. Hyde, briefing clerk of the House—to 
the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A resolution (H. Res. 777) increasing 
the salary of E. L. Lampson and Dennis E. Alward, reading 
clerks of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A resolution (H. Res. 778) increasing 
the pay of the document and bill clerk of the House—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 24610) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Smith H. Simpson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 24611) granting an increase 
or ponon to Velney B. St. John—to the Committee on Inyalid 

ensions. 
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By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 24612) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael Evert—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 24613) for the 
relief of Mary A. Tyree—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 24614) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Vance—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. K 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24615) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis W. Crain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24616) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mathias Shirk—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 24617) granting an increase of 
pension to Elihu M. Sharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 24618) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Carroll—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24619) for the relief of the heirs of James 
W. Ward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 24620) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Balew—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 24621) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth P. Hargraye—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 24622) granting an increase 
of pension to Myron H. Perrigo—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24623) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon ©. Grim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 24624) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Justus E. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid 

. Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24625) granting an increase of pension to 
Henson Wiseman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24626) granting a pension to Alfred John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (II. R. 24627) granting 
a pension to Anna M. Hawes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H, R. 24628) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William C. Looper—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24629) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 24630) authorizing the 
President to promote Capt. James Evelyn Pilcher, United States 
Army, retired, to the grade of major, United States Army, re- 
tired—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 24631) granting an increase 
of pension to James Larkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 24632) for 
the relief of the estate of Daniel Y. Grayson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24633) 
for the relief of the heirs of William M. Wilson, of Barren 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A Dill (H. R. 24634) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lorin B. Ohlinger—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 24635) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Stuessi—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 
24636) for the relief of John Bullette—to the Committee on 
Claims. : 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 24637) granting an increase 
of pension to Hazen Wardlow—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 24638) granting an increase 
of pension to Bernard Shallow—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 24639) granting an increase of 
pension to John C. Opdyke—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23150) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel H. W. Riter—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 18519) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Mc- 
Cray—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Woman's Suffrage Asso- 
ciation, of Ohio, for a constitutional amendment granting suf- 
frage to women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John A. Brand et al., citizens of New York, 
against intervention in Kongo State affairs—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New Century Guild, of Philadelphia, 
for enactment of legislation for investigation of the social, in- 
dustrial, educational, and physical condition of women labor- 
ers—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of R. C. Tanis, 
secretary of branch No. 65, National Association of Letter Car- 
riers, Passaic, N. J., for improvement in the postal service on 
lines recommended by the First Assistant Postmaster-General— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Sommerville, 
La.; Greensboro, Ala.; Casper, Nebr,; Greenwood, S. C.; Adams, 
Ohio; Bellefourche, S. Dak.; Memphis, Mo.; Cotter, Ark. ; 
Dickson, Tenn.; Independence, Oreg.; Alliance, Nebr.; Craig- 
head, Ark.; Someryille, N. J.; Fort Myers, Fla.; Columbus, 
Ohio; Washington, D. C.; Iowa City, Iowa; and Jackson, Miss., 
against bill S. 5221, to regulate the practice of osteopatby—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
Huron, S. Dak., for a general treaty of arbitration with all 
nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Harriet Crank (previously referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of Mary A. Tyree—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of M. J. Julian—to 
the Committee on ‘Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of James C. Vance—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Lewis W. Crain— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
David Wook—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of W. C. Gurney, general chair- 
man of the committee of adjustment, Delaware and Hudson 
system, against the sixteen-hour law—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Carbery Camp, No. 11, United 
Spanish War Veterans, for restoration of the Army canteen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Jesse Taylor, secretary of 
Nattonal Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Margaret Adams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of the widow and heirs at law of John Dogherty—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
William Pollard (previously referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Spanish War Veterans of 
Pittsfield, Mass., for restoration of the Army canteen—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Laura G. 
Hight—to the Committee on Pension. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of citizens of Barnstable County, 
Mass., against abolition of the custom-house at Barnstable—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Papers to accompany bill granting the 
Norfolk and Portsmouth Traction Company the right to operate 
trains through military reservation on Willoughby Spit, Nor- 
folk County, Va.—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James Larkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: Petitions of the Edwards & Broughton Print- 
ing Company, the Raleigh Evening Times, and the Raleigh 
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Progressive Farmer, against duty on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petitions of citizens of Dor- 
chester, Bells, Hail, Hagerman and Locust, Monkstown, Fan- 
nin County, Gover, Pilot Grove, Farmersville, Gunter, Ran- 
dolph, Grayson County, Emery, Whitesboro, Savoy, Collins- 
ville, Hyde Park, Kentuckytown, Southmayd, Denison, Drip- 
ping Springs, Des Voigues, and Tioga, and city councils of Deni- 
son and Bailey, Tex., for an appropriation to improve upper Red 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. . 

By Mr. RANSDELL of [Gouisiana: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of estate of Daniel Y. Grayson—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Robert Folk, of Philadelphia, 
against amendment to the copyright bill inimical to published 
photographs in newspapers—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac Williams 
(previously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions)— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of 36 members of 
Troop D, State police, Punxsutawney, Pa., for restoration of 
the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ab- 
salom R. Shacklett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Archibald Bamber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of George A. Wood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James M. Dick (previously referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill for 
3 of John C. Opdyke—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Sunpay, January 20, 1907. 


The House met at 2 o'clock p. m., and was called to order by 
Hon. Tuervus W. Sims, of Tennessee, Speaker pro tempore. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Cornen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: : 

Infinite Spirit, Father of all souls, we bless and adore Thy 
holy name for Thy goodness and for Thy wonderful works to 
the children of men. Especially do we thank Thee for the 
pure, the noble, the true, the great men whom Thou hast raised 
up in every age of the world’s history as beacon lights to guide 
their successive generations onward and upward to higher 
civilization. We are here to-day to commemorate the life and 
character of such a man, one who by dint of his devotion to 
duty rose step by step to eminence and leadership; a soldier 
brave and valiant in two wars; a student ever seeking truth; 
a statesman working for the good of his countrymen. We bless 
Thee for what he did, yet more for what he was. His char- 
acter will live and be a special guide to those who shall come 
after him to high living and to noble life. Bless and comfort, 
we pray Thee, the bereaved, those who mourn his loss. A loving 
father, a faithful husband, a dutiful son, beautiful in his de- 
yotion to his mother, seeking religion at the same altar where 
she worshiped, baptized in the same stream where she was 
baptized, living always near to Thee. O God, we pray Thee 
to comfort the living with the blessed hope that some time, some- 
where, they will go to him and dwell forever in his presence. 
And peans of praise we will ever give to Thee. In Jesus 
Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask the adoption 
of the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: N 

Resolved, That in pursuance of the special order heretofore adopted, 
Bar x, Tate, Senator Pak nt the * of the Hon. W. B. 

csotved, at as a fu ê 
deceased and in recognition of 12 5 distingu V 
service to his country as a United States Senator, the House, at the 
5 of the memorial proceedings of this day, shall stand ad- 
. 3 = Clerk of the House communicate these resolu- 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, in- 


structed to send a copy of these resolutions to the 
hei family of the 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
those Members who are absent and unable to be present and 
speak to-day may have leave to print remarks in the Recorp on 


the life and character of the late Senator Barr, and those who 
speak may extend their remarks, if they so desire. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee will be agreed to. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, WILLIAM BRIMAGE 
Bate was born October 7, 1826, near Bledsoe Lick, Castalian 
Springs, Sumner County, Tenn., and died March 9, 1905, at 6 
a. m., in his apartments, Ebbitt House, Washington, D. C., hav- 
ing only a few days before, for the fourth time, taken the oath 
as Senator from the State of Tennessee. : 

He received his early education in a school, known then as 
“Rural Academy,” near his birthplace. Between sessions he 
worked on the farm. His father, James H. Bate, a pioneer, 
died when this son was about 15 years of age. Of these pioneers 
Gen. Andrew Jackson says: 

A man who is born and reared amongst this le deserves but 
little credit for being a soldier and a gentleman, ie his ean't help it. 

` Senator Bark was both. 

After the death of his father, young Barz continued to work 
on the farm and attend the country school for about two years, 
when he sought a wider field of action, and next we hear of 
him employed as a “second clerk” on the Saladin, a boat ply- 
ing the Cumberland and Mississippi rivers between Nashville, 
Tenn., and New Orleans. He was thus employed when this 
boat, in 1846, collided with and sank the Congress on the Missis- 
sippi River near Washington Point. 

When the Mexican war began with the United States he was 
in New Orleans, where, May 15, 1846, he joined the army of his 
native country to serve six months, which he did; and was 
“honorably mustered out at New Orleans August 14, 1846, 
with his regiment and company.” The press states that he 
was the first Tennessean to reach the scene of hostilities. 

On October 2, 1847, at Nashville, Tenn., he reentered the 
“service, returned to Mexico, did his duty well, and was again 
honorably mustered out at Memphis, Tenn., July 22, 1848, with 
his regiment and company.” 

Desiring to get, if possible, correct information of at least 
the main features of his military record, my request for this 
intelligence was promptly honored by the War Department, 
through its very efficient Military Secretary, as shown by the 
following correspondence: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
THE MILITARY SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Washington, June 16, 1906, 


Hon. Jonx W. GAINES, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Sin: In compliance with the request contained in your letter of 
the 14th instant, I have the honor to transmit herewith a statement of 
the military service of the late Senator WILLIAM B. Bats, 

Very respectfully, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 
MEXICAN WAR, 
Statement of the military service of William B. Bate, war with Mezico. 

WiLLIAM B. Batre was mustered into the service of the United States 
at New Orleans, La., May 15, 1846, as a sergeant in Company F, Fourth 
Louisiana 3 to serve six months. The. iment arrived at 
Brazos Santiago May 26, 1846, and at Lomita, Mexico, June 4, 1846. 
He was honorably mustered out of service with his company and regi- 
ment as a private at New Orleans, La., August 14, 1846. 

He reentered the service at Nashville, Tenn., October 2, 1847, as a 

rivate in Compeny I, Third Tennessee Infantry, commanded by Col. 
Benjamin F. Cheatham, to serve during the war, and was promoted to 
be first lieutenant of the same company October 8, 1847. He accom- 
panied his reginon to Mexico, in which country it was stationed at the 
City of Mexico, Veracruz, Jalapa, Puebla, and Molino del Rey. Re- 
turning to the United States, he was honorably mustered out with his 
company and regiment at Memphis, Tenn., July 22, 1848. 

We see, when his country no longer needed his military serv- 
ices, he returned to the civic circle of life and established and 
edited at Gallatin, Tenn., a weekly newspaper called the Tenth 
Legion.” 

He soon attracted the attention of the people, in fact, through- 
out his life he was their champion. 

When about 23 years old he served one term—1849-50— 
in the lower house of the Tennessee legislature. His campaign 
for this office became historic, and is, with pride, often recalled 
by the old citizens of middle Tennessee. There were nine can- 
didates, but Lieutenant Bare’s main competitor was the late 
Gen. George Maney, a gentleman of great natural ability, 
scholarly, and a fluent speaker. They were both young men of 
great promise, but the young lieutenant was elected. 

Concluding his legislative services, he entered the noted Cum- 
berland University, Lebanon, Tenn., from which he graduated 
in 1852. He formed a partnership with Maj. George W. Win- 
chester, one of Tennessee’s most gifted speakers and able 
lawyers, and began the practice of his profession at Gallatin, 
Tenn. Two years thereafter he was elected attorney-general 
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for the circuit composed of Davidson, Sumner, and Wilson 
counties, and served from 1854 to 1860. 

While yet attorney-general he was tendered by the Democrats 
the nomination for Congress, but declined the honor, and served 
his full term, six years, in the office to which he had asked the 
people to elect him. 

While thus engaged he met at the bar many eminent lawyers 


of middle ‘Tennessee, 
and Gallatin. 

In speaking of his record in this office, Col. Baxter Smith, an 
ex-Confederate soldier and prominent lawyer of Nashville, for- 
merly of Gallatin, who, from his boyhood, knew General BATE, 
thus writes me: 

It was characteristic of him to be indefatigable in the Pre ration 
of his cases for trial, and with his knowl of men and his quick 
perception he was always able to present the State's side of the case in 
the most favorable attitude. As a result he was able to cope with the 
most distinguished of lawyers in the many 8 cases he prose- 


. and he went out of the office having greatly to his repu- 
on. 


General Bare did not pose as, nor was he considered, a great 
lawyer, but he was a great advocate and a wonderfully success- 
ful practitioner. He marshaled the facts of and presented his 
case, as he did in his public speeches, with great force and effect. 
Throughout the man's life there was a ring of persuasive sin- 
cerity in his voice that caught the ear; there was an appealing 
sense of justice in his words that touched the hearts of his 
hearers, whether juries or the people of Tennessee, whom he so 
often addressed. These charming characteristics and his manly 
and chivalric mannerism, with the close study that he always 
gave any subject he discussed, made him a formidable antag- 
onist at the bar, on the hustings, and in the Senate of the United 
States. 

On January 17, 1856, Lieutenant Bare was married to Miss 
Julia Peete, of Huntsville, Ala., who, with their two daughters, 

Mrs. Susan Bate Childs and Mrs. Mazie Bate Mastin, survive 
him. A 

General Bate was an intense Democrat of the Calhoun school. 
He was often called on to make political speeches in many, if 
not all, of the stirring campaigns that occurred in Tennessee 
from his advent in public life, which we see began when he was 
about twenty and three years of age. He was a candidate in 
his Congressional district for elector on the Breckinridge and 
Lane ticket in 1860. His opponent was Col. E. I. Golliday, of 
Lebanon, Tenn., one of the most eloquent speakers in the State, 
who afterwards served as a Member of Congress from the 
Fourth Congressional district of Tennessee. In this campaign 
Colonel Smith says: “General Bare acquitted himself, as a 
political speaker, with entire satisfaction to his friends.” 

In 1861, as might have been expected, General Bare cast his 
fortunes of war with his native State, and was among the first 
Tennesseans to enlist in the Confederate service, and went to 
Virginia. 

Of his Confederate record, General Ainsworth writes me as 
follows: 


and particularly at Nashville, Franklin, 


CIVIL WAR. 
WILLIAM B. Batre was elected colonel of the Second Tennessee In- 


fantry, Provisional Army, May 6, 1861, and was appointed to that = 
tion by the President of the Confederate States, to take rank April 27, 
1861; was promoted to be bri, eral, Provisional Army, Octo- 


ber 3, 1862, and to major-general, Provisional Army, February 23, 1864. 
From May 26, 1861, to July 18, 1861, Colonel Barn and his regiment 
‘ormed duty at Fredericksburg, Brookes Station, and other nts 
tween the Potomac and Rappahannock rivers, in the military depart- 
ment of Fredericksburg, Dearie a part in resisting an attack by Union 
naval vessels on the Confederate batteries at e a Creek June 1, 1861. 
Of Colonel Batn’s service on this occasion Col. Daniel Ruggles, his 
superior commander, says: 

The conduct of my entire force, under the command of Colonel BATE, 
of the Walker Legion, until my arrival on the field was admirable 
throughout the day.” 

Another cflicer, writing from Aquila Creek to the Confederate sec- 
ret of war, under date of June 1, 1861, says: 

“Colonel BATE been assigned the command of the brigade here, 
com of his own regiment and the Virginia troops eee and 18 
working with a zeal consistent with the energy and enthusiasm of his 
nature. ; 

The Second Tennessee was on the field of the first battle of Bull Run, 
fought July 21, 1861, as a part of Brig. Gen. T. H. Holmes's brigade, 
but it did not become crip & engaged with the enemy. Soon after- 
wards the regiment returned the e of the Potomac and was sta- 
tioned. at Evansport, Va., where it confronted the Union forces, oceu- 
pring the Maryland side of the river until February, 1862. About the 
middle of that month a sufficient number of its members having re- 
enlisted for the war, and thus insured the continuation of the organi- 
zation beyond its first year’s enlistment, Colonel Barn conducted the 
reenlisted men to Tennessee on a furlough K until April 1, 1862. 

nized at Corin Miss., April 3, 1862, 
“olonel Barn, participated in the batti 
6, 1862. General Cleburne, the brigade com- 


Shiloh, Tenn., A 
report, refers to the t and its commander 


mander, in his 
as follows: 


“Here the Second Tennessee, coming up on the left, * thro 
a murderous cross fire. The gallant major * + * mortals 


wounded, and the colonel, W. B. BATE, had his leg broken by a minie 
ball. Tennessee can never mourn for a nobler band than fell this day 
in 3 Second Regiment.“ 


to return to field duty for months.” 
General Barz, then in tempora 
nessee, was assi to duty with Lieutenant-General Polk's corps and, 
on March 12, 1563, was placed in command of a brigade in Stewart's 
division. He subsequently bore a part in the Tullahoma cam ign. 
being engaged in action at Hoover's Gap, Tennessee, June 24—26, 1863. e 
also participated, as a brigade commander, in the succeeding campaign 
of Chickamauga. Regarding his services in the battle of Chickamauga, 
September 19 and 20, 1863, General Stewart, the division commander, 


says: 

“TI desire to express my high appreciation of Brigadier-Generals 
Brown, Ba’ and Clayton, and of their respective commands. Repre- 
senting the ee States of Alabama, Georgia, and Tennessee, they vied 
with each otber in deeds of high and noble daring. The Conf cy 
has nowhere braver defenders led by more skillful commanders.” 

He continued to command a br. in the ensuing Chattanooga-Ring- 
gold campaign until November 19, 1863, on which date, by virtue of 
seniority of rank, he was placed in command of Breckinridge’s Division, 
which he commanded in the battle of Missionary Ridge, November 25, 
1863, and in covering the retreat of the Confederate army therefrom. 
General Bragg, the army commander, in his official report, says; 

“ Brigadier-Generals * * and Bare * * œ were distin- 
guished for coolness, gallantry, and successful conduct throughout the 
engagements and in the rear guard on the retreat.” 

On February 27, 1864, while at Dalton, Ga., Major-General Barn was 
regularly assigned to e command of Breckinridge’s Division, which 
was thereafter designated as Bate's Division.” 

In opposing General Sherman's advance on Atlanta; with General 
Hood's northward movement, culminating in the battles of Franklin 
and Nashville; and in the campai of the Carolinas, terminating in 
the surrender of General Johnston's army at Durnham station, N. C., 
April 26, 1865, General Barn bore an active part, being wounded in 
front of Atlanta August 10, 1864. All of the troops of Cheatham's 
corps engaged in the battle of Bentonville, N. C., March 19, 1865, were 
Soe gry by General Bare. He was paroled at Greensboro, N. C., 

yl, 8 

Official statement furnished to Hon. Jonx W. Gaines, House of Rep- 
resentatives, June 16, 1906. 

By authority of the Secretary of War: 

; F. C. AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 


Being a mere child during the civil war, I have no personal 
knowledge of the fortitude and many heroic deeds of General 
Bate during that conflict, but have the good fortune of being 
able to present to-day, in pleasing detail, from the pen of 
another, some of his heroic acts in that unfortunate and bloody 

le. 

Dr. William J. McMurray, who was first lieutenant in Com- 
pany B, Twentieth Tennessee Infantry, often called by General 
Bare his “Tenth Infantry Legion,” in the Nashville American 
of March 10, 1905, writes most interestingly of the brilliant 
military career of General Bark. Doctor McMurray, whom I 
well knew, was himself a brave Confederate soldier, and to 
his recent death a distinguished physician of Nashyille. Doctor 
McMurray says: 


In May, 1861, when the clouds of war began to hang low, General 
Barts offered his services to the South and joined its forces as a private. 
He was at once elected captain and then colonel of that famous Second 
‘Tennessee Infantry R t. 

His last 4 great battle was that of Shiloh, where he shared the work 
of Cleburne's brigade of Hardee’s corpi on the extreme left of the Con- 
federate lines. Here he bravely led his regiment through a murderous 
fire, when he fell severely wounded, a minié ball breaking both bones 
of his leg and cutting an artery under his knee. His horse was killed 
at that same time. 

MADE A BRIGADIER. 

His lantry and that of his regiment was so marked that he was 
honorably mentioned in the reports of both Generals Cleburne and 
Hardee, and on October 3, 1862, he was promoted to brigadier-general, 
and on this spot where he fell his old regiment has erected a 
monument. 

On account of his wound he was et in ake oe command of the 

Alabama. In February, 863, 


newly formed brigade, com 
ples nye Georgia, Fiftenth, Wirt 


oma campaign with much credit. 
AT HOOVERS GAP. . 

At the battle of Hoover’s Gap, on June 23, 1863, General Barr, with 
the Twentieth Tennessee Regiment and the little Georgia battalion, 
fought for two hours two brigades of Federals, and when other reen- 
forcements came up, which was the remainder of his bri „ General 
Stewart arriving upon the field about nightfall, found ral BATE 
in command with a flesh wound in his leg, but still on the firing line. 

General Rosencrans, in his official report, says this little handful of 
soldiers under Barz delayed the left wing of his army for thirty-six 
hours and prevented him from getting sion of Bragg’s communi- 
cations and orng: him to a disastrous battle. 

It was about this time that tke political parties of Tennessee offered 
General Bare the nomination for governor of Tennessee, which would 
take him from the field, but he and said be could not accept a 
ciyil position while he could serve his people upon the field. 


a Error evidently, as article shows he was engaged in several “ great 
battles ” after Shiloh fight. 
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OPENED FIRE AT CHICKAMAUGA. 

General Bare next took a prominent. part in the battle of Chicka- 
mauga; he fired the first gun in that historic struggle, on the banks of 
the river of death, on Friday evening, September 18, driving the Fed- 
erals from Thedfords Ford, crossing that stream the next morning, and 
about 2 Bi m. went into action as a part of the Confederate reserve. 
During this first charge of Stewart's division, which was com of 
the brigades of Brown, Clayton, and Barz, the Federal right center was 
broken for the first time, and the enemy was driven back for more than 
1 mile down by the Kelly house, on across the Rossville road, down 
to the tanyard, in the Dyer field, and a glance at the map of that field 
will show that Barz led his men farther to the front than any other 
Confederate troops that day. 

HORSES KILLED UNDER HIM. 


The next day Barr and his men 1 in that death struggle. 
Ali day long the battle raged until finally Snodgrass Hill was epee 
and when that great blue mass slid down from the northern slope of 
Snodgrass Hill the Eufaula battery was attached to Barr's brigade that 
had fired the first gun of the battle on Friday evening and fired the last 
gun on Sunday evening. Kyt 

In this engagement Barz's brigade entered the fight with 1,055 mus- 
kets and had killed and wounded 607. Every field officer in his brigade 
was killed or wounded but two or three. 

MADE MAJOR-GENERAL. 

After this battle President Davis followed in the track where BATE 
and his men fought; and in less than thirty days Brigadier-General 
Bare, of infantry, was offered a major-general’s commission of cavalry. 
At the battle of Missionary Ridge General Barn commanded Breckin- 
ridge’s old division just east of the road that led by Bragg's head- 
quarters, j ` 

Throughout the Georgia campaign of one hundred days’ fight he com- 
manded his division in Hardee's corps. At Resaca he drove back every 
attempt of the enemy, and at Dallas, Ga., he assaulted Logan’s corps in 
their trenches. On the 22d of July he led the flank movement under 
Hardee which brought on the famous battle of Atlanta, in which General 
McPherson was killed, 

On the 6th of August, with his division alone, he fought the battle 
of Eutaw Creek that checked the right-flank movement of the enemy 
around Atlanta, capturing several flags, and 9 the enemx very 
8 in this engagement. He was shot through the knee and sent 
to the hospital at Barnesville. Ga. He recovered from this wound just 
in time to join Hood in his ill-fated campaign in Tennessee. 

> AT BLOODY FRANKLIN. 

In this campaign he commanded a division in Cheatham's corps, 
which was Hardee's old corps, and was with this corps when the at 
mistake was made at Spring Hill, and the next day led his division 
upon the bloody works at Franklin, where many of his men gained the 
interior of the enemy's works and held them until the Yankees re- 
treated. Next morning after the battle General Hood ordered General 
Bare to take the remnant of his division and proceed across the 
country to the Nashville and Chattanooga Railroad and destroy all tlie 
blockhouses and bridges between Murfreesboro and Nashville. He was 
then ordered to rejoin Hood at Nashville, which was done only a few 
days before the battle of Nashville. 

it was in this engagement his division was nearly annihilated. While 
at the angle on that line his Tennesseans were demolished and his 
Georgians fought until they were surrounded on three sides, yet BATE, 
with crutch in hand, rode up and down his line urging his men to hold 
fast. He retreated out of Tennessee with Hood and finally followed 
Joe Johnston into the Carolinas, and at the battle of Bentonville, the 
last battle note of the war, General Bark commanded the remnant 
of his old division and that of Cleburne’s, and assaulted the Federal 
earthworks, overrun them, driving the enemy back and capturing many 
prisoners. In this, the last battle and dying agony of the Confederacy, 
Gen. WILLIAM B. Barr, with crutch in hand and suffering from many 


wounds, was a conspicuous figure. He stood here literally in the last 


9 Bate returned to Nashville after the war and enjoyed a 
lucrative practice in the law, was twice elected governor of the State, 
nnd four times sent by an appreciative people to the United States 
Senate, the greatest honor within their gift. 

No braver soldier eyer unsheathed a sword or shouldered a 
gun than General Bate. Whether walking or riding, sick or 
well, mangled on the battlefield, or hobbling on crutches, defy- 
ing the imperious surgeon’s knife, or facing the mowing grape- 
shot, he was the personification of dauntless courage, demand- 
ing his rights as he saw them, courting death at every turn, 
rather than be unfaithful in the least, act a coward in the 
slightest, or fall short of the full measure of duty well done. 

Eyer cautious, studious, and thoughtful before arriving at 
his conclusions, whether the question concerned a civic, mili- 
tary, or legislative responsibility, he always had an opinion 
as to what was right and what was wrong, and unbendingly 
and immovably stood for what he thought was right. He never 
bent the truth nor swerved in doing, or trying to do, his full 
duty, regardless of the consequences. 

He never struck below the belt. He was always open, frank, 

with friend or foe, a gentleman of the very highest honor, and 
as far from fraternizing at any time, anywhere, with any man 
who fell short of this high standard as any man who was ever 
honored by State or nation. 
So severe was his wound received at Shiloh that the Army sur- 
geon informed General Bare that he must amputate his leg to 
save his life. But General Barte said it should not be done. The 
surgeon came to perform the operation, and General Bate drew 
his pistol and said to the surgeon that he would kill him if he un- 
dertook to do so. General Bate was victorious, saved his leg, 
but ever afterwards walked lame and almost uniformly with a 
heavy hickory stick. 


His friends thought after this wound that he would be unfit 
for active duty in the field, and, in 1863, urged him to accept 
the nomination for the governorship of Tennessee, but he re- 
fused and replied in the following remarkably characteristic 
words: 

WARTRACE, July 17, 1863. 
To Mesers. Galloway, Rice, Winchester, Brown, and others. 

GENTLEMEN: In reply to your telegram of to-day I beg to say that, 
however flattering the honor you suggest and to which I am not in- 
sensible, there is a duty that rises above it. As a son of Tennessee 
and a southern soldier, I would feel dishonored in this hour of trial 
to quit the field. No, sirs; while an army foe treads our soil and I can 
fire a shot or draw a blade I will take no civie honor. I had rather, 
amid her misfortunes, be the defender than the governor of Tennessee. 
Let me exhort to harmony. 

Respectfully, W. B. Bare. 

I dare say he never sought, as a Mexican or Confederate 
soldier, as a private or major-general, any position of security, 
if duty called him elsewhere. He was the kind of a man 
who would resolye every doubt against himself in deciding on 
what his full duty was as a citizen, on the battlefield, or in any 
civic position he ever filled. 

He was amongst the first Tennesseans to enlist as a Federal 
soldier in the Mexican war. He was one of the first Tennes- 
seans to enlist as a Confederate soldier in the civil war. In 
each of these wars he fought to the last—until the bloody 
sword had settled the questions in dispute. And when death 
touched him with the harness still on he would have then died for 
his country if it had been necessary. The man’s whole life 
shows that this is not an extravagant statement. 

Though the cause of the Confederacy was to him always an 
absolutely just cause—a fight for equal rights for equal States— 
he accepted the arbitrament of the sword in 1865, and like a 
manly and patriotic man, that he was, stood sponsor for a re- 
united country in fact and law, and died as he wished—in the 
service of his native State and country, a wish his State had 
gratified by electing him the fourth time to the Senate at the 
advanced age of 79 years, and over one of Tennessee’s most 
gifted statesmen. 

Having been designated by the Secretary of War as one of 
those to speak for Confederates at the dedication of Chicka- 
mauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, General BATE 
delivered a most memorable speech, which I hope that every 
member of Congress, and every man, woman, and child in this 
Republic may at an early day impartially read and study. 

- General BATE, in part, said: 


The principles in defense of which the South accepted battle were 
found in the Constitution. Whatever may be the right or the wrong, the 
South believed she was right, and the principles in defense of which the 
South accepted battle, after peaceably seceding from the Union, were 
found in the Constitution and taught by the fathers. The South 
claimed and asked nothing more than equal rights, not of persons only, 
but of States, equal privileges in all parts of the Union; equal protec- 
tion wherever the flag floated to every person and to every species of 
property recognized by any State. Less than that was subordination, 


not equality. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, it may be seen that the facts of history, the 
writings of the founders of our Federal system, the reservations of the 
States when ratifying the Constitution, and, it may be said, the reso- 
lutions and platforms of political parties, and the course of adminis- 
tration up to that time, all united to sustain the theory that our 
Federal Union was a compact of confederation from which any State 
could peaceably withdraw. 

When equal rights and equal privileges were denied to the South, an 
1 2 to the court of last resort between sovereign States became 
absolutely necessary—an appeal to Wwar— that tribunal of force whose 
judgment is final, whether just or otherwise. In its forum the States 
gomed issue, and when its decree was found against the South we 

wed to it as final, without consenting to it as just or righteous. 
Its irreversible result will not again be 
with a solemn sense of duty, overcast wit 
sorrow. 

It now becomes our duty, as ex-Confederate soldiers, to maintain 
the Government with true faith, and defend the flag of our country 
with the same courage and deyotion that we gave to our “little cross 
of St. Andrew.” 

That, Mr. Chairman, is the essence of the unvarnished story of the 
causes which led to our civil war. We take no exceptions to the sense 
of duty which impelled the people of the North to peril all of the Con- 
stitution, all of material wealth, and that wider wealth of individual 
life to maintain the union of States, for it but shows their love and 
deep devotion to the Union. The South Pe ial at the bar of history 
and in the forum of conscience a rectitude of motive and a warrant of 
law not less moral and righteous than ali that animated the North. 

Publicists may draw distinctions between just and unjust wars, but 
in civil conflicts for inalienable rights victory can not sanctify the 
wrong nor defeat invalidate the right. Our civil war established 
beyond controversy that the North was the stronger in all the mate- 
rials of war and had vastly greater facilities for making them avail- 
able, having, besides internal resources, the outside world to draw 
from; but beyond that human reason can draw no rightful conclusion, 
and the right or wrong is left to impartial history. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I have not the least N that impartial 
history will fail to recognize the justification of the South in the records 
of our country and find that, according to the faith that was in her 
people, and their judgment made up from that standpoint, there was 
no alternative left in 1861 but to appeal to arms; and I affirm, Mr. 
Chairman, with equal confidence. that any comparisons of the two sec- 
tions, from the earliest times to the present day, will not find the South 


uestioned, but is accepted 
natural and unavoidable 
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to have been less patriotic or less solicitous for the honor, glory, and 
welfare of the Union. 
= Ld — * * * * 


BLESSING OF PEACE. 

Among the thousands of blessings with which a kind Providence has 
crowned our country there is one which of all others we are prone 
least to appreciate—the blessing of peace. The pomp of war, its im- 
posing spectacles, its glittering array, the measu tread of armed men, 
and the neigh of the war horse—‘ as he smelleth the battle from afar, 
and to the trumpet saith ha! ha! —captivate the eye and intoxicate 
the senses, while the palo of military glory quenches the pene of 
humanity and veils from sight the widowed mother and the weeping 
orphan kneeling on the bloody hearthstone. 

We men from yonder battlefields know what war is, and while holding 
‘ourselves ever ready to touch elbows in line of battle against foreign 
foes, our experience, our courage, and our patriotism warn us to “ be- 
ware of entrance to a quarrel.” 

The blood and carnage of 1861-1865 should not be repeated. No 
thoughtful man, however, is free from grave apprehensions when he 
sees the ugly signs outcrop here and there and hang ominously over the 
destiny of our country. We even now see the faint yet vivid flashes 
and hear the thunder in the distance, and pray that the storm may 
pass harmless. 

When the time comes, which we pray may never come, that calls our 
men to battle, the record of the past gives promise and assurance to the 
future that the descendants of the men who followed Bragg on yonder 
field will be as responsive to the call, as valiant in the ht, and as 
vigorous in the pursuit as the children of those who rallied under 
Rosecrans, 

And should danger come, I believe the conservative South may yet 
prove to be the rod that will conduct the flery bolt harmless to the 
earth, and when liberty takes her flight, if she ever should, from this 
country, her last resting place will be in our Constitution-loving and 
Constitution-defending South. 

We of the South love our comrades with no less devotion; we see 
in them no less courage, honor, manliness, and pronen than you 
recognize in your fellow-soldiers. To the men of the South their cause 
was not less holy, not less sacred, not less rightful than you esteem 
that for which your armies fought. < 

Col. James W. Blackmore, a life-long friend, leading lawyer 
and citizen of Gallatin, Tenn., in a recent letter to me says: 

After the surrender of the Confederate army General Barn came 
home and found the property he owned had been attached for se- 
curity debts, and he was left with but little to start on. But he went 
to Nashville and began the practice of law there, and soon won dis- 
tinction in his profession and gained a remunerative practice. Í 

After the civil war and for many years previous to his elec- 
tion as governor of Tennessee he practiced law in Nashville 
in partnership with Col. Frank E. Williams, a very able law- 
yer. He never practiced his profession after he was elected 
governor or to the United States Senate. He seemed to de- 
light in giving his whole time to the public. 

General Barn was a’ man in whom the people must have 
had and did have implicit confidence, for he was almost con- 
tinuously filling, with or without compensation, some place of 
distinction and trust. He was a delegate to the Democratic 
national convention in 1868, some of his brother delegates 
being the late lamented John F. House, A. O. P. Nicholson, 
Thomas A. R. Nelson, and Nathan Bedford Forrest. Gen. 
W. B. Bare served as a member of the committee on organiza- 
tion, which made the Hon. Horatio Seymour president of the 
convention, and A. O. P. Nicholson vice-president, and Joseph 
H. Thompson secretary for the State of Tennessee. General 
Bate was also one of the committee to inform the nominees of 
their nomination. 

Judge Nelson, for the Tennessee delegation, nominated An- 
drew Johnson for President, and for the first six -ballots he 
received the full vote of this delegation and for several times 
thereafter. 

As further evidence of General Bare’s loyalty and sincere 
devotion to a reunited people, one country, and one flag, we have 
only to glance over the balloting of this historic convention and 
see the entire Tennessee delegation casting their yote for 
Franklin Pierce, George H. Pendleton, W. 8. Hancock, Thomas 
A. Hendricks, and Horatio Seymour for the Presidential nomi- 
nation, all of whom had opposed the cause of the Confederacy 
on the field of battle, in the forum, or on the stump. And this 
only three years after the smoke of battle had lifted from the 
stricken Southland. 

On the twelfth ballot the first and only vote cast for George 
B. McClellan was given ‘by Tennessee “ midst cheers and great 
applause,” the balance of the votes being divided between John- 
son and Pendleton. On the thirteenth ballot the yote was un- 
changed, except one cast for Franklin Pierce. On the four- 
teenth ballot the vote was equally divided between Hancock and 
Pendleton. On the fifteenth it stood half for Johnson and half 
for Pendleton. On the sixteenth and seventeenth ballots the 
vote stood five and one-half for Johnson and the balance for 
Pendleton. But on the eighteenth, when Tennessee“ was 
called, the chairman of the delegation said: 

The State of Tennessee, faithful to him who has ever been faithful to 
our country, casts her united vote for Andrew Johnson. 

The only vote he received on this ballot. 

On the nineteenth and twentieth ballots her ten votes were 


cast for Hancock amidst applause. On the twenty-first 
ballot, the vote stood five for Johnson, two and one-half for 
Hancock, one-half for Hendricks, one-half for McClellan, two 
and one-half not voting. On the twenty-second ballot, Ten- 
nessee cast three and one-half votes for Hancock, one and one- 
half for Hendricks, one for Seymour, and four for Johnson. On 
the first roll call Ohio cast twenty-one votes for Seymour, and 
Tennessee one; total, twenty-two. Before the balloting con- 
cluded, New Jersey, West Virginia, Alabama, Tennessee, Arkan- 
sas, Maine, and Georgia changed their yotes to Seymour and he 
was nominated. 

When nominations for Vice-President were presented and 
the name of Tennessee was called, the chairman of the Ten- 
nessee delegation said: 

Mr. Chairman, it is the pleasure of the Tennessee delegation that 
the vote of the State of Tennessee shall be cast by a distinguished 


southern soldier, whom I have the honor to present to the convention— 
Forrest. [Great applause.] 


Whereupon General Forrest said: 
I have the pleasure, sir, to cast the vote of Tennessee for General 
Blair, and I wish to take this occasion to thank the delegates here for 


the kind and uniformly courteous treatment that the southern dele- 
gates have received at this convention. [Great cheering.] 


221 85 convention met July 4, 1868, and assembled at Tammany 
all. E : 

For twelve years General Bare served as a member of the 
national Democratie executive committee. 

In 1875 he was defeated for the United States Senate by a 
narrow margin. On one ballot he was elected by one vote, but 
by a change of one vote before the result could be announced 
there was a tie as against the combined vote of ex-President 
Andrew Johnson and Mr. Edwin H. Ewing. Finally Mr. John- 
son was elected. i 

General Batre was elector for the State at large on the Tilden 
and Hendricks ticket, in 1876, and made a thofough canyass of 
the State. He always loyally supported the nominees of the 
Democratic party and its platforms. He was a “strict con- 
structionist ” of the old school, a States rights advocate of un- 
suspected fidelity. 

I distinctly remember that during his first or second cam- 
paign—his second, I think—for governor, the Democratic plat- 
form indorsed and demanded the continuation of a railroad 
rate-fixing commission law, then unpopular. Throughout a 
laborous campaign General Bare stood squarely on this plat- 
form. It appeared for a little while as though he would be 
defeated because of his fixed determination to stand by this law 
and for his party platform. f 

About this time one of Tennessee's greatest sons, lawyers, 
8 speakers, writers, and authors, Col. Arthur S. Colyar, 
said: 

Scratch the platform and yote for the man. 

This keen discrimination from such a high source rang 
throughout Tennessee and was on everyone’s lips. But Gen- 
eral Bare stuck to his party platform, was reelected, @ per- 
sonal triumph, for a legislature was at the same time selected 
which passed a bill to repeal this law, which met with a prompt 
and vigorous veto from Governor BATE, but the legislature never- 


‘theless passed the bill over his veto. 


The Hon. Park Marshall, State senator of Tennessee, and I 
think during the gubernatorial administration of General BATE 
and afterwards intimately associated with him in Washington 
City in a published letter briefly reviews General Barr's record 
as governor. After quoting General Bare’s immortal tele- 
gram from Wartrace, July 17, 1863, already cited, declining the 
honor of a nomination for governor, Mr. Marshall says: 


With his desperate wounds still unhealed, unable to move about ex- 
cept on crutches, WILLIAM B. BATE sent the above reply from the Con- 
federate camp at Wartrace to the convention which virtually offered 
him the office of governor. 

These words were not spoken in idleness, nor was that spirit that 
gave them utterance broken to the end of those days “that tried men's 
souls,” even after other severe wounds had been received at Hoovers 
Gap and at Atlanta, nor after the marches and battles from Atlanta to 
Nashville and from Nashville to the end at Bentonville. 

Many a man—and true man at that—would gladly, under the cir- 
cumstances, have accepted the call of his State to the high and more 
secure office of governor and been held blameless. 

Nineteen years later the people, under trying circumstances, again 
called upon W. B. Bars to take the office of governor. Now, the con- 
ditions had changed. General Bare had accepted the arbitrament of 
war, and was pursuing the practice of, his profession, in which his 
success was very great. He had earned suficient money with which to 
pay off $30,000 of antewar debts, and his income was much greater 
than the salary attached to the office of governor. Yet he accepted the 
nomination when his chances of election were extremely doubtful. In- 
deed, many of those who were considered the best judges were of the 
opinion that the probabilities were altogether against him and against 
any other man who should make the race. Democratic prospects were 
at the lowest ebb in the State, at which they have ever stood since 
1863. It is clear that neither at this time nor in 1863 did General 
Bare reach a decision to promote his own comfort. Everyone must re- 
member what a nightmare the State debt question was during the whole 
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period from 1870 up to 1883, how it arrayed a ome against neighbor, 
smothered almost every other issue, and yzed the State, until 
ARUN, it split the Democratic party in twain and in 1880 elected a 
Republican governor and State officials. In 1882 the split had shown 
no signs whatever of mending while the debt itself was growing apace. 
It was at this time that the ocratle party turned to General BATE, 
who did not seek the office, and appealed to as a strong and suit- 
able man to lead them. He accepted, out of a pure sense of public 
spirit, and such was the ability hay ati by him in his debates on the 
stump and such the confidence he pired that the people everywhere 
crow together to hear him, and he was elected by 27,000 majority. 

This was the manner of W. B. BATE’s introduction to public position 
after the war, and it was the middle period, as it were, of a line of 
successes unequaled since the time of Andrew Jackson in this State. 
Before that he had been, at different times, a soldier in the Mexican 
war, a member of the legislature, district attorney-general, private, 
captain, major, colonel, brigadier-general, and major-general, succes- 
sively, in the Confederate army, and for seventeen years a most suc- 
cessful lawyer; while, since 1882, he has been governor four years and 
United States Senator seventeen years, and no semblance of a taint has 
attached to him in any of these positions at any time. 

But we are — come of him especially in his relations to the office 
of governor. ere it may be remarked that a object, only par- 
tially 5 may long be remembered with admiration, for the 
endeavor and regret for such failure as may be, incident to it, whilst 
one, rfectly accomplished, may soon be forgotten as no longer de- 
manding atténtion. Let not Senator BATE’S successes, though com lete, 
be among those that are forgotten. He brought order out of fiscal chaos, 

rfect credit to bis State, and lasting harmony to the Democratie party. 
Had he not done these things so well there might not now be so much 
reason for recalling them to memory. His was not a mere routine ad- 
ministration. All the chief acts of his administration are his and are 
strongly impressed with his personality and guiding hand. All of his 
appointments were recognized as being responsive to the paramount 
public interests, and consistently therewith, were chiefly given to the 
men who had “slept in the leaves with him.” 

Fis attention to the settlement of the State debt was assiduous and 
constant, the hour of midnight often finding him at his office in the 
capitol engaged in the work. He adopted a system of double check- 
ing to avoid errors. Every seal was impressed on rie E bond and every 
executive signature was. written by his own hand. Not an error oe. 
curred throughout the whole transaction. The Bank of Tennessee 
money and the Torbett Issue were settled and refunded into certificates 
under his personal supervision and by his own hand. His administra- 
tion was productive o rfect satisfaction to friends or foes alike, from 
a business standpoint at least. During the whole four years he had but 
one assistant in his office—the adjutant-general—who also acted as his 
except that there was a very small appropriation for 
in each of his two terms, part of which, being un- 
The committee of the legisla- 
ture having the debt settlement In rag 8 to allow him com- 

msation for the great extra labor to mposed upon him, but this 

e positively declined to permit to be enacted into law, saying that his 
salary was fixed before his election, and he would not receive a dollar 
in addition thereto and did not do so. 

Governor Barn fixed 30 cents on the hundred dollars as a fair rate 
of taxation—just to the taxpayer and at the same time sufficient to 

y current expenses and interest on the State debt and have a surplus 
Por emergencies and for the gradual reduction of the debt. This rate 
was found to be an eminently satisfactory one. With it he paid current 
expenses, paid the interest on the debt, paid the large costs of asylums 
bullt, and in addition paid off $596,000 of Bank of Tennessee money. 
His administration was in every detail eminently economical and wise, 
and is often spoken of, without disparaging others, as a model one. 

With Bate’s administration, the amount of the debt having been fixed 
and settled, began the first really orderly system of taxation after the 
war, which has grown with the growth of population and prosperity 
since the debt was settled until the revenues, by steady annual growth 
and accretions, are now far greater than they then were, the growth 
in volume being steady and the amount of receipts for the year just 

ssed, under Governor Frazier, being considerably greater than those 
Tor any previous year, while at the same time the expenses were prac- 
tically the same as those of the several years immediately before. 


So exemplary and satisfactory was the administration of Gov- 
ernor Bate the Democrats elected him to the United States Sen- 
ate in 1887. He was reelected in 1893 and in 1899 and 1905, 
having taken his seat for the fourth time in that body March 4, 
just five days before his death. 

His long service in the Senate appears in the official record, 
open to everyone. It speaks for itself, as his deeds always 
spoke for him, whether in peace or war. He was constant, in- 
telligent, efficient, loyal, and patriotic. His devotion to duty, 
to that unusually high standard he set and maintained, was 
superb, and won for him the confidence and respect of his col- 
leagues and the admiration and applause of the people of Ten- 
nessee regardless of party. 

They well knew they could retire at any hour, day or night, 
and know that he would be found promptly at his post, ready to 
toe the mark. His private and public deeds are above sus- 
picion; his record spotless. The old and young of this or any 
land can profitably read and study his history and emulate his 
illustrious example. 

No private or public monument need be erected to his memory. 
His life, his teachings, his deeds, these, his self-erected monu- 
ment, constructed day by day, will last as long as the human eye 
ean read and unseared consciences shall dwell in the hearts of 
civilized man. 

He was a tender and considerate husband and father. His 
devotion to his wife“ my cheerful companion and my faithful 
comforter, through war and peace, through weal and woe, 
through good and evil fortune”—was a beautiful and continu- 


ous courtship, so much so as to be often the subject of the 


happiest comment. 

He was charitable without ostentation. 
church attendant. z 8 

Although his citizenship and home were in Nashville, a city 
studded with schools, colleges, and churches, he clung with 
filial devotion to his old homestead about Castalian Springs, 
some 40 miles from Nashville. A few years before his death 
he joined the Baptist Church, of which his mother bad been a 
member, and in the same chapel in which she had worshiped 
down to her death, located near the scenes of his childhood. 
He wished to be and was baptized at the same place,.in the 
same little stream in which his mother, years before, had been 
immersed. This was all done without the people of Nashville, 
a city of 150,000 people, knowing anything about it for some time 
afterwards. There were small and large Baptist churches in 
Nashville that were thoroughly religiously conducted, whose 
membership was composed of his intimate friends and comrades, 
to whom he was always devoted. 

This unusual act must have been prompted by his devotion to 
that “ spot of sunshine ” where he was born and reared and rev- 
erence for mother, mother’s church, and her old church house. 
He followed mother’s example, stepped in mother’s footprints 
down to the little stream and down into the very pool where she 
years before was baptized. All this, and the quiet, modest way 
in which he had it done, is, I believe, without precedent. Thus 
he paid homage at least to his mother, and exhibited unparalleled 
respect to this modest chapel, where perhaps he first heard 
mother lisp her prayers for husband, daughters, and sons; for 
country, God, and truth. 

The plain and devout minister who received him into this 
church tenderly and with modest pride alluded to this incident 
in the religious exercises over the remains of Senator Barr, as 
they lay covered in a wilderness of flowers offered by the legis- 
lature of Tennessee and the people themselves from throughout 
his native State, who paid last and fitting respect to his memory 
in the house of representatives of the State of Tennessee, where 
fifty-six years before, in the splendor of his young manhood, he 
had served as one of their lawmakers. 

His last and fatal illness was brought about from exposure 
in attending the inaugural ceremonies at the national capital, 
March 4, 1905. I personally warned him against going out in 
the severe cold that day, but he promptly replied, as he passed 
on out of the Chamber to the platform: “I think I should go, 
out of respect to the President. I think it is my duty, sir;” 
and continued forward with his brother Senators and lis- 
8 85 throughout to the inaugural address of President Roose- 
velt. 

He was soon stricken with a severe cold and died in less 
than five days thereafter. Thus we see this man did finally 
sacrifice his life in doing what he considered his full duty. 

His mind was clear to the last. He fully realized that death 
was soon to close his earthly career, but he was ready. He 
was calm and met in his weakness his last enemy as he had 
met others in his strength, with clean hands, unflinching cour- 
age, clear conscience, and full of hope. With a few friends 
and his devoted wife about his bedside, he bade them a final 
adieu, and then thought of far away Tennessee and friends 
that had gone to their final rest, and said: “I am dying. 
When I am dead take me back to Tennessee and bury me at 
Mount Olivet among my friends.” 

This was done. In the family burying ground in that beau- 
tiful city of the dead, and, as it happened, in the shadow of the 
Confederate shaft, that silent witness of his heroic deeds and 
those of his Confederate comrades, his remains rest to await 
the resurrection morn. Repeating the words of one of his old 
comrades, Col. George B. Guild— 


He was a faithful 


The greensward of Mount Olivet will never hide a nobler, grander 
character than Senator WILLIAM B. BATE; recital of his manly 
career as a public servant is an inspiration now and will be for coming 
years. Courtly gentleman, public-spirited citizen, brave soldier, 
farewell! 

Mr. Speaker, in his death many an humble, plain man, woman, 
and child in Tennessee has lost a ready and generous sponsor; 
the State of Tennessee has lost one of its purest citizens and 
public servants; the Republic has lost one of its most capable 
and incorruptible Senators. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, Senator Batre was a typical 
southern man. He was a typical southern soldier. He was a 
typical southern politician. He was a Democrat of the old 
school; a Democrat who began his career and ended his career 
with knowledge and faith in the old time-honored principles of 
the Democratic party. He believed in those principles, and 
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could he have shaped the policy of his party it would have 
stood by Democratic principles. No false god could haye al- 
lured him from the beaten pathway and the accepted time- 
honored principles of Democratic policy. I shall speak, how- 
eyer, little of his political views and more of his record as a 
soldier and his character as a patriot. 

I read with some interest this morning a sketch of his life and 
public services furnished by a friend, and I find that he and I 
were close together during much of that momentous period coy- 
ered by the civil war, not in sentiment, but in physical location, 
which lasted substantially during all of his great experience in 
the army—he in an important command and I in a very humble 
command. 

It is said in this sketch that his first great battle was 
Corinth. I was not there. I was then beginning the experi- 
ence which ripened into over four years of service in the Union 
Army, but General Bare had been a soldier in the Mexican war, 
and his career in the civil war illustrates the importance and 
value of service experience as a soldier, a value that can not 
be duplicated in any other way. 

It does not appear that between the close of the Mexican 
war and the outbreak of the civil war General Bare had taken 
any interest or had any practical connection with military 
matters, and yet the limited service that he had in the Mexican 
war in the humble position which he occupied fitted him to at 
once assume prominence in the new conditions that surrounded 
him. And so, like many others, some of the volunteers, men 
without training at West Point, men without active service 
except this Mexican war experience, found themselyes promi- 
nent and distinguished. It was well that we had those men. 

` They rapidly transformed our bands of soldiers and artisans 
and clerks and students into trained and tried and efficient 
soldiers. 

The State of Tennessee was peculiarly located with reference 
to the great events of the great war. Tennessee was already 
historically great. She had produced great men, great soldiers, 
and had written the name of the gallant “ volunteer set“ upon 
the historical records of her country, but in the civil war 
Tennessee was our pathway to the South. She occupied the 
great middle position between the Northeast and the Southwest 
and the South. Stragetically Tennessee was the pivot or cen- 
tral point from which radiated the great movements of the two 
great armies. Grant, coming up the Tennessee and Cumber- 
land by way of Fort Henry, reached Pittsburg Landing and a 
column under Buell and Mitchell, striking Nashville and cen- 
tral Tennessee, and so it was that Tennessee became second 
only to Virginia as the great theater of the war. And here 
it was upon the soil of Tennessee that General Bate occupied 
a prominent position. 

I shall not discuss in detail his merits as a soldier. They are 
sufficiently written in the official reports of the army to which 
he belonged. They are sufficiently written in the appreciation 
of his fellow-soldiers, and they are sufficiently written in the 
loyalty of Tennessee to the men who served under the very eye 
of the people of that great State. Tennessee was devastated 
by war. Columns of marching men sweeping across her rich 
fields and through her fair towns and cities left the impress of 
the devastation of war upon her. That she bore the affliction 
heroically and without a murmur is history. She was divided 
in sentiment, and much of loyalty and devotion to the old Union 
remained with her, and no truer men, no more self-sacrificing 
men, operated under the Stars and Stripes than the men of East 
Tennessee, who came gladly to the front and formed regiments 
and fought and bled and died and suffered the destruction in- 
cident to war, and suffered the destruction incident to internal 
strife among the people of the same State. 

The sweep of the great armies first arriving at Nashville, 
moving by Murfreesboro to Huntsville, Ala., came back by Bat- 
tle Creek and Manchester to Nashville, and thence by Stone 
River and thence by the Tullahoma campaign, and all the in- 
cidents of war along the Tennessee River ultimately and finally 
up to the carnage of Franklin and the great battle of Nash- 
ville. Surely Tennessee suffered, did not cry out, but stood 
stubbornly fighting to the end. 

In both these great battles of Franklin and Nashyille, General 
BATE was a prominent figure. He well might have been, for 
he was on the soil of his own State and fighting to reach his 
own home and fighting to make its victory for the cause in 
Which he had embarked. It is said in the sketch to which I 
referred, that he was present and participated in the “ mistake 
at Franklin.” I am not here to discuss military strategy, but 
if there was a mistake made at the battle of Franklin by the 
Confederate troops, and I think there was a most serious mis- 
take, it was not made by General Bate or any of the inferior 
officers of that immense column of active, vigilant, and wonder- 


fully conspicuous soldiers. The result at Franklin, while it 
looked like yictory for the Confederates, was in fact a move- 
ment which ultimately worked disaster, and under all ordi- 
nary circumstances the part of wisdom by the Confederates 
would haye been to wait at Franklin, halt and consider, and 
ultimately abandon all the preconceived notion of Nashville. 
There was not one chance in a thousand that Nashville could 
be captured, and it has always seemed to me that the battle 
of Nashyille, pressed upon us by the advancing column of Hood, 
was the greatest strain upon the soldiers of Tennessee of any 
of the other features of their campaign. The army of Hood 
had been turned aside from the general moyement of the Con- 
federate army at the same time that General Thomas had been 
located at Nashville. Everyone understood that the grand 
strategy of the armies involved a successful movement by way 
of Nashville by the Confederate army onward to the Ohio River. 
It was perfectly understood by all of us that if that great army 
should be unsuccessful at Franklin and Nashville, then they 
would be destroyed. They were without a sufficient supply of 
provisions; the country was absolutely bare of resources to 
aid them; they were poorly equipped in ammunition and tents 
and transportation. 

Here was the flower of the Tennessee troops under Cheatham 
and a number of others whom I might name, and conspicuous 
among them General Bare. They made their appearance after 
the disaster at Franklin, for although the Union Army fell back 
with great loss and came to Nashville practically in retreat, yet 
the movement was perfectly understood to be a strategic move- 
ment to draw further away the badly crippled army of Hood 
to its ultimate destruction in front of Nashville. I think there 
was no greater demonstration of splendid heroism, of splendid 
self-sacrifice, than that exhibited by this army in its appearance 
before Nashville on the morning of the 19th day of December of 
that memorable year. To withdraw and go backward and re- 
cross Tennessee River to a place of temporary safety was de- 
feat and destruction and substantial disgrace; to go forward 
was death and overthrow and glory. Once across, the sugges- 
tion of temporary safety; after across, the suggestion of honor 
and defeat. That they who commanded the awful onslaught 
upon our lines upon that memorable December morning had any 
hope of success is impossible of belief, but they chose the path 
of honor and glory rather than the path of temporary safety 
and futile hope of the future. 

In Nashville was a vast body of military stores, sufficient to 
have supplied the army during the whole of the coming winter 
and spring and put them in a position to haye marched easily 
and practically unobstructed to Louisville, for the defeat of the 
Union Army at Nashville and the forcing of it to retire would 
have been substantially the opening of a pathway to the Ohio 
River. Here, then, before them was the prospect of supplies, 
food to hungry men, clothes to suffering men in midwinter, and 
the homes of their families, for in the city of Nashville and its 
surroundings there lived many of the soldiers of Hood's army. 
So their struggle to get into and take passession of that great 
and beautiful city of their State was 4 struggle to save their 
army or failing lose their army. 

So I say I think there was no greater demonstration of hero- 
ism than the terrific attack made by Hood and his columns upon 
the forts and places around Nashyille on that occasion. That 
they should fail was absolutely inevitable. But men like BATE 
knew perfectly well that the end had come unless they were suc- 
cessful, and the terrific battle was the result of that mental con- 
dition of that splendid army. Of course when fate decided 
against them they were practically destroyed, and the things 
that were witnessed in the pursuit of Hood down by way of 
Franklin to the Tennessee River made an impression upon my 
mind that will never be obliterated. Hundreds of men were 
found marching in the slight snow and the pouring rain or stand- 
ing by the roadside giving up, surrendering, not by order of 
their commanding officer, but surrendering through the force of 
actual military and physical necessity; standing there by the 
roadside we found them with empty haversacks. Now and then 
a Union soldier would step up to the dejected Confederates and 
running his hand into his haversack and that old-time question, 
“What have you got there, Johnny?’ was answered by the ex- 
hibition of a few grains of parched corn. This was the army 
thus fed and thus clothed which undertook the desperate work 
of destroying Thomas’s army and capturing Nashville. 

There were scenes of fraternity and good will and beneyo- 
lence enacted between the soldiers of the triumphant army of 
the Union and the dejected and suffering soldiers of the army 
of the Confederacy, and as we passed these lines of captured 
Confederates we were taught at that late period in the war that 
the real fighting men on both sides had great admiration for 
each other. 
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Notwithstanding, therefore, that I do not indorse the general- 
ship of the battle of Franklin—surely not—I think there were 
no better soldiers in either army than the men under Hood 
who made the forlorn, hopeless assault upon our works at Nash- 
ville at the time I mention. The spirit of Cheatham and BATE 
and a score of others inspired the soldiers. 

But let me-pass on. General Bare was reconstructed, and I 
never heard anything upon the topic of the work. of recon- 
struction and the new conditions from him until we met at the 
dedication of the great military park at Chattanooga—the 
Chickamauga National Park—and I there heard his splendid, 
comprehensive, eloquent oration. I believed then and I believe 
now that every word he said was sincere. I have only this one 
comment to make. It seems to me the conditions in this coun- 
try have reached the point of time when it would be well for 
ex-Confederates and their representatives to cease saying upon 
every possible occasion that they believed then that ‘they were 
right and they believe now they were right. This reiteration is 
not offensive to me, and if there was any practical good in it I 
would not comment upon it, but unfortunately no good can come 
of it. Does anyone doubt that men who fought four long years, 
left their homes, their wives and their children to suffer, wit- 
nessed the devastation of their country, the destruction of their 
property, the death upon the battlefield of scores and hundreds 
and thousands of their fellow-citizens, bearing in their own 
bodies the wounds of conflicts, believe that they were not sin- 
cere? Do men fight that sort of a war for glory? There was 
no such thing as conquest possible. Why did they fight? They 
fought in a mistaken opinion sternly believed in, faithfully ad- 
hered to, and why keep repeating it? It seems to me that it is 
unnecessary to give assurance that they were honest. Nobody 
doubts it. 

It is not worth while to plead “ not guilty ” when there is no 
indictment. The world has settled that question. The world 
has looked on with wonder at the reuniting of the two great 
wings of this country, the North and the South. In 1890 I was 
a member of an official commission which was sent to Europe 
for certain purposes connected with the Chicago Exposition and 
with relation to the consular service in Europe. With a number 
of the members of that commission and another commission I had 
the honor to be present in the city of Berlin at a dinner given 
by the vice-chancellor of the German Empire. There were 
present on that occasion a colonel of the Confederate army, a 
major of the Confederate army, a captain of the Union Army, 
and myself, all members of the same commission and all bear- 
ing the appointment of the Government and all cooperating in 
the purpose of our mission. Caprivi, the then chancellor of the 
German Empire, the successor of Bismarck, himself a soldier 
of mighty renown, said to me that, in his opinion, the most 
wonderful feature of our situation and one that he could not 
understand was the presence upon that commission of men who 
had served on either side of the great war. He said that would 
not be tolerated in Europe—there would never be such a gather- 
ing as that. The men who rebelled, as he called it, and I call 
it—and I see no reason why to call it so should be offensive— 
would be relegated to eternal oblivion politically. He said to 
me, “Do you people over there treat these men just as well as 
you do your own comrades?” Les,“ I replied, “ and sometimes, 
with a little touch of sympathy in our actions, a little better.” 
He again assured me that it was the most wonderful thing he 
ever knew and that he could not understand it. 

Another thing I wish to say: Why should not a man like 
Bate have been a member of the Senate of the United States 
as a representative of the great State of Tennessee? He had 
lived in the State and had fought for the State. He had made 
sacrifices. He had been shot and bruised, his property had 
been destroyed. His people sent him here, and under the Con- 
stitution they had a right to send him here, and their action 
was supreme and conclusive. No man can question it. Upon 
the broader plane of national politics, is it wise for the people 
of the South to constantly appear to recognize and constantly 
signify an admitted disability in the great political contest of 
the day of the men who fought on the Confederate side? Why 
should they, the people of the South, place conditions of dis- 
count upon the men who stood in the battle for them? Why 
limit the honors to be bestowed upon their fellow-citizens and 
the men who did not fight in the Confederate war? What is 
there in the view of the people of this country to-day that puts 
upon the southern man who fought in the army of the Con- 
federacy a disability in any particular with relation to the ac- 
tion, history, and movements of the United States? When the 
President of the United States, and he has my approyal—I have 
not had an opportunity to know who else approves it—when 
our President, a Republican, a northern man, writes such a 
letter as he wrote to the assembly last night, met in honor of 


the birthday of Gen. Robert E. Lee, the time has come when 
the South should quit apologizing or explaining or advertising 
disabilities and stand upon the front line of their political 
ideas, recognizing no disability, turning their backs upon the 
past, and hailing the present, and such a position would be the 
best vindication that the South could give to men like BATE. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am here to join in 
these proceedings for two reasons: 1. Because I knew and 
revered General Bate. 2. Because I know and love JoHN WES- 
LEY GAINES, who so ably represents the Hermitage district. 
There are some men in this world from whom a request comes 
to me as a command. One of these is Brother GAINES. 

The most pleasant feature of this solemn occasion is the 
speech of my venerable friend General Grosvenor, of Ohio. I 
have heard him make divers speeches upon sundry subjects, but 
I have never heard him speak more interestingly or more sen- 
sibly than to-day. General Grosvenor was a Union soldier and 
was no carpet knight. He rose from major to brigadier. Two 
years ago he and I debated at Nashville. One of the most 
fondly remembered days of my life was spent in company with 
him and Brother Gaines and certain eminent citizens of that 
city in going over the battlefield on which General GROSVENOR 
commanded a brigade holding one of the splendid turnpikes 
and on which General Barn, commanding a division of Confed- 
erates, was a conspicuous figure. During that day, to him full 
of heroie recollections, General Grosvenor uttered no word 
touching the brave, ragged, and hungry Confederates who im- 
mortalized that field except in praise of their valor and in 
sympathy for their sufferings. 

You and I, Mr. Speaker, and other men like us, too young to 
be soldiers in the war between the States, can never experience 
the sensation which Cæsar denominates gaudium certaminis, 
whieh a favorite English-speaking poet has translated into the 
famous couplet: 

The stern joy which warriors feel 
In foemen worthy of their steel. 

No more can we understand the respect and kindness which 
the Union and the Confederate soldiers feel for each other— 
indeed, which they always felt for each other. The men who did 
the fighting never perpetuated the bitterness of the four years 
carnival of death. That was done by the stay-at-homes. But 
even they have ceased at last to stir up strife, and it is well. 

Missouri is bound to Tennessee by strongest ties of filial affec- 
tion. The greatest Missourian that ever lived—one of the really 
great statesmen of the Republic—Col. Thomas Hart Benton— 
though born in North Carolina, grew to manhood and began his 
high career at Franklin, Tenn. Many other distinguished Mis- 
sourians, among them the famous Governor Joseph Wingate 
Folk, and several thousand of the sturdy citizens of that im- 
perial Commonwealth, first looked upon this glorious world in 
Tennessee. 5 

It is a well-known fact that immigration closely hugs paral- 
lels of latitude. North Carolinians settled Tennessee. Virgin- 
ians settled Kentucky. North Carolinians and Tennesseans, 
Virginians and Kentuckians, together with the élite from every 
State and civilized country, settled Missouri originally and, to a 
large extent, Missourians have peopled the great West even to 
the golden shores of the peaceful ocean, 

Pioneers leave their impress upon a State forever in a greater 
or less degree. If they are a virile race and immigration from 
stocks other than those from which they sprang does not pour 
in so as to greatly outnumber the descendants of the original 
settlers, then the characteristics of the pioneers always remain 
the dominant characteristics of that people—virtues, traits, 
habits, and even prejudices descending from generation to 
generation. 

In no age, in no country, was there ever in any State a set of 
pioneers of higher qualities than the original settlers of Ten- 
nessee. Hers is heroic history from the time when William 
Bean built the first white man’s cabin within her borders to 
the present hour. In all the elements of good citizenship they 
have had no superiors in the annals of the human race, 

The roll call of her early soldiers and public men stirs the 
blood of a lover of his country even at this late day. 

John Sevier, Isaac Shelby, Andrew Jackson, John Coffee, 
William Carroll, the Donelsons, the Robertsons, the Blounts, 
the Overtons, the McNairys, the Searcys, the Davidsons, the 
Hardemans, the Lewises, the Cookes, Sam Houston, Davy 
Crockett, Hugh L. White, Felix Grundy, the Roanes, the Bells, 
and the Bentons are names to conjure with—part of the price- 
less treasures of the State and of the Republic. 

What American worthy of the name is not proud to claim as 
countrymen the Tennessee frontiersmen who, armed only with 
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squirrel rifles, utterly destroyed the gallant Ferguson and his 
trained veterans at Kings Mountain, thereby turning back the 
tide of invasion and starting Lord Cornwallis on his dismal and 
disastrous journey to Yorktown? 

Who can read without increased pride in our country the 
thrilling story of the valor of the raw militiamen of Kentucky 
and Tennessee who, on January 8, 1815, conyerted Napoleon’s 
quitclaim deed to us of the Louisiana Purchase into a general 
warranty deed whose validity no man may question? 

From her entrance into the Union Tennessee has sent to the 
councils of the Republic strong, clean, admirable, high-minded 
men 

Men who their duties know, 
But know their rights, and knowing, dare maintain. 

She has given to the Republic three Presidents—Andrew Jack- 
son, of heroic and blessed memory; James Knox Polk, to whose 
ability and achievements history has never done justice, and 
Andrew Johnson, to whose career history has done gross injus- 
tice. Only three States—Virginia, New York, and Ohio—have 
produced more Presidents. 

Tennessee has also furnished her quota of Speakers of this 
House, Cabinet officers, ministers to foreign courts, and judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 3 

She has sent to our wars so many soldiers and of such splendid 
qualities that she has fairly won and proudly bears the title of 
“The old Volunteer State.” 

Were the Republic fighting for her life to-day, she would in pro- 
portion to population send into the ranks of war as many soldiers 
and as good ones as any other State in the Union, 

When I first came to Congress, Tennessee’s Senators were 
Isham G. Harris, czar of her fierce Democracy, and Gen. WILLIAM 
B. Bate, a soldier of two wars. 

General Bate stood high as a lawyer. He held many minor 
civil offices; was twice governor of Tennessee; was elected to 
the United States Senate for four full terms, dying in the begin- 
ning of the fourth. In every position he held he discharged 
his duties with capacity, courage, industry, and fidelity. In 
politics he was a robust, patriotic partisan, and ever stood 
ready to both assert and defend the political faith in which he 
was born, in which he lived all his days, and in which he died. 

In his youth he served in the Mexican war, being mustered 
out as a lieutenant. 

In his prime during the war between the States he volun- 
teered as a private and fought his way to the double stars of 
a major-general. 

There is little doubt that his magnificent record as a soldier 
was the chief cause of his becoming governor and Senator. 
Carl Schurz in his Life of Henry Clay sagely remarks that the 
American voter likes the smell of gunpowder upon the gar- 
ments of his Presidential candidate. He might have extended 
his dictum so as to include candidates for offices of all sorts 
and sizes. 

General BATE was a fine sample of the American yolunteer 
soldiery, upon which we have always chiefly relied, and upon 
which we will chiefiy rely so long as the Republic endures; for 
our people without regard to political creed are opposed to a 
large standing army. In this country so few men desire to be 
soldiers that in times of peace it is difficult to keep the ranks 
of our small Army full; but under necessity every American 
citizen is a possible soldier, intelligent, patriotic, brave. 

The greatest European commander since Napoleon was once 
asked if he had studied the campaigns and battles of our Union 
and Confederate armies during their titanic struggle. He 
answered that he had no time to waste studying the campaigns 
and battles of armed mobs. Perhaps if he had run up against 
the combined armies of Grant and Lee he would have modified 
that cavalier opinion very suddenly. I rejoice in the faith that 
the average American citizen rises equal to the duties of any 
position in which he finds himself, and I believe, furthermore, 
that when our great war closed there were marching in the 
ranks of the Union and Confederate armies, carrying muskets 
as privates, thousands of men who would have made capable 
colonels, brigadiers, or eyen major-generals if promoted on the 
instant. ` 

Having fought all he could during the four awful years of 
fratricidal strife, General Barz quit fighting when peace was 
declared and courageously, resolutely, and intelligently bent 
his splendid energies to building up the waste places of the 
South. It is pleasant to remember that he lived long enough 
to see her rehabilitated and enjoying that great prosperity 
which is only a prophecy of her greater prosperity in the days 
to come, for no man saw with clearer vision that the develop- 
ment of the natural resources of the South is only in its begin- 
ning and will ere long make is the marvel of the world. 

He was a modest, unassuming, Christian gentleman of the 


old school, justly proud of his career, both civil and military. 
His countrymen are proud of him and warmly cherish the 
memory of this veteran soldier and statesman. 

Except for the local reference, the fine lines of good Sir 
Walter Scott are applicable to General BATE: 


Soldier, rest! thy warfare o'er, 
Sleep the sleep that knows not breaking! 
Dream of battled fields no more, 
Days of danger, nights of waking. 
In our isle’s enchanted hall, 
Hands unseen thy couch are strewing, 
Fairy strains of music fall, . 
Every sense in slumber dewing. 
Soldier, rest! thy warfare o'er, 
Dream of fighting fields no more; 
Sleep the sleep that knows not breaking, 
Morn of toil, nor night of waking, 
No rude sound shall reach thine ear. 


Armour’s clang, or war-steed champing, 
Trump nor pibroch summon here 

Mustering clan, or squadron tramping. 
Yet the lark’s shrill fife may come, 

At the daybreak from the fallow, 
And the bittern sound his drum, 

Booming from the sedgy shallow. 
Ruder sounds shall none be near, 
Guards nor warders challenge here. 
Here's no war-steed’s neigh and champing, 
Shouting clans or squadrons stamping. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I believe that 
it can be truthfully said that Senator WiLLraĮm B. Bare will be 
classed by his countrymen with the highest type of American 
manhood and true citizenship. That tribute he justly earned 
in the walks of his private and public life. In the varied and 
multiplied duties devolving upon him from the time he entered 
as a private soldier in the war with Mexico to the hour that his 
life went out in this city, on the 9th day of March, 1905, the 
guiding and controlling principle of his life was devotion to 
duty. During that long period of more than sixty years the 
people among whom he was born and reared again and again 
conferred upon him the highest civie honors within their gift. 
When the dark clouds of reconstruction were lifting and passing 
away, the people of the great State of Tennessee by common 
consent turned to him to bear their banner for the great office 
of the governor of his State. It was a time when a strong, 
honest, and brave man was needed at the helm. He triumphed, 
as he deserved to do, and his wise, able, and honest adminis- 
tration of that high and honorable trust stands memorable in 
the annals of his State. 

His administration was characterized in every official policy 
and act by the unmistakable, living, and ever-present indi- 
viduality of the man. As a member of the United States Senate, 
Senator Bare stood with the foremost for purity of character, 
the maintenance of public and official honesty, and unfaltering 
frankness in the expression of his honest convictions, Upon 
great public questions that he had studied and investigated no 
sentimental policy could influence him to refrain from express- 
ing his honest opinions. He loved the truth, and his very nature 
revolted at evasion, deceit, and hypocrisy, coming from what- 
eyer source it might. Like all strong, broad, and able men, 
Senator Bare was patient and tolerant of the views differing 
from his, and in his intercourse with his fellow-men was ever 
courteous, refined, and gentle. 

Mr. Speaker, others better informed than I am will speak to- 
day on the career and life of Senator Bare as a citizen, his 
ability in the legislative and executive positions that he filled; 
but it is his record, his character, his life as a Confederate sol- 
der that equally challenges loye and admiration, and about 
which I desire chiefly to speak. 

I do not hesitate, Mr. Speaker, to say that midst the hosts 
of honored, noble, and illustrious men who led our southern 
armies in the great civil war none were more devoted in heart, 
mind, soul, and body to the cause of the South than was General 
Wit11amM B. Bare. In the early days of 1861, when the ominous 
mutterings of the fearful struggle that was soon to follow be- 
tween the sections of the South and the North were heard, he 
promptly offered his services to his people, the people among 
whom he had been born and reared, the South that he loved, 
and entered the Confederate army as a private. 

Without the aid of official help, but depending alone upon his 
courage, splendid judgment, and sagacity of leadership on the 
field of battle, he rose rapidly from the ranks to the high posi- 
tion of major-general of volunteers. He bore a conspicuous and 
honored part in all of our great battles under Albert Sidney 
Johnston, Hood, Bragg, and Joseph E. Johnston. 

He was the companion and close friend of the immortal Pat 
Cleburne. When the future historian, who has yet to write 
a true history of our great civil war, and give credit to whom 
credit belongs, and paint in living words the honoy, glory, and 
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courage of the brave men who wore the gray and the blue, he 
will pause, then rest, when he traces the immortal trail of 
death—the march of Bare’s Tennessee regiment—as it surged 
and reeled around the fire-crested summit of Snodgrass Hill, 
on the river of death, Chickamauga, leaving more than 67 per 
cent of men dead and dying on the field. Such dauntless cour- 
age, such reckless disregard of death, such willingness to give 
life for country, was never surpassed on any battlefield. I can 
not, Mr. Speaker, on an occasion like this, follow this great man 
in all the walks of his noble life—soldier, statesman, and 
patriot—but it is sufficient to say, in part memory of his match- 
less career in the army of the South, that in the last dying 
battle of the Confederacy, animated by the same unquenchable 
spirit of love and patriotism for the cause of the South that 
led him to volunteer in the earliest days of the war, General 
Bare, wounded, and with his crutch in his hand, led the last 
charge on the enemy’s lines at Bentonville, N. C. 

Truly can it be said of him, Mr. Speaker, that he greeted 
the first bright cheering rays of the rising sun of the Con- 
federacy, and after four long, bloody, and dark years, the linger- 
ing rays of that setting sun played mournfully upon him and his 
brave men as they made the last charge on the enemy’s line. 

Is it any wonder that such a record, such an inspiring and 
ennobling career, should call for the deep love of his Confeder- 
ate comrades who linger behind him and cause them to speak 
of him in the highest terms of praise? 

Mr. Speaker, it rarely occurs in the life of a man that one 
incident, one event, unfolds his character in vivid and living 
colors. In the early part of our civil war a great convention 
was assembled at Nashyille, Tenn., and after thoughful and 
patriotic consideration a call was made on General Bate to 
leave the field, come home, and accept the office of the governor 
of his State. The spirit that gave utterance to his reply ranks 
him as a patriot whose name ought never to die. Said he: 

As a son of Tennessee and a southern soldier, I would feel dishonored 
in this hour of trial to quit the field. * * I had rather, amid her 
misfortunes, be the defender than to be the governor of Tennessee. 

Such sentiments could only emanate from the heart of a 
man noble and grand in the image of his maker. The world 
has ever bestowed its choicest wreaths of honor and glory upon 
the patriot soldier. 

The man who turns his back upon a high, glittering, and in- 
yiting civic honor, preferring hardships of camp life and the 
carnage of the battle, to stand with his country in her mis- 
fortunes, is the noblest type of God’s creation, and deserves the 
praise of his fellow-men. : 

While it is true that General Bare won the highest honors and 
on several occasions receiyed the commendation of his superior 
officers for gallantry on the field of battle, it is also true that his 
example on his return home, under the shadows of defeat, deserve 
as much praise as when he fearlessly led his brave men into the 
jaws of death. Midst his stricken, disheartened, impoverished 
people he stood as a tower of strength. The devastation, the 
gloom, and the sorrow that ted him from all sides, the cru- 
elty and oppression that marked the days of reconstruction in 
the South, never dismayed or subdued his proud spirit. He had 
fought a good fight for a cause he loved, and in her ruins and 
ashes the South was dearer to his heart than in its days of glory, 
wealth, and power. 

Repining over that which was lost was no part of his nature. 
To meet and prepare for the future of the South, to restore 
order, law, and peace where lawlessness prevailed, to weld again 
the broken links of the Union, and to restore the government 
of Tennessee and the States of the South to the hands of its 
white people was the great ambition of his life. In this noble 
work he steadily labored, and his people followed him as a 
trusted and wise leader. Such an example from such a man, 
under conditions existing at that time, can not now be estimated 
or understood as to its real value except by those who passed 
through the reign of terror that swept the South in the days of 
reconstruction. 

I do not hesitate to say that it was the-example and wise coun- 
sel of such southern leaders as General BATE that stimulated and 
encouraged the brave and matchless soldiers of the South, who 
surrendered their flag under the orders of their great command- 
ers—General Lee, at Appomattox, and General Johnson, at Ben- 
tonville—to submit peacefully to the wicked and studied usurpa- 
tions and cruelties of the Freedmen’s Bureau“ and the pillag- 
ing army followers, and gave their hearts and hands to the res- 
toration of the Union. 

A great and difficult work was before these brave men, and 
nobly and grandly haye they accomplished it. 

It should be a profound satisfaction to the friends and ad- 
mirers of this true and beloved son of the South that God spared 
his life long enough for him to realize that kind, cordial, and 
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friendly relations between the States of the North and the South 
for which he had so unselfishly and patriotically labored by pre- 
cept and example had been fully restored, and that he died a citi- 
zen of a highly prosperous and reunited country. 

Quite fifty years ago General Bate led to the marriage altar 
in my home town, the city of Huntsville, Ala., Miss Julia Peete, 
one of the most accomplished and charming daughters of the 
South. -Reared midst the endearing associations of culture, re- 
finement, and hospitality of a typical southern home before the 
war, this noble woman crowned and blessed her chivalrous hus- 
band and her home with a purity and tenderness of love and de- 
votion that makes home the hallowed altar of domestic happiness, 
love, and peace. 

The people that I have the honor to represent on this floor 
embracing the Valley of the Tennessee—have watched and fol- 
lowed General Barz with pride in his distinguished and hon- 
ored career. We have rejoiced in his victories, and his death 
brought sorrow to our hearts and tears to our eyes. View 
him, Mr. Speaker, as we- may, in either of the walks of 
life—civil or military—in peace or in war, in victory or in 
defeat, as a Senator of the United States or as the chief 
executive of his State, we find in Senator WILLIAM B. BATE 
an unfaltering deyotion to his convictions of duty, a quiet and 
submissive endurance under the trials of adversity—brave and 
tender—a character for purity and honesty untouched by the 
taint of suspicion, which entitles his memory to be held dear 
in the hearts of his countrymen. 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, we are told that the true measure- 
ment of the giant oak can be best taken when it is down. So 
it is with the life of a great man. In the presence of death all 
men are impartial; then envy has no hope to actuate it; malice 
has no motive to inspire it; ambition sees no genius in its 
path; history then becomes the unbiased witness. Judged by 
every standard, whether in the full glow of political life or at 
the journey’s end, Senator WIIIAu B. Bare has performed 
with marked ability in every position to which he has been 
chosen. 

General WIIIIAu B. Bate was four times elected to the Sen- 
ate from the State of Tennessee, and after having just entered 
upon his fourth term, on March 9, 1905, he was called to his 
last reward. Seyenty-nine years of age, having served his 
country faithfully, and having distinguished himself in peace 
and in war, he laid down his burden with a name as spotless 
as his service had been. He typified in character, in courage, 
and in chivalry the Old South. He believed the Union was 
made up of equal States with equal rights, and that those rights 
which were not plainly and specially given by the Constitution 
to the Union were specially reserved to the States. He was a 
lover of local self-government. He believed truly that the 
government governed best that governed least. He had confi- 
dence in the wisdom of the people; he did not believe in power 
being placed in a few hands, and he believed, too, that govern- 
ment-amongst men derived its just powers from the consent of 
the governed, and therefore he opposed to his uttermost imperial- 
ism, whether it was the imperialism of England over the Boers, 
or whether it was the imperialism of America over the Philip- 
pines. He would raise in front of the marching army of either 
the declaration that governments can exist among men only by 
the consent of the governed. He was a Democrat in the true 
meaning of that term, loyal always to his party nominee and 
faithful to its platform declarations. His whole official life was 
an exemplification of true Democracy. ‘Tennessee has furnished 
many great men to the Republic. It furnished Jackson, who 
drove the Biddles out of power, who led the triumphant armies 
at New Orleans; furnished Polk, who defeated Clay; furnished 
Andrew Johnson, who succeeded to the Presidency upon the 
death of Lincoln. General Bate had the courage of Jackson, 
the brilliancy of Polk, and the adroitness of Johnson. Tennes- 
see and the Republic may say of him that indeed “ Ulysses has 
gone and left none behind him strong enough to bend his bow.” 

General Batre was a Confederate soldier, and whether at 
Chickamauga or Snodgrass Hill or at Missionary Ridge, com- 
manding Breckinridge’s old division, or at bloody Shiloh, he 
was the same dashing, courageous soldier. In the last-named 
battle he was wounded, but holding to his crutch and forgetting 
his pain in the glory of battle, he rode up and down the line 
cheering the boys in gray. Fighting with that vast army of 
courageous southerners for the Constitution as the fathers 
taught it to them, he exhibited a courage and daring that finds 
no counterpart in the history of the world’s wars. No panegyric 
pronounced by me could add to the glorious history of this devoted 
army in conflict for courage, for if all that constitutes that 
term in our language should be lost, the name of the Confed- 
erate soldier would stand for it all. 
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Scarred by the battles of the civil war, wounded by the bullets 
of the enemy, with a broken heart and almost broken hopes, 
General Bate laid down the flag of the Confederacy and took 
up the Stars and Stripes and yielded to none in his loyalty to 
his Republic's flag. He folded the conquered banner, with its 
myriad recollections, with his manifold love, stained with his 
blood and consecrated with his tears, and laid it to rest. And 
then he turned his face to the stars upon his own, his country’s 
flag, and knew nothing but devotion for it. Those who fought 
with him, who loyed and followed him, are being swiftly gath- 
ered to the home to which he was called. When Tennessee 
called him to be governor during the conflict between the States, 
by the army camp fire he read her call, amid the roar of the can- 
non and the scream of the shells and the gleam of the bayonet. 
He said to his State that as much as he loved her and the great 
honor of presiding as her chief executive, his heart was with 
the boys in gray, and he refused to forsake what he thought 
was his duty to those around the camp fire while danger every- 
where lurked about him. This is but an exemplification of the 
history and life of the man. 

And what shall I say of Tennessee, the dear old Volunteer 
State? How sweet of her people that in the old age of General 
Barz she refused to retire him to private life, but almost at the 
end of life’s journey his people reelected him, and the last de- 
lectable words which touched his ears were those of Tennessee's 
loyal sons, saying, Well done, thou good and faithful servant.” 

He read by the last rays of life’s setting sun another com- 
mission from his people. What consolation it must have been 
to this faithful old soldier, statesman, and patriot that Ten- 
nessee refused to drive him out into the night and storm in his 
old age. In all his service in public life the bony finger of sus- 
picion never was pointed to him. In his life we may see exem- 
plified the statement of the Good Book, which tells us that “a 
good name is rather to be chosen than great riches, and loving 
favor rather than silver or gold.” He was rich in a good name, 
poor in worldly goods, yet he left behind him a career in public 
life that will shine like a column of light through the darkness 
of corruption and of avarice as a guide to the feet of the faith- 
ful. 

Truly it may be said of him that— 


He was a friend of truth, of soul sincere, 

In action faithful, in honor clear, 

Who broke no promises, served no private ends, 
Sought no titles, and forsook no friends. 


Mr. BROWNLOW. Mr. Speaker, Tennessee has made more 
history than any State in the Republic, except Massachusetts 
and Virginia. In proportion to its population it did more on 
the field of battle to secure the independence of the United States 
than did any of the thirteen colonies, as Bancroft says substan- 
tially in his description of the battle of Kings Mountain. In 
our “second war of independence” it was the militia of Ten- 
nessee under its own incomparable Jackson, whose immortal 
victory at New Orleans shed imperishable glory on his State and 
country and led the conqueror of Napoleon to exclaim that “ An- 
drew Jackson was the only really great general the United States 
had produced.” In 1846, when the Secretary of War, William L. 
Marcy, called upon Governor Aaron V. Brown, of my State, for 
three regiments, its quota of troops, the governor responded 
tendering thirty-six regiments, to which the Secretary replied 
that “Tennessee would not be permitted to furnish the entire 
army for the war with Mexico.” 

In our deplorable civil war Tennessee exhibited its martial 
spirit by furnishing its full quota of soldiers to both armies, and 
better soldiers the world never saw. If those of the Union 
Army were more successful in achievement, it was because of 
the superb leadership of that-Army’s greatest generals—Grant, 
Thomas, and Sherman. If Tennessee’s Confederate soldiers 
were less successful in battle than were their comrades of the 
Army of Northern Virginia, it was not because they were inferior 
in any respect, but because it was not their fortune to have Lee, 
Jackson, Longstreet, and Gordon for leaders, while it was their 
misfortune to have an obstinate President take from them a very 
great commander whom they all justly idolized—Joseph E. 
Johnston—and put upon them as commanders Bragg and Hood, 
whom President Davis made generals, instead of giving them 
commanders whom God Almighty had made generals. 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, such was the determined courage of 
Tennessee's Confederate soldiers and those of her sister States 
of the South that at Chickamauga the percentage of killed and 
wounded of both Union and Confederate armies was greater 
than was that of any battle of the civil war, despite the fact 
that the heroic men of the Confederate army had no confidence 
in the ability for leadership of their commander in chief. 
The eagerness and unanimity of Tennesseans in responding to 
the call to arms haye given to their State the sobriquet of 


“The Volunteer State of the Union,” to which my distinguished 
soldier friend from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, has appropri- 
ately added that of The Battle State of the Union,” more de- 
eisive battles of the civil war having been fought within its 
borders than in any other State. 

That a man should have as a soldier excited the admira- 
tion and won the hearts of a people of such martial spirit as 
those of Tennessee, of a State which has given to the country 
such heroes as Sevier, Jackson, Gaines, Farragut, and Forrest 
and the winners of Texan independence, Houston and Crockett, 
is of itself the highest attestation of his merit. This the late 
Senator WurtaĮm B. Bate did. To my colleagues who were of 
the political school of the lamented Senator I leave the task 
of reciting the events of his brilliant military career, confining 
myself to the simple statement that, enlisting as a private sol- 
dier in the Confederate army, he came out of the war a major- 
general, and that when the battle of Chickamauga opened he 
was on crutches from a serious wound; that despite this 
wound, which relieved him from all obligation to engage in 
that battle and which disabled him from mounting his horse 
without assistance, he gallantly led his division in the thickest 
of the combat, in which he had three horses shot under him 
and in which more men were killed and wounded than in any 
other command of equal number. 

Of the 120,000 gallant men of the Confederate army from 
Tennessee, the only one whose career was more brilliant than 
that of General Bare was that of “the wizard of the saddle,” 
Lieut. Gen. N. B. Forrest, who never had a superior as a cavalry 
commander and few equals. Of each it may appropriately be 
said, as it was of Robert Clive, the conqueror of British India, 
by Prime Minister Pitt, he was a heaven-born general.” 

That General Bare should have had so strong a hold on the 
affection of such a people as those of Tennessee, with such a 
record as a soldier, is not surprising. Immediately after the 
great victory of New Orleans, Thomas H. Benton predicted that 
Andrew Jackson would be elected President, for the reason, he 
said, that “the majority of the American people love the man 
who has the smell of gunpowder on his garments;” and to the 
people of no State is this remark more applicable than to those 
of Tennessee. That General Bare should have commanded 
more of the admiration of the people of his State than did his 
comrade in arms, General Forrest, is because his civie virtues 
were worthy of his soldierly. 

The political school of Hamilton and of“ Light Horse“ Harry 
Lee, in which I was educated, inculeated other doctrines than 
those held by General Barz, and these arrayed me not only in 
the ranks of his political opponents, but in those of my country- 
men who opposed the cause he so heroically upheld in our civil 
war. As a Republican, I speak of him as a Democrat of the 
Calhoun State rights school in deserved honor with that school 
of his party who freely shed his blood in proof of the sincerity 
of his convictions, and as a Confederate soldier whose fame 
was fairly won and has become an imperishable chapter in the 
annals of the great Commonwealth whose commission as a 
Senator of the United States he would have borne for a longer 
period than did any of his predecessors had not death, unfor- 
tunately, terminated that career before the expiration of the 
term to which he had just been elected by an almost unanimous 
vote. 

But the splendid record of General BATE as a leader of men 
on the field of battle was not his only title to the respect and 
admiration of the people of The Volunteer State.“ His per- 
sonal and civic virtues were worthy of his skill and courage as a 
soldier. Of ardent temperament, indomitable will, and zealous 
partisanship, he was possessed of the prejudices and virtues 
which necessarily attach to such natures, but he was capable of 
subordinating these to his inflexible sense of honor and justice. 
When his party divided in 1880 on the question of the payment 
in full of Tennessee’s debt, General Bate supported the candidate 
of that wing of his party for governor—Hon. John V. Wright— 
who favored preserving the credit of the State. Later during the 
four years he was governor he impartially and sternly enforced 
the laws and witheringly rebuked the men who dared appeal 


‘to him on the plea of party service or the social connections of 


the parties to remit the penalties imposed by the courts op the 
cowardly miscreants who carried concealed weapons which 
they murderously used in violation of law. 

One of the most creditable features of his long and honor- 
able life was his opposition to the corrupt machine of his own 
party in Tennessee, which, years ago, enacted an infamous 
election law for the express purpose of leaving nothing to 
ehance of making fraud easy at the polls. The evil conse- 


quences of that infamous law were predicted by General BATE, 
and his predictions have been so completely verified that no 
Democrat in the State who pretends to be honest will justify 
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the wholesale frauds on the ballot which have been the in- 
variable concomitant of every election which has been held 
under its nefarious provisions. To the credit of all the leading 
and influential Democratic newspapers of Tennessee it may be 
said that they denounce this infamously corrupt statute and 
demand its repeal. This corrupt statute was condemned by 
Senator Bare, who would sooner have been defeated for reelec- 
tion to the Senate than to have owed his success to the stuffing 
of a ballot box or the forging of an election return, and his 
triumphant reelection the last time was achieved over the op- 
position of the political pirates who secured the passage of the 
law. Retribution has overtaken some of the authors and in- 
stigators of this iniquitous legislation, and the signs of the 
times indicate that it will overtake others of them as soon as a 
deceived and outraged people have the opportunity to put the 
seal of their condemnation upon them. 

Mr. Speaker, death has stricken from the roll of the Senate 
the name of an incorruptible legislator. His remains lie buried 
under the soil of the State which delighted to honor him for 
more than a quarter of a century. His record as soldier and 
statesman is finished. We turn for a few hours from the dis- 
charge of our ordinary duties to pay this last sad tribute to his 
memory. He was plain and simple in his manners and tastes. 
In the family, a model son, husband, father, and brother. In 
the walks of private life, an ideal citizen. In his religious 
views, he was strongly attached to the Baptist faith, and of that 
great church which has done so much for the development, civ- 
ilization, and Christianization of Tennessee he was a consistent, 
worthy member. He was absolutely devoid of duplicity; he 
always spoke the truth; he was an honest man. So thoroughly 
was his reputation in that regard established that where he 
was best known his bitterest enemy would not dare insinuate 
that he had ever been guilty of hypocrisy or falsehood in public 
or private life or of fraud in any business transaction. He was 
firmly of the opinion that personal integrity and political dis- 
honesty are absolutely irreconcilable in the same person, and on 
this conviction he acted throughout his career, as William H. 
Seward said John Quincy Adams had. 

Mr. Speaker, the qualities which I have ascribed to General 
BATE may well be emulated by some of his contemporaries upon 
whom accident or an inscrutable Providence has devolved the 
responsibilities of high official station. Upon many of them 
more brilliant gifts have been bestowed. But not of all of them 
can it be said, as of Wit1aM B. Bare, he was truthful, he was 
honest, he was incorruptible. These are traits which Tennes- 
see has always honored in any American statesman, and as a 
tribute to them, as developed in her soldier Senator, she now 
lays the garlands of her love upon his tomb. 

No Sybarite can win the praise 
Or laurel wreath of story ; 


No calm, but storms for all who climb 
The stern Mont Blanc of glory. 


Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is with unfeigned diffidence 
that I offer here, in the midst of these able and elaborately 
prepared addresses, a spontaneous and almost extempore tribute 
to that soldier and statesman, WILLIAM B. BATE. 

The passing of this gallant and chivalrous scion of the South 
calls to my mind a scene in which there is strangely mingled the 
elements of pathos and sublimity. A few more days and the last 
sentinel will for the first time have fallen asleep at his post, and 
the last heroic defender of the lost cause will haye joined his 
companions upen the other shore. We see the last line broken 
and shattered, as they pass silently and swiftly westward, one 
by one. Transfigured in the “golden lightning of the sunken 
sun,” outlined in distinct silhouette against the many-hued 
splendors of a day that is done, they rise before us gray and 
grand, the rear guard of the most gallant band that ever ca- 
reered o'er field of carnage or of glory. To-morrow we shall 
truly say: 

On Fame's eternal camping-ground 
Their silent tents are spread, 

And Glory guards with solemn round 
The bivouac of the dead. 

What men they were—these protectors of the homes, these 
fine exemplars of the chivalry of the South, with their high as- 
pirations and modest mien—strange mingling of strength and 
tenderness, of courage and of courtesy. 

It is of Bare, the soldier, I would speak, of Barr, the inspir- 
ing and perfect exemplar of the highest civilization, not of the 
South only, but of the race. 

We hear much of the proyincialism of the South, of a civiliza- 
tion characteristic of and peculiar to those antebellum days. 
We speak of it with reverence, yet we treat it as a memory. 
What were the distinctive and distinguishing elements of that 
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civilization of which Bare was so peculiarly the embodiment? 
In what is it different from to-day? Where is the line, if line 
there be, between the old South and the new? .Is it true that we 
have lost something, that we have left something far behind us? 
Is it true that these strangely gracious, knightly, courteous sol- 
diers as they pass from the scene of action will leave no type 
or trace behind? If true, it is the saddest commentary upon 
the decadence not of the South only, but of the race. What 
were the characteristics, what the thought and purpose of 
that life, which pulsated in every fiber of this dead soldier's 
being? Dauntless courage, a devotion to duty so serious and 
sacred that it was a religion, a high and changeless reverence 
for woman, an idolatrous love of truth. These virtues marked 
the southern man, inspired the southern soldier, and sanctified 
southern life. Were they peculiar to that section south of Ma- 
son and Dixon’s line? Was this their glorious proyincialism 
confined to a brief era and a circumscribed section? Nay, verily! 
The deep rooting of these fine sentiments was not a growth—it 
was a heritage. It was the evidence not of sectionalism, not 
of provincialism, but of eternal conservatism. If the South 
differed from other sections, it was because other sections had 
departed from the most precious inheritance of their fathers, 
had retrograded, not they. If the South was broader, more 
liberal, or more generous than her neighbors, it was because 
others had allowed their souls to be cramped in the narrow 
channels òf fanaticism or of greed. Older than its civilization or 
its faith, these ideals run like a silver thread through all the 
history of the Saxon race, and when history is lost in the twi- 
light of time, they illumine the traditions of the rugged wor- 
shipers of Thor and Woden in the wilds of Sleswick and 
Friesland. 

Tacitus, who alone among the ancient historians had a close 
personal knowledge of the manners and customs of the Saxons 
in their so-called“ barbarism,” declared: 

The generals are chosen for their valor * * +, They command 
more by warlike example than by their authority. To be a prompt and 
daring spirit in battle and to attack in front of the lines is the popular 
character of a chieftain. When admired for his bravery he is sure to 
be obeyed. 

Those lines, written in the presence of the Saxon warrior and 
describing a civilization, if civilization I may call it, fifteen hun- 
dred years older than this, might be appropriately applied to that 
gentle, firm, courageous hero, Robert E. Lee, whose memory we 
commemorated but yesterday, who in camp was the beloved 
companion and comforter of his devoted followers, and in the 
dread hour of battle inspired them like a god. 


In the heat of the engagement— 
says Tacitus— 


the Saxon warrior hears the shrieks of his wife and the cries of his 
children. These are the darling witnesses of his conduct, the ap- 
plauders of his yalor, at once beloved and valued. 


And how well his wild consort deserved his devotion and in- 
spired his courage. $ 


With one husband, as with one life, one mind, one body, every 
woman is satisfied; in him her happiness is centered: her desires ex- 
tend no further, and the principle is not only affection for the husband's 
person, but reverence for the married state. 


Ah. it was no new thing, this mixture of strength and tender- 
ness, love and valor. In the midst of his wild environment, shut 
out in the darkness and in the fog, from the presence of his 
God, he worshiped truth as a divinity and woman as a goddess, 

Taine, a Frenchman, pays this unwilling tribute to the Scan- 
dinavian savage: -+ 


Through all outbreaks of primitive brutality gleams obscurely the 
grand idea of duty, which is the self-constraint exercised in view of 
some noble end. Marriage was pure amongst them, chastity instinctive. 
Amongst the Saxons the adulterer was punished by death; the adul- 
teress was obliged to hang herself, or was stabbed by the knives of her 
companions. he wives of the Cimbrians, when they could not obtain 
from Marius assurance of their chastity, slew themselves with their own 
hands. They thought there was something sacred in a woman; they 
married but one, and kept faith with her. In fifteen centuries the idea 
of marriage is unchanged amongst them. ‘The wife, on entering her 
husband's home, is aware that she gives herself altogether, “that she 
will have but one body, one life with him; that she will have no thought, 
no desire, beyond; that she will be the companion of his perils and 
labors; that she will suffer and dare as much as he, both in peace and 
war.” And he, like her, knows that he gives himself. Having chosen 
his chief, he forgets himself in him, assigns to him his own glory, serves 
him to the death. “ He is infamous as long as he lives who returns 
from the field of battle without his chief.” It was on this voluntary 
subordination that feudal society was based. Man, in this race, can ac- 
cept a superior, can be capable of devotion and respect. Thrown back 
upon himself by the gloom and severity of his climate, he has discovered 
moral beauty, while others discover sensuous beauty. This kind of 
naked brute, who lies all day by his fireside, sluggish and dirty, always 
eating and drinking, whose rusty faculties can not follow the clear and 
fine outlines of poetic forms, catches a glimpse of the sublime in his 
troubled dreams. He does not see it, but simply feels it; his religion 
is already within. lis gods are not inclosed in walls: he 
has no idols. What he designates by divine names is something invisi- 


ble and grand, which floats through nature and is conceived beyond na- 
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ture, a mysterious infinity which the sense can not touch, but which 
“reverence alone can appreciate; and mey later on, the legends de- 


fine and alter this vague divination of natur: wers, an idea remains 
at the bottom of this chaos of giant dreams—that the world is a war- 
fare, and heroism the greatest excellence. 

Upon that rude base, rugged, sublime, and eternal, medieval 
chivalry. was planted and to it, as to the Rock of Ages, the 
thought, the aspirations, and the life of the South were an- 
chored. Chivalry was its natural result. It was the flower of 
which those simple principles were the root. Civilization and 
religion brought refinement and culture—brought the sweet 
amenities of life—broadened, sancitified, and ennobled the 
severe fiber of the Saxon chief. Follow him through time, see 
him clad in the gay garments of the cavalier, decked in plumes, 
splendid in court and camp, the Sidneys, the Raleighs, the 
Ruperts still retain beneath the gay exterior of a knight-errant 
the stern virtues of the Scandinavian warrior. 

There never was a time in the history of the Anglo-Saxon 
race, from the invasion of. Great Britain until the settlement 
of Virginia, that its highest thought, its holiest customs, its 
grandest endeavor were not inspired by those same sentiments 
which we designate “ southern chivalry.” 

It was not persecution nor greed for gold that tempted the 
first settlers of Virginia and the Carolinas to brave the terrors 
and dangers of a trackless and unexplored ocean, or to endure 
the hardships and face the perils of the wilderness and the 
savage. They were filled with the spirit of high adventure; 
they were the lineal sons of the Norse kings, who had never 
slept under the smoky rafters of a roof; who had never drained 
the ale horn by an inhabitated hearth;” who laughed at wind 
and storm and sang: 


The blast of the — aids our oars; the bellowing of Heaven, 
the howling of the thunder, hurt us not; the hurricane is our servant 
and drives us whither we wish to go. 


They carried the banners of heraldry and the scepter of power, 
planted them upon the smoky tops of the Blue Ridge, and bore 
them across the fertile fields of Kentucky and Tennessee and 
the undulating, far-stretching plains of the West, till at last 
they were mirrored in the Father of Waters and the placid 
bosom of the Lakes. 

They multiplied in numbers, grew in prosperity and wealth, 
and in a higher and finer civilization. In their hour of ease and 
culture they were the exquisite models of “that generous loy- 
alty to rank and sex, that proud submission, that dignified obe- 
dience, that subordination of the heart which kept alive, even 
‘in servitude itself, the spirit of an exalted freedom. The un- 
bought grace of life, the cheap defense of nations, the nurse 
of manly sentiment and heroic enterprise. * * * That sen- 
sibility of principle, that chastity of honor, which felt a stain 
like a wound, which inspired courage whilst it mitigated fe- 
rocity, which ennobled whatever it touched, and under which 
vice. itself lost half of its evil by losing all of its grossness.“ 

But they were never enervated by ease nor softened by civili- 
zation; they never deyiated a hair’s breadth from the rigid rec- 
titude of their fathers; their sons preserved a changeless fidel- 
ity to duty, and their daughters a chastity as immaculate as 
the snows upon the mountain peaks. 

As illustrative of this fine idea of duty which ran in sun- 
light and shadow through all the life of WIIILIAAu Bare, and, as 
illustrative of its hold upon the race, I would recount a touch- 
ing incident told of the battle of Cressy. It is said that when 
the gay and festive chivalry of France had dashed themselves 
to pieces against the fixed and immovable English columns, 
when the mailed hand of Edward III had crushed into the mire 
and blood of the ensanguined field the fleur de lis of France, 
then the blind King of Bohemia, unwilling to hear.the death 
groans of his friends, unwilling to listen to the wail of disaster 
nnd defeat, unwilling to survive his companions, had his 
horse bound fast and tight to a charger upon either side, 
and between his trusty courtiers, guided by the turmoil and 
thunder of the fight, dashed to death When night came 
and the pale moon looked down upon 30,000 slain, they found 
three horses standing like silent sentinels and three dead riders 
at their feet, and between his companions, with the seal of 
death upon his blind eyes, lay the brave old King of Bohemia. 

A white triplumed crest dappled in blood still clung to his 
dauntless brow, and on it was inscribed the simple motto “ Ich 
dien ”—I serve. It thrilled five centuries of English history 
past and rang through a thousand years of civilization yet to 
come. The most martial of England’s kings reverently lifted 
that simple crest and placed it, as a deathless laurel, upon the 
. brow of his first-born son; and to-day, more precious than all 
the trophies wrung from Poictiers, Agincourt, or Waterloo, 
high above all the bloody swords and battered shields and tat- 


tered banners taken in a thousand years of conquest, that has 
girded the earth and mastered the sea, old England still holds 
aloft that triplumed crest as the proud insignia of all her 
princes yet unborn and all her uncrowned kings. k 

I could write upon the tomb of Wmrram B. Bare, with truth 
and with sincerity, the motto of the Prince of Wales and the 
dead Bohemian king—I serye. One single incident in his life 
portrays in rare and radiant colors his flawless deyotion to duty. 
Wounded at Shiloh, his horse shot under him at Chickamauga, 
wounded again before Atlanta, ragged, emaciated, racked with 
pain, with pallid face and thin lips set, you see that heroic 
figure on his crutches amid his companions in arms. It was at 
this time that there came to him the tempting offer of civic 
honors, of ease and wealth and fame. Unsolicited, a grateful 
and trusting people laid at his feet the chief magistracy of a 
sovereign State. The old soldier was immovable, setting his 
face like a flint toward the foe, whom he knew was destined 
to ultimate victory, he took in his manly arms his wretched 
companions and sent back to those who would tempt him with 
office or power that message which shall thrill all Tennesseans 
in the centuries yet to come: 


I shall accept no civie honor as long as an enemy of Tennessee dese- 
crates her soil. < 


Yonder in front of the White House, caryed from bronze that 
for ages shall defy the wasting tooth of time, is an inspiring 
figure—a horse and rider facing the foe, instinct with courage 
and with life, drinking delight of battle upon the bloody plains. 

It was not necessary to inscribe upon its base the name of 
Old Hickory. I invoke the genius of sculpture and of art to 
place beside it a companion piece; not an equestrian figure, but 
one bowed and racked with pain, leaning upon a broken crutch, 
covered with the blood and dirt of battle, with his back upon 
honor, wealth, and ease and still facing, with resolute and unfal- 
tering courage, gloom and disaster, death and defeat. Jackson 
and Barte, fitting companions on the field of fame, twin stars 
in the galaxy of Tennessee’s deathless and deified heroes. 

It is true that his dauntless band endured famine and disaster, 
wounds and pestilence and death for a lost cause, that the flag 
they followed, now furled forever, is a conquered banner. But 
that banner and its story— 


Sung by poets and by sages, 
Shall go sounding down the ages, 
Though its fo are in the dust. 


It is an unholy cause or a weak one that needs the vulgar 
seal of success. He who perishes in a bad cause is a victim; 
he who dies for a good one, lost though it be, is a blessed 
martyr. Can you try the deathless dead by the narrow stand- 
ard of success? If the laurel must always crown the hero's 
brow, we shall leave Hannibal at Zama, Napoleon at Waterloo, 
Columbus in prison, and Latimer at the stake. Proudly and 
sadly— 

I sing the hymn of the conquered, who fell in the battle of life 
The fiymn of the wounded, the beaten, who died overwhelmed in the 
str 


trife ; 
Not the jubilant song of the victors, for whom the 8 
Of nations was lifted in chorus, whose brows wore the c 


fame, 
But the hymn of the low and the humble, the weary, the broken in 


hear 
Who stents ant who failed, sciis 
Whose youth bore no flower on 


es away, 

From whose hands ares the prize they had grasped at, who stood 
at the dying of 10 

With the wreck of their life all around them, unpitied, unheeded, alone, 

With Death swooping down o’er their failure, and all but their faith 


acclaim 
aplet of 


bravely a silent and desperate part; - 
ts branches, whose hopes burned in 


overthrown. 
While the voice of the world shouts its chorus, its pwan for those who 


have won, 

While me trumpet is sounding triumphant, and high to the breeze and 
the sun 

Glad banners are waving, hands clapping, and hurrying feet 

Thronging after the laurel-crown victors, I stand on the field of 


defeat, 
In the shadow, with those who are fallen and wounded and dying, and 
n 


e 

Chant a requiem low, place my hand on their pain-knotted brows, 
breathe a A pbs pod 

Hold the hand t is helpless, and whisper, “They only the victory 


win 

Who have fought the good fight, and have vanquished the demon that 
tempts us within; 

Who aie’ held 8 their faith unseduced by the prize that the world 
holds on > è 

Who nara E red for a high cause to suffer, resist, fight—if need be, 
t e” 

Speak, History, who are life's victors? Unroll thy long annals, and say 

Are the A 1 5 3 the world called the victors—who won the success 
of a day 


rs or Nero? ‘The Spartans, who fell at Thermopyle’s st, 
oe ths ersjans and’ Xerxes? His judges or. Socrates Pilate of 
Christ 
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Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, on this Sabbath day we turn from 
the busy scenes of life to the contemplation of death. We stand 
weak, powerless, and appalled before the last enemy, our very 
souls echoing the thoughts that thrilled the heart of the poet 
who described the last hours of the brave Greek: 


-= Come to the bridal chamber, Death ; 
Come to the mother, when she feels 
For the first yo her firstborn’s breath ; 
Come when the blessed seals 
That close the tilence are broke 
And crowned cities wail its stroke ; 
Come in consumption's a hastly form, 
The earthquake shock, the a storm ; 
Come when the heart beats high and warm 
With banquet song cad dance and wine; 
And thou are terrible—the tear, 
The groan, the knell, the pall, the bier; 
And all we know or dream or fear 
Of agony are thine. 


WIIIIAX B. Bare was a soldier of two wars, a patriot, a dis- 
tinguished lawyer, a pure and able statesman, and a Christian 
gentleman. 

Deyoted to his Southland and to his high ideals of duty, he 
never hesitated to give his time, his talents, and, if need be, lay 
down his life for the right as he saw it. A striking instance of 
his devotion to duty and high principles was shown in 1863, when 
though racked with pain and shattered by wounds he declined 
the honor and comparative ease and luxury of the governorship 
of Tennessee to remain in the army, saying: 

As a son of Tennessee and a southern soldier I would feel dishonored 
in this hour of trial to quit the field. No, sirs; while an armed foe 
treads our soil and I can fire a shot or draw a blade, I will take no civic 


honor. I had rather, amid her misfortunes, be the defender than the 
governor of Tennessee. 


Rarely have the marked characteristics of any man been so 
clearly portrayed in so few words. These were no idle senti- 
ments; they were this man’s early conceived principles, adhered 
to by him through sunshine and storm, through adversity and 
prosperity, to the close of a long and distinguished life. 

A native of Sumner County, Tenn., he yolunteered as a private 
in the Mexican war, in May, 1846, in Company F, Fourth Lou- 
isiana Infantry, and served with courage and fidelity in Mexico. 
In August, 1846, his company and regiment were mustered out, 
and he received an honorable discharge as a private. 

He afterwards attended the law school at Lebanon, Tenn., 
and shortly after completion of his studies he was elected prose- 
cuting attorney for his judicial district, discharging the duties 
with marked energy and ability. 

A strong States-rights Democrat, he was an elector on the 
John C. Breckinridge Presidential ticket. 

Immediately after the bombardment of Fort Sumter he ad- 
vocated secession by Tennessee, and on her call for State troops 
volunteered as a private, was shortly made captain of his com- 
pany, and, a little later, colonel of his regiment. So conspicuous 
was his gallantry and efficiency that he was honorably men- 
tioned by Generals Cleburne and Hardee, and on October 3, 
1862, he was promoted to brigadier-general. 

The Eufaula Battery under Bate fired the first gun on Friday 
evening at Chickamauga and the last gun on Sunday evening, 
and the war maps show that Bats led his men that day farther 
to the front than any other man. In this engagement BATE’S 
brigade entered the fight with 1,055 muskets, and had killed 
and wounded 607 men. Every field officer in his brigade, ex- 
cept two or three, was either killed or wounded. After the bat- 
tle President Davis followed in the track where Bare and his 
men had fought, and in less than thirty days Brigadier-General 
Bate of infantry was offered a major-general’s commission of 
cavalry. 

Many times he was severely wounded, and each time re- 
turned to active duty at the earliest moment he was fit for 
service. 

‘For a more brilliant record for gallantry and efficiency and 
those sterling qualities that make our greatest soldiers we 
would search in vain. More love for his Southland had no 
man; none submitted to sacrifice and danger more cheerfully 
or followed the path of duty more strictly. Ability of the high- 
est, ideals of the loftiest, an unstained sword, and a spotless 
character, is it any wonder that Tennessee delighted to honor 
her gifted and noble son? 

He was no less conspicuous as a statesman than he was as a 
soldier. He served his State in peace with the same fidelity 
he had shown in war. He was defeated for the United States 


Senate by Andrew Johnson in 1870 by one vote. 

Elected governor of Tennessee in 1882 and reelected in 1884. 
Elected to the United States Senate in 1887 and reelected in 
1893, 1899, and 1905. He contracted pneumonia on March 4, 
1905, at the inauguration ceremonies, from which he died. 


His public and private life was exemplary; his military rec- 
ord a brilliant one. An able statesman, a consistent Christian, 
a noble citizen has entered on sleep. 

Tennessee may well mourn and this House well honor this 
distinguished soldier, patriot, lawyer, and statesman, for it can 
be well said of him that he was indeed both “ great and good.” 

In the death of Senator Bare another of the brave soldiers of 
forty years ago has answered the last summons and joined the 
great majority. 

In the Fifty-fifth Congress we had thirty-two ex-Confederates 
in this House and sixteen in the Senate. This Congress num- 
bers eight in the former and twelve in the latter. They are 
falling almost as rapidly as they fell in battle. The brave men 
whom they met in conflict, and by whose deeds of valor they 
well measured their manhood and chivalry, are falling at the 
rate of 1,000 a month. 

Our deceased friend and colleague was a conspicuous figure 
in an army that has been rarely, if ever, equaled for valor, self- 
sacrifice, and deyotion to duty. 

The principles for which they fought and the righteousness 
of their cause is being recognized more and more by the world's 
best minds as the years pass by. It will not be many years be- 
fore thoughtful men everywhere will be saying that. possibly 
after all it would have been better for constitutional government 
and human liberty had the principles contended for in that 
struggle been established and maintained. 

It is impossible to contemplate the passing away of these Con- 
federates without calling to mind the conditions after their de- 
feat that tried even more than war their courage and fortitude. 
We search the histories in vain for a parallel case to theirs. In 
this era of good feeling we do not like to dwell upon the help- 
less and almost hopeless condition of the southern soldiers and 
their families after Appomattox. Under good laws well admin- 
istered it would have been a herculean task to restore their 
fallen fortunes. That they succeeded under all the evils of the 
worst legislation that eyer affected a people is simply a miracle, 
and stamps them as the best, bravest, and truest men that have 
ever lived in all the tide of time. 

The philosophical historian of the future will tell the wonder- 
ful story of their achievements in peace, and our children’s 
children will set it to their credit as equal, if not surpassing, 
the victories they had won in war. 

Before the last old soldier joins his comrades on the other 
side he will see his beloved Southland stronger in material re- 
sources and richer per capita than any part of the Union. 

Treating the character of our deceased colleague as a type of 
the Confederate soldier, let me present this thought for the con- 
sideration of my colleagues and the friends of the deceased, as 
well as the reading public. The southern soldiers of the civil 
war were men of faith. They were raised in a period when 
faith was emphasized by the mothérs of the South. The most 
momentous period for the South was from about 1840 to 1860. 
The character of the southern soldier was formed by their 
mothers chiefly during that period. It was a period of great 
prosperity and the fathers were making money. The wealth 
they then accumulated prolonged the unequal struggle for four 
years. The sons went to war strong in faith—not an ideal 


faith, mind you—not perfect, but sound and strong. Witness, 


if you will, the revivals in the Confederate army. It was won- 
derful. The strongest in faith remained to the last. The 
gentlest are always the bravest. They held many weak-hearted 
and weak-minded to their part by the powerful influence of ex- 
ample. Then those of most faith were often the first to fall. 
Death loves a shining mark, both in war and peace. We missed 
them daily and often said, “This can not last; all will be 
killed.” But many returned. They and their sons haye made 
this Southland to bloom as a rose. 

They have set an example of faith that has been an inspira- 
tion and uplift to their fellow-citizens of this Republic. The 
Confederate soldier was an optimist during the war. He has 
been one since. He lived on faith and he fought with faith. 
Unfortunately many of them are living on faith alone now. In 
part, through his example, an atmosphere of faith has been cre- 
ated in our country. This faith has been quickened by science, 
literature, and poetry, all drawing inspiration from the Father 
and His Word. Could our colleague wire us from the spirit 
world to-day he would say with Browning: 


God's in his heaven, 
All’s right with the world. 


Or from Death in the Desert: 


I say the acknowledgment of God in Christ, 
Accepted by the reason, solves for thee 

All questions in the earth and outa of it, 
And has 20 far advanced thee to be wise. 
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Or from the best illustration of faith eyer written, he would 
give us this from In Memoriam : 


Strong Son of God, immortal love; 
Whom we, that have not seen Thy face, 
By faith, and faith alone, embrace, 

Believing where we can not prove. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, this is an occasion for 
speaking words of soberness and truth concerning a departed 
friend. It is so much a characteristic of our people and time 
to exaggerate in praise, and possibly to blame too much, that one 
of the most difficult accomplishments is to measure accurately 
a man’s character and work and to express in terms of sobriety 
and truthfulness the estimate formed. 

General BATE, as we knew him and as others before us knew 
him, was a man of high character and heroic purpose. He was 
a man of undoubted honesty and courage, a man who, unlike a 
large majority of us, had his own views of things and meas- 
ured and directed his own course of conduct in accordance 
with those views. Most of us, chameleon like, take on the hues 
of our surroundings and change from time to time as they 
change. There are a few who seem to have an inner controlling 
life of their own, which colors things about them instead of 
taking color from objects and incidents with which they are 
brought into contact. Most of us in our little voyage through 
life hug the shore and forget the stars, and so are guided or 
misguided by the weak, near-by lights that shine dimly thropgh 
the fog. 

There are a few who seem to steer by the pole star, who get 
their light from the distance, beyond the mists, a light that, 
unyarying, faints not, changes not; and through the years of 
life, be they few or be they many, their bark is steered in a 
steady course by a fixed, unfailing light. General BATE seemed 
to be a man of that kind. 

A soldier in the Mexican war, as a young man he shouldered 
his musket to go to distant fields of carnage and glory in the 
heroic day of a generation now gone. He illustrated, as hun- 
dreds of others did upon many a bloody field in far Mexico, the 
heroic qualities which characterized him and characterized the 
American soldier of that day, and, as we think, characterize 
the American soldier of every day. He made his way in civil 
life honorably, studiously, and courageously, having fixed prin- 
ciples and a steady hold upon them. When the warning notes 
of the great strife between the States came, when the storm 
long brewing broke, and the fatefui bugles stirred the martial 
spirit of a proud, brave, confident people, it was natural that 
he, as it was natural that his neighbors also, should yolunteer, 
ang did volunteer, to fight under the banner of the stars and 

ars. : 

It would be surprising if he had not been a good soldier in that 
trying civil-war time, becausé he had given evidence and promise 
of the possession of the qualities necessary to make a good sol- 
dier. It was a time when the chivarly of the South, the manhood 
of the South, the courage and devotion and sacrifice of the South 
were challenged for all they were worth. Saying nothing—and 
here is not the time to say it—as to the causes of the war, or 
whether the war might have been avoided, or who was most at 
fault, or who was most in the right, the real test put up to the 
southern people was that of meeting at the threshold of home 
an invading force, a hostile army—an army of their brethren, 
it is true, but brethren in arms warring against them. That 
brought out, as it necessarily would bring out in that age or in 
any age of our country under any circumstances, the fighting 
forces and heroism of the old South. 

General Bate was not an exceptional man in that great con- 
test. There were few exceptional men in it. It was a contest 
in which nearly all were heroes, some in humble position in 
the ranks, charging with the bayonet, resisting the bloody on- 
slaught; some in the garb of officers and with sword in hand; 
but in general it was a warfare of heroes, and the man who was 
not a hero in the strife was the exceptional man. This man of 
whom we speak to-day bore himself well in that war, as so 
many hundreds, so many thousands and tens of thousands of 
others, did. That he was sincere and that he was honest, that 
he was devoted to duty as he saw it, he gave, as so many others 
gave, the highest and final evidence, the conclusive proof, put- 
ting up his life as a risk, as a stake of the contest, and offering 
it a ready forfeit for success and against failure. 

Shattered and broken in the conflict, wounded, sore, and 
bleeding, he still clung to his standards and clung to his sense 
of duty; still braved the dangers and the horrors of the battle- 
field. It was grand and heroic; it marked the character of a 
man made of the stern, sturdy stuff that is not exceptional, but 
rather characteristic of the American citizen. After the war, 
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after the bloody strife had ended, after the cause was indeed a 
lost cause, lost forever, after the old Stars and Stripes again 
waved in triumph over the land, General Barz addressed him- 
self, as so many thousands of others did, to the duties and cares 
and responsibilities of civil life, under sad circumstances, when 
everything was trying, when most things were depressing, and 
when but little was encouraging or inspiring. That in the pe- 
riod of rehabilitation following the war he acquitted himself 
bravely and well is undoubtedly true, and in speaking this 
truth we are speaking in honor of him and of those who shared 
the burdens and the cares, and, finally, the triumphs of those 
years. , 

It was perfectly natural that General Barz should be honored 
after the war by his people, as he was honored, in being made 
governor of a proud State and Senator in one of the greatest 
legislative bodies known to civilized man. That he acquitted 
himself well in these official stations is a credit to him, and no 
surprise to those who knew him. The South has honored her 
heroes, and has loved to honor them. There is, however, still 
left by the war that sentiment which prevails somewhere and 
manifests itself now and again, and that, not in the South, but 
somewhere else does put a certain kind of handicap upon the 
man who cast in his lot with the lost cause, and who in the 
terrible war wore the garb of gray, or who is a dutiful son of 
the South. Surely the South has shown a loyalty and devotion 
to the men who stood by her and fought for her in the dark 
and trying days of 61 to 65. These old heroes, as also 
those who fought against them, are fast passing away. The 
great majority are already numbered with the dead, and those 
who still linger are adyancing in years and soon will pass over 
the great mystic river that all of us must cross. North, south, 
east, and west, as we get further and further from the bitter 
memories of the war, and as we paint in brighter colors and 
dwell in more loving phrase and more kindly thought upon its 
many glorious deeds, they are honored and revered more and 
more, whether they wore the blue or the gray. Only yesterday, 
all over the Southland, at many places in the North, and in lands 
beyond the seas, the memory of a southern soldier, one of the 
greatest men, not only of our own country and age, but of 
all countries and all ages, was strikingly honored in the cele- 
bration, in solemn and glorious form, of the one hundredth 
anniversary of his birth. 

It is very difficult to speak of the living justly, kindly, and 
bravely. It is even more difficult to speak of the dead as real 
facts, tempered by mercy and charity, and yet guided and di- 
rected by courage and honesty, would suggest. As we come to 
the portals of the grave, as we bend over the bier of the de- 
parted, as we linger about the mound covered with flowers, 
under which rests him who was but no longer is of this world, 
judgment seems to surrender control, moderation to give way 
to extravagance, and we too often lose ourselyes in an infini- 
tude of meaningless phrases which sound and roll but signify 
nothing. Of this man it can be said—and if he could hear 
what we are saying, if it were possible, as it may be, for him 
to revisit these scenes and to know this afternoon what we 
are doing, I believe it would be pleasing to him to hear us 
in sincerity speak it of him—that he was a sturdy, honest, 
manly man; not the greatest man who ever lived, not the man 
upon whom ought to be piled the most exuberant utterance 
and the loftiest sounding words that our language may afford, 
but one who may be spoken of honestly and modestly and 
moderately as a man of the common people, honest to the core, 
true to principle and to friends and to duty; a man who hewed 
his way through life without asking odds of any, who never 
hesitated to strike when it was a duty to strike, and who never 
inflicted a needless hardship or a wrong upon any men con- 
sciously or knowingly. 

We can say of him in moderation things which can be said 
truthfully of very few of us, and those things are words of 
praise—a good man, a true man, a brave man, a reliable friend 
and a faithful public servant, honest in the relations of public 
life and private life, ready to concede to others all that he 
asked for himself, demanding for himself nothing but what he 
regarded as his right; standing sturdily, whatever the odds or 
whatever the circumstances, where he thought duty required 
him to stand; opposing what he thought ought to be opposed 
and forwarding as far as he could what he thought ought to be 
advanced. This is a noble type of a sturdy manhood; this is 
a man out of the setting of the old age; a man who grew up in 
the pioneer days, who was disciplined and strengthened and 
developed in the hard times of the frontier, where the sturdy 
virtues shine, when the ornamentation of which we know so 
much to-day was absent, when men were esteemed for what they 
were and not so much for what they appeared to be, or for what 
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the adornments of wealth could add or what the blandishments 
of influence or power might give them for their brief day. 

This man grew up in the wilds among a sturdy and heroic 
people. He was one of them. Their characteristics were his 
characteristics. He illustrated through his life just what he 
was. It was easy to know what he thought upon any question. 
It was easy, once you knew him, to anticipate what he would 
do in any particular emergency. He was not a man who sought 
to display all the attractive qualities that he possessed. He never 
sought to magnify himself or exploit himself. He was ever 
ready to hear the call of duty; but he never pushed himself 
forward; he was a plain, substantial, reliable, good man; a 
thoroughgoing, conscientious, faithful, deyoted public servant; 
absolutely honest, incorruptible; a man for whom the blandish- 
ments of power had no charm, a man who never was affected 
by the frowns of those who might be above him, and never was 
swerved from any duty of his post by the sycophancy of those 
below him, who desired to accomplish something through him. 

Mr. Speaker, the greatest thing about a man after all prob- 
ably is the essence of real character. Now and then, and in- 
deed frequently, you meet charms and graces and power of in- 
tellect. There are always to be found in the broad walks and 
in the narrow paths of life, everywhere, at all times, the ex- 
cellent virtues that belong to good-fellowship and home, a kindly 
spirit and lovable disposition, the sturdy uncomplaining courage 
and patience with which burdens are borne, a modesty which is 
captivating; but seldom, oh, so seldom, is there combined, as 
there was combined in that man of whom I spoke a moment 
ago and whose memory now is a world memory, whose story 
is the story of the ages, whose example is for all time, that 
consummation and sublimation that gathers together all of per- 
fection as nearly as it is possible in human form to find it, all of 
the graces and charms, all the strength, moderation, and re- 
straint, all the breadth and generosity of the ideal yet real man. 

Of course I speak of that rare man, Lee, of whom they spoke 
yesterday and last night—the man whose name is ringing down 
the aisles of time and whose memory will be as shining an ex- 
ample for thousands of years as it is to-day, aye, ten thousand 
years from to-day, if there be no hiatus in history, as it is now; 
of that grand old chieftain under whom General Bare fought 
with dauntless courage, who was not only great on the battlefield, 
but great in the council and transcendentally great in the ele- 
ments of manhood and all things that go to illustrate the char- 
acter of the gentlest, proudest, loftiest, noblest soul that our 
God in his wisdom, in the ages that have gone and in the time 
that is, ever breathed into one solitary human being. 

Speaking of these sturdy qualities of General Bare, one is re- 
minded almost irresistibly of the magnificent personality, of 
the matchless qualities, of the human completeness of his great 
commander. They have crossed over the river; they are gone to 
the other side; and the more we dwell upon them and the more 
we pattern after their virtues and their excellencies the better 
for us while we live and the better for our memories after we 
are gone. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, we haye as- 
sembled to commemorate the life, the character, and public serv- 
ices of Senator WILLIAM B. Bate. Arkansas joins with her sis- 
ter States in expressing a sense of appreciation for the virtues 
` of that faithful, favored, gifted son of Tennessee, who moves 
no mere among the living. 

From a consideration of his long, eventful life, crowned with 
every honor human love could give and fruitful of every benefit 
his efforts could confer upon his people, we learn the wisest 
lesson finite minds can grasp—the merit of right living. In this 
solemn hour, made sacred to his memory, we recall his un- 
wavering fidelity to duty, his lifelong loyalty to manly honor. 
These are the pillars upon which his character was built. The 
achievements of selfish ambition are transient. The crowns 
they bring to weary brows soon crumble into dust. Their 
laurels wither in an hour. Their monuments are quickly ob- 
scured beneath the sands of time. But the monuments which 
patriots build defy the wrath of storms and master the might 
and blight of time. Self-sacrifice and devotion to duty are the 
most enduring attributes that adorn the soul. Im the life of 
Senator Bate these qualities predominated. 

There is a fullness, a completeness in his career that calms 
our grief and thrills our hearts with inspiration. For almost 
eighty years he lived to bless the world with noble thoughts 
and generous deeds. Those eighty years were crowded with 
important events to our nation and to the world. The high- 
way that he chose in life was never devious. It was straight 
from the hour of his birth to the hour of his death. Like a 
lane between open fields, it ran all the way without one crook 
or turn. It was bright as the shining pathway of the just. 
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Few men live so long as he lived. Not many lives are filled 
with honors such as crowned his brow. It was given to him to 
serve his State and his nation in many positions of exalted 
trust. He always kept the faith. He never failed to do his 
duty. He guarded with sacred fidelity every interest intrusted 
to his care. His life was rich with varied experience. He 
knew all the hardships of physical toil, the peace of well-earned 
repose, the elation of success, the uncertainty of combat, the 
glory of triumph, and met with fortitude the high tide of 
defeat. Two things he never knew: Fear and dishonor. The 
great charm of his life story is that through all his years, 
through reyerses and successes, his character remained un- 
changed, unsullied, and his name unstained. 

Whether we think of him as a lad working in the sunny fields 
of Tennessee within sight and sound of the spot that gave him 
birth, or as a clerk on a steamboat that plowed the bosom of 
the Mississippi in the days when railroads were almost un- 
known; whether we observe him as a private soldier following 
with intrepid courage the Stars and Stripes in the war with 
Mexico, or leading the dashing battalions of the Confederacy 
amid scenes of bloody combat in the civil war; whether we con- 
template him as State legislator, lawyer, public prosecutor, 
Presidential elector, governor, or Senator, he is the same hum- 
ble yet indomitable spirit, always guided by heroic courage and 
unfaltering resolution. 

He was as gallant in battle as the“ Bravest of the Brave.“ 
When the civil war began, he was among the first Tennesseans 
to enlist in the Confederate army. Had either the State or the 
nation called alone, he would have responded joyfully, for the 
fear of danger never moved him. Had either Tennessee or the 
United States called him to arms against a foreign foe, his heart 
would have leaped to the contest, for the love of battle stirred 
him. But the call was the cry of Tennessee against the Union. 
Let no man living doubt that this ordeal was severe. To him 
who had known the glory of the Union flag and uplifted its 
fair folds in victory in a foreign land, the test was awful. 
But the brave man never faltered. He believed that Tennes- 
see was right, and he went to battle under a strange, new flag, 
against the banner that his services in Mexico had helped to 
sanctify to freedom. We see him, wounded at Shiloh, his horse 
shot under him, in the very chasm of the conflict; we behold 
him at Hoovers Gap, holding at bay with a few men the army 
of General Rosecrans. He stands by the river of death, wel- 
coming with open arms the oncoming foe when Chickamauga’s 
carnival of death begins. We see him fighting at the head of 
his troops, undaunted, fearless, pressing farthest to the front. 
One thousand and fifty-five brave hearts charge into the con- 
flict with him. When the fury of the battle is spent, six hun- 
dred and seven of them lie dead or wounded on the field, and 
among them lies almost every field officer in the regiment. He 
stands like a mountain of valor between Bragg’s retreating hosts 
and utter rout at Missionary Ridge. 

At Resaca he is breasting the flood of death and driving the 
enemy before him. He plunges into the trenches at Dallas and 
grapples hand to hand with his foes. Leading the flank move- 
ment under General Hardee, he precipitates the bloody battle 
of Atlanta. He is next falling in wrath on the Federal Army 
at Eutaw Springs, and plucking from its steady grasp the Union 
standards with the arm of victory; wounded again, he soon re- 
turns to his duty, and we see him with Hood fighting against 
fate throngh the disastrous Tennessee campaign. He faces 
death and baffles despair at Franklin, leading his soldiers into 
the enemy’s trenches, and inspiring them by his own example to 
deeds of reckless daring. Behold him at Nashville when “the 
ranks are rolled in vapor and the winds are laid with sound,” 
his regiment surrounded, himself still suffering from a wound, 
cheering his men to deeds of hopeless daring by the well-known 
signal of his crutch waved in mid air. He followed with the 
heroism of despair the receding tide of the Confederacy as it 
ebbed back into the Carolinas, and at Bentonville displayed 
unequaled valor, although he must have known his cause was 
doomed.» When at Greensboro, N. C., May 1, 1865, he accepted 
his parole, he surrendered hate and malice, and resolyed to start 
in life anew. 

In that great war every battle produced a thousand heroes. 
In all the hosts that went to strife from 1861 to 1865 there was 
no braver soldier, no truer patriot, no nobler man in either army 
than WILLIAM B. BATE. 

In polities, Senator Barte was a Democrat. He believed in 
the doctrine of States rights—the right and power of a State 
to govern itself in all matters of local concern. He thought 
that the States, having created the Federal Union, had the 
right to dissolve it when a cause arose that seemed to the State 
to justify such action. When the question of the right and 
power of a State to secede from the Union had been determined 
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against his views, he accepted the construction written with the 
sword by the hand of war on the Constitution in letters of 
blood, and, acknowledging the indissolubility of the Union, 
sought with sublime earnestness to preserve the liberties of the 
people and the rights of the States under the Constitution and 
within the Union. 

When the war had passed and peace had come again to bless 
a reunited country, he began the practice of his profession, pur- 
suing it with diligence and patience. As a lawyer he was suc- 
cessful. It is written that his services as public prosecutor 
were characterized by that high sense of duty and regard for 
ethics that seemed to inspire him in every relation of life. He 
served his party in its conventions and as Presidential elector, 
and was called by the people of Tennessee to the governor's 
office in 1882, and again in 1884 he was elected to that exalted 
position. 

The last phase of his career began with his election to the 
United States Senate in 1887. How well he discharged the 
duties of Senator may be determined from the fact that for 
four successive terms he was elected to represent his State. 
The records of the Senate disclose that he was foremost in se- 
curing legislation for the advancement and improvement of 
agriculture. He resisted with all his power the attempt to 
pass the force bill. We maintained that the people of the 
States are capable of holding their own elections; that to im- 
pose Federal supervision of elections in the State is an unwar- 
ranted trespass by the General Government upon the right 
and power of the States to govern themselves. The defeat of 
the force bill was encompassed, and Senator Bate was rein- 
trenched in the affections of the people of the South. He 
stood firmly against the forced alliance of Arizona with New 
Mexico, and ended his Senatorial career with a victory in 
behalf of what he deemed self-government. 

Senator Bare was a distinct representative of a type of Sen- 
ator that is rapidly passing. The ex-Confederate soldier will 
soon disappear from the United States Senate. Since the close 
of the war the Southern States have attested their faith in 
the men who fought the battles of the Confederacy by uni- 
formly lavishing political honors upon them. The most dis- 
tinguished Senators from the Southern States during the last 
thirty years were ex-Confederate soldiers. They had been 
tried in the glow of a fiery furnace and the public knew them 
to be worthy of honor and of confidence. Only a few remain 
in the Senate, but their presence there evidences the love and 
confidence which they earned by valor and retained by fidelity. 
What a race of men they were! What hardships they endured ; 
what privations they experienced; what difficulties they encoun- 
tered; what disappointments they met with; what victories they 
achieved; what defeats they suffered! What valorous deeds 
they performed in war; what patriotic purposes prompted 
them in peace! Bravest of soldieries the wars of the earth 
have known, our nation salutes you, Scarred cheeks and empty 
sleeves are your badges of bravery; honor, your watchword; 
courage, your inspiration; hope, your emblem; imperishable 
glory is, and ever shall be, your reward! 8 

On Shiloh’s field, fertilized with the ashes of fallen heroes 
and washed by streams of patriots’ blood, stands a monument to 
the name of Barr. His fame is linked indissolubly with the 
glory of that field. But in the homes of Tennessee, crowning 
her hills and nestling in the shadows that lock within their 
soft embrace her peaceful valleys, are monuments to his re- 
nown more enduring than marble shafts. Those monuments are 
the love of loyal hearts and the confidence of faithful friends. 

Farmer, lawyer, soldier, statesman! Faithful old friend of 
the people. You sleep to-day in the bosom of Tennessee secure 
in the love of all her citizens. She has given to fame a thou- 
sand names immortal, but none more everlasting than your own. 
For your patriotism and moderation, your nobility of purpose, 
your indomitable resolution, the Republic mourns your death 
and reyeres your memory. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to second the resolutions 
commemorative of the life and services of Gen. WIIIAu B. BATE, 
late Senator from the State of Tennessee, who died in this city 
on March 9, 1905. 

My acquaintance with the late Senator dates from the period 
of the civil war, when every true son of the South felt impelled 
to devote himself to her cause and to the protection of her soil. 

I first met him during the north Georgia campaign of a hun- 
dred days, when, as was once described by the distinguished gen- 
eral himself, “every movement was a battlefield and every bat- 
tlefield a graveyard; when for one hundred days cannons 
thundered and muskets flashed, and for one hundred nights the 
stars looked down on new-made graves and new battle lines 
stained with blood.” In all these conflicts General BATE took a 


conspicuous part. I remember vividly his courtesy and affabil- 
ity to me, a youthful staff officer, the more marked because of his 
commanding position, 

Mr. Speaker, the story of Senator Barz's career has been told 
by faithful and loying eulogists. His career illustrates the be- 
neficence of our institutions and how much may be accomplished 
under them by self-denial, hard work, inherent virtue, and earn- 
estness of purpose. Young men may take courage from his 
example. 

Born in the State of Tennessee, which he loved so well and 
served so splendidly throughout life, he received early an 
academic education, yet to broaden his practical knowledge and 
to maintain himself he werked as second clerk on a steamboat 
between Nashville and New Orleans. Later the military ardor 
inherent in the youth inspired him to enlist as a private 
throughout the Mexican war in Louisiana and Tennessee regi- 
ments, gaining an experience qualifying, training him for the 
brilliant career achieved in the four years of our bloody 
struggle. 

Returning from the Mexican war, he applied himself to the 
study of the law, the profession of his choice, graduating from 
the Lebanon Law School in 1852. His rise was steady, crowded 
as the bar of Tennessee was by men of legal talents and ac- 
quirements, and even thus early his fellow-citizens conferred 
upon him many honors and evidences of confidence and dis- 
tinction. 

But Bare was much more than a sound successful lawyer 
and politician. He was not much beyond 30 years when the 
war began that involved our land in four years of desolatory 
conflict, The young lawyer was quick to take up arms for his 
State and section. Notwithstanding some military experience, 
he deemed it best to begin at the foot of the ladder. He enlisted 
as a private, but his capacity for duty as an officer, his in- 
dustry, zeal, and high soldierly qualities soon secured for him 
a commission and steadily carried him through the various 
grades of lieutenant, captain, colonel, brigadier-general, and 
major-general, surrendering with the army of Tennessee in 1865. 

Three times he was dangerously wounded, carrying the marks 
of his bravery to his dying day, 

This rise was not due to favor or influence. He won his 
spurs fairly by solid, enduring merit and by the faithful per- 
formance of duty. 

He rose to high rank in an army of brave men and skillful, 
tried, heroic officers, in such a host as has never been excelled 
in the story of human achieyement, virtue, and endurance. 
Fighting against terrible odds, imperfectly armed and equipped, 
ill-fed, having no reenforcements to draw upon, fighting long 
months a losing battle, we can now hardly realize the con- 
stancy and inflexible courage it required in the commander, 
the strain upon the officers and men, but every one who knew or 
who served with General Barz in those dark days bears wit- 
ness to his wonderful heroism and his knightly qualities. 

He was a man among men. 

Those who knew him personally and the strength of his per- 
sonal character knew also there would be—there could be—no 
duty that he would not perform, whatever might be the per- 
sonal risk or sacrifice; whatever man could do in onset or to 
cover retreat in case of disaster he would be sure to do. 

He was a hero in the midst of heroes. By these he has been 
judged, and so the verdict will stand forever. > 

His monument is the history of the western army of the 
Southern Confederacy. 

When that unfortunate war closed in conquest, ruin, and 
humiliation for the South, General Bare returned to his work 
as a lawyer; but even then, when the road to public distinction 
seemed closed to the returning soldiers of the lost cause, men 
like these were the natural counselors and leaders of the 
people, though in private life. Energetic in peace as he had 
been in war, be aided in wresting control of his State from the 
unworthy grasp of camp followers and renegades, and assisted 
to rehabilitate her after the degradation into which she had been 
plunged by the remorseless hordes which had used her only for 
purposes of plunder and personal aggrandizement. 

But, Mr. Speaker, capabilities such as General BATE possessed 
were not permitted by his fellow-citizens to escape further public 
service in behalf of his people. Soon after Tennessee again 
came into the control of her own, in 1882, he was elected 
governor, and reelected without opposition in 1884. In January, 
1887, he was elected to the United States Senate, and took his 
seat March 4 following, to which he was thrice reelected, hold- 
ing this great position to the day of his death. 

And upon his entrance into that distinguished assemblage he 
found himself, indeed, in goodly and familiar company, many 
of them men who, like himself, had given their youth and blood 
to the cause in which he had borne so conspicuous a part. 
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Among them I may mention Berry and Jones, of Arkansas; 
BLACKBURN and Beck, of Kentucky; Joseph E. Brown and Col- 
quitt, of Georgia; Butler and Hampton, of South Carolina; 
Cockrell and Vest, of Missouri; DANIEL, of Virginia; Eustis 
and Gibson, of Louisiana; George and Walthall, of Mississippi; 
Isham G. Harris, of Tennessee; Reagan and Coke, of Texas; 
Matt. Ransom and Zebulon Vance, of North Carolina, and Mon- 
GAN and Pugh, of Alabama—all of them bearing as eminent a 
part in the councils of the nation as they did in the campaigns 
and on the battlefields of the lost cause. 

Mr. Speaker, I shail not dwell upon General Bare’s career in 
the Senate. He led a quiet and simple life, such as the Senators 
from the South led in the old days when their thoughts and 
utterances were molding the doctrines of the Republic. But 
he was not an idle man. He neglected no public duty. He 
wasted no time in dissipation or the pursuit of pleasure. He 
was a practical, laborious Senator. 

He studied all the public questions that came up, and on these 
he formed his opinions quietly and firmly. Everyone knew 
where to find him. 

Thoughtful, observant, studious, and upright, courteous, yet 
frank and truthful, when he did speak he proyed himself an 
able thinker, a brilliant and forceful speaker. He did not go 
around seeking to make friends; he had no such art; but such 
was his perfect rectitude, his love of truth, and his courtesy 
that when he passed from the Senate to his great reward there 
was not one there who did not feel that he who had died was 
worthy to have.been a senator of Rome when Rome survived. 

Tennessee loved and honored her noble son, and in this she 
honored herself. Never once was her pride and confidence in 
him withdrawn or even weakened. Bare could not but know 
and prize this wealth of trust and affection from his own people. 

In the death of a man of the stamp of Senator Bate a whole 
nation sustains a loss. No man breathed who was more sin- 
cerely devoted to the best interests of his country, and his career 
as a Mexican and Confederate soldier and in public life is 
jeweled with examples of his admirable devotion to duty. 

The State of Tennessee was his pride. To her he brought 
commanding talents, patriotic purpose, and a zeal for the cause 
of her people's rights. 

In the councils of his country he was eminent for his wis- 
dom, his eloquence, and purity of character. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been no epoch in the history of man- 
kind when public trusts were more difficult, when to serve the 
state required higher ability and higher personal qualities than 
in the thirty years that followed the civil war, and especially 
from the public men of the South. 

They had to face a tempest of passion and a bitter prejudice 
that often brought a feeling to their hearts akin to despair. 

To plead the cause of a weak and conquered people; to con- 
ciliate without sacrificing honor and duty, to be frank and yet 
not offensive; to lift up and regain the liberties of a trampled, 
hated, distrusted section; to make apparent all the good faith 
and patriotism of théir constituents without resorting to un- 
manly recantations or fulsome protestations; to be patient and 
yet strong under the most trying provocation; to know what to 
yield and when to be firm; to hope on and fight on to restore 
the material prosperity and political future of their constit- 
uents, these, and far more than I can describe, were their diffi- 
cult tasks. 
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In all this great work the wisdom, thoughtfulness, and patriot- 
ism of an heroic man like Bare was an invaluable aid to Ten- 
nessee and the entire South. 

If he had ambition, who shall blame him? It was an ambi- 
tion not low nor selfish nor sordid. It inspired him to serve 
his State and the Union, to help to building an impoverished 
and suffering section, and to increase the happiness and progress 
of mankind. 

It is by such generous aspirations that humanity advances to 
successive triumphs and states become great and opulent. 

But, now, Mr. Speaker, we must realize that the knightly 
figure has gone from our view. I mean the earthly part, the 
casket which contained the jewel, but we can still see in the 
mind’s eye the affable presence, the courteous mien, the kindly 
frank tone, the countenance in which never lurked an ignoble 
thought. 

In the, feverish, fretful struggle of life, with so much in its 
daily strife and contention that is sordid, saddening, and re- 
Pulsive, it is refreshing to turn aside and study the lineaments 
of one who was a sterling patriot, an heroic soldier, a wise 
statesman, a devoted husband and father, a true friend, a gen- 
tleman of the South, in whom every element of our nature 
seemed blended in harmonious proportions. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, in common with all Tennes- 
seans, I have some knowledge of Gen. WILIA B. BATE his- 
torically. His life touched four generations of our State, his 
public activities were linked with three, and during at least two 
of them he loomed quite large in the thoughts and affections 
and imaginations of our people. I had very limited opportunity, 
however, for obtaining a knowledge of his qualities and charac- 
teristics by personal contact or association with him. It was 
not my fortune to form his personal acquaintance until less 
than two years prior to his demise. He was the first governor 
of our Commonwealth whose election I can remember with 
distinctness, and I was but a small boy when he began his 
service as a Senator. His last term in the Senate began on the 
same day that my first and present term in the House com- 
menced, and he died five days after this date, so that I had no 
opportunity of being associated with him officially. 

Subsequent to my acquaintance with him, however, I was 
sometimes in his society, and can recall with keen pleasure con- 
versations enjoyed with him. From these I can and do bear 
cheerful testimony to the kindly spirit which he displayed and 
the generous suggestions, both helpful and instructive, that he 
offered. His advices with myself subsequent to my election 
to Congress were not confined merely to the details of official 
duties and labor, nor to the expression of opinions and views 
with respect to public questions and issues, but in a kindly and, 
it may be said, a fatherly manner he spoke with me upon the 
more delicate questions of official conduct and decorum. I re- 
member that the thought or theory which he seemed most 
anxious to emphasize and impress was that entire frankness, 
accompanied by courteous demeanor, was at once the funda- 
mental duty of the public servant and the surest foundation for 
success, both temporary and ultimate. 

The man who remains long in public service 
he said, in substance— 
is brought face to face with many embarrassing and perplexing condi- 
tions. There are constantly arising contests between friends, conflicts 
between rival interests, both having claims upon him. Tact and cour- 
tesy and judgment must be displayed, of course, in such situations, but 
the easiest way out, the way which will prove least embarrassing and 
contribute most to the strength of the man among the people, is and 
will always be an entire frankness, accompanied by firmness not less 
pronounced because courteous. 

There is nothing new about this thought, of course; it is as 
old as human society. But it is one which each generation must 
learn and can not be too often emphasized, and I deemed it a 
most praiseworthy act in that honored old public servant, stand- 
ing in the gathering twilight of his splendid life—a life which 
had been crowned with rich honors and had as trophies the high- 
est political prizes any single Commonwealth of these United 
States can bestow—to turn to one just entering, and that in early 
life, upon public activities in an official capacity and make this 
thought the uppermost and most emphatic. 

The proof of that theory, if, indeed, sir, it may be called a 
theory, was demonstrated quite conspicuously in General BATE’S 
own career. He held five different official civil positions by elec- 
tion of the people. To one of these, the governorship, he was 
twice elected. To the Senate of the United States he was four 
times commissioned. He received political support from three 
generations of Tennesseans. In all, he served the people for 
thirty years in official civil capacities, and this service began two- 
thirds of a century, almost, before it closed. If I remember cor- 
rectly, he was never defeated but once when seeking public posi- 
tion. That was in 1875, when by one majority ex-President John- 
son was elected to the Senate. And, sir, it has escaped my observa- 
tion in studying his history if in all that time there was one in- 
stance of his deceiving man or men; if he ever evaded or sought 
to evade a responsibility; if he ever failed to meet any issue of 
his long life at, at least, the halfway point. During his long 
eareer he was a central figure in many heated and impassioned 
contests. Think, sir, what changes were wrought within the 
span of this man’s life. Measured by the history that was made 
and by the experiences which accompanied its making, he lived 
far longer than did the ancient patriarchs who dwelt in the 
eastern land in mankind’s early forenoon. What passions, what 
poems, what romances, what vicissitudes and vitalities were in- 
cident to his age! All the records of human achievements 
through all the misty ages might be utterly destroyed—aye, ef- 
faced even from tradition and erased from human recollection— 
saye the records made within the years from his birth to his 
death and we should still have left accomplishments vast enough 
and great enough to appeal to highest human thought, to kindle 
the loftiest imagination, and to thrill human hearts with every 
delight and every despair which the spirit of man may feel. That 
age was a condensed résumé of all the ages that have been, an 
expanded expression of the thoughts that are, and a prophecy of 
the things that are to be. 
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From its activities and accomplishments philosopher and poet 
and painter and publicist and all may draw an inspiration 
with which to grapple the eternal problems arising from man- 
kind’s mighty moyements and a wisdom with which to solve 
them in that manner that will lead the race onward and on- 
ward toward the heights, even the beautiful heights that lie 
beyond the trembling stars. The epitome of all life is in that 
epoch; the past, with its passion and its power; the present, 
with its prayer and its praise; the future, with its dread and 
its dreams. 

And, sir, it is not saying too much to assert that the super- 
lative of all the achievements of that period are to be found 
in the history of these United States. With these far-reaching 
activities the name of General Bare was linked, not always 
conspicuously, indeed, but often so, and always honorably. 
The contests in which he engaged were so environed that they 
brought into public view not only every quality of strength 
and every reserve power belonging to the man, but disclosed 
the flaws and exhibited the weaknesses as well. He emerged 
from them all not.without criticism, it is true, but without a 
suggestion of shame or an insinuation of lack of moral or in- 
tellectual integrity. When you come to measure the manhood 
of a man, what greater encomium could be desired than that it 
may be truly said he fought always in the open sunlight, never 
evading an issue, never avoiding a question, never deceiving 
his fellow? So far as I am familiar with the record of Gen- 
eral Barr, private and public, that may be truly said of him, 
and, I think, sir, it is very, very fine. 

He possessed firmness, too, as well as frankness. His will 
was inflexible after his judgment had pointed the way. Had 
it not been so I am thoroughly convinced that he could never 
haye met with such long-continued success in receiving honors 
from the people of that State. A distinguishing, perhaps one 
may say the distinguishing, characteristic of the men of Ten- 
nessee whose names are most illustrious in our annals and are 
best remembered, and upon whom Tennesseans bestowed their 
bravest admiration and evidences of loyal love, was inflexible 
determination, accompanied, it may be added, with aggressive, 
combative disposition. John Sevier, founder of the short-lived, 
romance-tinged State of Franklin and father of the eternal 
Commonwealth of Tennessee, upon whose simple tomb in the 
public square of beautiful Knoxville is inscribed the words 
“ Thirty-five battles—thirty-five victories ;” Robertson, who was 
to the Cumberland country what Sevier was to the Watauga; 
Houston, who laid aside the governorship of the State to enter 
the wilderness, from whence he emerged bearing to the sis- 
terhood of States a new Commonwealth which he, with Austin, 
had founded and grounded; Jackson, whose ad sum will ring 
clear at every roll call of the immortals} Polk, who, as floor 
leader in this House, joined with another statesman whom 
Tennessee gave to Missouri in the bud of his intelligence and 
power, the great Senator Benton, to lead in rendering the Jack- 
son Administration conspicuous forever, and who, when later 
elevated to the Presidency himself, gave to the country the 
most brilliant four years of his existence and the most suc- 
cessful administration in crystallizing into law the concep- 
tions and policies in the public thought of the times of any in 
our history; Bell, the great ante-bellum Senator; Harris, the 
war governor and distinguished post-bellum Senator; Andrew 
Johnson, to whom a combat was meat and drink. In this 
list, which is but a partial one, of course, may be found con- 
spicuous representatives of almost every shade of political 
thought during our ten and an hundred years of statehood, 
and the distinguishing characteristic of each, the quality 
which every Tennessee schoolboy first notes, was unyielding 
determination, combined with aggressive temperament. It is 
not putting it too strongly to say that General Bare was as 
inflexible as either of these and was of that type whom Ten- 
nesseans have most delighted to honor. 

The details of his life have been sketched already with a 
refinement which leayes nothing to be desired. He was born 
upon historic ground, in the county of Sumner, near Bledsoes 
Lick, famed in the pioneer annals of our beloved State. This 
was one of the settlements of the Cumberland conntry estab- 
lished by the colonists who followed Robertson into the wilder- 
ness. The history of that settlement pulses with interest. It 
has seemed to me that one of the most significant, as it is one 
of the proudest of its records, is that of the hundred and fifty- 
seven men distributed over the several settlements comprised in 
the Cumberland country, whose names were signed to the com- 
pact of government drawn up by Robertson, a hundred and fifty- 
six wrote their names in good round English with their own 
hands. I doubt if this is true of a half dozen other pioneer 
settlements in history. The future soldier and publicist re- 
ceived his early training among the first generation of descend- 


ants of the pioneers, inheriting from his forefathers and absorb- 
ing from the tradition-saturated atmosphere about him a 
potent ambition and a sturdy self-reliance. Being in New Or- 
leans as clerk on a steamboat at the outbreak of the Mexican 
war, he enlisted immediately in a Louisiana regiment sent to 
the relief of General Taylor, and was the first Tennessean to 
reach the scene of hostilities. When his term of enlistment in 
this regiment expired he joined the Tennesseans and served 
until the close of the war as lieutenant. Returning from that 
struggle, he established and for a time edited a newspaper in 
his native county. Not long after attaining his majority he 
was elected to the general assembly of the State, serving one 
term. Entering the practice of law, be was within two years 
made the district attorney of his judicial circuit, one of the most 
important in the State. In this capacity he served for six 
years. 

In 1860 he was an elector on the Breckinridge-Lane ticket. 
With the first call for volunteers in the war of secession he 
enlisted as a private. He was speedily made captain of his 
company, and later colonel of his regiment, the second Tennes- 
see. He was with this regiment in its aid to Bee and Jackson 


at the first Manassas; desperately wounded at Shiloh; fired 


the first gun at Chickamauga; at Thedfords Ford on Friday, 
and the last as the blue line rolled down Snodgrass Hill on Sun- 
day; again wounded at Missionary Ridge; fighting at Resaca, 
at Dallas, around Atlanta; back with Hood into Tennessee to 
lead his men into that awful hell of fire that flamed across 
the open field from the embattled earthworks at Franklin; 
aiding in the retreat from Nashville and its disasters; thence 
into the Carolinas to stand in the firing line on crutches as 
Joe Johnston struck the last blow of the Confederacy at Ben- 
tonville; from Bull Run to Bentonville—he began at the begin- 
ning; it was the end when he quit. For some years he turns 
to his profession, and then political life lures him again. The 
governership in 1882 and 1884, reuniting a divided party, set- 
tling the question of a State debt; the Senatorship in 1887, 
again in 1893; again in 1899, and again in 1905—and then 


that incident which lies beyond our ken and of which we can 


only speculate; a funeral in the Chamber wherein he had 
sat so long; a journey back to Tennessee; a lying in state, while 
the thousands of the youth and old men, of maidens and mothers, 
passed by to look upon the last link that bound the first gener- 
ation of Tennessee statecraft to the fourth; the interment 
among his kindred at Mount Olivet. His casket, sir, was draped 
with, and I think I have heard that he was buried wrapped 
in the flags of two governments—one the cross of St. Andrew, 
the symbol of a government that was; the other, insignia of a 
Government that is and, pray God, shall be always. This was 
quite as it should have been. He loved them both; both hon- 
ored him; he gave to both his bravest and his best. 

I have spoken of the life. Of the death I do not care to speak. 
He lived well; he was brave} he was clean; he was honest; he 
was a gentleman; his fiber was sound. He embodied the high 
virtues which ‘Tennesseans in common with all the world 
admire. I have frequently thought, sir, that Tennesseans as 
a whole were much less demonstrative of what is called “ State 
pride” than are the citizens of many of her sister Common- 
wealths. From a knowledge of them, however, I am convinced 
that this is not because they do not entertain it. Somewhat 
reserved, perhaps, as is their “bent and quality,” they are in- 
tensely jealous of the honor of their Commonwealth, scrupu- 
lously regardful of the characters of those they trust with 
public service, and they gaze with piercing eyes straight into 
the life of him who seeks their favor. They looked so upon 
General Bate; they found him good; they found him sound; 
they clung by him. They gave great trusts into his hands with 
a confidence begotten of their belief in their own power to dis- 
cern the worthy, and he passed those trusts back to them clean, 
unstained, unsullied. They were not surprised because they 
knew it would, it must, be so. Ile maintained the integrity of 
his compact with them. He kept the faith—even the great faith 
of Tennessee—the faith of her fair traditions, the faith of her 
sweet traditions, the faith of her past glory, of her past great 
glory, the faith of her past love, her past fathomless love, the 
faith of her public virtues, of her unsullied public virtues. 

As in life they honored him because he was strong and brave 
and true, so now do they cherish his memory because he main- 
tained unbroken every thread in the line of public luster and 
preserved the traditional loyalty to the good things of the soul 
and the great things of human relationship. He kept their faith. 
That was it. Through glory and through gloom he kept their 
faith, even the great faith of Tennesseans, and they are cen- 
tent, sir, quite content. G 

I have said that I do not care to speak of his death. I đo not 
and I shall not in any language of my own. It was a part of 
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the day’s work, an incident in the great sweep and scheme of 


things. It means much—just how much we do not know. 
Some time we shall know, no doubt, but not now; that is, not 
all of us. The poet may know; the poet does know most among 
men, both of the things of earth and of the things beyond the 
earth. A great southern poet has written a great poem about 
death. In some respects it is the greatest of all his poems, and 
I think some lines of it are quite appropriate just here. 


Sad mortal! Couldst thou but know 
What truly it means to die, 
The wings of thy soul would glow 
And the hopes of thy heart beat high; 
Thou wouldst turn from the Pyrrhonist schools, 
And laugh their jargon to scorn, 
As the babble of midnight fools 
Ere the morning of truth be born; 
But I, earth’s madness above, 
In a kingdom of stormless breath— 
I gaze on the glory of love 
è n the unveiled face of death. 


I tell thee his face is fair 
As the moon-bow's amber 5 or 
And the gleam in his unbound hair 
Like the flush of a thousand springs ; 
His smile is the fathomless beam 
Of the star-shine’s sacred light, 
When the summers of Southland dream 
In the lap of the holy night; 
For I, earth's blindness above, 
In a kingdom of halcyon breath— 
I gaze on the maryel of love 
In the unvelled face of death. 


Through the splendor of stars impearled 
In the mor. of the far-off grace, 
He is soaring world by world 
With the souls in his strong embrace; 
Lone ethers, unstirred by a wind, 
At the pampe of Death grow sweet 
With the fragrance that floats behind 
The flash of his winged retreat; 
And I, earth’s madness above, 
Mid a kingdom of tranquil breath, 
Have gazed on the luster of love 
In the unveiled face of Death. 


But beyond the stars and the sun 
I can follow him still on his way, 
Till the pearl-white gates are won 
In the calm of the central day. 
Far voices of fond acclaim 
Thrill down from the pines of souls, 
As Death, with a touch like flame, 
Uncloses the goal of goals; 
And from heaven of heavens above 
God speaketh with bateless breath— 
My angel of perfect love 
Ts the angel men call Death! 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee addressed the House. See Appen- 
dix,] 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, it would be a reiteration for me 
to recount the life and deeds of the distinguished man to whose 
memory we are here to-day to pay just and loving tribute. 
This has-already been fittingly and eloquently done. But com- 
ing from the district which I have the honor to represent in 
this body and knowing the strong hold that Senator Barn had 
on the confidence and affection of the people of this district, I 
feel that I must voice in a few words the love and respect felt 
by that people for his name and memory. : 

His State delighted to honor him while living and with una- 
nimity mourned his death. His life illustrates the ends that 
may be attained by simple faith and unfailing devotion to duty 
and to his people is an ideal example of patriotism. He knew 
no halting at the call of duty and gave his utmost endeayor to 
every service that fell to his lot. Eager in the service of his 
country, he rushed to every post of duty. He gave his labor 
and shed his blood in her behalf. His chief characteristics 
were a devoted mind and an intrepid soul. He never swerved 
from the line of duty as he saw it, and no mortal danger ever 
caused him to quail or hesitate. 

As a member of the legislature of his State; as the attorney- 
general of his judicial circuit; as a private and lieutenant in the 
Mexican war; as private, captain, colonel, brigadier-general, and 
major-general in the civil war; as governor of his State, and as 
Senator from that State—in each and all these places of honor 
and trust he did his part faithfully and well. He failed in no 
instance to measure up to the full performance of duty. His 
official career before and since the war is written in the records 
of his State and of the American Congress. And I desire to 
insert with these remarks his military record in the Mexican 
and civil wars as furnished me by The Military Secretary 

This is his record as shown by the brief data of war, the un- 
embellished statement of position held, and service performed. 
But the real record of this soldier is not portrayed in this 
short official recital; it remains yet for the historian to give 


that record in its fullness. It lives in fragments in the minds 
and memories of his surviving comrades, as they were asSociated 
with different parts of his career. It is green in their hearts 
and will be until these hearts have stilled their motion. It 
glows in the traditions and tales that are the common heritage 
of the sons and daughters of southern soldiers. It lives in the 
song and story of his section and will be crystallized in Ameri- 
ean history when history shall, as history will, accurately set 
forth the valor and heroism of the gallant men who wore the 
gray. 

But his career in war was only a part of his life. There is 
another and a larger part of it that endears him to his people. 
When the war was ended he in good faith accepted the condi- 
tions and did all in his power to restore peace, that “ blessed 
peace so dear-to God and inappreciably valuable to man.” Then 
in the ranks of the civilian he measured up to the loftiest 
standard. He who had so gallantly led his people on the field 
of battle was a conspicuous example and leader.in the paths of 
peace, With courage and patriotism he met the trying condi- 
tions of the days just after the war, and with patience, pru- 
dence, and moderation as his guides rendered signal service in 
tiding over this difficult period and restoring loyal allegiance to 
a reunited country. And later on, when again called by his 
people into public service as governor of his State, his adminis- 
tration was just and sagacious, and as a Senator his course was 
noted for its wisdom and absolute fidelity to every trust. 

His career was marked by intelligent application and industry. 
The conscientious performance of duty was the doctrine that 
guided his every step, and the people of his State knew that in 
him they had a representative who could bring no reproach, but 
would reflect honor upon the State that so loved to honor him. 

Mr. Speaker, the respect and confidence that the people of 
Tennessee reposed in Senator Barz was a treasure that a king 
should be proud of. And this treasure he earned by honest and 
faithful service to his people. In every walk of life he held their 
approval. That whole life was devoted to their service. In 
times of peace he labored for them; in times of war he led them 
in battle. As a civilian he served them with distinction; as a 
soldier his record is that of a herg. Three times he was danger- 
ously wounded in battle; still he was undismayed and fought 
on, maimed and crippled in body, yet undaunted in soul. His 
devotion was so great he could not hesitate or falter; his faith 
and purpose so steadfast he could not turn his mind from the 
course of duty, and no peril to himself ever checked him in that 
course. He fought a good fight. To his intrepid spirit was due 
the success of his life, and he attained his purpose and ambition 
in life to a remarkable degree. His career was rich in honors 
and ripe in years, but— 

The hand of the Reaper 
Takes the ears that are hoary. 

And at the age of almost fourscore he was gathered to his 
fathers. He was laid to rest beneath the sod of his own native 
State. His comrades buried him with the honors of war and 
his State bowed its head in reverent sorrow. 

His natural instincts to do his whole duty on every occasion 
and his disregard of danger to himself was perhaps the cause 
of his sudden end of life. His attendance and part in the 
inaugural ceremonies of the President and the exposure resulting 
from it was more than his years and strength could stand. In 
a few short days the summons came. And the same high 
courage that had borne him through so many conflicts sustained 
him then and with fortitude and resignation he answered the 
last call. In that hour he was a conqueror still. He died the 
death of the righteous, universally lamented as a model of the 
true and the valiant—as an honest and earnest patriot. 

The fairest treasure mortal times afford 
Is spotless reputation. 

This treasure Senator Bate possessed in life, and dying left 
as a heritage to his people. 

War Department, The Military Secretary's Office. Statement of the 
military service of WILLIAM B. Barter, war with Mexico. 


WILLIAM B. Barn was mustered into the service of the United States 
at New Orleans, La., May 15, 1846, as a sergeant in Company F, Fourth 
Louisiana Infantry, to serve six months. The regiment arrived at 
Brazos Santiago May 26, 1846, and at Lomita, Mexico, June 4, 1846. 
He was honorably mustered out of service with his ToT aed and regi- 
ment, as a private, at New Orleans, La., August 14, 1846. 

He reentered the service at Nashville, Tenn., October 2, 1847, as a 
8 in Company I, Third Tennessee Infantry, commanded by Col. 

enamin F. Cheatham, to serye during the war, and was promoted to 
be first lieutenant of the same company October 8, 1847. He accom- 
panied his regiment to Mexico, in which country it was stationed at 
the City of Mexico, Vera Cruz, Jalapa, Puebla, and Molino del Rey. 
Returning to the United States, he was honorably mustered out with 
his company and regiment at Memphis, Tenn., July 22, 1848. 


CIVIL WAR. 


WILLIAM B. BATE was elected colonel of the Second Tennessee In- 
fantry, Provisional Army, May 6, 1861, and was appointed to that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 20, 


8 by the President of the Confederate States, to take rank April 
7, 1861; was promoted to be brigadier-general, Provisional Army, 
5 3, 1862, and to major-general, Provisional Army, February 23. 
From May 26, 1861, to July 18, 1861, Colonel Barz and his regi- 
ment performed duty at Fredericksburg, Brookes Station, and other 
pome between the Potomac and Rappahannock rivers, in the military 


epartment of Fredericksburg, bearing a pe in resisting an attack 
by Union naval vessels on the Confederate batteries at uia Creek 
June 1, 1861. Of Colonel Barn’s service on this occasion, Col. Daniel 


Ruggles, his superior commander, says: 

“The conduct of my entire force under the command of Colonel 
BATE, of the Walker Legion, until my arrival on the field, was admir- 
able throughout the day.” 

Another officer, writing from Aguia Creek to the Confederate secre- 
tary of war, under date of June 1, 1861, says: 

“Colonel Bare has been assigned the command of the brigade here, 
composed of his own regiment and the Virginia troops present, and is 
2 with a zeal consistent with the energy and enthusiasm of his 
nature.” h 

The Second Tennessee was on the field of the first battle of Bull 
Run, fought July 21, 1861, as a part of Brig. Gen. T. H. Holmes’s 
brigade, but it did not become actively engaged with the enemy. Soon 
afterwards the regiment returned to the line of the Potomac and was 
stationed at Evansport, Va., where it confronted the Union forces 
88 the Maryland side of the river, until February, 1862. About 
the middle of that month, a sufficient number of its members having 
reenlisted for the war and thus insured the continuation of the or- 
ganization beyond its first year’s enlistment, Colonel BATE conducted 
FF men to Tennessee on a furlough granted until April 1, 


The regiment was reorganized at Corinth, Miss., April 3, 1862, and 
under the command of Colonel Bare, participated In the battle of 
Shiloh, Tenn., April 6, 1862. General Cleburne, the brigadier com- 
mander, in his official report, refers to the regiment and its commander 


as follows: 
“ Here the Second Tennessee, coming up on the left, charged through 
a murderous cross fire. The gallant major * > fell mortally 


wounded, and the colonel, W. B. Bare, had his leg broken by a minie 
ball. Tennessee can never mourn for a nobler band than fell this day 
in her Second Regiment.” 

Un date of November 22, 1862, General Braxton Bragg, com- 
manding the Army of Tennessee, reported to the adjutant and inspector 
general, C. S. A., that “Bare and * * are not likely to return 
to field duty for months.” On February 23, 1863, Brigadier-General 
Bare, then in temporary command of the District of the Tennessee, 
was art get to duty with Lieutenant-General Polk's corps, and on 
March 12, 1863, was placed in command of a brigade in Stewart's 
division. He subsequently bere a part in the Tullahoma campaign, 

g engaged in action at Hoovers Gap, Tenn., June 24-26, 1863. 
He also participated, as a brigade commander, in the succeeding cam- 
paign of Chickamauga. Regarding his services in the battle of Chicka- 
mauga, September 19 and 20, 1863, General Stewart, the division com- 
mander, says: 


“T desire to express my high appreciation of Brigadier-Generals 
Brown, Bare, and Clayton, and of their respective commands. Rep- 
resenting the three States of Alabama, Georgia, and Tennessee, they 
vied with each other in deeds of high and noble daring. The Con- 
federacy has nowhere braver defenders led by more skillful commanders.” 

He continued to command a brigade in the ensuing Chattanooga- 
Ringgold cai paler until November 19, 1863, on which date, by virtue 
of seniority of rank, he was placed in command of Breckinridge’s divi- 
sion, which he commanded in the battle of Missionary Ridge, Noyember 
25, 1863, and in covering the retreat of the Confederate army. there- 
from. General Bragg, the army commander, in his official report, says: 

“Brigadier-Generals * * * and Bare * were distin- 
guished for coolness, gallantry, and successful conduct throughout the 
engagements in the rear guard on the retreat.” 

n February 27, 1864, while at Dalton, Ga., Major-General BATE was 
regularly assigned to the command of Breckinri ge's division, which 
was thereafter designated as Barz's division.” 

In opposing General Sherman's advance on Atlanta, with General 
Hood's northward movement, culminating in the battles of Franklin 
and Nashville, and in the campaign of the Carolinas, terminating in the 
surrender of General Johnston's army at Durham Station, N. C., April 
26, 1865, General Bate bore an active part, being wounded in front of 
Atlanta, August 10, 1864. All of the troops of Cheatham’s corps en- 

in the battle of Bentonville, N. C., March 19, 1865, were com- 
nanna by General Barz. He was paroled at Greensboro, N. C., May 
s 5. 8 

Official statement furnished to Hon. WILLIAM C. Horsrox, House of 
Representatives, December 22, 1906. 

By authority of the Secretary of War: 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 


[Mr. PADGETT addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, after all that has been said as to the 
life, character, and public services of the late lamented Senator 
Bare in this House and in the Senate, I find it difficult to express 
myself so as not to appear as repeating and adopting the words 
and ideas of those who have preceded me in addressing the 
House on this sad occasion. But it will be an even more difficult 
task to relate all in the life of the great Senator that will be of 
benefit to those of us who survive him and to those who come 
after us. 

I have known Senator Bare intimately for thirty years, and I 
never knew a nobler man, one whose every act and deed, whether 
private or public, was more worthy of example. . 

I shall leave to others who are more familiar with his caree 
as a soldier the narrative of his military achievements. I feel 
incompetent to do him justice in that regard. I shall not dwell 
on his record as governor of Tennessee nor on his record as a 
Senator. All these have received treatment at the hands of those 
better fitted for it than I am. I think, in relating the. facts in 


the life of a good and great man, that it is well to tell of the 
little things with which every day is crowded, but which, being 
of apparently no consequence, are not the result of effort or 
study, but are the uncolored outgivings of the heart—the real 
man and not the actor. 

When I first came to Washington as a Member of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress at the extraordinary session, in March, 1897, I 
took my meals at the Ebbitt House, the well-known hotel in this 
city where Senator Bare: lived all the time of his Senatorial 
career and where he died. I was asked by him to sit at his 
table and take my meals with the Senator and his noble wife. 
In this way, during more than four months of that session of 
Congress, I was the constant companion of the Senator. Though 
he was old enough to have been my father, I found him one of 
the most interesting, pleasant, affable, and desirable companions 
I ever had, regardless of age. During this time I never saw 
him angry, never heard him scold or speak cross to a servant; 
was always most punctual in his attendance at meals; always 
gave Mrs. Bate as much personal attention and gallant con- 
sideration as if she was in her girlhood teens and he her loyer 
and suitor, instead of the gray-haired grandsire that he was. 

I never in all my acquaintance with him heard him say one 
unkind word about anybody. He seemed to be governed in his 
conversation about others by the rule that if he could not say 
anything good about them to say nothing. He never took ad- 
vantage of the privilege of a private conversation to abuse and 
denounce anyone, however much he might disagree with them. 
He was always bold and strong in his denunciation of wrong 
as such and never excused or palliated what was really wrong 
in his best friend, but in doing so he always refrained from 
personal abuse or inuendo. 

His integrity and purity of life were his elements of greatest 
strength. Although a learned lawyer, a great orator, an ac- 
complished scholar, his character for old-fashioned honesty was 
his greatest element of power and influence in the Senate. No 
man was ever heard to question his honesty of purpose whatever 
his position might be on any question. 

In his long career there was never eyen so much as a whisper 
of scandal in connection with any of his public acts. He was 
liberal, but not extravagant. He died a much poorer man than 
when he first came to the Senate. He was fortunate in that 
he had a competence when he entered public office, and his 
views of public duty were such that he retired from all active 
professional or business pursuits and gave all his time and ener- 
gies to his Senatorial duties. - 

It is sad to think that the meager compensation of Senators 
will not permit them to serve in that great body, giving all their 
time and strength to their public duties, except at a sacrifice 
to themselves and their families. But such has been the fact 
so long that the public haye concluded that the only acceptable 
evidence of official honesty is to quit office in poverty, or at least 
in reduced circumstances. 

The great Senator, figuratively speaking, was so erect in his 
relations with the world while in office that he appeared to 
lean backward. He literally shunned the very appearance of 
evil. I knew of an instance where an old and loved friend of 
the Senator had received his aid in a matter—not strictly offi- 
cial in character, but while in office—who afterwards sent the 
Senator a present of small value simply as a token of gratitude, 
who was greatly mortified when the Senator returned the article 
with a letter thanking his friend for his intended kindness, but 
refusing absolutely to receive anything of the slightest value 
as a gratuity, however innocent the intention of the donor 
might be. 

He refused all courtesies in the way of free railroad trans- 
portation and express or telegraph franks, but never in the slight- 
est impugned the motives of any other man who did not follow 
in his footsteps. 

He was indefatigable in his official labors. As a Member of 
the House I have had every opportunity to know him well in 
this regard. I was often interested in the passage of a private 
bill in the Senate, and on account of the Senator's great age 
and out of a feeling of kindness to him I have sometimes asked 
the then junior Senator to look after a private bill; but Senator 
Bare in every instance asked me why I did not come to him in 
the matter and always seemed hurt because I did not put the 
bill in his hands. His love for work was so great that he 
seemed to want to do it all, and any manifestation of sympathy 
for him on account of his age or infirmities seemed to be painful 
to him. 

I saw him on the day of the inauguration of President Roose- 
velt on his way to the platform to take his seat as a member of 
the inaugural committee. In the Rotunda of the Capitol on his 
way I saw he appeared to be fatigued, pale, and exhausted. He 
was urged by an employee of the Senate who took note of his 


1907. 


— 


condition not to go out in the cold wind and sit with the com- 
mittee, but the Senator would not heed the efforts of his friends, 
but, in what he regarded as a discharge of duty, made his way to 
the front of the inaugural platform, took his seat, and remained 
there until the inaugural ceremonies were over, exposed to a 
cold north wind, from which exposure he took the severe cold, 
resulting in fatal illness of only three days’ duration. He thus 
literally died at his post; he fell on the firing line. 

Mr. Speaker, to state all that occurred in the life of Senator 
Barte that is useful and instructive to the people of his State 
and nation would fill a large volume, which is impossible on this 
occasion, but I hope some gifted writer will do justice to his 
name and fame and leave in enduring form a full and com- 
plete history of the public and private acts of this good and 
great man. 

Mr. Speaker, I had the honor to be on the committee appointed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral and burial of Senator Bare, which took place at Nash- 
yille, Tenn., with military honors, on the 13th day of March, 
1905. Tennessee has had many great and well-beloved men, 
and her people love to show their love for her great and glori- 
ous dead; but I never heard of and certainly never saw the at- 
tendunce of so large a gathering of the people of Tennessee at 
the funeral and burial of any other man as was in attendance 
at that of Senator Batre. The people of every walk of life from 
every part of the State came in almost numberless thousands, 
and with bowed, bared heads paid the hero dead the last but 
most tender tribute of thelr love and respect by the shedding 
of unaffected tears. Though dead, yet he lives in the example 
of a good and great life by the following of whose teachings all 
the world may be made better. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In pursuance of the resolutions 
heretofore adopted, and as a further mark of respect to the de- 
ceased Senator, the House will stand adjourned. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 42 minutes) the House ad- 
journed. 7 


SENATE. 


Monpay, January 21, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


SHORTAGE OF CARS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 14th instant, a transcript of the 
testimony taken by the Interstate Commerce Commission at 
St. Louis, Mo., December 18 and 19, 1906, and at Kansas City, 
Mo., December 20 and 21, 1906, in the matter of car shortage and 
other insufficient transportation facilities; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF BLACK SANDS OF PACIFIC SLOPE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 14th instant, a letter from the Director 
of the Geological Survey, forwarding a report on the progress 
of the investigation of the electric smelting of iron ores, in- 
cluded in the investigation on the black sands of the Pacific 
slope, and stating that, in his judgment, the work of the investi- 
gation should be continued and an adequate appropriation made 
therefor; which, with the accompanying papers and illustra- 
tions, was referred to the Committee on the Geological Survey, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FIRE CONTROL AT FORTIFICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War, submitting a supplemental estimate 
of appropriation for fire control at fortifications, $3,800; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF COAL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of June 29, 1906, a report showing 
the quantity and character of coal purchased by the Department 
of Commerce and Labor during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1906, the amount contracted for the present fiscal year, together 
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with certain information regarding the contracting parties, the 
price paid or to be paid and the form and conditions of contract ; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 


FRENCH SPOMIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 
20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the annexed 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Columbus, 
James Fullerton, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
8215 referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
Printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in 
the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court 
relating to the vessel brig Little John Butler, James Smith, jr., 
master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of the Trustees of Decatur Lodge, No. 52, Independ- 
ent Order of Odd Fellows, of Decatur, Ala., v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. LODGE presented the credentials of WINTHROP MURRAY 
Crane, chosen by the legislature of the State of Massachusetts 
a Senator from that State for the term commencing March 4, 
1907; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. ALLEE presented the credentials of Harry A. Richard- 
son, chosen by the legislature of the State of Delaware a Sen- 
ator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907; 
which were read and ordered to be filed. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE ARTILLERY. 


Mr. KEAN. On Friday last I entered a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill (S. 3923) to reorganize and to in- 
crease the efficiency of the artillery of the United States Army 
was passed. Now that Senators have had notice of the passage 
of the bill, I withdraw my motion to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey 
withdraws his motion to reconsider, and the bill stands passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of sundry 
Hebrew citizens of Savannah, Ga., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. . 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the New Jersey State 
Horticultural Society, of Mount Holly, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to continue the minimum duty imposed 
by the German Goyernment on green and dried apples; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Club of East 
Orange, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the employment of child labor and providing a public play- 
ground for children in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Borden- 
town, N. J., praying for an investigation into the dismissal of 
the three companies of the Twenty-fifth Infantry; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Hamer, of Beyerly, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
efficiency of the personnel of the line of the Navy; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT presented memorials of sundry citizens of Brook- 
lyn and Lockport and Onondaga Council, No. 10, Junior Order 
of United American Mechanics, of Syracuse, all in the State of 
New York, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to restrict immigration with the educational test clause omitted ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Hartwell T. Martyn Post, 
No. -346, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Canton, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing an increase of pension to the veterans of the civil war; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pavilion, of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Chautauqua 
County, and of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal 
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and Congregational churches of Orwell, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Women 
Principals of the Public Schools of New York City, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the creation of 
a new department of education with representation in the 
President’s Cabinet; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Anacostia Citi- 
zens’ Association of the District of Columbia, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the giving of transfers in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Anacostia Citizens’ As- 
sociation of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation granting authority to the Com- 
missioners of the District, of Columbia to lessen the width of 
any of the streets of the District; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the West Virginia Hor- 
ticultural Society, praying that an appropriation be made pro- 
viding for the giving of instructions in agriculture in the State 
normal schools; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Lexington, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Orleans, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Dusty, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Motley 
and Geneva, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARNER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Kansas City and Jackson County, Mo., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of busi- 
ness in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Frank S. Krebs, of Missouri, 
and the petition of Frederick C. Husman, of Missouri, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Joseph 
V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. a 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented. memorials of sundry citizens 
of Oxford and Wood County, in the State of Wisconsin, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring cer- 
tain places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed 
on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of H. W. Meyer, of Appleton, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the 
duty on composing and linotype machines and the parts 
thereof; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the congregation of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Lincoln, Nebr., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7453) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Steel; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. Y 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I present resolutions adòpted by the forty- 
fourth general assembly of the State of Illinois, relative to a 
limitation of the amount of water to be diverted from the 
Great Lakes through the Chicago Drainage Canal. I ask that 
the resolutions be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


The resolutions were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 
[Forty-fourth general ae 8 sesslon.— Chicago Drainage 

ana 


Whereas the Congress of the United States is now considering the 
report of the International Waterways Commission; and 

Whereas said report contains a recommendation that the amount of 
water to be diverted from the Great Lakes through the Chicago Drain- 
age Canal be limited to 10,000 cubic feet per second; and 

Whereas said limitation would in the future render futile the ex- 
penditure of $50,000,000 already expended by the sanitary district of 
Chicago and render impossible the completion of said project and en- 
ganger the health of the people of Illinois and of the Aty of Chicago; 
a 

Whereas the amount of water to be diverted for domestic and sani- 

tary purposes should under no circumstances be limited by a treaty 
with a foreign power or by any legislation to be enacted by Congress, 
thus placing the sanitary district of Chicago—organized He preserve 
the health of the Lo on the same plan as commercial enter- 
prises organized for private gain: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the forty-fourth general assembly of the 
State of Illinois, convened in extraordinary session (the house con- 
curring therein), That in any treaty to be hereafter entered into no 
statement whatever binding the trustees of the sanitary district of 
Chicago shall be made, and the local conditions of such canal and the 
volume of water to be accommodated therein should be left wholly and 
solely to the regulation of the Federal Government as the conditions 
of the canal’s drainage may ie rE and be it further 

Resolved, That in any legislation to be hereafter enacted by Con- 
gress a provision should be included permitting the sanitary district 
of Chicago to use such water as may De necessary in the discretion of 
the Secretary of War, and such legislation, if any, should specifically 
provide that that portion of the report of the said International 
Waterways Commission referring to the sanitary district of Chicago 
and the amount of water to be diverted through its channels should be 
entirely ignored; and be it further 

Resotved. That the two Senators and the Members of Congress rep- 
resenting this State be, and they are hereby, respectfully requested to 
do all in their power to Incorporate the provision above referred to in 
any legislation to be passed by Congress and prevent the incorporation 
of any statement in any treaty to be entered into with a foreign power 
placing any restriction upon the amount of water to be withdrawn 
through the drainage canal of the sanitary district of Chicago; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded immediately 
by the secretary of state to each Senator and Representative in Con- 
gress from this State and to the President of the United States. 

Adopted by the senate May 15, 1906. 

Concurred in by the house of representatives May 15, 1906. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE or ILLINOIS, 88: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, James A. Rose, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do here- 
by certify that the foregoing joint resolution of the forty-fourth gen- 
eral assembly of the State of Illinois, passed and adopted at the sec- 
ond session thereof, is a true and correct copy of the original joint 
resolution, now on file in the office of the secretary of state. 

In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal 
of state, at the city of Springfield, this 14th day of June, A. D. 1906. 

[SEAL] James A. ROSE, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the Illinois School for 
the Blind, of Jacksonville, III., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the carrying through the mails free of 
charge reading matter for the blind; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“parcels-post bill; ” which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Illinois, remonstrating against the free dis- 
tribution of seeds and plants by the Government; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the establishment of postal savings banks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for free trade with the Dominion of Canada in the 
timber and lumber traffic, and also for the ratification of re- 
ciprocity treaties with all nations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Miners’ Union No. 58, 
American Federation of Labor, of Kewanee, III., praying that 
an appropriation be made for a scientific investigation into the 
industrial conditions of women and child workers in the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Ie also presented petitions of Columbian Lodge, No. 479, of 
Chicago; of Galesburg Lodge, No. 24, of Galesburg, and of Local 
Lodge No. 469, of Charleston, all of the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen in the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of 
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the so-called anti-injunction bill;” which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry newspaper publishers 
of the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting the right to newspapers and railroads to contract for 
the exchange of their respective commodities; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
Cobden, Sterling, Cairo, Monmouth, Bement, and Peoria, and of 
the Illinois State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State 
of Illinois, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a deep waterway from the Lakes to the Gulf 
of Mexico; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Jane H. Wilson, of 
Joliet, III., praying for the enactment of legislation granting. a 
pension to every surviving widow equal to that which her hus- 
band received at the time of his death, provided it is not less 
that $12 per month; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. i 

He also presented memorials of sundry citiżens of Effingham, 
Danville, and Quincy, and of the International Stereograph 
Company, of Decatur, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to amend and consolidate 
the acts respecting copyright; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. KNOX presented petitions of Dunmore Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Dunmore; Local Council 
No. 70, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg; 
©. W. Biddinger, of Steelton; F. W. Rutter, of Verona, of the 
Order of American Mechanics, of Tyrone; the Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Kutztown; Local Council No. 66, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Carnegie; M. H. 
Bowman, of Jeannette; Local Council No. 700, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Johnstown, and of 10 citizens 
of Monongahela city, all in the State of Pennsylyania, praying 
that an educational test be included in the immigration bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BRANDEGEDR presented a petition of the Republican Club 
of Danbury, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the reclassification and increase in the salaries of 
postal clerks in all first and second class post-offices; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Educational Club and Con- 
sumers League, of Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the employment of child labor; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Horeb Lodge, No. 25, Inde- 
pendent Order of B’nai Brith, of New Haven, Conn., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to further restrict 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. $ 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Church of Turner, Oreg., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ` 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Benjamin M. Van Wart, 
of the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of 
legislation for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other 
officers of the Philippine volunteers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DU PONT. I submit a memorial of the general assem- 
bly of Delaware; which I ask may be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask titat the memorial be read, as it is the 
action of a legislature. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, the memorial will be read by the Secretary. 

The memorial was read and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, as follows: 

House joint resolution entitled“ Joint resolution zogarang a bill in the 


Congress of the United States, relating to the Fifth and - 
ments of Delaware Volunteers.” s 5 


Whereas there has been introduced in the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatixes of the United States of America a bill to fix the status 
of the Fifth and Sixth Regiments of Delaware Volunteers, providin 
that in the administration of the pension laws the officers and. enlist 
men who were members of the Fifth and Sixth Regiments of Delaware 
Volunteers in the civil war shall hereafter be held and considered to 
have been continuously in the active service of the United States 
from the date of their muster into said service to the date of their 
muster out or discharge from said service: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America be, and they are hereby, requested to pass with all 

ible s the said bill; and be it further 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be fur- 


nished with a certified copy of this resolution, and that they be ear- 
ay requested to do all their power to secure the passage of said 


Adopted January 11, 1907. 
RICHARD HODGSON, 


Speaker of the House of 2 ooo ay ia pee 
Isaac T. PARKER, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved this 17th day of January, A. D. 1907. 
Preston Lua, Goternor. 


STATE oF DELAWARE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


I, Joseph L. Caball, secretary of state of the State of Delaware, do 
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct me 
of house joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution regarding a bi 
in the Congress of the United States relating to the Fifth and Sixth 
Regiments of Delaware Volunteers,” approved January 17, A. D. 1907, 
as the same appears on file in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and oo seal 


at Dover this 18th day of January, in the year of our Lord 1 
[SEAL] Jos. L. CABALL, 
Sceretary of State. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2083) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa K. Harbert, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon: 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7150) granting an increase of pension to John Bell; 

A bill (S. 6899) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Nye; 

A bill (S. 7880) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Stockton ; 

A bill (S. 5457) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Teets ; 

A bill (S. 3998) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Warner; and 

A bill (S. 1622) granting a pension to Jane Agnew. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7840) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
A. Towne; 

A bill (S. 6127) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Callender ; 

A bill (S. 7605) granting an increase of pension to Judiah B. 
Smithson; and - 

A bill (S. 6652) granting an increase of pension to Hiram H. 
Lockwood ; 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7841) granting an increase of pension to Frank De 
Noyer; 

A bill (S. 5730) granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Spelman ; 

A bill (S. 7355) granting an increase of pension to William 
McHenry Plotner ; 

A bill €S. 7272) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Cook; and 

A bill (S. 7196) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hubbard. $ 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4693) granting an increase of pension to Irwin M. 
Hill; 

A bill (S. 7820) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
B. Cravens; and 

A bill (S. 7642) granting an increase of pension to Oliver H. 
Rhoades. s, : 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bilis, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 3268) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Ward; and 

A bill (S. 6612) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
McClung. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4873) granting an increase of pension to 
D. L. Ross, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 6606) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Sholl; and 

A bill (S. 5374) granting a pension to Floyd A. Honaker. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6909) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Adams; 

A bil? (S. 7044) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
O. Pevear; 

A bill (S. 6665) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
T. Goodrich ; 

A bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Alvah D. 
Wilson; and 

A bill (S. 7394) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 
C. Cooley. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 1261) granting an increase of pension to Edwin P. 
Richardson ; 

n (S. 7745) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

A bill (S. 7574) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Larkham; and 

A bill (S. 7848) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Oak- 
man. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6734) granting a pension to John C. Snell; and 

A bill (S. 7685) granting an increase of pension to Albion W. 
Tebbetts. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
‘referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7380) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Harris; and 
1 (S. 7058) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 

Allie. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7533) granting an increase of pension to 
Orvil Dodge, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4742) granting a pension to Mary E. Allen; 

A bill (S. 7061) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Mc- 
Naughton; and 

A bill (S. 5681) granting an increase of pension to William 
Grant. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7171) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Holden ; 

A bill (S. 5884) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Palmer ; and 

ieee (S. 7136) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
W. Clay.“ 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5400) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chase ; 

A bill (S. 7509) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Bennett; and 

A bill (S. 4958) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Duffield. . 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5782) granting an increase of pension to Octave 
Farlola; 

A bill (S. 4896) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Davis; and 

A bill (S. 3434) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Canfield. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7379) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Dougherty, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
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whom were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7025) granting a pension to James C. West: 

A bill (S. 7672) granting an increase of pension to Elvina 
Adams; and 

A bill (S. 5261) granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 
Barker. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 7673) granting an increase of 
pension to William W. Jordan, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: : 

A bill (S. 7668) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Buzzell; and 
A bill (S. 7666) granting an increase of pension to True San- 
‘Orn, jr. = 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7430) granting a pension to Mary F. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 7818) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Bird; 

_A bill (S. 4559) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Wagner; and 

A bill (S. 7491) granting an increase of pension to Anna V. 
Blaney. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5970) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Horton; and 

A bill (S. 7492) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Clow. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 23561) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and Benton 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company ; 

A bill (H. R. 23560) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Benton and Franklin coun- 
ties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Railroad 
Company; and 

A bill (H. R. 22135) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Ashley River, in the counties of Charleston and 
Colleton, S. C. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3563) granting an increase of pension 
to Orrin D. Sisco, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7452) granting an increase of pension-to Thomas Har- 
rop, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6956) granting an increase of pension to Eli Ford, 
alias Jacob Butler ; 

A bill (S. 6711) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
B. F. Keller; 

A bill (S. 6713) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Short; and 

A bill (S. 7683) granting an increase of pension to William 
Wakefield. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7674) to survey and 
allot the lands embraced within the limits of the Blackfeet 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and to open the 
surplus lands to settlement, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6635) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Morris; and 

A bill (S. 5380) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Jones. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 
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A bill (S. 6044) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Arnold ; 

A bill (S. 4629) granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Miller; and 

A bill (S. 6634) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Murray. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7021) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh J. McJunkin, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5171) granting an increase of pension to Jennie H. 
Marshall; 

A bill (S. 2748) granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 7078) granting a pension to Daniel Schaffner ; and 

A bill (S. 7218) granting an increase of pension to Samuel D. 
‘Thompson. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2954) granting an increase of pension 
to Hanna Welch, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


PISH-CULTURAL STATION AT DELL RAPIDS, S. DAK. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Fish- 
eries, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7270) to establish a 
fish-hatching and fish-culture station at Dell Rapids, S. Dak., 
to report it favorably without amendment. I call the attention 
of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KITTREDGE] to the re- 
port. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to appropriate $25,000 for the establishing 
of a fish-hatching and fish-culture station, including purchase of 
site, construction of buildings and ponds, and equipment, at 
Dell Rapids, S. Dak. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


CHANGES IN 


Mr. GALLINGER. I offer a proposed substitute for the bill 
(S. 6147) authorizing changes in certain street-railway tracks 
within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, which 
I move be printed and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT STREET-RAILWAY TRACKS. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7945) to amend sec- 
tion 653 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, rela- 
tive to assessment life-insurance companies or associations; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7946) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Weston; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 7947) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles G. Sweet; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 7948) granting an increase of 


pension to Jane Tate; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN (for Mr. DRYDEN) introduced a bill (S. 7949) for 
the erection of a monument to the memory of Philip Kearny ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 7950) to correct the military 
record of James Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7951) to amend section 
5153 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to na- 
tional banks as depositories of public money; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7952) for the establishment of a 
light-house and fog-signal station at Carbarandum Point, in the 
vicinity of Split Rock, on the north shore of Lake Superior, 
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Minnesota ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7953) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the reorganization of the consular service 
of the United States,” approved April 5, 1906; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. ` 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 7954) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah C. Payne; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. RAYNER (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims : 

A bill (S. 7955) for the relief of Francis A. Lacy, heir of 
Wiliam B. Lacy, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 7956) for the relief of Joseph Rymarkiewicz (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. WHYTE introduced a bill (S. 7957) authorizing the 
President to nominate and appoint William Lay Patterson a 
captain and quartermaster, United States Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims : 

A bill (S. 7958) for the relief of Winfield S. Jennings; and 

A bill (S. 7959) for the relief of Ben Mahuren. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, aud referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7960) for the relief of John Ashpaw ; 

A bill (S. 7961) for the relief of the estate of Robert L. Hill, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7962) for the relief of the estate of William 
Ashurst, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7963) for the relief of J. W. Bradley: 

A bill (S. 7964) for the relief of John W. Crawford; and 

A bill (S. 7965) for the relief of Thomas G. Linville. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 7966) for the relief of N. C. 
MecNeel, administrator of estate of Paul MeNeel, deceased; 
whieh was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 7967) for the maintenance of 
agricultural colleges in Congressional districts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the’ Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 7968) granting an increase of 
pension to James Slater; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7969) granting an increase of pension to Solen D. 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 7970) granting an increase of pension to W. F. 
Stotts ; 

A bill (8. 
burger; 

A bill (8. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 
W. Collins ; 
A bill (S. 7974) granting a pension to Alice C. Risley ; and 
A bill (S. 7975) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Wethers. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 7976) for the relief of the 
heirs of Benjamin Holliday, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 7977) to refer to the 
Court of Claims the claim of Mary Galley for loss of real and 
personal property in 1864; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7978) to refer to the Court of 
Claims the claim of John C. Galley, for compensation for loss of 
personal property in 1864; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 7979) to provide for tne 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
in the city of Fairbury, State of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 7980) granting an ín- 


7971) granting an increase of pension to John Augs- 
7972) granting an increase of pension to Austin B. 


7973) granting an increase of pension to Archibald 
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erease of pension to Miah Stephenson; which which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7981) granting an increase of pension to Mahala S. 
Warmoth (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7982) granting an increase of pension to Elias Ham- 
man (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7983) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Dubois; and 

A bill (8. 7984) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Hudgins. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (8. 7985) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Walker S. Holman; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 7986) authorizing the pay- 
ment to the administrator of the late Ephraim Perkins, captain, 
of the value of his three-quarters of brigantine Eliza and cargo, 
illegally captured by the French, as ascertained by the Court of 
Claims; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7987) granting an in- 
crease of pensien to Lucius Bigelow; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


DEALING IN COTTON FUTURES. 


Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 7988) to prohibit in- 
terference with commerce among the States and Territories and 
with foreign nations, and to remove obstructions thereto; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the bill be printed in the 
Record and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the bill? Is it not a bill which affects 
interstate commerce? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It affects interstate commerce. To be 
frank about it, it affects the transmission of messages and mail 
respecting future dealing in cotton. It occurred to me that the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry is the proper committee 
to which it should be referred. I am not specially concerned, 
however, about a reference to that committee. 

Mr. KEAN. If it deals in futures, I hope the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce will not haye anything to do with it. 

Mr. MONEY. If I may be allowed a word, I think the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry has had charge of such mat- 
ters heretofore. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Heretofore, undoubtedly. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: s 


A bill (S. 7988) to prohibit interference with commerce among the 
States and Territories and with foreign nations, and to remove ob- 
structions thereto. 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person or asso- 
ciation to send or cause to be sent from one State or Territory of the 
United States or the District of Columbia to any other State or Terri- 
tory of the United States or the District of Columbia or to any foreign 
country, or knowingly to receive or knowingly to cause to be received in 
any State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia 
from any other State or Territory of the United States or the District of 
Columbia or from any foreign country, by a 3 or telephone line, 
any message relating to a contract for future delivery of cotton without 
intending that the cotton so contracted for shall be actually delivered or 
received, or relating to a contract whereby a party thereto, or any 
for whom or in whose behalf such contract is e, acquires the right or 
privilege to demand in the future the acceptance or the delivery of 
cotton without being thereby obligated to deliver or to accept said 
cotton. Any son, whether acting individually or as a member, officer, 
agent, or employee of any person or association. who shall be guilty of 
violating this section shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined in any sum 
not more than $1,000 nor less than $500 and shall be imprisoned for 
not more than six months nor less than one month, and the sendi 
or the causing to be sent, or the receiving or the causing to be receiv 
of each message shall constitute a separate offense. 

Src. 2. That it shall be the duty of any person or association send- 
ing or receiving by means of a telegraph or telephone line any messa 
relat to a contract, or the making of a contract, for the future de- 
livery of cotton to furnish upon demand to the sender or recipient of 
such message an affidavit stating that he is the owner of the cotton so 
being contracted for and that he has the intention to deliver said cot- 
ton, or that said cotton is at the time in actual course of growth on 
land owned or occupied by him and that he has the intention to deliver 
said cotton, or that he is at this time legally entitled to the right of 
future possession of said cotton under and by virtue of a contract for 
the sale and future delivery thereof previously made by the owner of 
said cotton, giving the name of the party or the names of the parties 
to the contract, the time when the place where the contract was made, 


and delivering said cotton, or that he has the bona fide intent 
quiring and delivering said cotton, or that he has the bona fide inten- 
tion of receiving and paying for said cotton. In an indictment brought 
under section 1 of this act the failure to make promptly such afidavit 
on request shall be prima facie evidence that the message sent related 


to a contract, or the manay of a contract, for future delivery of cot- 
ton without the intention actually to deliver or receive the said cotton. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unla for any person owning or operating 
any telegraph or telephone line, or acting as officer, agent, or employee 
of such person, 8 to use his property, or knowingly to allow 
his property to be used, for the transmission from one State or Terri- 
tory of the United States or the District of Columbia to any other 
State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia or to 
any foreign country, or knowingly to receive or knowingly to cause to be 
received any State, Territory of the United States, or the District of 
Columbia, from — 5 other State or Territory of the United States or the 
District of Columbia or from any foreign country of any message relating 
to such contracts as are described in section 1 of this act. Any person, 
whether acting individually or as a member, officer, agent, or employee 
of a telegraph or telephone company, who shall be guilty of- violating 
this section shall, upon convietion thereof, be punished for each offense 
by a fine of not more than 51. nor less than $500, and the sending 
of each message in violation of the provisions of this section shall con- 
stitute a 8 id offense. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any person owning or operating 
any te ph or telephone line, or acting as officer, agent, or em- 
ployee of such person, knowingly to use his pro rty or knowingly to 
allow his property to be used for the transm n from one State or 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia to any other 
State or Territory of the United States or District of Columbia, or to 
any foreign country, or knowingly to receive or cause to be received 
in any State or Territory of tbe United States or the District of Co- 
lumbia from any other State or Territory of the United States or Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or from any foreign country, of any message pre- 
sented by a person engaged in a commission or brokera business or 
presented by a produce exchange corporation or ansoclation relating to 
a contract for the purchase or sale of cotton, unless the person engaged 
in a commission or broker business or the produce exchange, corpo- 
ration, or association shall have filed, either personally or through 
the manager of such person or association, with the telegraph or 
telephone company an afidavit stating that the message or messages 
being sent and to be sent for the six months next ensuing by such 
person or association do not and will not relate to any such contracts 
as are described in section 1 of this act. A similar affidavit shall be 
filed before the end of the six months covered by the first affidavit. 
Any person owning or operating a telegraph or telephone line, or officer, 
agent, or employee of such person, who knowingly is a party to a viola- 
tion of this section shall be punished for each offense by a fine of not 
more than $1,000 nor less than $500. — person or association re- 
quired to file the affidavit herein provided for who shall make a false 
statement in said affidavit shall be punished by a fine of not more than 
$5,000 nor less than $1,000 and shall be imprisoned for not more than 
ah 3 less 5 year. 

EC. 5. That every newspaper, pamphlet, letter, writing, or 
other publication containing a notice, account. or record of the — —. 
actions of any produce excha wherein such contracts as are de- 
scribed in section 1 of this act are made, is hereby declared to be non- 
mailable matter and shall not be conveyed in the mails of the United 
States or delivered from any post-office by any letter carrier. Whoever 
shall knowingly deposit, or knowingly cause to be ited for mailing 
or delivery, any matter declared by this section to nonmailable, or 
shall knowingly take, or cause the same to be taken, from the mails 
for the purpose of circulating or disposing thereof, or of aiding in the 
circulation or disposition thereof, shall be fined not more than $5,000 
nor less than $1,000 or shall be imprisoned not more than five years 
nor less than one year, or both. 

Sec. 6. That the Postmaster-General may, upon evidence 5 
to himself that any person or association is sending through the mails 
of the United States any mail containing a notice, account, or record 
of the transactions of any produce exchange wherein such contracts 
as are described in section 1 of this act are made, instruct the post- 
masters in the post-offices at which such mail ves to return all 
such mail to the postmaster in the post-office at which it was origin- 
ally mailed, with the word “Unlawful” plainly written or stamped 
upon the outside thereof, and all such mail when returned to said post- 
master shall be returned to the sender or publisher thereof, under such 
regulations as the Postmaster-General may prescribe. 


EXTENSION OF TIME FOR HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I introduce a joint resolution and ask 


for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 86) granting an extension of time 
to certain homestead entrymen was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, ctc., That all persons who made homestead entry in the 
States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, Montana, and 
Wyoming, where the six months’ period in which they were or are 
required by law to establish residence expired or expires after Decem- 
ber 1, 1906, are hereby granted until May 15, 1907, within which to 
«make actual Settlement. and establish residence upon the lands so en- 
tered by them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? À 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from North Da- 
kota if the joint resolution has been before any committee of 
the body? I noticed the other day that a joint resolution was 
sent to the desk, and by unanimous consent it was passed. A 
joint resolution is a bill, and it seems to me it is a bad custom 
we are getting into if we pass bills in that way. I know noth- 
ing about the merits of this joint resolution, but I will ask the 
Senator if it has been before a committee? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The joint resolution has not been be- 
fore the Committee on Public Lands, but it has been submitted 
to a majority of the members of the committee. It is an emer- 
gency matter, or I would not bring it here without submitting 
it to the committee. There is a very peculiar condition exist- 
ing in certain of the Western States at the present time, owing 
to snow blockades, railroad tie ups, and so forth; a great many 
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people are suffering hardships in consequence thereof, and the 
joint resolution is intended to meet that emergency. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that it can go to the committee 
and be reported back promptly, and that is the proper way to 
do it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made—— 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will not insist upon his objection. My committee does 
not meet until Wednesday. 

Mr. GALLINGER (to Mr. HANSBROUVGH). Poll it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will say to the Senator that I prac- 
tically polled the committee on the floor this morning upon the 
joint resolution. It being an emergency matter, I do not think 
the Senator from New Hampshire should object to its considera- 
tion on the slight ground that it has not been before the full 
committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not wish to be captious about this 
measure, but it is important as a matter of procedure in the 
Senate. I suggest to the Senator that if there is no rule in 
the committee prohibiting it he can immediately poll his com- 
mittee and report it back and pass it by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. ‘The committee has been polled, as I 
said to the Senator. 

Mr. FRYE (to Mr. Hansproven). 
offer it as the report of the committee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It has not been before the committee. I 
must insist on my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the objection, the joint reso- 
lution will be printed and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lends. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire, in view of the condition rela- 
tive to the joint resolution, to withdraw it for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is withdrawn. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. KEAN. 
and New Jersey, I offer a proposed amendment to the river and 
harbor bill and ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by Mr. Kean was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Insert the following: 

“The Secretary of War is hereby directed to make such modifications 
of the rules and regulations now governing the opening of drawbridges 
spanning the Passaic and Hackensack rivers, in the State of New Jer- 
sey, by establishing, for a limited time, a closed morning and evening 
2838 daily for any one or more of such drawbridges as max seem to 
him reasonable and in his judgment to afford some measure of relief to 
railway passenger traffic.” 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$650,000 for the purchase of all the land on Cushings Island, 
Portland Harbor, Me., not at present owned by the Government, 
intended to be proposed by him to the fortifications appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment relative to the re- 
tirement with increased rank of brigadier-generals on the active 
list of the Army who served creditably during the civil war, 
intended to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States to Sweden from $7,500 to $10,000 per 
annum, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to fix the salary 
of the United States consul-general at Rotterdam at $5,500 per 
annum, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$15,000 for completing the public building at Alexandria, Minn., 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment including Lake of the Woods 
and Rainy River in the paragraph relating to the lighting of 
rivers, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also (by request) submitted an amendment proposing to 


Why do you not, then, 
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appropriate $5,000 to pay Marie Louise Baldwin for gervices 
rendered to the Pillager and other bands of Chippewa Indians in 
Minnesota in the prosecution of their claim for damages arising 
from overflowage caused by the construction of dams on the 
upper Mississippi River, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND (by request) submitted an amendment 
relative to the claim of John Bullette, a Delaware Indian, for 
reimbursement on account of royalties collected upon coal taken 
from the land which was afterwards allotted to him, intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment relative to the pur- 
chase of certain lands in Idaho for the purpose of constructing 
a reservoir for storing water to irrigate the land on Fort Hall 
Indian Reservation, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying state- 
ment, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GEARIN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $250,000 to adjust the claims of the settlers commonly 
called the “Sherman County settlers,” on lands situated in 
Sherman and adjacent counties, in the State of Oregon, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $4,000 for grading and improving Kenyon street from 
Sherman avenue to Thirteenth street NW., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

STREET RAILWAY TRACKS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in 
certain street railway tracks within the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COLOMBIAN PANAMA CANAL SHARES. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 


Whereas statements published in the South American Journal of 
the Sth of December, 1906, disclose a correspondence between General 
Holguin, the Colombian financial agent for France, and Mr. G. R. 
Calderon and other persons on the subject of the Colombian Panama 
causal anaren, which statements are subjoined to the following resolu- 
tion ; and 

Whereas the matters stated in such correspondence require the atten- 
tion of the Government of the United States; and, considering the 
eighth article of the treaty of the United States with Panama of the 
18th of November, 1903, as follows: 

“The Republic of Panama ants to the United States all rights 
which it now has or may hereafter acquire to the property of the New 
Panama Canal Company and the Panama Railroad Company as n 
result of the transfer of nes Sipe from the Republic of Colombia to 
the Republic of Panama over the Isthmus of Panama, and authorizes 
the New Panama Canal Company to sell and transfer to the United 
States its rights, privileges, properties, and concessions, as well as the 
Panama Railroad and all the shares or part of the shares of that com- 
pany. 

And, considering that Colombia, at the close of the secession and in- 
dependence of Panama, owned one-thirteenth part.of the stock of the 
New Panama Canal Company, amounting to 5,000, francs, at the 
face value thereof, and the capital stock of said company, all of which 
was issued, amounting to 65,000,000 francs at its face value; 

And, that the secession and independence of the State of Panama 
vested the ownership of such shares of said stock as then belonged to 
Colombia and in the property represented by such stock in the Govern- 
ment of Panama ; 

And, that Panama sold and conveyed the same, along with other prop- 
erty and rights situated in Panama, to the United States for the sum 
of $10,000,000 ; 

And, considering that the United States have derived no benefit 
from said Panama Canal stock, or any proceeds thereof, and the same, 
or the proceeds of the sale of the same, is being held by the Goyern- 
ment of France under a legal proceeding of attachment for a debt 
alleged to be due from Colombia to France, which process issued after 
the ratification of said treaty between Panama and the United States; 

And that it is the right and duty of the United States to assert its 
claim to the shares of stock in the Panama Canal Company, or the 
proceeds thereof, so held by France, and claimed by Colombia, so that 
the same may be rightfully and justly determined in such manner as 
will best accord with the sovereign rights of the United States: 

Resolved, That the subject of the claim of the United States to the 
capital stock of the Panama Canal Company issued to the Government 
of Colombia, and to any property or fund that is represented by such 
stock, and all matters connected therewith, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations for investigation and report as to the validity 
of the claim of the United States to such stock or any proceeds there- 
ef, and of the right of the United States to dispose of the same. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Without reading the statement which is ap- 
pended to the resolution, I will ask that it be inserted in the 
Recorp, that the resolution and paper be printed, and that the 
matter may go over until to-morrow. 

There being no objection, the accompanying statement was 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


[Statement from the South American Journal of December 8, 1906, re- 
garding the Colombian Panama shares. ] 


THE COLOMBIAN PANAMA SHARES. 


Mr. G. R. Calderon has received from General Holguin the following 
matter for publication: 

General Holguin, the Colombia financial agent for France, has com- 
municated the following information and correspondence on the subject 
of the Colombian Panama shares to the Parisian press: 

The Government of Colombia brought before the tribunal of the 
Seine a suit against the New Panama Canal Company, to reclaim the 
50,000 shares that the self-same company had given Colombia in pay- 
ment for prorogations, concessions, and lands granted to the 8 
These shares were deposited with the company, to the order of the 
Colombian Government, where they remained for more than two years, 
when the Panama revolutionary movement broke out, which Colombia 
could not 5 — 5 At this juncture Colombia wished to dispose of 
these shares, but the company refused to deliver them up, alleging that 
the State of Panama might claim them. 

At the first sitting of the tribunal last year the Government of 
Panama declared, through their lawyer, that they renounced all claim 
to these 50,000 shares. Consequently the suit was virtually terminated, 
and I was congratulating myself on this prompt and just solution, 
when, contrary to all expectation, the French fiscal authorities made 
the objection that these shares should remain with the Panama com- 
pany until the Colombian Government had paid 13,600,000 francs for 
registration fees for the concession accorded to the company, from 
which cause arose the second lawsuit. 

I confess that this claim has astounded me—that the French fiscal 
should claim from us, a forel; Government, registration fees for a 
concession that we have accorded to a Fren company. I could not 
credit it, and it should be here noted that in the contract of concession 
it is expressly stipulated that all differences which might arise between 
the Colombian Government and the concessionary company would be 
adjudicated upon by the local tribunals. If, in the case of the difficulty 
concerning these shares, the Government of Bogota addressed itself. to 
the French tribunals, it has been done in deference to French justice 
and from respect and consideration for France. 5 

Since then the Colombian legation at Paris and myself have taken 
all possible and imaginable steps to demonstrate the badly-founded and 
extraordinary nature of this claim of the French fiscal; in fact, it 
was the first case ever known in which a Government demanded from 
another Government registration fees for a concession made to Its own 
people. This demand was all the more inadmissible and paradoxical 
seeing that Colombia had not exacted anything for the registration of 
the contract made in 1878 between the Colombian Government and the 
original Panama company. Colombia showed the same disinterested- 
ness in the case of the convention concluded later and prorogued the 
delay of the concession. 

I was convinced that this claim of the French fiscal was absolutely 
ignored at the Quai d'Orsay, because otherwise the French minister cf 
foreign affairs would have intervened in fayor of Colombia, in conform- 
ity with the eros of the treaty of commerce and navigation made 
between Colombia and France signed at Bogota, May 30, 1902, by which 
the two countries agreed to reciprocate “the most favored nation” 
treaty. 

1 8 being the financial representative of Colombia to France, 
my duty clearly is to defend the interests of my country; but perhaps 
as patriotic feelings may distort my view of the matter, I will ask the 
opinion of other persons, who, by their neutrality, may judge more im- 
partially, therefore, to have a clear mind on the subject. 

I wrote to a Frenchman—a distinguished jurisconsult—who has re- 
sided many years in Colombia, and who is conversant with this fiscal 
litigation. I asked him to reply at once, giving me his ideas. His re- 
sponse was as follows: The conflict which is on the point of commenc- 
ing between Colombia and France can and should be avoided; conse- 
quently, I accomplish a patriotic work in stating the real case and relat- 
ing frankly the facts. 

- “Phe French fiscal authorities, being the safeguard of the interests of 
all contributors, are evidently right in pursuing with tenacity for the 
payment of that which is legally due to them, but their office ends there, 
and more strictly than ire other authority should they refrain from 
posing as creditors, when they can not prove the legitimacy of the debt. 

“In May, 1878, the Colombian Government conceded to the original 
Panama company the famous concession, the clauses of which it is 
unnecessary to recapitulate, as they are so well known. 

“The concession was mgoa at Bogota, and simple reflection indi- 
cates that the Colombian Government had perfect right to claim and 
take the cost of stamps, registration, etc. General usage establishes, 
in fact, that it is the receiver of a concession who pays such costs. 
Thereupon it was the canal company who should pay; but Colombia, 
from chivalrous and deferential motives, would not accept 1 e 
Now, the Republic is severely punished for this generosity, which the 
French fiscal does not appear to have appreciated in all its delicacy. 
This attitude of the fiscal is inexplicable and not based on sound rea- 
sons. How is it that at the expiration of twenty-seven years the fiscal 
has made such a discovery and dares to insist on such an exaction? 

“During twenty-seven years they have not breathed a word on the 
subject, and it is only to-day that they have discovered their forgetful- 
ness. Singular creditor this fiscal, which presents the account after 
allowing to elapse more than a quarter of a century. 

“If Colombia owéd this sum payment should have been demanded at 
the time when the contract for the concession was signed, in May, 1878, 
and from the canal company, not Colombia. 

“Since when have Governments received the costs of conventions, 
contracts, treaties, etc., which pass between them? It has never been 


done. - 

“This incident places at stake the dignity of our country, and the 
government which is encharged with the gi name of France would do 
wisely in passing to profit and loss account an asset which is plainly 
unrealizable. The real debtor is not Colombia, which, if it were, would 
present the unique case of a country ranama from a foreign govern- 
ment the payment of charges on a concession granted to its own 


le. 
Pe Can you imagine Germany claiming money because of our Gov- 


time when the United States, with brutal rudeness, d 


a contract with German subjects? France can not 
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lend herse such a maneuver, which is a negation of all equity, 
and would forever alienate from us the lively and, 5 touch- 
ing sympathies of all the South American Republics, especi: İy at a 


o not even dis- 
semble their intentions to absorb, marching resolutely to this end, and 
dominate the South American Continent. It is not opportune that 
France should claim imperiously a considerable sum from a republic 
almost on the verge of ruin, owing to prolonged civil wars and the loss 
of one of its richest provinces. 

“We forget that 70,000,000 of South Americans regard France as 
their elder sister, the great Latin nation toward which they turn 
thelr eyes full of hope, feeling that we would not look on with in- 
difference at any attempt directed against their independence. We 
forget also that the South American market represents prosperity in 
the future. That hundreds of thousands of our compatriots find there 
cordial hospitality. That we do a large trade there, etc., and we run 
the risk of losing all that, as also our privileged footing, by claiming 
a sum not owing to us. . 

No; the part to be perea by France is very different—the advance 
guard of human thought. Natural champion of all ideas of justice 
and equity, our country can not countenance the procedure of a 
ferocious usurer, abusing his superior strength to rob a weaker people. 

“ Colombia—still convalescent and hardly recovered from the painful 
trials which she had undergone—may well demand if we are yet the 
generous nation of which history chronicles such lofty actions. 

Do we intend forfeiting, for a paltry question of money, our splendid 
moral prestige, and, perhaps, ruin our trade with South America? 
We hope not, and believe that the fiscal, with better inspiration—and 
after calm reflection—will retire a claim twenty-seven years old, of 
which it is impossible to establish the legitimacy.” 

The following testifies in our favor also—the part contents of a 
letter that Mr. Maurice Hutin, formerly president of the administrative 
council and general director of the New Vanama Canal Company, has 
addressed to me on February 18, this year: 

“My DEAR GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of 
your letter of February 10. I have received at the same time a copy 
of the journal containing the letter dated November 15, 1905, that you 
have addressed to the minister of finance. 

“Tt is not for me to inquire into the motives of the right that you 
invoke, but in equity and truth your protest is entirely justifiable. 

“You are right in recalling to mind that your Government has 
poly & respected French interests in the Panama Canai enterprise. 
You have even the right of adding that your Government has done even 
more, seeing that it has defended and arded them on several occa- 
sions when they have been seriously in jeopardy. In spite of my self- 
imposed reserve for some time past, I desire, on this subject, to remind 
you of two incidents in which I have been personally concerned. 

“ When the second prorogation of the delay in constructing the canal 
became 8 in 1894 to permit the constitution of the new com- 
pany— because the prorogation of 1890, of which P p treat in your let- 
ter of November 15, already cited, is the first and not the last, as was 
erroneously printed—the Secretary of State of the United States of 
America intervened at Bogota in a very pressing, almost menacing. 
manner, advising your Government to refuse the prorogation solicited 
by the representative of the French company. If the Colombian Gov- 
ernment had listened to this counsel, it would have caused, from 1894, 
the complete and definite rnin of the shareholders of the Lesseps 
company. 

“Later on, in 1901, when the agents of the United States Govern- 
ment, aided by questionable 5 prepared the work of spoll- 
ation which your country so cruelly suffered, they volunteered the state- 
ment, made to me personally: * We shall begin when you have finished 
as you have neither the time nor the money to complete the canal; 
and, in fact, the time for construction elapsed in 1904. I obtained 
from your Government an extension to 1911. 

“Tt would seem that all these events are forgotten, but what should 
not be overlooked is that your Government has always had the free 
disposing of the 50,000 shares of the new company, which has been 
attributed to it by Article IV of the law of December 26, 1890; that it 
has had the right to enter Into possession of the titles when the sub- 
scription shares have been entirely liberated in 1901; that it should 
have been able to negotiate them advantageously from the commence- 
ment of 1902. 

“I wish to believe, Indeed I am convinced, that my successor is in 
no way responsible for your adventure; but it is, all the same, very 
disappointing from every point of view, that your confidence should 
have n so 5 

“The Chamber of puties, judging by the recent debate, ep ars 
resolyed not to rmit, under the pretext of recovering the rig of 
registration, that it be still more reduced, the dole which the share- 
holders of the original canal company have had to be contented with. 

“I hope that the measures which will shortly be passed by the 
French Parliament may have, at the same time, the effect of returning 
to your Government the titles of which the ownership, in equity and in 
fact, I again repeat, should never have been questioned.” 

So that French opinion does not differ from Colombian views on this 
subject, and numerous cases have occurred in the history of nations 
which, as precedents, confirm the right of the Government of Colombia 
to possession of these shares. 

y the advice of M. Rouvier, the minister of foreign affairs, I wrote 
an explanatory letter, November 18, 1905, to M. Merlou, the minister 
of finance, which has been published in extenso in the Gaulois. 

A month after the formal acknowledgment thereof the finance min- 
ister curtly informed me that he had given instructions to make a 
detailed inquiry. Since then I have not heard anything, and when M. 
Rouvier quitted office I addressed a long letter to his successor, M, 
Poincare. 

These are the chief points in this Franco-Colombian conflict. The 
French people will study them and pronounce their verdict. I appeal 
with confidence to their clear and enlightened judgment. 

I have only a few words to add. At an e where the struggle 
for life has become so hard, both for individuals and peoples, where all 
the great nations are using their best efforts to gain friends in all 
uarters of the globe to create new outlets for their trade and In- 
ustries, when ance is encountering such powerful competitors in 
Europe, America, Asia, and Africa, who are flercel waging war 
against the products of French labor, and, above all, when the United 
States are making such strenuous exertions to capture the whole of the 
trade of Latin-America, it would be extremely unwise of the French 
Government, for a small matter of a few millions of francs, and, un- 
quay, claimed, to provoke a coldness in the amicable and cordial rela- 

ons which at present exist between France and Colombia, to diminish 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1429 


the sympathies which attach a whole people to generous and magnani- 
mous France, The Colombian propie are strongly Francophile—by tra- 
dition and by choice. French in ä commercial, indus- 
rial, and, I may add, lite „ also—is predominant in Colombia, and 
all our efforts tend to consolidate more and more the ties of 1 
which attach us to France. The Colomblan people follows with 
interest the progress of this affair, and I had strong reasons for desir- 
ing that this Franco-Colombian dispute should resolved diplo- 
matically and not by judicial means. A diplomatic solution, whatever 
the issue, would not produce any emotion in Colombia. 

At the same time I have full confidence in the spirit of justice and of 
equity, in the good sense and perspicacity of the Government and of 
the French bench. They will discover that there Is not even ground 
for discussion, but merely a misunderstanding, and they will decidedly 
proclaim the indisputable rights of my country. I wish to think be- 
fore quitting French soil, where for three years I have received gener- 
ous hospitality and kindness, that I may have the inefable satisfaction 
of proving once again that my convictions of France and the French 
people were right, and that your beautiful country is really worthy of 
the admiration of foreign peoples. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 
a LOUIS CASTINETTE. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurrin 


U 
That the President be requested to return the bill (S. 3671) entitled 
“An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Castinette.” 


DANTEL d. SMITH. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 8 

2. 


That the President be requested to return the bitl (S. 5073) entit 
“An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. Smith.” 


IMPROVEMENT OF SASANOA RIVER, MAINE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be directed to submit to the Senate, from 
data already available, plan and estimates for improvement of the 
Sasanoa River, Maine. 


CLEAVES’S “CONFERENCES AND CONFERENCE REPORTS.” 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That Senate Report No. 1545, Fifty-seventh Congress, first 
session, entitled “Conferences and Conference Reports,” prepared by 
Thomas P. Cleaves, be hereafter incorporated in the Senate Manual 
—. pert thereof, under the direction of the Committee on Rules of the 

BRIDGE ACROSS TUG FORK OF BIG SANDY RIVER. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the bill (H. R. 23218) to authorize 
the Kentucky and West Virginia Bridge Company to construct 
a bridge across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near 
Williamson, in Mingo County, W. Va., to a point on the east 
side of said river, in Pike County, Ky., be recommitted to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ISSUANCE OF LAND PATENTS, 


Mr. CARTER. I desire to give notice that on Thursday next, 
the 24th instant, as scon as the convenience of the Senate may 
allow after the close of the morning business, I shall submit 
some remarks in support of the resolution heretofore presented 
be me relating to the issuance of patents on homesteads, etc., 
known as Senate resolution 214. $ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills and joint resolution: 

S. 319. An act to reimburse Abram Johnson, formerly post- 
master at Mount Pleasant, Utah; 

S. 350. An act for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Sierra, de- 
- ceased; 

S. 503. An act to reimburse James M. McGee for expenses in- 
curred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange; 

S. 505. An act for the relief of Jacob Livingston & Co.; 

S. 538. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader; 

S. 1169. An act for the refund of certain tonnage duties; 

S. 1218. An act for the relief of Louise Powers McKee, ad- 
ministratrix ; 

S. 1231. An act to reimburse the Becker Brewing and Malting 
Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss resulting from robbery of the 
United States mails; 

S. 1286. An act to authorize payment to the Henry Philipps 
Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to and accepted 
by the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 1902; 

S. 1344. An act for the relief of John M. Burks; 

S. 1648. An act for the relief of the Hoffman Engineering and 
Contracting Company ; 

. 8.1668. An act for the relief of the administrator of the es- 
tate of Gotlob Groezinger ; 


S. 1933. An act for the relief of George T. Pettengill, lieu- 
tenant, United States Navy; 

S. 2262. An act for the relief of Pay Director E. B. Rogers, 
United States Navy; 

S. 2368. An act for the relief of the Postal Telegraph Cable 
Company ; 

. 2578. An act for the relief of Alice M. Stafford, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Capt. Stephen R. Stafford; 

S. 2964. An act for the relief of the L. S. Watson Manu- 
facturing Company, of Leicester, Mass. ; 

S. 3574. An act for the relief of John H. Potter; 

S. 3581. An act providing for the payment to the New York 
Marine Repair Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., of the cost of the 
repairs to the steamship Lindesfarne, necessitated by injuries 
received from being fouled by the U. S. Army transport Crook 
in May, 1900; 

S. 3820. An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler; 

S. 3923. Ap act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the 
artillery of the United States Army; 

S. 4348. An act for the relief of Augustus Trabing; 

S. 4860. An act for the relief of Peter Fairley ; 

S. 4926. An act for the relief of Etienne De P. Bujac; 

S. 4948. An act for the relief of W. A. McLean; 

S. 4975. An act giving the consent of Congress to an agree- 
ment or compact entered into between the State of New Jersey 
and the State of Delaware respecting the territorial limits and 
jurisdiction of said States; 

S. 5446. An act for the relief of John Hudgins; 

S. 5531. An act for the relief of Francisco Krebs; 

S. 5560. An act for the relief of Matthew J. Davis; 

S. 5675. An act for the relief of Maj. Seymour Howell, United 
States Army, retired; 

S. 6166. An act for the relief of Edwin S. Hall; 

S. 6299. An act for the relief of Pollard & Wallace; 

S. 6898. An act concerning licensed officers of vessels; and 

S. R. 13. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to award the Congressional medal of honor to Roe Reisinger. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills with amendments ; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

S. 4850. An act for the relief of Arthur A. Underwood; 

S. 4423. An act providing for the donation of obsolete cannon 
mn their carriages and equipments to the University of Idaho; 
an 

S. 4819. An act for the relief of M. A. Johnson. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

II. R. 5. An act to provide for the refunding of certain money, 
etc.; 

II. R. 8. An act for the relief of the Harbison-Walker Com- 
pany, of Pittsburg, Pa.; 

H. R. 639. An act for the relief of C. W. Sturtevant, Rolla 
Brown, Alice Brown, M. L. Kelly, Robert G. Duffy, Fread Gehr- 
ing, T. H. Ross, and L. C. Partee; 

H. R. 714. An act for the relief of Charles B. Bentley; 

H. R. 1050. An act for the relief of Edwin S. Hall; 

H. R. 1078. An act for the relief of Hamilton D. South, second 
lieutenant, United States Marine Corps; 

II. R. 1371. An act to refund to J. Tennant Steeb certain duties 
erroneously paid by him, without protest, on goods of domestic 
production shipped from the United States to Hawaii and there- 
after returned ; 5 

II. R. 1443. An act fer the payment of Robert D. Benedict for 
services rendered; 

H. R. 1561. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
grant a discharge to Peter O'Neil; : 

H. R. 1563. An act for the relief of Matthew J. Davis; 

H. R. 1808. An act for the relief of J. J. L. Peel; 

H. R. 2326. An act for the relief of J. W. Bauer and others; 

H. R. 2926. An act for the relief of the heirs of John Smith; 

H. R. 3268. An act for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of 
Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased ; ‘ 

H. R. 3462. An act for the relief of Franklin Patterson; 

H. R. 3518. An act for the relief of Copiah County, Miss. ; 

H. R. 3577. An act for the relief of Barclay H. Warburton ; 

H. R. 4233. An act to reimburse the Harpswell Stenmboat 
Company, of Portland, Me., for expenses incurred for repairing 
damages sustained by its steamer Sebascodegan in collision with 
the U. S. S. Woodbury; 

H. R. 4271. An act for the relief of Patrick J. Madden; 
H. R. 4299. An act for the relief of John Stinson; 
H. R. 4300. An act for the relief of A. J. Stinson ; 

I. R. 4586. An act for the relief of Mrs. R. E. Miller; 

H. R. 4629. An act for the relief of William H. Gowdy; 
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II. R. 5109. An act for the relief of W. B. Sutter; 

H. R. 5195. An act for the relief of the Milburn Wagon Com- 
pany, of Toledo, Ohio; 

II. R. 5622. An act for the relief of M. D. Wright and Robert 
Neill; 

H. R. 5666. An act for the relief of L. L. Arrington and L. 8. 
Arrington ; ‘ 

H. R. 6104. An act to reimburse John Waller, late postmaster 
at Monticello, N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying the mails; 

H. R. 6417. An act for the relief of T. J. H. Harris; 

II. R. 6418. An act for the relief of T. B. Stackhouse, a deputy 
collector of internal revenue; for the district of South Carolina 
during the fiscal year 1894 and 1895; 

H. R. 6430. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to German M. Rouse informer's fees for certain opium 
seizures; 

H. R. 7153. An act for the relief of David McClelland for loss 
sustained at Chickamauga Park, Georgia, January 29, 1904; 

H. R. 7746. An act for the relief of Columbia Hospital and Dr. 
A. E. Boozer ; 

H. R. 7960. An act for the relief of John C. Ray, assignee of 
John Gafford, of Arkansas ; 

II. R. 8078. An act for the relief of Miss Bernice Farrell; 

H. R. 8080. An act for the relief of S. Kate Fisher; 

H. R. 8365. An act for the relief of ©. A. Berry; 

H. R. 8685. An act for the relief of Charles E. Danner & Co.; 

H. R. 8699. An act for the relief of James A. Carroll; 

H. R. 8727. An act for the relief of James W. Kenney and the 
Union Brewing Company ; 

H. R. 8749, An act to refund a fine of $200 paid by Charles H. 
Marsden, owner of the tug Owen; 

H. R. 9109. An act for the relief of J. H. Henry; 

H. R. 9131. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Charles D. Southerlin ; $ 

H. R. 9132. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Benjamin F. Pettit; 

H. R. 9212. An act for the relief of Joseph W. I. Kempa, ex- 
ecutor of the last will and testament of William J. Grutza, de- 
ceased ; 

H. R. 9289. An act for the relief of the Mitsui Bussan Kaisha ; 

H. R. 9298. An act for the relief of the heirs at law of David 

C. Haynes, deceased ; 

II. R. 9386. An act for the relief of Henry Hirschberg; 

H. R. 9778. An act for the relief of Philip Loney ; 

II. R. 10305. An act to provide for the repayment of certain 
customs dues ; 

H. R. 10595. An act for the relief of Nye & Schneider Com- 
pany ; 

H. R. 11676. An act for the relief of persons who sustained 
property damage caused by fire at the Rock Island Arsenal; 

H. R. 12009. An act for the relief of the heirs at law of M. A. 
Phelps and the heirs at law of John W. Renner ; 

H. R. 12124. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Brown; 

H. R. 12188. An act for the relief of George T. Larkin; 

H. R. 12686. An act for the relief of Edwin T. Hayward, ex- 
ecutor of Columbus F. Hayward, and the administrator of Char- 
lotte G. Hayward; 

II. R. 12840. An act for the relief of L. Biertempfel ; 

H. R. 13418. An act for the relief of W. S. Hammaker; 

H. R. 13605. An act to satisfy certain claims against the Gov- 
ernment arising under the Navy Department: 

H. R. 14125. An act for the relief of The Nebraska Mutual 
Life Insurance Company, of Stromsburg, Nebr. ; 

H. R. 14381. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the Holtzer-Cabot Electric Company 
the amount due said company from the Post-Office Department; 

II. R. 14464. An act for the relief of Wiley Corbett; 

H. R. 15594. An act for the relief of John B. Brown; 

H. R. 16085. An act for the relief of Gordon, Ironsides & 
Fares Company (Limited) ; 

H. R. 16222. An act granting an increase of pension to Na- 
poleon B. Ferrell; 

H. R. 16581. An act for the relief of George W. Schroyer ; 

H. R. 17099. An act to authorize the refund of part of fines 
imposed on the vessels Sotie R., Mathilda R., and Helen R.; 

II. R. 17285. An act for the relief of Second Lieut. Gouver- 
neur V. Packer, Twenty-fourth United States Infantry ; 

H. R. 17875. An act waiving the age limit for admission to the 
Pay Corps of the United States Navy in the case of W. W. 
Peirce; 

H. R. 18020. 

H. R. 18865. 

H. R. 18924. 

H. R. 19275. 


An act for the relief of Snare & Triest Company ; 
An act for the relief of Jobn and David West; 
An act for the relief of George M. Esterly ; 

An act for the relief of T. E. Boyt; 
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H. R. 19284. An act for the relief of James Behan; 

H. R. 19493. An act to reimburse Oscar Fulgham, ex-sheriff 
of Madison County, Ala., for judgment and costs rendered 
against him when acting in the service of the United States; 

H. R. 19930. An act referring the claim of S. W. Peel for legal 
services rendered the Choctaw Nation of Indians to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication ; 

j H. R. 20168. An act for the relief of F. Kraut, of Leon Springs, 
ex. ; 

H. R. 20169. An act for the relief of Margaret Neutze, of Leon 
Springs, Tex. ; 

H. R. 22291. An act to authorize the reappointment of Harry 
McL. P. Huse as an officer of the line in the Navy; 

H. R. 22362. An act for the relief of Esther Rousseaa; 

II. R. 23114. An act extending to the subport of Bellingham, 
in the State of Washington, the privileges of the serenth section 
of the act approyed June 10, 1880, governing the immediate 
transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement ; 

H. R. 23383. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi River,” approved June 25, 1906; 

H. R. 23889. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue deed of conveyance to Lyman Ballou to certain lands in 
Custer County, S. Dak. ; 

H. R. 23927. An act excepting certain lands in Pennington 
County, S. Dak.. from the operation of the provisions of section 
4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled “An act to provide 
for the entry of agricultural lands within forest reserves; ” 

H. R. 23939. An act to authorize the board of commissioners 
of Lake County, Ind., to construct a bridge across the Calumet 
River in the State of Indiana; 

H. R. 24048. An act authorizing and empowering the Secre- 
tary of War to locate a right of way for and granting the same 
and a right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through 
the Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the State of Washing- 
ton, to the Spokane and Inland Empire Railroad Company, its 
successors and assigns ; 

II. R. 24104. An act transferring Phelps County to the eastern 
division of the eastern judicial district of Missouri; 

H. R. 24275. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Flint River at Porter Shoals; 

H. R. 24541. An act making appropriations to supply addi- 
tional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes ; 

II. J. Res. 195. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish two condemned cannon to the mayor of the town 
of Preston, Towa; and 

H. J. Res. 221. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The foregoing House claims bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The message also communicated to the Senate resolutions com- ` 
memorative of the life, character, and public services of Hon. 
Wittram B. Bare, late a Senator from the State of Tennessee. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The, message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 121. An act authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW.; 

II. R. 128. An act for the opening of a connecting highway 
between Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 8485. An act for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia ; 

II. R. 10843. An act 
street NW.; 

H. R. 14815. An act for the extension of Harvard street, Co- 
lumbia Heights, District of Columbia ; 

II. R. 14900. An act to extend Fourth street NE. ; 

H. R. 16944. An act to amend section 878 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia ; and 

H. R. 21689. An act to increase the limit of cost of five light- 
house tenders heretofore authorized. 

PORT OF BELLINGHAM, WASH. 

Mr. PILES. I report back from the Committee on Com- 
merce without amendment the bill (S. 7501) extending to the 
subport of Bellingham, in the State of Washington, the priyi- 
leges of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880; 
and I ask that the House bill on the same subject, which is on 
the Vice-President’s desk, be laid before the Senate. 

The bill (H. R. 23114) extending to the subport of Bellingham, 
in the State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section 
of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate 


authorizing the extension of Kenyon 
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transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement, 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the privileges of the seventh section of the 
act appre June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appralsement, be, and the same are 
— extended to the subport of Bellingham, in the State of Wash- 

Mr. PILES. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
House bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PILES. I move that Senate bill 7501, which I have 
just reported, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Chair to lay before the 
Senate House joint resolution 221. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. . 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 221) to fill a vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution was read the 
first time by its title. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the joint resolution may 
be read. x 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than Members of Con- 
gress, shall be filled by the reappointment of George Gray, a citizen 
of Delaware, whose term expired January 14, 1907. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the joint resolution be put 
on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. : 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Larra, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts and joint reso- 
lutions : ` 

On January 18: 

S. 1347. An act granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard; 

S. 2563. An act granting a pension to Isaac Carter ; 

S. 5084. An act granting a pension to John. W. Connell; 

S. 5138. An act granting a pension to Jane Metts; 

S. 5771. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson; 

S. 6019. An act granting a pension to Harriet O’Donald; 

S. 6814. An act granting a pension to Alice Bosworth; 

S. 10. An act granting an increase of pension to Roswell Pres- 
cott; 

S. 123. An act granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Morgan ; ý 

S. 480. An act granting an 
Reynolds ; 

S. 677. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Peabody, jr. ; 

S. 679. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly ; 

S. 768. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Rhoads; 

S. 771. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Kreidler; 

S. 774. An act granting an increase of pension to August 
Krueger; 

S. 831. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 
Clark; 

S. 1240. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
Hartshorn ; 

S. 1257. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
O'Day; 

S. 1493. An act granting an increase of pension to Cathrin 
Huff; 

S. 1857. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Vantilburgh ; 

S. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. M. Morgan; 

S. 1941. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira A. 
Kelly; 

S. 2249. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Smith; 


increase of pension to Silas A. 


S. 2541. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Murray; 

S. 2643. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Thrasher; 

S. 2669. An act granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
S. Ramsay ; 

S. 2734. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Conyngham ; 
iS 2737. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

ains; 

S. 2749. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Brooks; 
5 2794. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

ison ; 

S. 3220. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur H. 
Clark; 
x B 3221. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
fills ; 

S. 3763. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Baker; 

S. 3767. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Turner ; 

S. 3931. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny A. 
Pearsons ; 

S. 4032. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Craighton ; 

S. 4053. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Smith; 

S. 4127. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Paine; 

S. 4389. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence B. 
Plato; 

S. 4406. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan N. 
Fowler; 

S. 4510. An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus C. 
Allen; ; 

S. 4542. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaro; 
Daniels; 

S. 4771. An act granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Turner ; 

S. 4772. An act granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
McNeil; . 

S. 4894. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Ramsey ; 

S. 4909. An 
Sidel ; 

S. 4979. An act granting an increase of pension to Don C. 
Smith; 

S. 5001. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 
Baird; = 

S. 5067. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schultz; 

S. 5156. An act granting an increase of pension to Granville 
F. North; > 

S. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Janes; 

S. 5443. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Merrill; 

S. 5493. An act granting an increase of pension to Mareus 
Wood; 

S. 5502. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 


act granting an increase of pension to Louis 


Coyle; 

S. 5573. An act granting an increase of pension to, Gustavus 
A. Thompson ; 

S. 5599. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Flaherty ; 


S. 5685. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Jenkins ; 
S. 5693. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


L. Houlihan ; 


S. 5725. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 8. 
Prather ; 
S.5727. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rumrill; 
S. 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared Ayer; 
$.5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia M. 
Hawes; 
S. 5823. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Virgin; 
S. 5826. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac d. 
Phillips ; 
S. 5892. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Redfield ; 
3 SA 5963. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Ay 


Bridaham ; 

S. 6008. An 
Lamont; 

S. 6035. An 

S. 6051. An 
Duncan; 

S. 6052. An 
Redmond; 

S. 6131. An 
Jepson ; 

S. 6163. An 
Westcott; 

S. 6186. An 
Estlow ; 

S. 6203. An 
Crommett ; 

S. 6230. An 
Paxton; 

S. 6232. An 
Anthony ; 

S. 6238. An 
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act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
act granting an increase of pension to Joln G. 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to John Fox; 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


act granting an increase of pension to William E. 
act granting an increase of pension to Frances A. 
act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Hugh S. 
act granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 


act granting an increase of pension to Alice G. 


S. 6266. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul Baker ; 


S. 6267. An 
Manning; 

S. 6347. An 
Cunningham; 

S. 6353. An 
Foster; 

S. 6367. An 
Johnston; 

S. 6368. An 
Hamilton; 

S. 6429. An 
Beardsley ; 

S. 6438. An 


S. 6505. An 
M. Benton; 

S. 6506, An 
Bowman; 

S. 6514. An 
Stocker; 

S. 6537. An 
Eppinger; 
S8. 6538. An 
Hodges; 

S. 6558. An 
Pearce; 

S. 6560. An 
Dodge; 

S. 6561. An 
Blair; 

S. 6568. An 
Hodge; 

S. 6569. An 
Porter; 

S. 6572. 
Roberts; 

S. 6574. An 
Waggoner; 

S. 6576. An 
Meyers; 

S. 6579. An 
Morrill; 

S. 6580. An 
Green; 

S. 6581. An 
Lowell; 

S. 6583. An 
Colby; 

S. 6585. An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Denis A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
act granting an increase of pension to Dolores 8. 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Sherrod 
act granting an increase of pension te Mary L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry Z. 
act granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Reuben D. 
act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 


act granting an increase of pension to Maria H., 


act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Abram P. 


act granting an increase of pension to Amos Ham; 


S. 6631. An 
Hodgman; 

S. 6632. An 
Davis; 

S. 6636. An 
Grover ; 

S. 6645. An 
Stilwell ; 

S. 6650, An 
McGinty ; 

S. 6705. An 
Clayton ; 

S. 6707. An 
Lemon; 

S. 6709. An 
Shawver ; 

S. 6712. An 
gram; 

S. 6714. An 
Bolshaw; 

S. 6717. An 
Houser ; 

S. 6718. An 
Holbrook ; 

S. 6723. 
Morgan; 

S. 6767. An 
Brown; 

S. 6819. An 
Bigalow ; 

S. 6821. An 
M. Adams; 

S. 6822. An 


An 
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act granting an increase of pension to Wesley J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 
act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Timothy C. 
act granting an increase of pension to Jolin A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
act granting an increase of pension to Stephen E. 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Orin In- 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Manasa T. 
act granting an increase of pension to Augustus L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Agusta P. 
act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 


act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 


Christopherson ; 


S. 6824. 
field ; 

S. 6825, 
Roberts ; 

S. 6826. 
Turner; 

S. 6829. 
Cheney ; 

S. 6881. 
Bush ; 

S. 6882. 
Stephens; 

S. 6883. 
White; 

S. 6885. 
Anderson ; 

S. 6942. An 
Dow; 

S. 6978. An 
Jackson; 

S. 6997. An 
Kennedy ; 

S. 7065. An 
Donaldson ; 

S. TOTT. An 
Hattan ; 

S. 7160. An 
Myers ; 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Byron Can- 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
act granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
act granting an increase of pension to Elisha H. 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
act granting an increase of pension to William II. 
act granting an increase of pension to William B. 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Lovisa 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


act granting an increase of pension to Kate 


S. R. 81. Joint resolution authorizing temporary leaves of ab- 
sence for homestead settlers ; and s 

S. R. 76. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge and approaches across the 
Potomac River at Washington, D. C. x 


On January 19, 1907: 


S. 6855, An 


act to amend the act approved August 19, 1890, 


entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at 


sea, 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. 


action of the 


I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
House of Representatives on the legislative, ex- 


ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to all the amendments 
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of the Senate, except amendment No. 222, to the bill (H. R. 
21574) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, and agreeing to amend- 
ment No. 222, with the following amendment: 

i Neon the matter stricken out by the said amendment and insert the 
‘ollowing : 

“That on and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the Speaker 
of.the House of Representatives, the Vice-President of the United States, 
and the heads of Executive Departments who are members of the 
President's Cabinet, shall be at the rate of $12,000 per annum each, 
and the compensation of Senators, Representatives in Congress, Dele- 
gates from the Territories, and the Resident Commissioner from Porto 

ico shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum each.” 


And asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
.ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate decline to take any action on the question 
of the salaries of Members of the House of Representatives, 
Senators, and Cabinet officers, preferring that the Senate itself, 
if anything is to be done on the subject, should take its own 
course in reference to it. I therefore, for the purpose of get- 
ting a vote on the question, move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to amendment No. 

= 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, it seems to me the course pro- 
posed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom] is unusual in 
regard to a general appropriation bill. The general custom has 
been, I think, where the House of Representatives disagrees to 
all the amendments of the Senate but one, that when the bill 
comes back to the Senate the motion is made that the Senate 
insist on its amendments and agree to the conference asked by 
the House. 

The Senator from Illinois proposes to take out this one amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, to agree to it, and to have 
a conference in regard to all the other items of amendment on 
the part of the Senate, as to which the other House have 
disagreed. 

Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in reference to the 
pending proposition, but I prefer that the motion made by the 
Senator from Illinois should lie over until to-morrow, as I am 
not ready this morning to say what I desire. I am opposed to 
this amendment, and I desire an opportunity to give the reasons 
for my opposition. I therefore ask the Senator from Illinois 
to let the motion lie over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire, Mr. President, that the amendment 
shall be disposed of by the Senate to-day, and I know of no 
rule to take it over. So I hope it will be now disposed of by a 
yote of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I did not state that there was 
any rule to take it over; but it seems to me extraordinary on 
the part of the Senator from Illinois, after I had stated that I 
desired to speak upon the amendment and was not ready to pro- 
ceed at this time, that he should insist that as to this particular 
amendment the rule is to be made different from any which has 
heretofore existed in the practice of the Senate. I think the 
request I have made, that the matter should be postponed until 
to-morrow morning, is not unreasonable. Then I can give the 
reasons why I am opposed to the amendment. If a majority of 
the Senate should differ from me and want to vote for it then 
they can certainly wait until to-morrow morning. There is no 
special hurry about the matter, so far as I can see, and I trust 
the Senator will not insist on taking the yote on it to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, if I really felt that the Sena- 
tor desired delay in order to make preparation for a speech, I 
should feel inclined to yield to the Senator, but I think the 
Senator was disappointed a week ago when the bill was before 
the Senate, that he did not then have an opportunity to make 
a speech against the provision, which he supposed would remain 


in the bill. I hope the Senator will not insist on the amendment 
going over. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I want to say that I am op- 
posed 


Mr. BACON. Before the Senator begins—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuntoar] 
will not refuse the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] the 
courtesy which is almost universally granted to a Senator when 
he suggests that he wishes to address himself to a proposition, 
but for any reason is not ready to go on. It is the universal 


custom of the Senate, under such circumstances, to grant the 
indulgence. The Senator from Arkansas states in his place 
that he is not ready to go on to-day; and there is certainly no 
such emergency as should deny to him in this particular case 


what is generally granted to Senators wheneyer they make such 
a statement and such a request. 

Mr. CULLOM. I really did not believe that the Senator from 
Arkansas was in dead earnest about this matter. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator has served here with me for some 
twenty-two years; and if he has ever heard me utter a word on 
the floor when I was not in dead earnest, I should be glad to 
have him point out the time. I do not make statements unless I 
am in dead earnest. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield to the Senator, if he desires it, 
but I really thought the Senator was prepared to do what he 
proposes to do—that is, to oppose the amendment. If the Sen- 
ator desires time I will yield. 5 

Mr. BERRY. That is what I have said. I have stated that 
I desired that the matter should go over until to-morrow morn- 
ing, as I am not prepared to go on this morning with the re- 
marks I wish to submit. . 

Mr. CULLOM. The matter may go over, so far as I am con- 
cerned, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will go over until to- 
morrow morning. 


EXTENSION OF TIME FOR HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am instructed by the majority of 
the Committee on Public Lands to report a joint resolution, for 
which I ask present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 86) granting an extension of 
time to certain homestead entrymen, was read by its title. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That all persons who made homestead entry in 
the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, Montana, and 
Wyoming. where the six months’ period in which they were or are 
required by law to establish residence expired or expires after Decem- 


r 
ber 1, 1906, are hereby granted until May 15, 1907 within which to 
make actual settlement and establish residence upon the lands so 


entered by them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, having objected a few 
moments ago to the consideration of the resolution, it is proper 
that I should say that as it is now presented in the form of a 
joint resolution reported from the Committee on Publie Lands 
I certainly have no objection to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the + 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I moye to amend the joint resolution by 
inserting the name of the State of Idaho after that of South 
Dakota. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secrerary. After the name “South Dakota” it is pro- 
posed to insert “ Idaho.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its chief clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 221) 
to fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the morning business is 
closed, I ask that Senate resolution No. 208 may be laid before 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the modified resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio 


[Mr. Foraxer] January 16, 1907, which will be read: 


The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs is hereby author- 
ized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take and have 
printed testimony for the purpose of ascertaining all the facts with 
reference to or connected with the affray at Brownsville, Tex., on the 
night of August 13-14, 1906. Said committee is authorized to send 
for persons and raperi to administer oaths, to sit during sessions of 
the Senate, and, if deemed advisable, at Brownsville or A iemeta the 
expenses of the investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I modify the resolution here- 
tofore offered by me, No. 208, and ask that the modification may 
be read from the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read as modified. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That, without questioning the legality or justice of any act 
of the President in relation thereto, the Committee on Military Affairs 
is hereby authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take 
and have printed testimony for the purpose of ascertaining all the facts 


with reference to or connected with the affray at Brownsville, Tex., on 
the night of August 13-14, 1906. Said committee is authorized to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to sit during sessions or 
recess of the Senate, and, if deemed advisable, at Brownsville or else- 
where, the expenses of the investigation to be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have repeatedly said since 
I introduced the first resolution on this subject that I had no 
purpose in introducing that resolution to refer to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs any question as to the power, constitu- 
tional or legal, of the Chief Executive, my sole purpose being 
to have an investigation for the purpose of ascertaining the 
facts. In order that we might meet some of the suggestions 
that have been made by others, who seemed to fear that ques- 
tion was involyed because of the form of the resolution as I 
offered it, I have heretofore modified the resolution I originally 
offered. That does not seem to have entirely met that objec- 
tion, but I understand that the modification now offered does 
meet that objection, so far at least as my party colleagues 
are concerned. I have been of the opinion all the while, and 
am now, that that question was not involved and that it did not 
properly belong here, but I can understand how there may be 
differences of opinion about it on the part of men who are as 
earnest as I am and as anxious as I am to do only justice to all 
concerned in the matter. 

I agreed to this modification with the understanding on my 
part that it does not change the legal effect of the resolution; 
that it does not restrict or restrain the scope of the inquiry as 
to the facts. When the facts are ascertained we will be in-the 
situation of having not raised that question in any way what- 
ever and of not being precluded as to that question by anything 
that we may have done in the case. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have an amendment pending 
to the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, which is the first 
amendment offered. I desire now to withdraw that amend- 
ment. I do it, Mr. President, for the following reasons: 

I haye had but one purpose in the part which I have taken in 
this debate and in the amendments which I have offered to the 
resolution presented by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], 

and that was to exclude from the consideration of the com- 

mittee what I thought neither the Senate nor the committee 
had the right to discuss—the power of the President to take 
the action which he took. That has seemed to me a question 
of the very greatest moment. Nothing has appeared to me 
more inept than the criticism that those of us who took that 
view were advocating measures of centralization or seeking to 
increase Executive power. If there is anything to my mind 
more essential than another for the conservative maintenance 
of the constitutional principles of the Government, it is to keep 
entirely separate the three great branches, as the Constitution 
provides. 

It is not very long, Mr. President, since I most reluctantly, 
but most decidedly, in accord with a large majority of the Sen- 
ate, voted to amend certain treaties before us, because it seemed 
to me that an interpretation had been placed upon those treaties 
which, if maintained, would be a distinct infringement upon the 
rights of the Senate; and as I am jealous of the maintenance 
of all the rights of the Senate and of the Congress, it is equally 
important that the rights of the other departments of the Goy- 
ernment should be scrupulously maintained. If we begin to 
inyade the well-defined provinces of the other departments of 
the Goyernment, to review and revise Executive acts, performed 
in accordance with the powers conferred upon the Executive, 
either by the Constitution, by the statutes, or by both, the time 
is not far distant when we may look not merely for Executive 
interference with the action of Congress, but for Executive 
interference or Congressional interference with the decisions of 
the courts, than which I can conceive of nothing more disas- 
trous to the conservation of those great principles on which 1 
believe the security of our Government rests. 

It was to exclude, Mr. President, entirely from the purview 
of the committee the consideration of the power of the President 
to take action which rested wholly within his executive discre- 
tion that I have taken part in this debate and offered this 
amendment. The resolution of the Senator from Ohio, as now 
modified, not only embodies in substance my amendment, but 
makes it—and I think wisely makes it—more explicit and exact. 
Of the resolution of the Senator from Ohio as it now stands, 
there can be no possible misunderstanding. I withdraw my 
amendment, and I trust that the modified resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio may pass exactly as it is now offered. 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Georgia? - 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I want to ask the Senator this question: The 
Senator says’ there can be no doubt about the construction of 
this modified resolution, and possibly we may agree on that; but 
I desire to ask the Senator this question with a view to deter- 
mining that point: The Senator will remember that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
was to insert after the words “ Resolved, That“ the words 

Without Bi ape ge or denying the legal right of the President to 
at thout honor enlisted men from the Army of the United : 

The language used in the modified resolution of the Senator 
from Ohio is this: 

That without questioning the legality or justice of any act of the 
President in relation thereto. 

Now, taking those two sentences, does the Senator consider or 
understand that in construing the sentence as proposed in the 
modified resolution of the Senator from Ohio it is the same in 
intendment and effect as the language expressed in the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. LODGE. The modification offered by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] excludes the question of the legality of 
the President’s action not merely as to the discharge of the en- 
listed men without honor, to which the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is confined, but the legal- 
ity of any act relating thereto—that is, of course, as to the 
Brownsville matter. 

Mr. BACON. So I understand, then, that the Senator con- 
strues the modified substitute proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio to mean all that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky means and to go still further? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. BACON. You understand it to mean all that and to go 
still further? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ought to say that the words 
“or denying” are left out 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to suggest 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that, according to my understanding, the two 
amendments do not mean the same thing. 

Mr. BACON. That was the exact point as to which I de- 
sired information. 

Mr. FORAKER. The words “or denying” are left out, and 
the effect of the modification, as I have made it, is simply to 
leave out of consideration for the present time, and to express 
no opinion whatever in regard to it, all questions in regard to 
legality or power. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the words “or denying,” which 
I did not think of when I replied to the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] seem to me to be of no consequence whatever. 
The words used in the resolution are “ without questioning.” 

Mr. BACON. Well, would the Senator object to inserting 
them, then, in the modified substitute resolution proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I see no need of inserting the 
words “or denying,” for the words “ without questioning ” mean 
that we do not question the President’s right to do it, if the 
English language has any meaning at all. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator thinks, then, that the words 
“without questioning” include without denying.” 

Mr. LODGE. I think they do, to my mind, include it. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. Therefore the Senator himself would 
have no objection to the insertion of the words “ without deny- 
ing.” . 

Air. LODGE. I certainly shall object to inserting the words 
“or denying,” if that is what the Senator means, 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator desire, in the passage of this 
resolution, to leave any doubt as to whether or not the Senate 
deny it? 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution as it stands is absolutely satis< 
factory to me. It states that we do not question the Presi- 
dent’s right either to discharge the troops or in any act relating 
thereto. Nothing can be plainer than that, in my judgment. 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I do not think the Sena- 
tor and I differ very materially as to the end we seek, but we 
differ materially as to the phraseology. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I can answer the Senator in a 
moment, that the phraseology, as it now stands, seems to me to 
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perfectly cover the point which I desire to cover. I agreed to 
it on that understanding, and I certainly shall not depart from 
my agreement. If it does not mean that, then I am greatly 
misled. 

Mr. BACON. I hope that in the course of the consideration 
of this matter we may be able to insert in this modified resolu- 
tion, as now proposed by the Senator from Ohio, after the word 
“ questioning,” the words “ or denying.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I want to say, in answer to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. LopnceE]. 
that my understanding of this language is that it does not com- 
mit the Senate on this proposition in any sense whatever, except 
only to let the whole matter stand in abeyance so far as this 
investigation is concerned. That is the theory upon which I am 
willing to modify the resolution, with that understanding. In 
other words, the effect will be precisely the same as though we 
were to say “neither affirming nor denying the legality.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On Thursday last, Mr. President, I sub- 
mitted an amendment which I proposed to offer to the resolution 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], and advised the Sen- 
ate that, at the conclusion of that Senator’s argument, I should 
submit some suggestions in connection with the amendment 
proposed by myself. During the time intervening it seems that 
the other side of the Chamber have found common ground satis- 
factory to themselves. 

I was not willing, Mr. President, that the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Ohio unamended should pass. My un- 

- willingness was mainly attributable to the tenor of the speeches 
the Senator from Ohio had made upon his resolution. I under- 
stand him this morning to say that it was never his purpose 
through this agency of the Senate, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to inquire into the question of law involved in the exer- 
cise of a right which the President had asserted. I certainly 
did not so construe the speeches made by the Senator from 
Ohio in the earlier stages of this debate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Kentucky will not find 
in any speech I have made on this subject, in either the earlier 
or the later stages, any statement that I expected the Committee 
on Military Affairs to inquire into the question of power. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Nor have I said so. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the Senator will find in all those re- 
marks, Wherever I had occasion to speak of the subject at all, 
precisely the same statement in effect, that I wanted the facts 
and had no thought of asking or directing the Committee on 
Military Affairs to inquire into or to determine the question of 
power. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all very true, Mr. President. 

Mr. FORAKER. There was, if the Senator will bear with me 
a moment, certainly some discussion of the question of power, 
and a great deal of discussion; but that was not because of the 
form of the resolution which was before the Senate, but only 
because that question had been introduced into the controversy 
by statements originally made in the message from the Presi- 
dent himself and later in answer to arguments that had been 
advanced by Senators to the contrary of the position I haye 
taken. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. President, I will repeat—for 
I am sure I can not be mistaken in my memory of this matter— 
whilst it is true, as the Senator from Ohio now contends, that 
he has not in any of his arguments upon this question avowed a 
purpose to go into the inquiry as to the existence of this power 
upon the part of the President, I can not be mistaken that in 
those earlier arguments which he submitted he did emphatically 
state, when that very question was raised, that he opposed any 
limitation being put upon the scope of the investigation which 
the committee was to make. 

Mr. FORAKER. I just as earnestly and emphatically oppose 
any restriction or limitation being placed on it now. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then—— 

Mr. FORAKER. But the investigation is to be an investiga- 
tion as to the facts and not as to the law; and I also opposed 
anything in this resolution that would estop the Senate itself, 
if after the facts have been laid before the Senate it should 
see fit to do so, from taking any action it might think appro- 
priate to take. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If I may have the permission of the 
Senator from Ohio I will proceed. 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon of the Senator from Kentucky 
if I have interrupted him. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no need of that. 


Mr. President, I am not mistaken in my recollection of an- 
other fact which bears very importantly and potently on the 
question now, that in those éarlier arguments of the Senator 
from Ohio he quoted at length authorities, piled like Ossa on 
top of Pelion, in support of his challenge of the power of the 
President. x 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. He denied that the President had the 
power, and he fortified that denial by an exhaustive quotation 
of authorities from yonder judicial branch of the Government. 
Will he undertake to tell us now that that question was never 
in issue? Will he undertake to tell us now that the legal au- 
thority of the President was never challenged? Then why that 
waste of time and that limitless citation of legal authorities? 

I opposed the resolution of the Senator from Ohio. I was 
not willing that it should be passed unamended. Hence I gave 
notice of a purpose to put an amendment on it which would 
limit the scope of the investigation of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and rule it down to an inquiry into facts, but with 
an express disclaimer in advance by the Senate that they did 
not mean to impeach or challenge, to question or deny, the legal 
authority vested in the President for the act which he had per- 
formed. 

I belong to that advanced school in this discussion, which 
not only believes that the President held the statutory power 
and authority, but that he also held the constitutional warrant 
and the full authority given under the Articles of War. For 
that reason I submitted a proposed amendment to the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio, and that amendment has but one 
purpose in view. It was to operhte as a disclaimer, upon the 
part of the Senate, of any purpose of challenging the legal au- 
thority of the Executive. 

Mr. President, now a modified resolution is offered as a sub- 
stitute. I very much regret that it should even appear to fail 
to meet the yiews of any Senator upon either side of this 
Chamber. On Thursday last, as I have stated before, I ex- 
pressed a purpose of submitting some remarks upon that amend- 
ment which I proposed. It may be that I am entitled to some 
small measure of credit for having by that threat of inflicting 
a speech upon the Senate contributed in some humble measure 
toward the restoration of harmony among my friends on the 
other side. [Laughter.] 

The modified resolution as offered to the Senate to-day is 
amply satisfactory to me. It employs, with very slight change, 
the very identical language of the amendment that I submitted. 

There is not a shadow of difference, except the elimination 
of two words— or deny.” With that exception the phrase- 
ology of the substitute resolution now offered by the Senator 
from Ohio embodies the precise phraseology of my proposed 
amendment, and goes further, for it declares that there is no 
question as to the discretion exercised by the President. 

I say, sir, without the slightest hesitation or embarrassment, 
that I am entirely content—just as fully content with the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Ohio as I would have been 
had his original resolution been amended as I proposed. I 
would be lacking in fairness, I would be fairly subject to criti- 
cism for a want of candor, if I did not here and now in my place 
avow the purpose of insisting, as a member of the Military 
Affairs Committee, upon the construction that the Senator from 
Massachusetts has just placed upon the pending resolution. I, 
as a member of the Military Affairs Committee, serve notice 
now that should this amended resolution be adopted, as I doubt 
not it will be, I will go into that committee room with the firm 
conviction riveted in my mind that I have no authority from 
the Senate to inquire into either the legal authority of the 
President or the discretion that he employed in the issue of that 
order. 

Now, sir, having said that much in that shape and in that 
form, I have nothing more to say. I am glad to advise the 
Senate of the fact that it has escaped the affliction with which 
I threatened it on last Thursday. And now, Mr. President, 
when I contemplate that within a very few weeks I am to pass 
out from this Chamber and cease to be a member, may I not 
indulge the hope that in my retirement, in the privacy of home 
and family, I will be remembered kindly by the Republican 
membership that I leave behind for the humble but apparently 
material and valuable assistance that I have contributed to their 
side in my efforts as a peacemaker. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The VICB-PRESIDENT. The Chair will admonish the occu- 
pants of the galleries that under the rules of the Senate ap- 
plause is not allowed. 

Mr. McCUMBER obtained the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER, Mr. President 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Ohio for 2 
moment. y 

Mr. FORAKER. No one, Mr. President, has listened to the 
yaledictory of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
with greater regret than I have. He is a friend of many years’ 
standing, a man of great ability, of high character, lovable in 
every sense of the word, particularly in all his relations as a 
colleague in this Chamber. I listened to the valedictory, how- 
ever, not as one without hope, and I listened to it also, Mr. 
President, with a great deal of satisfaction in the thought that 
I could in response to him say that when he goes into the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs for the purpose of construing the 
resolution we are about to adopt in the way he says he will 
construe it he will find me construing it in precisely the same 
way. He would have found me so construing it if it had been 
adopted precisely as I first offered it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me a word here? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply ask this courtesy that I may 
disclaim even the semblance of a suggestion of doing an in- 
justice to the Senator. We may differ, as we often have 
differed, upon questions, and some of yital importance. My 
nequaintance with the Senator from Ohio began long before he 
was known to fame. A quarter of a century ago, sir, he and I 
sat as a court for six weeks trying an important suit by the 
process of arbitration. I then was fortunate in having the op- 
portunity of getting a measure upon that man, and I beg to say 
here in all candor that from then till now I have never had oc- 
casion to change that estimate nor to abate my full faith either 
in his frankness or in his ability. But he is entitled to have me 
say this: I never suspected him of fighting under cover. Of 
the many attributes which the Senator has there is none that 
I admire more than the open, bold, frank, manly way in which 
he conducts all his contests. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am much obliged to the Senator from 
_Kentucky for his interruption. I assure him I properly ap- 
preciate all he has said and all he has suggested. 

Now, if I may repeat, for that is the only thing I am par- 
ticular about, I will say again that I have had no thought at any 
time—and I have said that repeatedly in the progress of this 
debate—of questioning in the committee under this resolution 
the power of the Chief Executive or any act of the Chief 
Executive. At the same time I have strenuously contended 
that before the facts are ascertained, which we hope may be 
ascertained in full by this investigation, the Senate should 
not preclude itself as to any question upon which it may be 
ealled upon to take action. For that reason I have objected 
to anything that would be in the nature of a declaration on 
the part of the Senate that it did not have this power or that 
power or the other power. 

I agree to this modification because I understand that it 
does not amount to any such precluding of the Senate, when 
the facts are all laid before it, to take such action as the Sen- 
ate may see fit to take. For that reason I have been willing 
to adopt any language that might meet with acceptance on the 
part of other objecting Senators. I have not cared what the 
particular language was so we get the thing accomplished that 
I have been seeking to accomplish, namely, an investigation 
of the facts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? = 

Mr. FORAKER. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I rise merely to say that, sit- 
ting here and listening to these sweet words of friendship and 
peace, of renewed amity, I am reminded of that text in the 
Scriptures, “ How good and how pleasant it is for brethren to 
dwell together in unity.” The Senator from Massachusetts has 
squeezed through a very small hole to get back to the majority 
of his party. The Senator from Kentucky has squeezed out of 
the very same small hole to get back to that consciousness of 
rectitude and of a nonpartisan purpose apparently with which 
he offered his amendment. I congratulate Senators upon all 
of us being agreed for once. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, when this resolution first 
came before the Senate I do not believe there was a single Sen- 
ator who believed it was to be made the vehicle of a political 
ball game, and I for one-Senator on this side am not ready to 
admit that it shall take that aspect even at the present time.“ 

If it is to be considered as a political game, then I want to 
say frankly to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] that I 
think the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has scored 
a good home run. 
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The true meaning of the amended resolution that has been 
presented and which the Senator says has practically been ac- 
cepted by all of the Republicans is practically the same as that 
of the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Ohio is a splendid lawyer; he knows how to ex- 
press an idea clearly and definitely, and I am satisfied that if 
he had been drawing a resolution which he intended to mean 
that “independent of or without either affirming or denying 
the power of the President so to act” he would have used the 
term “ without denying or without affirming that act.” 

The words “without questioning the power of the Presi- 
dent” to take the action which he did in the Brownsville affair 
not only mean to the Senate, but mean to the public at large, 
that the power is unquestioned. But if we pass a resolution 
“without questioning the power,” intending that it shall not 
question the power of the President so to act, we admit by that 
phraseology that the subject is not a questionable subject so far 
as the resolution is concerned. 

If one were to take the serious expressions of the press for 
the last three days relative to this resolution and the divers 
amendments which haye been submitted in relation to it, he 
would be forced to the conclusion that neither the Senate nor 
the President of the United States had outgrown the age of 
kilts. These reports present an attitude of childishness both 
upon the part of the Senate and the Executive that ill comports, 
in my opinion, either with the dignity of the one or the acknowl- 
edged common sense of the other. While I think this whole 
question has assumed a proportion entirely beyond its legitimate 
importance, I certainly deny for one, and for the credit of both 
parties in the Senate, that the Executive or the Senate so un- 
derestimates the intelligence of each other or the public at large, 
to say nothing of their honesty, as to suppose that either could 
be caught in so shallow a pit as has been discovered by the press. 

There are those here who believe that the President has acted 
wholly within his constitutional and his legal power, who, nev- 
ertheless, believe that there should be a further effort made to 
ascertain and punish the guilty and to free the innocent from 
any further suspicion, and that our power should not cease and 
our efforts should be continued until it has been fully deter- 
mined, if it is possible to arrive at such a determination, who 
the guilty parties are and who we can say are entitled to the 
verdict of not guilty. - 

For that reason alone, wholly independent of the power of the 
President, it was my intention to vote for this resolution. I 
for one had believed from the very beginning—and notwith- 
standing the very strong argument of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker] I have not been for one single moment divorced 
from that opinion—that the proper construction of the fourth 
article in the Articles of War clearly and definitely gives to the 
President the absolute power to dismiss without honor. I con- 
cede that right. I believe that he acted wholly within his power. 

But there may be another class of Senators here who have 
some doubts upon that question, and those who have the doubts 
would have been justified in voting for the original resolution 
which has been introduced and heretofore has been supported 
by the Senator from the State of Ohio. On the other hand, 
those—and there is certainly a third class—who believe that 
not only had the President the absolute power to act as he did, 
but who desire to assert and to declare that he exercised that 
power legally and constitutionally and justly, can certainly find 
a mode of expressing it in voting for the amendment that was. 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], be- 
cause this amended resolution does not change it, in my opinion, 
in the slightest degree. I can vote for this, not on the false as- 
sumption that it means something else than what its words are, 
but I can vote for it upon the assumption that it means that we 
do not question in any way, so far as this case is concerned, 
the legal power or the constitutional power of the President 
of the United States to dismiss without honor either in time of 
peace or in time of war. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Does the Senator consider that the 
Senator from Ohio puts the same construction on this resolu- 
tion that he is now putting on it? The Senator from Ohio is a 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs, and he will have 
to do with this question in that committee. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will say that the Senator from Ohio 
does not put upon it the same construction that I do. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio definitely stated that his construction of those 
words was that they meant the same as though the resolution 
read “without affirming or denying the power.” That is not 
the fair construction, and it is not the general construction 
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which will be given to this resolution if it shall pass. The 
proper construction, and it will be taken so to mean, is that the 
Senate has placed its seal of approyal upon the constitution- 
ality of the action of the President. I can not give it any other 
meaning, and I shall vote for it upon the assumption that it 
does mean that, and I will take no ground that will not bear me 
out in yoting for it upon the express statement that I have 
made and not upon the idea that a half a dozen Senators who 
surround me haye met together and concluded that the better 
way out of this whole thing is practically to adopt the senti- 
ment that was expressed in the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. President, I had intended to-day, if this matter had not 
received this pleasant settlement, to make an address upon the 
question of the constitutional and legal power of the President. 
We all practically now concede that in the resolution itself. 
I concede it independent of the resolution, and the resolution 
_as it has been settled upon confirms me in that belief. 

Mr. TILLMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from South Carolina yield to 
me for a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I merely wish to express the 
hope that the majority of those negroes will not be dead before 
the Military Affairs Committee has an opportunity to inves- 
tigate whether they are innocent or guilty. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I did not happen to be in the Chamber 
when the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] offered his modified 
resolution. I should like to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Tennessee re- 
quests that the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio be 
read by the Secretary. The Secretary will read again the reso- 
lution. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That, without questioning the legality or justice of ea 
act of the President in relation thereto, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs is hereby authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, 
to take and have printed testimony for the purpose of ascertaining all 
the facts with reference to or connected with the affray at Brownsville, 
Tex, on the night of August 13-14, 1906. d committee is author- 
ized to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to sit_during 
sessions or recess of the Senate, and, if deemed advisabie, at Browns- 
ville or elsewhere, the expenses of the investigation to be 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. CARMACK. I wish to say just a word in relation to the 
amended resolution, if the Senator from South Carolina will 
permit me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the modified resolution is 
practically identical with the one offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and if it really means what the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] meant all the time, I would 
be glad to haye some explanation as to why it has taken so long 
and so many anxious caucuses and so many midnight confer- 
ences to arrive at that conclusion. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. MONEY. I am indebted to the Senator from South Car- 
olina for a few moments to submit a few remarks. 

Mr. President, certainly I have all along during this debate 
misunderstood the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. I had 
understood all along that he had two objects in view, two points 
to make. One was that the President had no legal or consti- 
tutional authority to discharge without honor the battalion in 
controversy, and the other was that in exercising that authority 
he had not properly weighed the evidence and had exercised it 
without proper consideration. But whatever that impression 
may have been, it is dissipated by the language of the Senator 
this morning, who has told us what is his present mental status 
on that point. 

Of course, it is very agreeable to everybody to see that the 
Republicans in their extremity have made common sacrifices 
upon the altar of harmony to get together, but it seems to me 
the’ speeches made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser], and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loban] show that while they 

upon the form of the words, they are just as much divided 
in opinion as they were before. 

The Senator from Ohio, notwithstanding the declaration as 


from 


to the proper construction of his resolution made by the Senator 
from North Dakota, has himself construed it—and nobody can 
construe a paper better than the man who wrote it, because he 
knows what was in his own mind, which can only be guessed at 
from contemporaneous circumstances by any other man. 

Now, Mr. President, the conclusion is, as drawn now, that by 
taking out the words “or denying” in the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kentucky, leaving simply the words 
“without questioning,” that language means to the mind of the 
Senator from Ohio, and I presume of course to those who agree 
with him, and have been with him in this controversy, that 
we have a right to question, but do not choose to exercise it. 
To the mind of the Senator from Massachusetts, the mind of the 
Senator from North Dakota, and those gentlemen on the ofher 
side who agree with them that language means that we have 
no right to inquire into the exercise of constitutional and legal 
authority on the part of the President in his action. It seems 
to me they are as far apart as they ever were in their real 
meaning, but of course if this last is big enough to cover the 
whole point and bring the party together, each one must simply 
direct his understanding to it and vote for the letter of the 
resolution without any regard to its spirit or meaning. 

But to my mind it carries this idea: When we use the words. 
“without questioning the authority of the President” the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is authorized and directed to inquire 
into certain matters, and it means that they are not to debate 
at all or give any consideration to the question whether it be 
with or without authority, just or unjust, but they are simply 
to inquire into a certain state of facts which was the basis of 
the action of the President. The question arises, then, if we are 
not to consider the authority of the President in his exercise of 
authority in this matter, whether he had it or had it not, what 
is the utility of an investigation into the facts? You are not 
going to change his action on the inyestigation any more than 
you change the opinion of a judge delivered by aflirming that 
he has given too much or too little weight to the evidence or has 
admitted incompetent evidence or improperly applied the law 
to the facts in the case. It does not at all alter the fact of what 
the judgment was. It does not relieve the judgment that some 
lawyer finds fault with the judge. So the question that arises is 
whether the Senate will undertake an investigation of the matter 
without any purpose in view, and if we have no purpose in view 
and nothing is to be accomplished, I shall vote against the 
resolution. J 

I am one of those who believe that the President has both the 
constitutional and legal authority to do this thing and that he 
alone had to determine it. Whether the weight of the evidence 
was proper or not, if we do not go into that matter, and do not 
intend to, it is evident from the different inyéstigations made 
that he was satisfied about it. I care not whether his decision 
is right or wrong. It can not be attacked here as an authority, 
in my opinion. If we can not do that—and in the mind of many 
members here there is no intention to do it—I can not for my 
life understand why we are to get at the facts, if it is possible 
to get at them any more than they have already been arrived at 
by the grand jury and three or four military investigations. For 
that reason I think the whole resolution ought to be tabled. 

I am much obliged to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it seems to be in order for 
all parties to this discussion to sweep around their doors. 
There has been much difference of opinion and difference of 
interpretation, one Senator saying this resolution means this 
and the other one saying it means that; but I suppose most 
people will finally arrive at the conclusion that it means what 
the English language means when it is written by men who 
know how to use it; that the general public will interpret it 
according to the words that are given, and this Senator’s and 
that one’s explanation of its purpose will not cut any figure. 

In regard to my own attitude in this matter, I find myself 
for the first time since I have been a member of this body dif- 
fering from all of my Democratic colleagues. 

Mr. TELLER. Not all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, the Senator says “not all.” I am 
glad to know there is another. Democrat here who feels about 
it as I do. Possibly there may be still others, though we have 
got to a point now where there is no question on which to vote 
yea or nay. I expect everybody will vote yea on this resolu- 
tion. Certainly I am in favor of an investigation. 

In speaking about my own attitude, I knew as well as any- 
body else that the South would tumble over itself in this Cham- 
ber and out of it in approval of the President’s action in the 
Brownsville case. My own constituents approve it. All the 
southern people approve it. Why? Because they do not believe 
there ought to be any negroes in the Army at all, and they are 
glad to get rid of them, however unjustly that riddance is 
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obtained. And recollecting the actions of the negro soldiers 
who were quartered in the South in 1866 and 1867, the outrages, 
the infamies, the cruelties that were perpetrated upon our peo- 
ple by them, there is no wonder that we hate the very idea of 
a negro soldier wearing the uniform of the United States and 
representing authority. 

I therefore knew that my own people would be indorsing the 
President's attitude, but as far as I myself am concerned, while 
I have been charged with being a monomaniac in my personal 
antipathy and hatred of Theodore Roosevelt; that I am inca- 
pable of judging him fairly or treating him with justice, Sen- 
ators will recall that last June when the railroad-rate bill was 
about to pass; when it was fresh in my mind and fresh in the 
mind of everyone that the Democrats who had been called to 
the President's aid had been betrayed, that he had thrown us 
down—what did I do? He had betrayed us in pursuit of this 
very party harmony which is so dear to Republicans, but even 
under those circumstances and with that provocation I declared 
on this floor that whatever credit was due and whatever benefit 
might come from that bill it would be due to Theodore Roose- 
velt, because without his help and his influence no bill on the 
subject could have been passed here at all. Yet in face of that 
acknowledgment I am charged with being so bitter, so narrow, 

So prejudiced that I ean see nothing good in this man. 

As far as this case is concerned, I plant myself on the bed- 
rock principle that we ought not to punish innocent men for the 
sins of the guilty, and that every man ought to be considered 
innocent until he is proved guilty ; and I will rest my case there. 

This question of negro soldiers will come up later, perhaps. 

Mr. President, from habit and training I have never found it 
agreeable or pleasant to write anything to be spoken, but have 
always been willing to rely on such thoughts as might come to 
me and to use such words as would plainly express my mean- 
ing. In the hurry of extemporaneous composition I have been 
unfortunate at times in saying some things which did not 
clearly express my own feelings or thoughts. I have not quali- 
fied words sufficiently to make myself clearly understood. 

As I am dealing with a very serious and grave question—I am 
speaking now broadly—and desiring to say nothing that does 
not express clearly and exactly what I think and feel, I have 
taken the trouble to write out or to dictate and have typewritten 
most of what I propose to say to-day. 

I had not expected to have anything more to say on this sub- 
ject, and would haye contented myself with the presentation I 
made in the speech I have already delivered, but the remarkable 
and unprecedented actions and utterances of the Senator from 
Wisconsin have made it necessary that I should trespass again 
upon the attention of the Senate. It seems that after ten years 
of service together we have both misunderstood one another. 
We have had many clashes in debate. Sometimes these were 
sharp, causing momentary anger, first on one side then on the 
other; but with me that feeling has always passed away at 
once, leaving no trace of bitterness or unfriendliness, and I had 
supposed it was the same with the Senator from Wisconsin until 
last week. I have been forced, reluctantly, to feel that I have, 
without knowing how or when, earned the malicious enmity of 
that Senator; and while I still bear him no malice, self-respect 
compels me to comment upon his latest utterances. 

During my twelve years of seryice here I haye borne malice 
toward no man, and I am sorry to find that without provocation, 
that I am aware of, I have excited it in a man whom until now 
I thought to be my friend. 

It is but my nature to be blunt and outspoken, and I have 
never taught my tongue the art of double dealing; and if there 
is any vice in men I abhor more than any other it is hypocrisy, 
and I am too old to begin to practice it now. 

A brief statement of facts which are fresh in the minds of 
nll who heard the Senator’s speech will explain my meaning. 
He began that speech with a sneering comment on my lynching 
record, or my ideas on lynching. In the course of his argu- 
ment the Senator from Wisconsin was discussing the inability 
of the President to find out who the guilty soldiers were who 
had shot up Brownsville, and, haying asserted with great pos- 
itiveness that there were no grounds for criticism, I presumed, 
in an orderly and respectful way, to ask a question, and this 
was what was said on both sides: 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has not said anything about the crime or 
the omission to do their duty being an offense which was triable b; 
court-martial. It is not a question of the affidavits which were offered. 
I think the Senator agrees with me that there haye been a good many 


lies sworn to. 


Mr. Spooner. The Senator is not asking me any question. A reply 


to it would be difficult or, if made, would not elucidate in any way the 
question which I am discussing. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator was making an assertion, though, and I 
wanted to answer it. 

Mr. Srooxer. What assertion did I make? 

Mr. TILLMAN. You say these men, if I recall it, were not triable; 


1 had done nothing that would give any excuse for a court- 
artial. . 

Mr. Spooner. I did not say that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That was the meaning of your words, if I understood 
the language. z 


The Senator went on then to give his view of what he bad in- 
tended to say, or had said, and coming on down to a point in 
which he praised Major Penrose—I quote from the RECORD — 


Mr, TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. Spooner. No; not now. He stands by his men when he can. 
It is a part of the comradeship of the officer and men that he should. 
Moreover, no man could haye a higher, intenser interest in the deter- 
mination that his command was guiltless than 9 5 Tenrose, for he 
knew it would involve himself, as it has involved himself. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. Spooner. I am not discussing that part of it. That is not the 
point which I want to make. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the 
Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. It sopena; on the nature of the question. What is it? 

Mr. TILEMAN. I will make it like a bullet. 

Mr. Spooner. Well, you shoot your bullet very slowly. Go on. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I like to look in the Senator's eyes. 

Mr. Spooner. Go on. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Why did not the President, if he had so much regard 
for this officer's recommendation, follow it in regard to employing de- 
pid 85 and enlisting them in the company and trying to get at the 
acts? 


Then, Mr. President, the Senator began what he said was not 
an attack on me, but a defense of the law. 

While the Senator’s manner was supercilious and his utter- 
ances none too courteous, I paid no attention to it; but when 
he continued to defend the President’s action and to stress 
the point that the President had done all he could, and was 
proceeding to praise Major Penrose, I again, in a deferential 
and respectful way, tried to enter the debate by asking another 
question, which was entirely pertinent and bore directly on the 
point. I propounded this inquiry about the detectives. In- 
stantly the Senators manner changed to one of great ag- 
gressiveness and anger, and in a manner as insulting as it is 
possible for a man to assume he commenced an attack upon 
me personally that has never been paralleled in this body since 
I have been a member of it. When, for the purpose he had in 
view, I saw that he was laying the foundation for a justifi- 
eation for his harsh words by garbling and misquoting my own 
utterances, I interjected the remark, “Do not misquote me.” 
His reply was, “No; I put it mildly; I do not intend to mis- 
quote you. Quote yourself, if you please.” 

Then this colloquy ensued : 


Mr. TILEMAN. I said it is the fundamental principle of English and 
American liberty that every man shall be considered innocent until he 
is proved guilty 

Mr. Srooner. Proved guilty where? 

Mr. TILLMAN. In a court, of course. And that ten guilty had better 
escape than one innocent suffer. Does the Senator object to that? 

Mr. Spooner. Mr. President, the statement is accurate, generally 
speaking, but with what grace can the Senator, using that as a founda- 
tion, charge usurpation in this case and a violation of fundamental 
principles of liberty upon the President of the United States? Is not 
that principle applicable to a black man in the South as well as to the 
white man in the South or the white man in the North? The Senator, 
who says, “ We shot them, we killed them, and we will do it again,” 
on a former occasion $ 

Mr. TILLMAN. May I get in? 

Mr. Spooner. What do you want to get in for? 
What is it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. How much provo artan will you give a man before you 
give him a chance to strike back a little? 

Mr. Spooner. Well, strike back; go on. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On this proposition which you are discussing you first 
branch off on one phase of it. You had better sit down a little, if you 

lease. 

i Mr. Spooner. No; I do not intend to yield for a speech. The Senator 
can answer me later. If he wants to ask me a question, he is welcome, 

Mr TILLMAN. Is that all? 

Mr. Spooner. That is all. 

Now, Mr. President, I would do the Senator from South Carolina no 

ustice. 
ae TILLMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin, however, turns himself 
directly to me, mentions me by name, speaks of things I have said and 
of my motives, and all that sort of thing, and then says I may answer 
him hereafter, but he will only let me in now for a question. 

Mr. SPOONER, I wish to finish what I want to say. What is the ques- 

ion? 
$ “Mtr. TILLMAN. I did not start to ask a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Start to ask it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I said I did not start to ask a question. 

Mr. Spooner. I decline to allow the Senator to make a speech, 
anxious to get through. 

At this stage of the debate it dawned on me for the first time 
that the Senator from Wisconsin had intentionally and in cold 
blood brought things to this pass in order to give him the oppor- 
tunity to carry out his preconceived plan, and I recalled that in 
a preceding part of his speech he had used language which 
caused me at the time to feel aggrieved, but I let it pass, be- 
cause I had no desire to get into an altercation with the Sen- 
ator or to indulge in any of those running discussions which 
have marked our debates in the past, when it was a case of cut 
and thrust with no blows below the belt. 


I want to finish. 


Tam 
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The phrase to which I alluded in the Senator's speech is that 
in which he had declared that it would not be decent for him 
to comment npon the actions of the officers Penrose and Mack- 
lin, because they were now under trial by court-martial. The 
word “decent” there is entirely, I suppose, parliamentary; and 
as my name was not mentioned, it was of no serious moment. 
I let it go by, although I had commented at length and severely 
upon both Penrose and Macklin, had called their actions in 
question, and had said that they were incompetent and were 
derelict in the discharge of their duties, or words to that effect. 

The Senator’s idea that these men being under charges should 
not be commented on here is a rightful one if he chooses to 
occupy that attitude. I do not dispute his rights in that par- 
ticular, and I was not supersensitive about his saying it would 
not be decent. I had only used the language, not as harsh lan- 
guage as Blocksom and Garlington and the Judge-Advocate- 
General used, in commenting on these same officers in the re- 
port sent to us, and I felt justified in criticising them. 

Having shut me off in a discourteous and brutal fashion—I 
had almost said ungentlemanly—the Senator went on to read 
me a lecture, to quote from my utterances in debate in this body 
and from extracts of supposed speeches giyen in newspapers, 
all the while deprecating the unpleasant work he was engaged 
in, excusing himself upon the plea of duty—public duty—and 
claiming that he had been “led off” from the orderly course of 
his debate. He repeated that phrase, “led off,” “led off,” 
three or four times in his anxiety to appear as a great public 
censor performing the unpleasant task solely from a sense of 
duty. It was a most excellent piece of acting, and was worthy 
of Uriah Heep in his most humble exhibition of himself. 

Since when did it become the duty of the Senator from Wis- 
consin to play schoolmaster here and presume to teach other 
Senators the proprieties and decencies of life? What justifica- 
tion did he have for his conduct on that day? 

He has the right, of course, to express his opinion of my utter- 
ances and actions, and as he has not minced words or been very 
careful of feelings, he must not blame me if I shall imitate his 
bad example. 5 

I call attention to the fact that in all I interrupted him but 
four times, and two of these were after he had began playing 
his subtle game and in answer to direct allusions to me by name 
and to things which I had said or was supposed to have said. 

Take his first attack, which was indirect and which I let pass 
without comment. He declared it would not be decent to com- 
ment on the actions of Major Penrose or Captain Macklin, be- 
cause they were on trial and ought to be left alone until after 
the court-martial. He knew as well as anyone else that I had 
commented at some length upon the actions of both of these 
officers, and I have never felt and do not feel now that there 
was any indecency in doing so. 

Everything I said was based upon the official documents 
which had come to us. There could be no doubt at all of their 
authenticity. I said nothing that had not been said in stronger 
language by the inspection officers and authorities of the War 
Department, and while his own proclamation of unwillingness 
to criticise them may have arisen from a refinement of feeling, 
I would have passed it by without taking it to myself if it had 
not been for the manner of delivery and the other actions accom- 
panying it and from what subsequently followed, compelling 
me to believe that the Senator had set out to provoke me to in- 
terrupt for the express purpose of shutting me off in the manner 
he did, and thus giving him a chance to abuse without haying 
his unfairness and injustice exposed. 3 

When I asked the question “ Why did not the President adopt 
Major Penrose’s suggestion and employ a detective,” he dodged 
it most adroitly by following the old rule of strengthening your 
case by abusing the attorney on the other side. 

I call attention, by the way, to the fact that each of the three 
champions on the other side who have been most vociferous in 
applauding the President’s course and defending his conduct 
dodged this same question. My bluff friend from Georgia [ Mr. 
Cray], earnest and honest as he is, dodged it. The impetuous 
and brilliant champion from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] dodged 
it. The subtle Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] dodged it. 
Why were they unwilling to treat this question seriously? 
Simply because none of them haye any answer to it. Here was 
a battalion of 167 men, no more than 20 of whom were under 
accusation of having committed the outrage at Brownsville, and 
yet in direct opposition to the advice of the officer most con- 
cerned the War Department and the President refused to adopt 
the only practical suggestion that was made, and in every way 
the President seems to have labored with no other end in view 
than to gain applause from unthinking men in the South. If 
there has been a single honest and sensible effort made to de- 
tect the murderers in this case I fail to find a record of it. 


Reliance upon the inquiry set on foot among the soldiers by 
Major Blocksom and General Garlington as the sole means of 
detection are to my mind nothing less than idiotic. 

In this connection, Mr. President, I noticed in yesterday 
morning’s Post the report of a speech made at Boston by Mr. 
Long, former Secretary of the Navy, a bosom friend of President 


Roosevelt. I will read one sentence, but I wish to have the 
whole extract printed in full in the Recorp. Ex-Secretary Long 
said: 


Everybody knows that had time been taken, had efficient means of 
detection been set at work, had advantage been taken of the leaks which 
were sure to open in a matter of which so many are claimed to have 
ae . the truth could have been got at and the offenders 
ound ou 


That is the gist of the Secretary’s position, and it is the ver- 
dict, in my judgment, which will be finally arrived at by nine- 
tenths of the American people. I ask that the entire extract be 
inserted in the Rrecorp without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The extract referred to is as follows: 


EXCUSE FOR PRESIDENT—JOHN D. LONG SAYS TROOPS’ DISMISSAL WAS 
IMPULSE—APPROVES AN INVESTIGATION—FORMER SECRETARY OF NAVY 
INTIMATES ROOSEVELT’S ACTION IN BROWNSVILLE AFFAIR WAS HONEST, 
BUT HASTY—SUGGESTION OF IMPEACHMENT ABSURD—DECLARES MILI- 
TARY NOT RACE ISSUE IS INVOLVED. 

Boston, January 19. 

_ The Brownsville incident was discussed by former Secretary of the 
Navy John D. Long, at a dinner of the Massachusetts Club, an organi- 
zation of prominent Republicans, here to-day. The speaker offered as a 
possible reason for the President's action in this affair what he termed 
“Mr. Roosevelt's impulsive nature,“ and said that it was right, as 
matters stand at present, for Congress to have a thorough investigation 
of Bere ae He referred to the suggestion of impeachment as “ absurd 
and trifling.” 

“In this Brownsville matter, while there is a very decided difference 
of opinion as to the propriety of the President's action,” said Mr. Long, 
“I can not think at anybody doubts his honest purpose, In one 
sense the black man is not inyolved as such, because the Siege le at 
stake pertains not to him specially, but to all who are in the litary 
service. It is often asked what actuated the President to such an un- 
limited sweep which, without a hearing of the parties accused, inflicted 
severe punishment, not only on those suspected of guilt, though not 
proved guilty on trial, but also, if there were guilty ones, on innocent 
and guilty alike. 

ROOSEVELT’S IMPULSES. 


“It has occurred to me that the reason is perhaps to be found in 
the impulsive nature of the President, whose impulses, always toward 
the right, are not always directed with sufficient consideration. No 
President has been more emphatic of his assertion of the rights and 
political equalty of the negro, for whose sake he has braved ertleism 
and contumely. 

“What more natural than that, when oceasion came, he should 
seize it to show that he is as quick to discipline the negro citizen as 
to defend him, and that he does not propose to make fish of one race 
and fowl of the other. It was an honest, if a hasty, impulse. 

Everybody knows that had time been taken, had efficient means of 
detection been set at work, had advanta been taken of leaks 
which were sure to open in a matter of which so many are claimed to 
„ the truth could have been got at and the offenders 
ound out. 

INVESTIGATION FITTING. 


“Of course, it is right and fitting that, in the present posture of the 
matter, Congress should, as now pro have a thorough investigation 
of the facts, with a full hearing of all whose rights and fortunes are 
involved, and if innocent men have suffered do them justice. And 
surely nobody will then be readier to do it than the President, who by 
his manly withdrawal of that part of his order, which in his haste 
was improprerly included in it, has again shown his readiness to correct 
an error.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. The grand jury could get no clew because 
they were only working among the citizens of the town, with the 
general result that the evidence was overwhelming that soldiers 
did it, but as to which soldier they had no evidence to learn. 
Can anybody be made to believe that the thirteen men who were 
by general suspicion pointed out, had they been placed in solitary 
confinement and allowed to see no one and an offer of amnesty 
for turning State’s evidence been made, that something would 
not have come of it? Is it possible to believe that if a large 
number of the other men were accessories before or after the 
fact that black detectives enlisted and placed among them 
would not have discovered some clew? Is there anyone ac- 
quainted with criminal procedure bold enough to declare that 
a clew once obtained would not have soon led to the detection 
of all the guilty parties? The whole procedure has the appear- 
ance of a well-laid plan to shield and protect the real criminals, 
and in the most effective manner possible, and to hurry the 
expulsion of innocent and guilty men alike from the Army, so 
as to put it out of the power of anybody at any time to ever 
prove who the guilty men were and mete out adequate punish- 
ment to them. 

No Senator, not even the Senator from Wisconsin, liked to 
answer the question about enlisting the detectives. Instead 
of doing so, he proceeded to abuse me to distract attention 
from this glaring failure of the authorities to do what every 
sensible man knows ought to have been done. 
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I return now to another point in the Senator's indictment. 
It is that part of his speech where he asks whether the law 
should not apply to the black man in the South as well as to 
the white man in the North. 

With great emphasis and eloquence he made the inquiry, 


“Ts not that principle applicable to a black man,” ete. And 
what I wish to ask, in view of the attitude which has been 
shown by the War Department toward the negro soldiers at 
Brownsville and the white soldiers at Athens, Ohio, is not 
this principle as applicable in the one case as in the other? 

It was adroit for the Senator to shift the minds of his au- 
ditors and the readers of the Record from the President's out- 
rageous discrimination against the black soldiers and favoring 
the white ones to my own utterances and attitude toward the 
negro rapists, and the shrewdness and dishonesty of the argu- 
ment and the indecency of the attack was emphasized when 
the Senator from Wisconsin proceeded to quote from a former 
speech of mine in this body, in which I said: 

We shot them; we killed them; and we will do it again. 

When I asked for permission to point this qut and show how 
unfair and unmanly was the attack he shut me off incontinently, 
refusing absolutely to give me an opportunity to explain or de- 
fend myself. 

Now, what about those words of mine: “ We shot them,” ete. 
In what connection did I utter them? If I mistake not the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin was in this Chamber when I used that lan- 
guage. There were present a large number of leading Repub- 
licans. I challenged each and every man here to show wherein 
the people of South Carolina were not justified, and no one 
dared reply. I will repeat the statement of fact and circum- 
stances. It was in 1876, thirty years ago, and the people of 
South Carolina had been living under negro rule for eight years. 
There was a condition bordering upon anarchy. Misrule, rob- 
bery; and murder were holding high carnival. The people's sub- 
stance was being stolen, and there was no incentive to labor. 
Our legislature was composed of a majority of negroes, most of 
whom could neither read nor write. They were the easy dupes 
and tools of as dirty a band of vampires and robbers as ever 
preyed upon a prostrate people. There was riotous living in the 
statehouse and sessions of the legislature lasting from year to 
year. 5 

Our lawmakers never adjourned. They were getting a per 
diem. They felt that they could increase their income by re- 
maining in session all the while. They were taxing us to death 
and confiscating our property. We felt the very foundations of 
our civilization crumbling beneath our feet, that we were sure 
to be engulfed by the black flood of barbarians who were sur- 
rounding us and had been put over us by the Army under the 
reconstruction acts. The sun of hope had disappeared behind 
a cloud of gloom and despair, and a condition had arisen such 
as has never been the lot of white men at any time in the 
history of the world to endure. Life ceased to be worth hav- 
ing on the terms under which we were living, and in despera- 
tion we determined to take the government away from the 
negroes. 

We reorganized the Democratic party with one plank, and 
only one plank, namely, that “this is a white man’s country 
and white men must govern it.” Under that banner we went 
to battle. We had 8,000 negro militia organized by carpetbag- 
gers. The carpetbag goyernor had come to Washington and had 
persuaded General Grant to transcend his authority by issuing 
to the State its quota of arms under the militia appropriation 
for twenty years in advance, in order to get enough to equip 
these negro soldiers. They used to drum up and down the roads 
with their fifes and their gleaming bayonets, equipped with 
new Springfield rifies and dressed in the regulation uniform. 
It was lawful, I suppose, but these negro soldiers or this negro 
militia—for they were never soldiers—growing more and more 
bold, let drop talk among themselves where the white children 
might hear their purpose, and it came to our ears. This is 
what they said: 

The President is our friend. The North is with us. We intend to 
kill all the white men, take the land, marry the white women, and 
then these white children will wait on us. 

Those fellows forgot that there were in South Carolina some 
forty-odd thousand ex-Confederate soldiers, men who had worn 
the gray on a hundred battlefields; men who had charged 
breastworks defended by men in blue; men who had held 
lines of battle charged by men in blue; men who had seen real 
battles, where heroes fought. They forgot that putting in 
uniform a negro man with not sense enough to get out of a 
shower of rain did not make him a soldier. So when this con- 
dition of desperation had reached the unbearable point; when, 
as I say, despair had come upon us, we set to work to take the 
government away from them, 


We knew—who knew better?—that the North then was a unit 
in its opposition to southern ideas, and that it was their purpose 
to perpetuate negro governments in those States where it could 
be done by reason of there being a negro majority. Having 
made up our minds, we set about it as practical men. 

I do not say it in a boastful spirit, although I am proud to 
say it, that the people of South Carolina are the purest-blooded 
Americans in America. They are the descendants of the men 
who fought with Marion, with Sumter, with Pickens, and our 
other heroes in the Revolution. We have had no admixture of 
outsiders, except a small trickling in from the North and from 
other Southern States. $ 

Clashes came. The negro militia grew unbearable and more 
and more insolent. I am not speaking of what I haye read; I 
am speaking of what I know, of what I saw. There were two 
militia companies in my township and a regiment in my county. 
We had clashes with these negro militiamen. The Hamburg riot 
was one clash, in which seven negroes and one white man were 
killed. A month later we had the Ellenton riot, in which no one 
ever knew how many negroes were killed, but there were forty or 
fifty or a hundred. It was a fight between barbarism and civili- 
zation, between tbe African and the Caucasian, for mastery, 

It was then that “we shot them;” it was then that “ we 
killed them; ” it was then that“ we stuffed ballot boxes.” After 
the troops came and told us, “ You must stop this rioting,” we 
had decided to take the government away from men so debased 
as were the negroes—I will not say baboons; I never have called 
them baboons; I believe they are men, but some of them are’ so 
near akin to the monkey that scientists are yet looking for the 
missing link. We saw the evil of giving the ballot to creatures 
of this kind, and saying that one vote shall count regardless of 
the man behind the yote and whether that vote would kill mine. 
So we thought we would let you see that it took something else 
besides having the shape of a man to make a man. 

Grant sent troops to maintain the carpetbag government in 
power and to protect the negroes in the right to vote. He 
merely obeyed the law. I haye no fault to find with him. It 
was his. policy, as he announced, to enforce the law, because if 
it were bad then it would be repealed. Then it was that we 
stuffed ballot boxes, because desperate diseases require desper- 
ate remedies, and having resolved to take the State away, we 
hesitated at nothing. 

It is undoubted that the Republicans will assume all respon- 
sibility for the condition in the South at that time. They have 
neyer shirked it. The Senator from Wisconsin acknowledged 
his participation in it the other day. He has no apology to 
make for it. I do not ask anybody to apologize for it; I am only 
justifying our own action. I want to say now that we have not 
shot any negroes in South Carolina on account of politics since 
1876. We have not found it necessary. [Laughter.] Eighteen 
hundred and seventy-six happened to be the hundredth anniver- 
sary of the Declaration of Independence, and the action of the 
white men of South Carolina in taking the State away from 
the negroes we regard as a second declaration of independence 
by the Caucasian from African barbarism. 

The other day the Senator from Wisconsin defined liberty. 
Liberty is that,“ I believe he said, which is permitted by 
law to be done.” The Senator has the right to give whatever 
idea of liberty he may have, and I have no objection to that. 
In a general way it is a very good definition. But I here de- 
clare that if the white men of South Carolina had been content 
to obey the laws which had been forced down our throats at 
the point of the bayonet and submit to the reconstruction acts 
which had thrust the ballot into the hands of ignorant and 
debased negroes, slaves five years before, and only two or three 
generations remoyed from the barbarians of Africa, the State 
of South Carolina to-day would be a howling wilderness, a 
second Santo Domingo. It took the State fifteen years to re- 
cover and begin to move forward again along the paths of de- 
velopment and progress; and in consequence of the white men 
interpreting the word “ liberty“ to mean the liberty of white peo- 
ple and not the license of black ones, the State is to-day in the 
very yanguard of southern progress, and can point to the result 
as the absolute justification for every act which we performed in 
76, however lawless our acts may be in the eyes of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

South Carolina and Louisiana were the two last States to 
throw off the blood-sucking vampires which had been set over 
them by the reconstruction acts. 

I would not have tried to do more than to give a statement of 
facts the other day, but I was not permitted to do so. I was 
ordered to take my own time, and I am now taking it in answer. 

Now, Mr. President, a word about lynching and my attitude 
toward it. A great deal has been said in the newspapers, North 
and South, about my responsibility in connection with this 
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matter. My position has been purposely misrepresented, and 
the Senator from Wisconsin has assumed to himself the right to 
arraign me in this body and to pass judgment of condemnation 
in most biting and vindictive phrase. It is not worth while 
to ask who made Jonn C. Spooner my keeper or gave him the 
right to assume this hectoring and masterful attitude. With a 
self-righteousness that is characteristic of his breed, he dons 
the robe of the Pharisee, spreads broad his phylacteries, and 
calls up the Senator from South Carolina for sentence and pro- 
nounces his decree. These are his words: 4 

Mr. Sroonsr. Now, Mr. President, I believe in law. I believe that 
wherever a man perpetrates a crime, or a crime is committed and the 
perpetrator or suspected perpetrator can be identified, the law should 
šeize him. I believe he is entitled to a trial before sentence. I belleve 
he is entitled to a day in court. 

I am op Mr. President, to any man making himself judge, juror, 
and executioner. I look upon it as shocking beyond expression in civi- 
lized communities, Mr. President, for the populace to seize a human 
being, charge him with crime, drag him to a tree protesting his inno- 
cence, and hang him or burn him at the stake. In the corrupted 
currents of this world” it sometimes happens. All just men deplore 
it. No man ought to encourage it. It is a crime against civiliza- 
tion to encourage it. 

I have looked with peculiar honor and pride upon the brave, contin- 
ued efforts of southern governors to conserve the law, to maintain 
peace, to make that a real shield which the law in every civilized com- 
munity is intended to throw around a man accused of crime. I have 
admired Governor Vardaman for it; I have admired the governors of 
other States in the South for it; I admire the governor anywhere who 
has done his uttermost to prevent lynching and to punish lynching. 

And, Mr. President, I have been shocked more than once. I was 
shocked the other day here by the statement of the Senator from South 
Carolina justifying it and supporting its continuance. If there is one 
man under the sky who ought not to do it it is a maker of the laws 
which govern the people. 

Mr. President, this is not an attack nor is it intended to be upon the 
Senator from South Carolina. It is a plea for good government, or- 
derly government, real liberty—-not the liberty of one man, but the 
liberty of all. What is liberty? It is not license. Liberty was once 
well defined te be “freedom to do that which the law permits.” ‘That 
is what liberty is. I say again that any man here or elsewhere who 
encourages | nee murder, lawlessness, will have much to answer 
for, and the higher his position and the weightier his influence the more 
he will have to answer for. 

Have I ever advocated lynch law at any time or at any place? 
I answer on my honor, “ Never!“ I have justified it for one 
crime, and one only, and I have consistently and persistently 
maintained that attitude for the last fourteen years. As goy- 
ernor of South Carolina I proclaimed that, although I had taken 
the oath of office to support the law and enforce it, I would 
lead a mob to lynch any man, black or white, who had ravished 
a woman, black or white. This is my attitude calmly and de- 
liberately taken, and justified by my conscience in the sight of 
God. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin speaks of “ lynch- 
ing bees.” As far as lynching for rape is concerned, the word 
is a misnomer. When stern and sad-faced white men put to 
death a creature in human form who has deflowered a white 
woman, there is nothing of the “ bee” about it. There is more 
of the feeling of participating as mourner at a funeral. They 
have avenged the greatest wrong, the blackest crime in all the 
category of crimes, and they have done it, not so much as an act 
of retribution in behalf of the victim as a duty aud as a warn- 
ing as to what any man may expect who shall repeat the 
offense. They are looking to the protection of their own loved 
ones, 

The Senator from Wisconsin prates about the law. He erects 
the law into a deity which must be worshiped regardless of 
justice. He has studied law books until his mind has become 
saturated with the bigotry which ignores the fundamental prin- 
ciple in this Government: “ Law is nothing more than the will 
of the people.” There are written laws and unwritten laws, 
and the unwritten laws are always the very embodiment of sav- 
age justice. The Senator from Wisconsin is incapable of un- 
derstanding conditions in the South or else he has lost those 
natural impulses which for centuries have been the character- 
istics of the race to which we belong. 

Tacitus tells us that the “ Germanic people were ever jealous 
of the virtue of their women.” Germans, Saxons, Englishinen, 
they are practically one, springing from the same great root. 
That trinity of words, the noblest and holiest in our language, 
womanhood, wifehood, motherhood, have Saxon origin. I be- 
lieve with Wordsworth—it is my religion— 

A mother is a mother still, the noblest thing alive. 

And a man who speaks with lightness or flippancy or discusses 
cold-bloodedly a matter so vital as the purity and chastity of 
womanhood is a disgrace to his own mother and unworthy the 
love of a good wife. 

Look at our environment in the South, surrounded, and in a 
very large number of counties and in two States outnumbered, 
by the negroes—engulfed, as it were, in a black flood of semi- 
barbarians. Our farmers, living In segregated farmhouses, 
more or less thinly scattered through the country, haye negroes 
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on every hand. For forty years these have been taught the 
damnable heresy of equality with the white man, made the pup- 
pet of scheming politicians, the instrument for the furtherance 


of political ambitions. Some of them have just enough educa- 
tion to be able to read. but not always to understand what they 
read. Their minds are those of children, while they have the 
passions and strength of men. Taught that they are oppressed, 
and with breasts pulsating with hatred of the whites, the 
younger generation of negro men are roaming over the land, 
passing back and forth without hindrance, and with no possi- 
bility of adequate police protection to the communities in which 
they are residing. 

Now let me suppose a case. Let us take any Senator on this 
floor—I will not particularize—take him from some great and 
well-ordered State in the North, where there are possibly twenty 
thousand negroes, as there are in Wisconsin, with over two 
million whites. Let us carry this Senator to the backwoods in 
South Carolina, put him on a farm miles from a town or rail- 
road, and environed with negroes. We will suppose he has a 
fair young daughter just budding into womanhood; and recol- 
lect this, the white women of the South are in a state of siege; 
the greatest care is exercised that they shall at all times where 
it is possible not be left alone or unprotected, but that can not 
always and in every instance be the case. That Senator's 
daughter undertakes to visit a neighbor or is left home alone- 
for a brief while. Some lurking demon who has watched for the 
opportunity seizes her; she is choked or beaten into insensibility 
and ravished, her body prostituted, her purity destroyed, her 
chastity taken from her, and a memory branded on her brain as 
with a red-hot iron to haunt her night and day as long as she 
lives. Moore has drawn us the picture in most graphic lan- 
guage: 
mee One fatal remembrance, one sorrow that throws 

Its bleak shade alike o'er our joys and our woes, 


To which life nothing darker or brighter can bring, 
For which joy hath no balm and afiliction no sting. 


In other words, a death in life. This young girl thus blighted 
and brutalized drags herself to her father and tells him what 
has happened. Is there a man here with red blood in his veins 
who doubts what impulses the father would feel? Is it any 
wonder that the whole countryside rises as one man and with 
set, stern faces seek the brute who has wrought this infamy? 
Brute, did I say? Why, Mr. President, this crime is a slander 
on the brutes. No beast of the field forces his female. He 
waits invitation. It has been left for something in the shape 
of a man to do this terrible thing. And shall such a creature, 
because he has the semblance of a man, appeal to the law? 
Shall men coldbloodedly stand up and demand for him the 
right to have a fair trial and be punished in the regular course 
of justice? So far as I am concerned he has put himself out- 
side the pale of the law, human and divine. He has sinned 
against the Holy Ghost. He has invaded the holy of holies. 
He has struck civilization a blow, the most deadly and cruel 
that the imagination can conceive. It is idle to reason about 
it; it is idle to preach about it. Our brains reel under the 
staggering blow and hot blood surges to the heart. Civiliza- 
tion peels off us, any and all of us who are men, and we revert 
to the original savage type whose impulses under any and all 
such circumstances has always been to “ kill! kill! kill!” 

I do not know what the Senator from Wisconsin would do 
under these circumstances; neither do I care. I have three 
daughters, but, so help me God, I had rather find either one of 
them killed by a tiger or a bear and gather up her bones and 
bury them, conscious that she had died in the purity of her 
maidenhooed, than have her crawl to me and tell me the horrid 
story that she had been robbed of the jewel of her womanhood 
by a black fiend. The wild beast would only obey the instinct 
of nature, and we would bunt him down and kill him just as 
soon as possible. What shall we do with a man who has out- 
bruted the brute and committed an act which is more cruel 
than death? Try him? Drag the victim into court, for she 
alone can furnish legal evidence, and make her testify ta the 
fearful ordeal through which she has passed, undergoing a sec- 
ond crucifixion? 

Here is the picture drawn by a southern poet: 


A little woman, slight and deathly pale, 
Within her eyes 3 

The dim shame lingers of a sin unsinned. 

She speaks. 

Her voice is broken as her pride. 

It hath 

No music and no color and no warmth. 

From eyes like hers and tones like bers a man 
May learn how merciful is death. 

She tells 

The story of ber guiltless infamy— 

Tells it beneath a fire of interruptions, 
Cross-questions, and objections, and the like, 
Sanctioned by Law’s procedure. 

And insults from a shyster privileged 


Thro’ his employment to insult her so— 
Tells it 


From start to finish, and Is not spared a word, 
Until. at last, 

A pitifully living corpse, she falls 

Back into fearful silence. = 

. * * „ . J $ . 
And, facing her, 

The while, the Beast leans forward, huge and black, 
Its simian arms crossed on the breast of it— 
Whispering, at times, in the attorney's ears 
Suggestions as to questions to be asked— 

And tho’ the fear of death and hell agape 

Be in its belly, still unable quite 

To hide a grin of reminiscent lust 

Behind a sweating palm. 


* r * * * * 0 * 
That is the picture— 
Do I hear you say 


Again: “The Law should take its course?” 
II. R. R. Hertzberg, New Orleans Harlequin. 

That is what the Senator from Wisconsin says he would do, 
and he is welcome to all of the honor he can get out of it. 
Our rule is to make the woman witness, prosecutor, judge, and 
jury. I have known Judge Lynch's court to sit for a week 
while suspect after suspect has been run down and arrested, 
and in eyery instance they were brought into the presence of 
the victim, and when she said, “ That is not the man,” he was 
set free; but when she said, “ That is the man,” civilization 
asserted itself, and death, speedy and fearful, let me say— 
certainly speedy—was meted out. I have never advocated, I 
have deprecated and denounced, burning for this or any other 
crime, I believe it brutalizes any man who participates in a 
cruel punishment like that. I am satisfied to get out of the 
world such creatures. 

As far as the people of the South are concerned, it is said 
I do not represent them here. Somehow or other I seem to 
represent one State; and I do not hesitate to assert that it is 
my religious belief that on this subject of rape I voice the 
feeling and the purpose of 95 per cent of the true white men 
of the Southern States. Whether I do or not, I voice my own. 
Iam not ashamed of them. I have no apologies to make for them. 

The Senators from Wisconsin and Colorado may rave, the 
newspapers may howl, but men who were reared by virtuous 
mothers and who revere womanly purity as the most priceless 
jewel of their civilization will do as we of the South have 
done. On this question I take back nothing and apologize for 
nothing. I spurn and scorn the charlatanry and cant, the 
hypocrisy and cowardice, the insolence and effrontery of any 
and all men who call my motives in question. 

Now, Mr. President, I will give a very brief outline of my con- 
ception of conditions in the South to-day. I believe I understand 
the conditions there as well as any other man. I may be mis- 
taken. 

Never in the history of the world has a high-spirited and 
chivalrous people been called on to face a more difficult and dan- 
gerous situation. That a crisis is approaching every thoughtful 
man must confess. That there is a promise of a safe or happy 
solution is doubted by all. The Senator from Wisconsin dis- 
misses the question with a wave of the hand and with an ad- 
monition to me and others who think like me to keep quiet and 
be good, urging that he had originally advocated the force bill, 
but confessed that he was wrong, and that it is better it did not 
pass. He contends the southern people, black and white, must 
live together and that the rest of the nation have for the time 
being left the matter alone; that there has been no discussion 
among the Republicans in this Chamber such as marked his 
earlier service in the Senate upon the subject. He says he 
knows of no better way to precipitate a race conflict than to be 
always talking about one. And he holds me up as the greatest 
sinner in that regard. You can not pick up a paper any day 
but that you will find an appeal from some negro in the North, 
some convention, some resolution of some kind somewhere de- 
nouncing the wrongs done the negroes in the South and demand- 
ing justice for them. Those papers circulate in the South. 
They go everywhere. Our schools, supported by the taxes paid 
by the white people, are educating these negroes to read such 
appeals. 

If talking about a race conflict is going to precipitate one, I 
wish to ask, has the Senator forgotten the proclamation of Wil- 
liam II. Seward that there was “an irrepressible conflict“ be- 
tween the North and the South on the matter of slavery and that 
his prophecy came true? Does he forget that Lincoln declared 
that the Republic could not exist half slave and half free? Are 
we to hide our heads in the sand, like an ostrich, and ignore the 
dangerous signs of the times and wait until the tempest bursts 
upon us in all of its fury? The Senator from Wisconsin, living 
in a northern Commonwealth where there are no negroes, who 
knows nothing about the situation, can not understand it and 
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will not take the trouble to go and study it. What right has he 
to criticise me, who sees down the road these dangers and would 
try to prevent them? 

The Senator warns ns that the fourteenth amendment con- 
templates the reduction of representation in the electoral col- 
lege and in the House of Representatives on account of the 
South’s attitude. Is it a question of political power or is it a 
question of the preservation of our civilization? 

The Senate last week unanimously declared that the war of 
1861-1865 was not a rebellion. It struck out the words “ war 
of the rebellion” and substituted “ civil war.” If this means 
anything, it means that the lawmakers of this country have at 
last come to realize that it was a civil war and that it was a 
contest over constitutional interpretation, and that the southern 
people fought for what they believed to be their constitutional 
righ 

A couple of days ago, at Lexington, a distinguished citizen of 
Massachusetts, a man of affairs, a representative of northern 
civilization, a soldier in the Union Army, proclaimed that he 
had fought Lee during most of his service in the war, and 
would have been glad to kill him then; but he recognized 
the greatness of that grand man’s character, and said that if 
he had been in the South he would haye fought with Lee. That 
is all we want anybody to acknowledge—the purity and honesty 
of the South’s attitude. 

I say here, from my observation and experience, and I claim 
to know something about it, that there is among the northern 
people little or no sectional hatred left. I have been among 
them. I have tested them. I have touched their nerves, if 
they have any, on the raw. I have seen nowhere any indica- 
tion of hatred for the South as the South. And the people 
of the North are no longer blinded by passion. Newspapers 
of a partisan character are contending for political reasons 
for the maintenance of the settlement and the continuance 
of the adjustment of the issue after the war. I do not care to 
go into the political phases of this question, to point out the 
number of negro votes in the North, which compel, in a way, 
the continuance of that attitude. We were told, until this 
happy adjustment in regard to this resolution about Browns- 
ville, that the leader of the Republican cohorts had threatened 
and had prepared a resolution to investigate conditions in the 
South in regard to elections. 

Mr. President, the South has no fear of an investigation of 
that kind. It might have been dangerous fifteen or twenty 
years ago, but it can no longer do us any harm. We court it; 
at least I do. We have no objection in the world to an inves- 
tigation from top to bottom and from end to end of elections 
North, South, East, and West. Of course the composition of 
the committee might be partisan. They might not undertake to 
arrive at the facts and get a real insight into conditions, to 
set about a statesmanlike work of relieving an intolerable 
situation. But I do not hesitate to say here and now that if 
this issue is presented to the American people, unless I am mis- 
taken about that people, if they are made clearly to understand 
what is involved in the conditions in the South now, and what 
will come inevitably in the near future, they can no longer and 
never will be rallied again under the cry of a “free vote and a 
fair count” for the negroes of the South. 

The Republican party itself has forsaken its old war cry of 
“the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man.” It 
has denied the Filipinos any participation in the Government, 
proclaiming that they are not fit. The southern people know 
they are unfit. We do not dispute it; but in the name of com- 
mon sense and honest dealing, if the Filipinos are unfit, why are 
the negroes fit? Everybody knows that the Caucasian stands 
first, the Mongolian second, the Malay third, the Indian 
fourth, and the negro fifth in the scale of civilization as fixed 
by ethnologists. We have had to deal with the other four races 
besides our own. We have excluded the Chinese. Why? In 
order to satisfy the selfish desire of white men who are inter- 
ested. We have butchered the Indian and taken his land. We 
have settled him. We have denied that the Malay is fit. Yet 
here we stand proclaiming that the African is fit. 

The disfranchisement of the negro in the South for the time 
being has been acquiesced in by the people of the North without 
protest, but the fourteenth and the fifteenth amendments are the 
law of the land. Of course there is great doubt as to whether 
they were ever adopted in a constitutional way. I should like 
to hear the Senators from Wisconsin and Ohio, after studying 


-the question a little, argue the point as a purely legal one, with- 


out reference to political conditions. 

As a discussion of the race question in general goes on 
throughout the country and the future status of the negro in 
the United States and how to ameliorate conditions which are 
well-nigh intolerable now will more and more attract attention 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


y = 


1443 


to the fundamental question as to whether or not the races are 
equal, must come to the front. It will be settled finally on that 
basis, yes or no. If the majority of the white people make up 
their minds that the negroes are not their equals, they will 
sooner or later put it in the law that they shall not have a part 
of the inheritance of the white race. 

There was an irrepressible conflict in 1860 between slavery 
and freedom; between the idea of a confederation of States and 
a perpetual Union. Is there any man bold enough to deny that 
there is an irrepressible conflict now between civilization and 
barbarism and that the living together upon an absolute plane 
of equality of the two races in the South—one the highest, the 
other-the lowest in the scale—is an impossibility without strife 
and bloodshed? 

Let the newspapers of the country answer. Take up on any 
day you please a paper published anywhere and read of these 
conflicts and murders and ravishings, and all that sort of thing. 
Is it too much for me to say that the American people want 
this question investigated and discussed calmly and without 
passion or partisan bias, and have their lawmakers here set 
about trying to do something? That is all I am trying to ac- 
complish. I do not expect to live to see any change in the 
Constitution of the United States one way or another. I doubt 
if there is a man in this Chamber who will ever see it changed 
by amendment. 

But I do not plead for the white people of the South alone. 
In the ultimate conclusion of this issue we will take care of 
ourselves, and if we can not do it without help we will get in 
the North all the recruits who believe in white supremacy and 
white civilization that we want or need. Thank God, “ blood 
is thicker than water.” But we do not want to have to go 
through the fearful ordeal and crime of butchering the negro. 

I realize that there are millions of good negroes, if they are 
let alone and not taught heresies and criminal thoughts and 
feelings and actions. I should like to see this good, easy, good- 
for-nothing people given a chance to live. Give them justice; 
give them equal rights before the law; enable them to get 
property and keep it, and be protected in its enjoyment; give 
them life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, provided their 
happiness does not destroy mine, 

The Senator from Wisconsin read the other day, with great 
pathos and effect, the eloquent speech of Henry Grady. There 
is not a line or a sentence in that noble deliverance to which I 
do not subscribe. The negroes whom Grady described were the 
negroes of the old slave days—the negroes with whom he played 
in childhood, the negroes with whom I played in childhood, the 
negroes who knew they were inferior and who never presumed 
to assert equality. For these negroes there is throughout the 
South a universal feeling of respect and love. I have not got 
it here, but I have at my home in the city a photograph of one 
of these. I might term him “ Old Black Joe,” for he is a full- 
blooded negro, about GO years old. He bas been living with me 
thirty-five years. He now has the keys to my home in South 
Carolina. He has full charge and control over my stock, my 
plantation. He is in every way a shining example of what the 
negro can be and how he can get along with the white man 
peacefully and pleasantly and honorably, enjoying all of his 
liberties and rights. But he has never meddled with voting. 
He occupies the same attitude as the white man and the negro 
do in this District. They do not meddle with voting. I do not 
hesitate to say, however, that a more loyal friend no man ever 
had. Every child that I have would share his last crust with 
that negro to-morrow. 

Grady spoke of the loyalty of the slaves during the war, and 
the Senator from Wisconsin amplified the picture in eloquent 
phrase. I myself, as a schoolboy of 13, saw the Confed- 
erate soldiers as they took their departure for the front to 
battle for home and liberty. I saw the parting between the 
husband and his family, kissing one after another of his chil- 
dren, saving the last kiss for the wife and mother, and then turn- 
ing to the group of faithful slaves and shaking them by the 
hand, give the parting injunction, “ Take care of your mistress 
and the children.“ How did the slaves redeem the promise? 
They all said“ Yes, master.“ How they lived up to the promise 
history tells. There were in the South at that time 4,000,000 
negroes, 800,060 males of adult age. The women and children 
of the white men who were in the Confederate army were left 
there, entirely helpless for support and protection, with these 
negroes. With 800,000 negro men, there is not of record a soli- 
tary instance of one white woman having been wronged until 
near the close of the war, when some of the negro soldiers who 
had been poisoned by contact with northern ideas come along 
and perpetrated some outrages. 

The negro slave was true to the faith. When Sherman’s 
army marched through South Carolina, leaving behind it a 


40-mile breadth of burned houses, the chimneys marking where 
the habitations of the Confederate soldiers had been, every 
house that had a plank on it gone, the women and children 
turned out in the rain and sleet of February to find shelter 
in the negro cabins, everything to eat burned or haying been 
seized and carried off by the army, I knew some of thèse slaves 
to go behind in the track of the army and rake up the corn off 
the ground where the horses had been fed, wash it and dry it 
and carry it to the starving wives and children of the white 
men of the South. 

Talk to me about hating these people! I do not do it. We 
took them as barbarians, fresh from Africa, the first generation 
we will say, or some of them twice removed, some of them once 
removed, some of them thrice removed, some of them a fourth 
removed from barbarism, but the bulk of them only twice. We 
taught them that there was a God. We gave them what little 
knowledge of civilization they have to-day. We taught them to 
tell the truth. We taught them not to steal. We gave them 
those characteristics which differentiate the barbarian and say- 
age from the civilized man. 

Slavery died, and it ought to have died. The South was not 
responsible for it. It had been recognized in the Constitution. 
It had been guaranteed. The slaves had not been brought from 
Africa in southern ships. The barbarian was civilized by us. 
You struck the shackles off of him. What have you made of him? 
With all the Confederate soldiers gone to war, no woman was 
harmed. With all the white men in the South at home, every 
week some woman is offered up as a sacrifice to this African 
Minotaur. Senators will all recall the myth of the Minotaur, 
the monster which came from the sea and ravaged the lands 
of the Athenians. In order that the Athenians might get relief 
he made an agreement that-if they would pay a tribute of ten 
young men and young maidens every year he would relieve them 
from this depredation. The Minotaur was killed by Theseus, 
but, before this happened, once a year ten maidens were sent to 
him to be devoured. The South to-day is offering up anywhere 
from 40 to 100 maidens and matrons to this modern beast that 
has been bred by fanaticism and political greed. 

If the two races are to live together in the South, as no doubt 
they must, there is no earthly doubt that unless something is 
done to relieve the situation in the near future there will be 
direful tragedies. It is doubtful whether anything that we can 
do can undo the wrong that has been perpetrated already, 
whether the poison can be extracted without producing its re- 
sults. We in our country exemplify as near as has ever been 
exemplified in history a condition depicted in the Bible. There 
is a phrase there very little understood. I never myself under- 
stood it until I made an investigation into Jewish antiquities: 

Oh, who will deliver me from the body of this death? 

What does it mean? It was the law of the Jews that for cer- 
tain forms of homicide, certain black and bloody murders, the 
murderer should be stripped naked and his victim stripped 
naked and the dead man’s body chained to the body of the living 
man, back to back, limb to limb, and the two left alone. The 
flies and the vermin which are produced and attracted by putre- 
faction brought about the inevitable result. The decaying car- 
cass fastened to the living in the end produced death in the most 
horrible form. 

In 1865 the South, prostrate and bleeding and helpless, a 
very Niobe of nations, had the dead carcass of slavery chained 
to it by the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. For eight 
years two States labored under it. One after another the 
others had thrown off for a little while the incubus—not getting 
loose, but simply getting relief, being able to stand up, to move, 
to breathe, and to make some progress. But there the carcass 
hangs, riveted to our civilization. The putrefaction is going on. 
A return to barbarism is evident in every day of our contact 
with these people in the South. Relieved from police control, 
they are no longer compelled, as the Indians have been by the 
troops, to stay on their reservations. These negroes move where 
they please. They have a little smattering of education. Some 
of them have white blood in their veins and taught that they are 
as good as the white man, they ask, Why not as good as a white 
woman? And when caste feeling and race pride and every in- 
stinct that influences and controls the white women makes them 
spurn the thought, rape follows. Murder and rape become a 
monomania. The negro becomes a fiend in human form. 

We can not police those people to-day under the fourteenth 
amendment without taking from the whites their own liberties. 
In my desperation to seek some remedy to prevent rape and not 
have the necessity of avenging rape, I have gone so far as to 
plead with the people of the South to inaugurate a passport 
system, by which we should keep in control and under super- 
vision all of the wandering classes, white and black. 

Race hatred grows day by day. There is no man who is 
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honest, going through the South and conversing with the white 
people and blacks, but will return and tell you this is true. 

Some of the negroes have a goed excuse. I will not dispute 
it. If I were negro I would do probably as they do, but being 
a white man, I do just as I am doing, and I expect to do so, so 
help me God, as long as I have breath in my body. 

Then I say to you of the North, who are the rulers of the 
land, who can change this or do something to relieve conditions, 
what are you going to do about it? Are you going to sit quiet? 
If nothing else will cause you to think, I notify you, what you 
already know, that there are a billion dollars or more of north- 
ern capital invested in the South in railroads, in mines, in for- 
ests, in farm lands, and self-interest, if nothing else, ought to 


make you set about hunting some remedy for this terrible 


situation. . 

As it is the South is helpless. We can do nothing. It is not 
worth while for us to propose anything. All we can do is to 
maintain our present attitude of resistance, fo maintain our 
control of our State governments, and to submit to whatever 
you see fit to do in national affairs, because under no conditions 
do we ever hope that the South can regain control of this Gov- 
ernment. We are one-third of the population. You are two- 
thirds. Every year your numbers are being added to by a 
million immigrants in the North, who stay there, while none go 
to us. The million who came in last year represent fiye Con- 
gressmen. Those who came in year before last represent five 
more Congressmen. There is no danger of political power ever 
drifting away from the North as long as it maintains their 
#¥uperiority in population. No one expects to see that in this 
day or generation. 

Therefore we say to you—I take the responsibility, if I am 
alone, of saying to you—it is your duty to do something. It is 
your duty to move. It is your duty to begin the discussion. 

Yor the time being the South is occupying an attitude of wait- 
ing. It is occupying an attitude of constant friction, race riot, 
butchery, murder of whites by blacks and blacks by whites, the 
inevitable, irrepressible conflict between a white civilization 
and a black barbarism. 

I plead for the negro as much as for the white man. This 
body of death is chained to our backs by two constitutional 
amendments, and I ask you in God's name, I ask you in the 
name of civilization, I ask you in the name of the virtue and 
purity of the white women of the South, to do something to 
relieve us from the body of this death. [Applause in the gal- 
leries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again admonish the 
occupants of the galleries that applause is not allowed under 
the rules of the Senate, and trusts that it will not be necessary 
to repeat this admonition. 

During the delivery of Mr. Tit~mMAan’s speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
will suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. The bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and 
amend the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from South Carolina will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. TILLMAN’S speech, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, at this stage of the session I 
would not and ought not to be pardoned if I consumed much of 
the time of the Senate in reply to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Tursan]. I decline to be taunted or beguiled by the 
Senator from South Carolina into competition with him in the 
use of offensive epithets. The Senator was accurate when he 
said that we have served long together and have had sharp 
parliamentary contests. He will look in vain, unless my mem- 
ory has departed, to find in all the Recorp any epithet applied 
by me to him or any assault upon his character as a man or a 
Senator. 

The Senator says I have no right to set myself up as a mentor 
in the matter of manners in the Senate. I have not such a 
right. I never have usurped any such a function. 

Mr. President, I made no attack, using the word in its just, 
fair, and right sense, upon the Senator from South Carolina. 
We all have a better and a worse side. If it were not so, a 
man would be perfect, and there is no perfect man, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in the world. When the better side of the Senator from 
South Carolina resumes its sway over his worse side and the 
anger incident to this debate shall have passed away, my esti- 
mate of him is that he will regret as he reads them in the 


han RD some of the words which have fallen from his lips 
o-day. 

Mr. President, the Senator imputes to me malice against him, 
and attributes my utterance the other day to not only malice, 
but a deliberate purpose to offend him. The Senator could not 
be more mistaken or more unjust. I have schooled myself, if I 
know myself, not to cherish malice, because I am not willing to 
so far surrender my happiness, my peace of mind, into the keep- 
ing of an enemy as to allow my heart to be corroded by the 
nursing and cherishing of hate. A 

If it were otherwise, I should haye no malice against the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina. He has never giyen me cause. And 
I will say here, if I may be permitted, that I think no member 
of this body has spoken here oftener or better of his ability and 
ps real characteristics, and outside of this Chamber, than I 

ave. 

But, Mr. President, as an observation upon the personal part 
of the Senator’s speech it is appropriate for me to say this, and 
upon no other hypothesis. I criticized the attitude and the ut- 
terances here and elsewhere of the Senator from South Carolina. 
That was within my right. I withdraw in no respect, nor do I 
qualify, the opinion which I expressed as to its injustice and 
danger of which the Senator from South Carolina complains. 

If I, from this Chamber, should counsel the black men of the 
South to a course of revenge and violence; if I should utter 
words which, if they were of influence there, would spur the 
black men of the South to disregard the law; if I should say a 
word here or elsewhere, being a Senator of the United States, 
which would place obstacles in the pathway of the white people 
of the South and render it more difficult, Mr. President, for 
them to work out side by side with the colored race the destiny 
of each, there is not a Senator here from the South or from the 
North who would not feel it not only his right, but his duty, to 
criticise me. The Senator who ean not tolerate criticism, 
if it be just, upon the sentiments which he utters in public as 
being other than a personal attack is unfortunate. 

I was indignant over some of the utterances of the Senator 
from South Carolina. I was shocked, Mr. President, by some 
of the language uttered by the Senator from South Carolina in 
this debate and incorporated in the speech of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Patrerson]. I exercised the right of a Senator 
to criticize it, to deplore it, to express the wish that it had not 
been uttered, and my opinion that, uttered here and elsewhere, 
it is mischievous, as tending to lawlessness in the land. 

If in later days and on reflection the Senator regards that as 
a just basis for the epithets which he has applied to me, and I 
know it, I-shall feel then for the first time that I have not 
known the real Senator from South Carolina. ~ 

Mr. President, the Senator early in his speech characterized 
this entire battalion as a band of murderers and cutthroats. I 
do not give his language. Before he had proceeded far he char- 
acterized the regiment in the same way. I resented it as an 
injustice, which was entirely within my right. I did it, I 
thought, with courtesy, although I studied no word before 
I uttered it in that speech. I said, and I repeat as a proper 
rejoinder from an opposing side, that no man has a right 
to impeach the President of the United States, here or else- 
where, for injustice in discharging this battalion without a 
trial who advocates in public places the taking of human life 
without trial and judgment pursuant to law. Was that an 
insult to the Senator from South Carolina? If it was an insult 
to the Senator from South Carolina, Mr. President, the insult 
rested in repetition of language uttered by the Senator from 
South Cerolina, not in any word of mine. 

Mr. President, the Senator has repeated the doctrine, which 
he announced, and for which he contended the other day. Not 
only that, the Senator has to-day gone far beyond any utter- 
ance of his of which I have ever heard or which I have ever 
read. This is the only time I have-doubted his accuracy about 
himself. If any man in the United States had told me of the 
Senator and his attitude what he has said in the Senate this 
morning of himself I would not have believed it. I would not 
have withheld, Mr. President, for an instant my denunciation 
of it as unjust and untrue. 

The Senator from South Carolina tells us that as governor of 
South Carolina, having taken the oath which a governor takes, 
to support the constitution, having assumed the responsibility, 
in the sight of God, to take care that the laws be faithfully 
executed, he publicly announced that he would lead in putting 
to death without trial any black man who should commit the 
crime of rape upon a white or black woman, notwithstanding 
the Constitution of the United States and the constitution of 
the State have guaranteed him—him and all others without re- 
gard to color or nativity, those born without our limits and the 
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aliens dwelling among us—the protection of the judicial ma- 
chinery which early in the history of civilization was devised 
to prevent one man, or a number of men, from becoming without 
trial the executioner of any human being. 

As mankind has moved forward, Mr. President, on the lines 
of civilization, as Christianity has spread throughout the world, 
the lesson that all organized society is based upon law and an ob- 
servance of law, and that without it there is anarchy and retro- 
gression to the brutal days of tyranny—government without law 
is tyranny—people have come to realize how vital it is, not 
simply to the person involved, but to society at large, that all 
the safeguards thrown by constitutions and laws around human 
life must be everywhere observed. 

Mr. President, this is no fanciful theory; it is the crux and 
heart of government. It is not only a law of man, but it is a 
law of God, and the only firm basis of organized society. To 
forget it, to lapse from it, is to lapse into anarchy and bar- 
barism. 

Under the Constitution neither the State of South Carolina 
nor any other State can by valid act deprive a person of the full 
enjoyment of the guaranties of the Constitution; among others 
the right to know accurately with what offense he is charged; 
the right to a fair trial, by a jury, in court. The enactment of 
any such law is beyond the power of the State itself. Think of 
a doctrine that dsserts the right, and justifies it, of citizens to 
trample upon constitutional provisions and constitutional right, 
to take life for any cause which may seem for the moment, in 
their anger and passion, sufficient. I am not speaking of the 
South. I am speaking of the country. I am speaking of all 
our people, North and South. Mr. President, it will not do. 
The doctrine would be fatal North or South, East or West, to 
order, to civilization; and the man who justifies it here or any- 
where does a wrong to our system of government and to the 
civilization of the age. The advocacy of a doctrine which justi- 
fies citizens, at their will, in taking human life as punishment 
for an alleged offense without trial wheneyer passion moves to 
it, is revolutionary and wicked. 

I said in the speech which the Senator criticises, and I repeat 
it, that “ in the corrupted currents of this world I think I used 
that quotation—the passions of men will sometimes overcome 
their sense of duty and the obligations of good citizenship, and 
that here and there—it may be in every State—these guaranties 
will be forgotten, and mobs will take into their own hands the 
functions of accusation, judgment, and execution; but, Mr. 
President, such occasional barbarity is to be deplored. It is 
not, as I said the other day, in high places and by men clothed 
with power to be flaunted and advocated or justified. Is that 
a personal attack upon anyone? It is an utter disagreement 
with anyone who advocates lynching, who arrogates to himself 
to say in what cases the Constitution and the laws of the United 
States shall be abrogated, and as to what men. That is all. 

Mr. President, in the remarks which the Senator made as to 
the Fifty-fifth or Fifty-sixth Congress he included me. If I 
ever knew it I had forgotten it, nor did I have it in my memory 
when I spoke. x > 3 . 

When that happened 

Referring to what transpired in South Carolina, growing out, 
it was alleged, of the horrors and wickedness of carpetbag gov- 
ernment, the Senator said 


When that happened we took the government away. 
ballot boxes. We shot them. We are not ashamed of it. The Senator 
from Wisconsin would haye done the same thing. I see it in his eye 
t now. He would have done it. With that system—force, tissue 
convention and we" eliminated as T sid, al of the closed’ ges wom 
poe cold under the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. 8 
Mr. President, the Senator thinks I am incapable of realizing 
the situation and the conditions in the South. Probably I had 
not fell appreciation of the conditions at the time to which the 
Senator from South Carolina referred; I probably have no ade- 
quate appreciation of the situation in the South to-day. I know 
that it is dangerous; I know that it is delicate. I know that the 
colored people of the South must and will remain in the South. 
I know it is a problem which taxes the ingenuity, the statesman- 
ship, and the humanity of all the brain and all the heart of the 
white people of the South. The question which I had in my mind 
the other day was this: Which is the better spirit in which 
to work toward a solution of it—the sentiment and spirit of 
Grady or the sentiment and spirit of the Senator from South 
Carolina? Surely the question answers itself. 
. Mr. President, when one advocates lawlessness among the 
whites he of necessity encourages lawlessness and reprisal 
among the blacks. When one constantly vituperatively speaks 
of the superiority and inferiority of races dwelling side by side, 
he lights a torch; he lays the foundation for trouble. 
Equality of the races I never have discussed, and I never will 


We stuffed 


discuss it. It is bootless, Mr. President, and fruitless of any- 


thing but danger. It is enough to say that the races are differ- 
ent races. It is enough to say that undoubtedly the white race 
in the South will maintain the governments in the Southern 
States. We have not anywhere expected otherwise; but, Mr. 
President, leaving out politics, leaving out the ballot, before the 
law all men, without regard to color, must be equal. There can 
never be a day in this Iand, nor a spot, where the black man 
shall be less entitled than the white man to the guaranties 
which civilization has written into our Constitution and into 
the State constitutions. There is not a man so mean, so wicked, 
so homeless, so completely an outcast, that he is not entitled 
to the protection of the law; that he is not, before execution 
for an offense, entitled to his day in court, under the procedures 
which have been instituted, to have determined whether he is 
the man who did the deed. Does that attack anyone? That 
is a principle, Mr. President, which is at the very foundation 
of the Government. Without it this is not a Government either 
of liberty or of law. 

The Senator, in a very feeling and eloquent way, spoke of the 
unspeakable crime sometimes committed by white men and 
black men, in the North as well as in the South, and pro- 
claimed that the best blood of the Anglo-Saxon race flows in 
the veins of the people of South Carolina—a question I do not 
discuss. He paid a tribute to the men who appreciate woman— 
the mother, the wife, the sister, the daughter. The Senator will 
not claim that appreciation of womanhood and the crown jewel of- 
woman's existence, her chastity, is limited to any State in 
either quality or degree. The men of the North and of the 
South and the East and the West, aye, in the palace and in 
the cabin, equally love the home. They know it is the founda- 
tion, the ultimate basis, of society and all that is builded on it 
up to the highest form of government. No man living can more 
bitterly denounce than I feel the crime to which the Senator from 
South Carolina alluded. No man, Mr. President, in the world 
more desires its punishment than do I; and as I feel we all 
feel throughout the land. 

The mother! Mr. President, in the Bible nothing could be 
found with which to compare the love of God for his children 
but the love of a mother for her child. It is a bond which crime, 
ingratitude, misfortune, nothing in the world can sunder. 

But, Mr. President, that is all apart from the question. The 
question is whether, wherever a man is charged with this 
fiendish crime, he has not a right, sacred as the ark of the 
coyenant, to say in a court of justice, “I did not do it,” and 
to have that question tried in due form of law. He has a 
right to the presumption of innocence which is thrown about 
every man accused of crime. He has a right to say, “ You - 
must establish the offense and furnish evidence beyond a rea- 
sonable doubt that I am the man before you take my life 
on the scaffold.” Now, Mr. President, who is warranted in 
trampling anywhere upon that principle, universal in its ap- 
plication, as strong in the military, and no stronger, than it 
is in the administration of law in the civil courts? 

In my speech I referred to the Senator from South Carolina, 
as I have always done, as “my friend from South Carolina,” 
but that is unwelcome to him now. The doctrine, not the 
man, did I attack. I stated—and I think it offended the 
Senator from South Carolina—that I did not believe his at- 
titude upon the subject, violently asserted as it is here and 
has been before, and as it is elsewhere, represents the senti- 
ment which pervades the white men of the South, the men 
charged there with government. I have some reasons for that 
belief. 

It has remained for the Senator from South Carolina to be 
the only one from that section sitting in this Chamber since I 
haye had to do with this Chamber who, as I remember, has 
given utterance to any such justification of trial by mob and 
execution by mob. There are many Senators here from the 
South, all, including the Senator from South Carolina, faithful 
in their desire and in their effort to legislate wisely for the 
people of the United States and sensitive as the Senator from 
South Carolina can be to the real interests of the South; men 
who fought on many a field of carnage, Mr. President, who 
bared their breasts to the sheeted flame of battle for the es- 
tablishment of the Confederate government; strong men, able, 
pure, devoted, giving every thought and bending every effort 
here and elsewhere to work out this problem in the South. I 
have served here with Gen. Wade Hampton, as brave a man as 
ever lived, crowned by South Carolina with the honor which she 
has bestowed so many times in the past and doubtless will in 
the future bestow upon the Senator from South Carolina. 
He had knowledge of the conditions in the South. He looked 
ahead and realized the dangers. I never heard a word ut- 
tered on this floor by him of the black man in the South 
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but words of kindness. I never heard from him on this 
floor one word in advocacy of dealing out one law to the black 
man and another to the white man in the South—one measure 
of justice to the black man and another measure of justice’ to 
the white man in the South. 

One would have no better evidence that the Senator from 
South Carolina does not represent upon this subject the senti- 
ment of the governing element in the southern States than is 
afforded by the silence of his associates on that side of the 
Chamber, with full knowledge of the conditions and of the 
danger and trouble which they inyolve. Through all the years 
of my service here every one of them and their predecessors 
have foreborn violent utterances upon the subject, and from the 
lips of no one of them within my memory have ever fallen in this 
Chamber insulting characterizations of the colored race, or any 
any advocacy, Mr.-President, of lawless violence toward the 
race. 

I have here other utterances of the same kind as those which 
have been made here by the Senator from South Carolina, to 
which I intended when I arose to call attention, but I pass 
them by. 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator desire to interrupt me? 

Mr. TELLER. No. I thought the Senator had concluded. 
If the Senator has finished his speech 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not quite through. 

Mr. TELLER. I will wait until the Senator concludes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, a word in conclusion. 
I will not reargue the Brownsville question, and I will not go 
again into the race question, but I say again with all my heart 
from the standpoint of the North, whose sympathy the white 
people of the South need, and ought to have and will have, that 
any solution of this question, politics out of it, must be upon the 
basis of the black man’s right under the Constitution to life, lib- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness, and to the enjoyment of the 
guaranties of the Constitution which safeguard life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness. 

Now, once more repelling the imputation that any portion of 
the speech which has been criticized by the Senator from South 
Carolina was based upon personal ill will toward him, I yield 
the floor. 

Mr. ‘TELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
for a short while? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee for a 
brief time, but not for very long. 


[Mr. CARMACK addressed the Senate.] 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TELLER. I will allow the Senator from South Carolina 
a moment, . 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator is going to yield 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado is en- 
titled to the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. TELLER. I refuse to yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina. > : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has had his day. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wanted an opportunity to give my friend 
from Tennessee a real explanation; but if the Senator from 
Colorado does not yield, I can not do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
ċlines to yield. 

Mr. TELLER. 
closed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I second the demand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear 
the galleries and close the doors. 

The doors were therenpon closed; and at the expiration of 
one hour and forty-five minutes were reopened. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, when the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] moved that the Senate go into secret session 
some time back I had risen and asked that Senator to yield to 
me for a purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. You did not state the purpose, though. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not haye a chance. The Senator from 
Colorado simply said, “ No, no,” and of course I had to yield to 
his wish and right. 

I had discovered, very much to my surprise and regret, in lis- 


Colorado de- 


I moye that the doors of the Senate be now 


tening to the naturally angry and bitter words of the Senator 
from Tennessee, that without the slightest purpose or iztention 
or expectation of anything of the kind occurring I had very seri- 
ously wounded that Senator. Now, if there is any man on this 
side of the Chamber for whom I have more personal friendship 
and more admiration as a man and as a Senator than for the 
Senator from Tennessee, I do not know it. Our relations have 
been entirely pleasant from the time he came here. There has 
not been a hint or suspicion of friction or of anything other than 
the strongest, warmest friendship. Having discovered that that 
Senator was angry, and realizing that if he took seriously what 
I had read this morning he had a right to be, I was anxious to 
make an explanation and to let him understand that he was 
laboring under an error or misapprehension. 

I now take occasion, Mr. President, to say. what I wanted to 
say then, and that is that in so far as my first essay in the 
line of humor and wit has had such an unfortunate termination, 
inasmuch as I learn that others of my colleagues on both sides 
have felt that I had transgressed and had used words that 
they took to be offensive, I very much regret that I ever under- 
took to be funny. I believe I know how to be bitter, and I have 
a reputation of being able to use vitriolic language. Those 
characteristics of mine, which are my misfortune rather than 
my fault, have given me something of a notoriety along certain 
lines. But surely, having made such a dismal failure as a funny 
man at one end of the minstrel line, I will never do so any more. 

Now, I want to say to one and all of the Senators whose 
names appeared in my maiden effort at humor that I intended 
no offense whatever. I had no idea or expectation of wounding 
any man in any way. Having wounded some of my friends— 
and all these men are my friends in a way—I shall most will- 
ingly and gladly keep out of my speech as it goes in the RECORD 
this humorous essay of mine. 

I think it is unfortunate that I was not allowed to make this 
explanation before the Senate had the matter under considera- 
tion in secret session. I would have done it then as willingly, 
and even more willingly, than I do it now, because my tempera- 
ment is frank, blunt, and open. When I do not intend to hurt 
a man’s feelings no man is more willing than I to say so, but 
when I do intend to hurt them I know how to do it; and if I 
had that intention I would not take it back and no one could 
make me take it back; that is all there is about it. Now, then, 
I want to apologize to every man here who feels aggrieved. 

As far as the Senate itself is concerned, if I have caused its 
dignity to shiver and people to think that I have said things 
and done things which are undignified, I beg to apologize to the 
Senate, too. I am a kind of a rara avis, a farmer, without 
very much association with polite society. My manners are 
brusque and bluff and all that kind of thing. But I want to do 
the right thing if I know it, and the right thing is, when you 
have wounded a man and did not intend it, to tell him so, to 
apologize as far as you can; and if he will not take you for 
what you say, let him alone. That is just my attitude. I am 
sorry I wounded anybody. I did not intend to do so. That is 
all I can say. P 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the Senator from South 
Carolina has spoken truly about the friendly relations that have 
existed between us in the past. He has spoken truly about our 
personal friendship. I will say, Mr. President, that it was be- 
cause of that personal friendship in the past that I felt a keener 
resentment of what the Senator said. 

No man is more ready than I am to accept a disclaimer of 
an intentional wrong, and there is no man from whom I accept 
it with more pleasure than from the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, The Senator had, among other things, taunted me with 
the fact that I had been defeated. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator thinks it was a taunt I did 
not intend it so. 

Mr. CARMACK. I know it now. If it had been said by an 
enemy I should have treated it with utter contempt, but I must 
confess that it came with exceeding bitterness when it came 
from one whom I regarded as a trusted friend. I accept in all 
good faith the Senator's disclaimer of any intention to utter 
anything offensive. I regret very much that it occurred. I 
regret very much that I made any reply whatever to the Sena- 
tor, understanding now his motives and his intentions, and I 
cheerfully withdraw anything I may have said. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the resolution may be now voted 
upon, if there is no other Senator who desires to speak. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not think we can yote on 
the resolution to-night. By the rule of the Senate it ought to - 
go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was hoping—— 

Mr. TELLER. It is now past 6 o'clock. 
object to voting on-it to-night, I shall do it. 


If it is necessary to 
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Mr. FORAKER. I supposed, under all the circumstances, 
there would be no objection to taking a vote at this time. If 
the Senator prefers that it shall go over, we can vote on it to- 
morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go over. 


Mr. FORAKER. Of course it will go over. 

Mr. TELLER. Some of us bave not yet had any chance to 
read it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— - 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the resolution may go over as 
heretofore, to come up immediately after the routine morning 
business to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to suggest to the Senator that he 
name some hour to-morrow. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that it may come up immediately after 
the routine morning business. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator does not name any hour to vote 
on it. Would it be agreeable to do so? 

Mr. FORAKER, I should like if we could fix an hour when 
we would vote on it, but I do not know how many Senators 
there are who desire to speak. Could the Senator from Colorado 
indicate when he would be willing that we might have a yote? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not have control of this 
matter. I think that to-morrow morning I may want to talk 
ten minutes on the question. I do not care about going on to- 
night. 

Mr. CARMACK. I. can say to the Senator from Ohio that 
there are not more than fifteen or twenty who desire to speak. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, it is well enough to have that 
information. I asked for a time at which we should vote be- 
cause of the suggestion of the Senator from Virginia. I do not 
want to hurry it to a vote. It may be that there will be a great 
many of us who will want to speak before it comes to a vote. 
The Senator from Tennessee will not haye a monopoly of the 
talking. I. give him and everybody else notice to that effect. 
There will be no monopoly of the talking on the part of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will permit me, I said that 
purely as a matter of jest. I do not expect to occupy any 
further time. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, humor does not seem to be 
appreciated to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will say that was my first attempt at 
humor, and will be my last. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, in the exercise of the high 
prerogative which belongs to the Senator who has business in 
charge, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 16 minutes 
p: m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 
22, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, January 21, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, by direction of the Committee 
on Appropriations, reported the bill (H. R. 24640) making ap- 
propriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, and, 
with the accompanying papers, reported to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reseryes all 
points of order. 

INCREASE OF EFFICIENCY OF ARTILLERY. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 17347) to reorganize and to increase the 
efficiency of the artillery of the United States Army, with an 
amendment thereto, which I send to the desk and ask to haye 
read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the artillery of the United States Army 
shall consist of the Chief of Artillery, the Coast Artillery, and the 


Field Artillery. The Coast Artillery and the Field Artillery shall be 
organized as inafter specified, and the artillery shall belong to the 
line of the Army: Provided, That on and after July 1, 1908, the Chief 


of Artillery shall cease to exercise supervision over the Field Artillery 
and shall thereafter be designated as the Chief of Coast Artillery. 

Sec. 2. That the Chief of Artillery or Chief of Coast Artillery shall 
be an additional member of the General Staff Corps, and his other 
duties shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

When a vacancy occurs in the office of the Chief of Artillery or Chief 
of Coast Artillery the President may appoint to such vacancy, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, an officer selected from the 
Coast Artillery, who shall serve for a period of four years unless re- 
appointed for further periods of four years; and any officer who shall 
hereafter serve as Chief of Artillery or Chief of Coast Artillery shall, 
when retired, be retired with the rank, pay, and allowances authorized 
by law for a brigadier-general on the retired list. The position vacated 
by an officer appointed Chief of Artillery or Chief of Coast Artillery 
shall be filled by promotion in that arm according to existing law, but 
the officer thus appointed shall continue in the same lineal position in 
his arm which he would have held if he had not been so appointed, 
and shall be an additional number in the grade from which he was 
appointed or to which he may be promoted: ded, That there shall 
not be at any time in the Coast Artillery more than one additional 
officer by reason of the appointment of a Chief of Artillery or Chief of 
Coast Artillery and the relief of an officer from such duty. 

Sec. 3. That the Coast Artillery is the artillery charged with the 
care and use of the flxed and movable elements of land and coast for- 
tifications, including the submarine mine and torpedo defenses. — 

Sec. 4. That the Field Artillery is the artillery which accompanies 
an army in the field, and includes light artillery, horse artillery, siege 


artillery, and mountain artillery. 

Sec. 5. That the Coast ray pet shall constitute a corps, and shall 
consist of one Chief of Coast Artillery with the rank, pay, and allow- 
ances of a brigadier-general, as provided in section 1 of this act; 14 
colonels; 14 lieutenant-colonels; 42 majors; 210 captains; 210 first 
lieutenants, and 210 second lieutenants; and the captains and lieu- 
tenants provided for in this section not required for duty with com- 
panies shall be available for duty as staff officers of the various Coast 
Artillery commands and for such other details as may be authorized by 
law and regulations; 21 sergeants-major with the rank, pay, and allow- 
ances of regimental sergeants-major of infantry ; 26 master electricians ; 
60 engineers: 74 electrician-sergeants, first class; 74 electrician-ser- 
geants, second class; 42 sergeants-major with the rank, pay, and allow- 
ances of battalion sergeants-major of infantry; 42 master gunners; 60 
firemen ; 170 companies, and 14 bands, organized as now provided for 
by law for Artillery Corps bands. 

Sec. 6. That each company of Coast Artillery shall consist of 1 cap- 
tain, 1 first lieutenant, 1 second Neutenant, 1 first sergeant, 1 quarter- 
master-sergeant, 2 cooks, 2 mechanics, 2 musicians, and such number 
of sergeants, corporals, and privates as may be fixed by the President 
in accordance with the requirements of the service te which it may be 
assigned: Provided, That the total number of ek and corporals 
in the Coast Artillery so fixed shall not exceed 1,360 and 2,040, re- 
spectively, and that the total enlisted strength of the Coast Artillery, 
as provided under this act, shall not exceed 19,147, exclusive of master 
electricians, electricilan-sergeants, first class, and electrician-sergeants, 
second class. J 

Sec. 7. That the Field Artillery shall consist of six regiments, each 

organized as follows: One colonel, 1 lieutenant-colonel, 2 majors, 11 
captains, 13 first lieutenants, and 13 second lieutenants; 2 veteri- 
narians, 1 sergeant-majoor, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 1 commissary-ser- 
geant, 2 battalion sergeants- jor, 2 battalion ermaster. 
2 color ser ts, 1 band, and 6 batteries organized into two bat 
of three batteries each. Of the officers herein provided, the captains 
and lieutenants not nired for duty with batteries shall be available 
for detail as regimental and battalion staff officers and for such other 
details as may authorized by law and regulations. Battalion adju- 
tants shall be detailed from the captains, and battalion quartermasters 
and commissaries from lieutenants. Each Field Artillery band shall be 
organized as provided by law for cavalry bands: Provided, That the 
President in his discretion may increase by nine mounted orderlies the 
regimental strength herein authorized. . 

Sec. 8. That each battery of Field Artillery shall consist of 1 cap- 
tain, 2 first Heutenants, 2 second lieutenants, 1 first sergeant, 1 quar- 
termaster-sergeant, 1 stable sergeant, 1 chief mechanic, 6 sergeants, 12 
corporals, 4 mechanics, 3 cooks, 2 musicians, and 102 privates, the 
commissioned officers to be assigned from among those hereinbefore au- 
thorized for the regiment: Provided, That the President in his discre- 
tion may increase the number of sergeants in any ba of Field Ar- 
tillery to 8, the number of corporals to 16, the number of mechanics to 
7, the number of musicians to 3, and the number of privates to 149: 
Provided further, That nothing contained In this act shall increase 
the total number of enlisted men in the line of the Army, together with 
the native scouts, as authorized by section 36 of the act of Congress 
approved February 2, 1901, entitled “An act to increase the efficiency 
of the permanent military establishment of the United States,” 

Src. 9. That on and after the approval of this act the Coast Artillery 
and the Field Artillery shall be permanently separated, the separation 
to be effected as follows: 

All officers in the present Artillery Corps shall remain on one list 
as regards promotion until sufficient promotions shall have been made, 
as far as the present number of officers permit, to provide in each 
grade, together with the officers remaining therein, the total number 
of officers of the grade provided for in this act for the Coast and Field - 
Artillery combined. After such promotion they shall, in each grade, 
be assigned by the President to the Coast Artille or to the Field 
Artillery, according to special aptitude and qualifications and agreeably 
to individual preference, so far as may be practicable and for the good 


filled by promotion accordin, 
can not be filled by promotion of officers now in the . 
t 


Corps, one-fifth in each branch shall be filled in 3 fiscal year un 


The vacancies remaining in the grade of second-lieutenant shall be 
filled by appointment in the following order: First, of graduates of 
the United States Military Academy; second, of men whose 
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fitness for advancement shall have been determined by competitive ex- 
amination; third, of candidates from civil life; and all such appoint- 
ments shall be made in accordance with the provisions of existing law. 

Sec. 11. That the regimental and battalion noncommissioned staff 
officers herein authorized for regiments of Field Artillery shall have the 
pay and allowances of corresponding grades in the cavalry; the bat- 
talion quartermaster-sergeant shall have the pay and allowances of ser- 
geant-major, junior grade, of the Artilery Corps; the chief mechanic 
the pay and allowances of sergeant, and the mechanics of Field Ar- 
tillery the pay and allowances of artificers of Field Artillery; engi- 
neer, $63 a month and allowances of ordnance-sergeant: electrician-ser- 
geant, first class, $45 a month and allowances of ordnance-sergeant ; 
clectrician-sergeant, second class, $35 a month and allowances of ord- 
nance-sergeant; master gunner, the pay and allowances of ordnance- 
sergeant; fireman, $30 a month and allowances of ordnance-sergeant ; 
and that the rates of pay of all other enlisted men of the Coast and 
Field Artillery shall be as now provided by law: Provided, That case- 
mate electricians, observers, first class, and plotters shall receive $9 a 
month in addition to their pay; that chief planters, chief loaders, ob- 
Servers, second class, gun commanders, and gun pointers shall receive 
$7 a month in addition to their pay, and that first-class gunners shall 
receive $2 a month and second-class gunners $1 a month in addition to 
their pay: Provided further, That the number of casemate electricians 
shall not exceed 44; that the number of observers, first class, shall not 
exceed 170; that the number of plotters shall not exceed 170; that the 
number of chief planters shall not exceed 44; that the number of chief 
loaders shall not exceed 44; that the number.of observers, second class, 
Shall not exceed 170; that the number of gun commanders shall not 
exceed 878, and that the number of gun pointers shall not exceed 378: 
And provided further, That no enlisted man shall receive under this 
section more than one addition to his pay. 

Sec, 12, That in addition to the chaplains now authorized for the 
Artillery Corps the President is authorized to appoint, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, and subject to the laws governing 
Se a pare of chaplains in the Army, one chaplain for each regiment 
of Field Artillery and two for the Coast Artillery, with the rank, pay, 
and allowances now authorized by law for chaplains in the Army. 

Sec. 13. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none; and the gentleman from 
Towa is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia twenty minutes. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, at the request of several Members, 
I ask unanimous consent that the report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs may be printed in full in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, which has carefully considered 
the bill (H. R. 17347) to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the 
artillery of the United States Army, begs leave to report the same back 
to the House of Representatives with the recommendation that it do 
pass without amendment. 

The laws governing the present organization of the artillery are in- 
cluded in the acts of March 2, 1899, February 2, 1901, March 2, 1901, 
March 2, 1903, and March 3, 1903. 

The act of February 2, 1901, discontinued the regimental organiza- 
tion of the artillery and organized it into a corps, composed of two 
branches, the Coast Artillery and the Field Artillery—the Coast Ar- 
tillery being defined as that portion charged with the care and use of 
fixed and movable elements of land and coast fortifications, includin 
submarine mine and torpedo defenses (the latter elements being adde 
by the act); the Field Artillery being defined as that portion accom- 
panying an army in the field. including Hent artillery, horse artillery, 
siege artillery, mountain artillery, and machine-gun batteries. 

For personnel the act provided that the Artillery Corps should con- 
sist of a chief, selected from among the colonels of artillery; 650 field 
and company officers in same relative proportion as for infantry and 
cavalry, and in numbers in each grade equivalent to those required 
for 13 regiments; 48 sergeants-major, 1 clectrician-sergeant at each 
artillery post, 10 bands, 30 batteries of Field Artillery, and 126 com- 
panies of Coast Artillery, It provided that each battery of Field Ar- 
tillery and each company of Coast Artillery should have the organiza- 
tion of the companies and batteries fixed by the act of March 2, 1899. 
The total commissioned strength of the artillery was fixed at 651 offi- 
cers; the maximum enlisted strength, exclusive of electrician-sergeants, 
at 18,920 men, This law provided for 12 chaplains, and the act of 
March 2, 1901, provided 12 veterinarians. 

By the act of March 2, 1903, 25 master electricians were added to 
the Coast Artillery, and the number of electrician-sergeants authorized 
by tae act of February 2, 1901 (one to each artillery post), was in- 
creased to 100, making the maximum enlisted strength of the artillery, 
including master electricians and electrician-sergeants, 19,045 men. Of 
this maximum enlisted strength, 18,165 are now authorized by the 
President, and of this number 14,153 are assigned to the Coast Artillery 
and 4,012 to the Field Artillery. 

By the act of March 3, 1903, the Chief of Artillery was made a briga- 
dier-general. 

The bill provides for the separation of the Coast and the Field Ar- 
tillery, retains the corps organization for the Coast Artillery, and pro- 
vides a regimental organization for the Field Artillery. The elements 
of Coast Artillery material remain as heretofore, but the machine-gun 
battery is withdrawn from the elements provided by the act of February 
2, 1901, for the Field Artillery. 

The bill provides that the Chief of Artillery shall cease to exercise 
supervision over the Field Artillery on July 1, 1908, and that he shall 
thereafter be designated as the Chief of Coast Artillery; that when a 
vacancy occurs in the office of the Chief of Artillery, any officer of Coast 
Artillery may be selected as the next chief, to serve for four years only 
unless reappointed; provision is also made for the retirement of the 
chief and for filling a vacancy caused by the appointment of a chief. 

For Coast Artillery personnel the bill provides that it shall consist 
of a chief; of 700 fiel 


and company officers in the same relative pro- 


portions as in the infantry and cavalry, and in numbers in each grade 
equivalent to those required for 14 regiments; of 2 additional chap- 
lains; of 63 sergeants-major, 26 master electricians, and 148 elec- 
trician-sergeants (the number of sergeants-major being 15 more than 
now authorized, the master electricians 1 more, and the electrician- 
sergeants being divided into two classes and increased by 48 more 
than authorized by the act of March 2, 1903); of 42 master gunners, 
60 engineers, and 60 firemen (new grades); of 14. bands, instead of 
10, and of 170 companies, instead of 126 as now authorized, both the 
strength and the organization of the company being made yariable 
so fur as relates to duty sergeants, corporals, and privates. 

For Field Artillery personnel the bill provides that it shall consist 
of 6 regiments, each regiment to consist of 6 batteries, organized into 
2 battalions of 3 batteries each. The personnel provided for each 
regiment is that considered proper by the War Department for mod- 
ern war conditions, and the enlisted strength and organization of each 
battery, as in the case of Coast Artillery companies, is made yariable 
within certain limits at the discretion of the President. 

The total commissioned strength of both the Coast and the Field 
Artillery authorized by present law is 663 officers, including 12 chap- 
lains. and there are 12 veterinarians. By the proposed bill it is fixed 
at 967, an increase of 296 officers, excluding chaplains. The enlisted 
strength of the Coast and Field Artillery as now authorized is 18,290, 

f which 14,278 are properly assignable to the Coast Artillery: 4.013 
to the Field Artillery. y the proposed bill the enlisted strength of 
the Coast Artillery is fixed at 19,321, an increase of 5,043 over that 
now authorized. 

For the Field Artillery 
the proposed bill at 5,01 
authorized. 

The proposed bill further provides for effecting the separation of 
the Coast and Field Artillery, how vacancies created by its passage 
shall be filled, fixes the pay of certain new grades of enlisted men, 
and anans provides extra pay for a certain number of Coast Artillery 
experts, 3 

The four principal features of the bill. therefore, are: (1) Separa- 
son of ore 8 sag yina 1 (2) inerease in the Coast Ar- 

ery, (€ nereased pay for artillery experts, (4) regimental organi- 
zation’ of the Field Artillery. PLES s 


INCREASED PAY FOR ARTILLERY EXPERTS.” 


Tt was indicated above that the authorized strength of the Coast 
Artillery is 14,278. The actual strength, however, of this corps on 
October 15, 1906, was 11,218. The reason for this shortage is that 
it is impossible to get enlisted men for the Coast Artillery at the 
rates of pay now provided. There are certain duties connected with 
the Coast Artillery which require special training and skill. These 
duties are connected with electricity and machinery for coast defenses. 
After these duties have been learned the knowledge becomes of com- 
mercial value to the soldier, in that it fits him for positions in civil 
life which will pay him several times what is paid him by the Govern- 
ment. It has been found, therefore, that the Government after train- 
ing these men, some of them in special schools, can not retain their 
services at the present rates of pay. 

This bill provides increased compensation to 1,734 of these specially 
trained and valuable men while actually performing this high class of 
duty in which they are expert. 

With respect to the cost of the proposed legislation it may be said: 

The number of electrician-sergeants is increased from 100 to 148. 
These 100 electrician-sergeants now draw $34 per month each, with 
allowances. ‘The 148 Nite ag for in this bill are divided into two 
classes, 74 of whom will draw $35 per month cach, with allowances, 
and 74 of whom will draw $45 per month each, with allowances. The 
total increase in cost for this special grade will be $30,240. 

The number of master electricians is increased from 25 to 26, the 
total cost being 8900. 

44080 engineers are provided for, at $780 per annum; total cost, 

5. . 

Forty-two master gunners are provided for, at $408 cach per annum; 
total cost, $17,136. 

121.008 firemen are provided for, at $360 cach per annum; total cost, 
21,900. 

In addition to the above grades created, the bill provides for a slight 
increase in pay for certain grades already in the service, as follows: 

44 casemate electricians, at $108 per year in addition to pay 
170 observers, first class, at $108 per year in addition to pay 
170 poran at $108 per year in addition to pay 

44 chief planters, at $84 per year in addition to pay- 

44 chief loaders, at $84 per year in addition to pay 
170 observers, second class, at $84 per year in addition to pay 
378 gun commanders, at $84 per year in addition to pax 
378 gun pointers, at $84 per year in addition to pay 

These men are now drawin 
the Army, which is $18 and 
for length of service. 

The total annual cost of the additional grades and the increases 
provided for as above is $243,324. 

But it is proposed that no enlisted man shall receive more than one 
addition to his pay, and since it may be assumed that all these men 
for whom additional pay is proposed would be first-class gunners any- 
way, drawing $2 a month in addition to their pay, there should be 
deducted from the above $34,608, representing the first-class gunner’s 
pay which these 1,442 men would draw. This would make the cor- 
rected total pay for experts $208,716. : 

The estimated annual cost of this legislation, including the special 
grades enumerated above, is as follows: 


Pay Department: 


personnel the enlisted strength is fixed by 
men, an increase of 998 over that at present 


31, 752 
the pay of sergeants and corporals in 
15, respectively, with certain allowances 


ü ¾ ¾ A AA sae nes etic elles est pss at $463, 830. 00 
Pay, MeN o~ oo a cnn nen anne 1, 221, 204. 00 
Toter es ere cw ws sae pe end ⁊ĩ⁊ͤ— ees alae ho 1, 685, 034. 00 
Subsistence Department: 
Rations 2.3 re eee ͤ 437, 671. 00 
Quartermaster Department : 
Clothing, a 378, 169. 00 
,, eee 2, 500, 874. 00 


Since the increase of officers is to be 20 per cent per year, the prin- 
cipal cost the first year, as far as officer's pay is concerned, would be 
simply due to promotion of certain grades and the addition of one- 
fifth of the officers at the bottom. The cost of this the first year would 
be $261,830, or about $200,000 less the final cost five years from now. 

The cost indicated for the men is based upon an assumption that all 
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the companies are full. The companies would certainly not be all 
filled up the first year, and it is safe to say that we may assume them 
as short during the first year, as the companies of Coast Artillery now 
are, i. e., a general shortage of about 25 per cent. This would re- 
duce, therefore, the cost of enlisted men the first year for pay, ra- 
tions, and clothing to about $1,427,785. This added to the $261,830 
indicated above as the cost of additional officers for the first year 
would bring up the cost of this increase for Coast and Field Artillery 
to $1,689,615 as the cost for the first year. 

EFFECT OF THE BILL UPON THE MAXIMUM STRENGTH OF THE REGULAR 

ARMY. 

In establishing a maximum strength for each branch of the line of 
the Army the act of February 2, 1901, provides in each case, but the 
total number of enlisted men authorized for the whole Army shall not, 
at any time, be ex ed: and section 36 of that act provides, and 
the total enlisted foree of the line of the Army, together with such 
native force (Philippine Scouts), shall not at any one time exceed one 
hundred thousand.“ 

That is, a maximum is prescribed for each branch of the Army and a 
maximum prescribed for the whole. The sum of the separate maxima 
of the different arms is greater than the maximum of the whole; thus— 


Maximum for cavalry (section 2)_-..----___-_____-___--__-. 18, 540 
Maximum for artillery (section 6-5 18, 920 
Maximum for infantry (section 10)_...---______________-__ 55, 080 
Maximum for engineers (section 1112222222: 2, 002 
Maximum for native scouts (section 3 —— 4 12, 000 
rr e m e 106, 542 
Maximum for line of Army, together with native scouts (sec- 
2 ee ee a a RS ee ee tee 100, 000 


That is, the President can, by Executive order, maintain any branch 
at its maximum or can Increase each a certain amount, but he can not 
maintain them all at their maximum strengths at the same time. 

This bill, section 8, proposes to raise the maximum of the artillery, 
but to retain the maximum of the whole the same as it is, i. e., 100,000 
men. 

The maximum for the artillery would be increased 7,266 men, and 
the sum of the maximum for the separate branches would be increased 
to about 114,000 men. The increased maximum for the artillery will 
not necessarily be at the expense of either cavalry, infantry, engineers, 
or Philippine Scouts, but under the proposed law the President will not 
be able to raise all of the different branches to their maximum at the 
same time. This he can not do under the present law. Under the pro- 
posed law, and according to the necessities of the case, he may main- 
tain the cavalry at its maximum, the infant at its maximum, the 
engineers and native scouts at their 
artillery at such a figure that the total apn oe of the Army will not 
be a hundred thousand; or, he may maintain any of them at such 
numbers as the necessities may require, provided the total of them ail 
is not more than 100,000. 

It is now wholly discretionary with the President whether or not tlie 
different branches be maintained at their respective maxima. Under 
the new law this will be continued. He max. in his discretion, in- 
crease the Army to its maximum by cutting a little from the maximum 
from each arm, or he may do so by cutting it all from the maximum 
of any one. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take but very few 
minutes unless some one asks a question. The bill has four 
principal features. First, it is a separation of the Coast and 
Field Artillery. The artillery now consists of one corps, the 
Field and Coast Artillery constituting the corps. The one is a 
mobile force, serving with the line of the Army. ‘The other is a 
fixed force and can not be transferred from one field of opera- 
tion to another, haying charge only of the coast fortifications. 
The necessity for the bill is apparent, I think, to every Member 
of Congress, as it is to the country at large. We have gone on 
year after year erecting costly fortifications for the defense of 
our seacoast until they have far outstripped the power of the 
Army to even care for the guns. Within the last few years 
there has been a transfer of another important work to the ar- 
tillery, in the torpedo service from the Engineering Department. 
The torpedo service is now all placed under the control of the 
artillery. As at present organized there is not available any 
force whatever for the torpedo defense of the country. There 
was a time when I doubted the wisdom of separating the Coast 
and Field Artillery, believing that they would be better ofti- 
cered and efficient all in one corps, but the overwhelming senti- 
ment of all the experts is in fayor of the separation, on the 
ground that there is but little in common between the two 
branches of the artillery service. The Field Artillery seryes 
with the cavalry and infantry in the field. There is an increase 
of about 990 men in this branch of the service, and they are 
now to be organized into six regiments. The war between 
Japan and Russia has enlarged the views of all military ex- 
perts as to the organization of artillery. When men of my age 
were in the civil war there was no regimental artillery assem- 
bling on the fields. Batteries served with different regiments, 
and of course were assembled in large numbers at central points 
in all the great battles, but not as regiments. This gives a 
regimental organization in the artillery in the field, looked after 
by the brigadier-generals of the line, not the Chief of Artillery ; 
puts them in the different posts under the direct control of 
the commanding officer of each post, but still preseryes their 
organization. I think, in view of the information that was 
given the committee, it is probably a wise move to separate 
them, and it was unanimously agreed to do so by the com- 
anittee. 


respective maximum, and tue 


Another one of the principal features is the increase in the 
Coast Artillery, that I have referred to, of a little over 5,000 


men. ‘The Field Artillery has a total increase of about 990 men. 
To my mind, however, the most important provision of the bill 
is the increased pay for certain noncommissioned officers, by 
which the Government will more likely retain the services of 
those men who have become experts in electrical appliances. 


‘To-day we give an electrician or sergeant of artillery $34 a 


month and allowances. This bill makes two classes of ser- 
geants and gives to the second class $35 a month and to the 
first class $45 a month. 

I think gentlemen will see that it is not an extravagant prop- 
osition, but it does hang up before these officers who now serve 
one term and then go out an inducement to stay in the service 
for this increased pay of $11 a month. We give 148 master 
clectricians. The law now provides for 100. We made an 
increase only in the pay of the noncommissioned officers of the 
artillery. There is no increase of a single dollar to any com- 
missioned officer or to any other officer than this noncommis- 
sioned force. 

Mr. GRAHAM. If the gentleman will permit, do you con- 
sider, in your judgment, that the increase made of privates in 
this service, 5,000, is suflicient to man the coast defenses of 
the country? 

Mr. HULL, It is nearly six thousand. No; I will say, Mr. 
Speaker, that it will not be sufficient to man our batteries or in 
anyway hear man our batteries in time of war, but it will be a 
relief in caring for them. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Then, why do you not bring in a bill to carry 
a sufficient number to relieve that want? What is your reason 
for not doing so? 

Mr. HULL. I will explain as briefly as I can. It will make 
an increased force of skilled men and will make possible larger 
assignments for different batteries, who can look after them 
better, and provide for men remaining in the service of such 
high skill that the common men who do the ordinary work 
around the battery can readily be recruited and made available 
in time of war, but without this increased skilled force in time 
of peace in time of war it will be impossible to have enough 
skilled men to look after the guns, and they will be useless, 
This bill, to my mind, will provide a skilled force that takes 
time to train in sufficient numbers to care for the batteries to 
defend our coasts. The larger part of battery work is of ordi- 
nary labor that any ordinary recruit can be educated for in a 
short time, but the higher part of it, the caring for the gun, the 
providing for the aiming of the gun, and looking after the ma- 
chinery of the gun, requires high skill and knowledge of elec- 
trical appliances, and this bill will provide for that, leaving the 
country in a better shape by 100 per cent than it is to-day. Of 
course in time of war it will-be necessary for us to recruit large 
numbers of men to do the hard work of handling ammunition, 
of training the gun around from one place to another, but it ` 
can all be done by labor not especially skilled under the di- 
rection of a skilled man. And I want to say one thing further 
to the gentlemen of this House. While it is no province of 
the Military Committee, and in all probability I have no right 
to find objections, yet in my judgment, with the modern high- 
power gun that has wonderfully multiplied the resisting and 
destructive power of our coast defenses, the committee haying 
charge of fortifications should at least look carefully into this 
question: Are we or not putting more guns at each place than 
necessary for the defense of the country? In other words, in 
my judgment ten guns to-day, with the high explosives, with the 
marvelous power, with the long ranges, are worth more than 
a hundred guns when this Endicott Board plan was formed; 
and if I had my way about it, I would try to reduce the number 
of guns at each place and make it just as effective. z 

Mr. GRAFF. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. GRAFF. As I understand the plans have been changed 
in that regard. There are less guns assigned at different points 
than were under the Endicott plan. What I wanted to ask the 
gentleman was whether a raise of the pay of these noncom- 
missioned officers would have any effect upon securing enlist- 
ments? 

Mr. HULL. The general opinion is that it will have a very 
decided effect. But that can not be answered absolutely until 
it has been tried. 

Mr. GRAFF. There was some testimony to that effect be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HULL. All the department experts who appeared before 
us insisted it would have a material effect, and that as a matter 
of fact men now serve one enlistment of three years and be- 
come so proficient that they get such an increase from private 
parties, electrical companies, that they do not reenlist, and this 
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increase, together with length of service pay that comes to all 
enlisted men, would cause reenlistments and enable them to re- 
tain nearly all the most yaluable men. That was our testimony. 
This of itself would be of great value to the country. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit 
a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. - 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylyania. If I understand the report 
correctly, we have now in the Coast and Field Artillery 18,290 
men? 

Mr. HULL. We have not that many. It is authorized. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is intended to increase the 
Coast Artillery by 5,043 men? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. f 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Why will you need an addi- 
tional force of 210 captains for 5,000 men? 

Mr. HULL. We increase this by one regiment of Field 
Artillery. It makes for the same number of organizations and 
men exactly the same organization as now applies to the 
cavalry and infantry. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Well; but if you increase 
the Field Artillery by a thousand men, that will make but 6,000 
enlisted men, and why do you want 220 captains for 6,000 en- 
listed men? 

Mr. HULL. Why, that is the total number authorized by the 
bill for all the artillery, both present law and increase. That 
is not for the increase, but the total strength of the officers. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Then, how many captains is 
it proposed by this bill to create? 

Mr. HULL. I can tell the gentleman in a minute right here. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I want to learn something, 
if I can, about this organization. 

Mr. HULL. I think we increase the captains by about sixty- 
eight.. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
the increase? 

Mr. HULL. We increase the colonels altogether seven. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania.. How many men will a colo- 
nel command? 

Mr. HULL. That is owing to how full his regiment is. In 
the Coast Artillery he commands a section of a country or so 
many geographical divisions, so many batteries, and in the Field 
Artillery he commands six companies of artillery, each of 
which may have 150 men. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
secure information 

Mr. HULL. I understand. I think it increases the first lieu- 
tenants about ninety to ninety-five, as I remember now, and the 
second lieutenants about the same. That includes the lieu- 
tenants outside of the line for staff duties. 

À Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. About how many officers and 
men are usually stationed at one of these points? 

Mr. HULL. It is owing to the number of guns. It may run 
down to only sixteen or seyenteen men, and may run up to 700 
men or even a greater number. The Coast Artillery is entirely 
subject to the demands of the service. They have no organiza- 
tion except batteries, and a captain’s command may extend 
over a hundred miles or more up and down the coast. It is 
owing to the demands of the service. They are assigned under 
the order of the President, that order being necessarily brought 
out by the demands of the service as figured out by the coast 
fortifications and recommended by the War Department. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Can the gentleman inform 
me at how many points on the Atlantic seacoast these forts are 
located? 

Mr. HULL. I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr] 
can answer that. He is on the coast fortifications subcommit- 
tee. But it runs from the highest northern part of Maine clear 
along the Atlantic coast and the Pacific coast, every place where 
they have established seacoast fortifications. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that it is 
not likely that at any one time a colonel will have in command 
as many as a thousand or twelve hundred men—that is, directly 
in his command? 

Mr. HULL. I would say in the Coast Artillery sometimes 
more than that and sometimes less than that. The colonel is 
not confined to one place in the Coast Artillery. He has a 
geographical part of the country to look over. Take it in New 
York, and there will be probably more than one colonel there; 
but take it up in some of the small places in Maine, and there 
will probably be no colonels at all. One place may have a 
lieutenant and no captain at all, and other places may have 
two or three captains. It is all owing to the demands of the 
service as laid out for the Government in the erection of the 
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coast fortifications, and you can not have that organization in 
any other way on earth. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hurt] 
permit a question. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does this bill provide for or contemplate 
regimental organization of the Coast Artillery? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, then, is there any necessity for field 
officers, officers who will never have control of a regimental or- 
ganization? 

Mr. HULL. One reason, as I have just stated, is that they 
will have jurisdiction over a scope of country involving as many 
men as a regiment, involving as much duty as that of a colonel 
of a regiment, receiving reports from all that geographical di- 
vision; and if they have no organization, they can not discharge 
the duty as an artillery organization would probably do. If 
you provide for no field officer, you would not have command by 
an officer of the line of Field Artillery, because they would stop 
at the grade of captain. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the reason and what is the neces- 
sity for a line officer of an organization where there never is to 
be a regimental organization, and where there would never be 
an assembly of that number of men that would at all approxi- 
mate a regiment? Now, here is a provision for fourteen colo- 
nels and fourteen lieutenant-colonels and forty-two majors, 
men who will never command men at all. These men will be 
commanded, will they not, by the captains? 

Mr. HULL. Under the supervision of superior officers, as 
much as if they had regimental organization. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the difficulty about these officers 
commanding these batteries reporting directly? 

Mr. HULL. My time will expire in about a minute, and I 
can not go into the details, but about the same thing could have 
been said about the infantry at the beginning of the Spanish 
war; they had never been‘assembled as regiments since the civil 
war. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The reason for that was that it was ex- 
pected that when these men should go into the field they would 
be in a regimental organization, and there would be a large 
number of men assembled, but this does not contemplate the 
assembling of a number of men, and they will be effective, if 
effective, in a small number. But here you have provided a very 
large number of high-grade officers who will never have com- 
mand of men, but who must and will simply be bureau officers 
for the purpose of receiving and transmitting. papers. 

Mr. HULL. These men would have the supervision of the 
organization within the geographical division, which would 
amount in some cases to more than the number of men who 
would be in a regimental organization. They would inspect the 
work, and if you have no organization the force would be non- 
effective and utterly useless and utterly impossible to carry into 
effect the purpose for which there is to be an organization. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will permit 
me to ask him one further question. The gentleman stated that 
perhaps in one of these posts the usual number of men would 
not be more than sixteen. Will these sixteen men be under 
the command of a captain and two lieutenants? 

Mr. HULL. Under the control of a lieutenant, unless it is a 
very important place. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What is the largest number 
of men that will likely be assigned to any one place? 

Mr. HULL. New York would probably have two or three 
thousand men. ‘The whole question is one that can not be gotten 
down to as to the number at every place, because the exigencies 
of the service would determine that entirely. It is impossible, 
I will state to the gentleman, to tell the exact number of men 
that would be needed at one place. The War Department has 
and can give that full information as to how it is to-day, but 
could not give it as it will be next year. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I, together with the other members of 
the minority of the committee, are in favor of this bill. It meets 
a necessity which has existed for a long time, and it is made the 
more necessary by the large amount which has been expended on 
our coast defenses. As I understand it, there have been ex- 
pended in the last few years $119,000,000 for these coast de- 
fenses, and -it is absolutely necessary, in order to keep them in 
proper condition, that there should be men to man these guns 
and take care of these coast defenses. This bill has been very 
carefully drawn and very thoroughly considered. If gentlemen 
will examine it, they will find that it does not increase the Army 
of the United States except as to officers. It provides for the 
better recruiting of the artillery service. The trouble has been 
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in obtaining men for the artillery, owing to the fact that after 
they had been enlisted for a term of three years they are trained 
in certain branches of electricity and machinery and can com- 
mand better prices in civil pursuits. This bill cures that defect 
by giving them higher pay. I hardly deem it necessary to con- 
sume the time of the House in advocating a measure which is 
so manifestly important and so absolutely necessary for the in- 
terests of the country. I yield ten minutes, Mr. Speaker, to the 
gentleman from Texas. I do not see him, however, in the House, 
and reserve the balance of my time. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has one minute. 

Mr. HULL. I haye no desire to consume it. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SLAY- 
DEN] desires to address the House, but has gone to the commit- 
tee room for a moment. I see he is returning. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, this bill for the increase of 
the Artillery Corps, which chiefly provides for an increase of 
the Coast Artillery, is one that in the judgment of the commit- 
tee has been made necessary by a series of appropriations coy- 
ering a period of twenty-two years. During the first Administra- 
tion of Mr. Cleveland, upon the recommendation of a board of 
officers appointed by Secretary Endicott, a general scheme of 
const defense was inaugurated, which so commended itself to 
the judgment of the Congress and has so persistently met with 
the approval of the people that year by year liberal appropria- 
tions haye been made for the development of the plan then 
adopted. As a partisan and as a Democrat I am proud of the 
fact that the scheme of coast defenses, then inaugurated on so 
large a scale, was inspired by a great Democrat. Mr. Samuel J. 
Tilden, who had the misfortune to be cheated out of the rights 
which he acquired by the suffrages of the people in 1876, re- 
tained his influence over the people, and about the time of the 
first inauguration of a Democratic President since the war, he 
wrote a letter to Mr. Carlisle, whom he knew would be chosen 
Speaker of the House, in which he recommended the system of 
coast defense which was shortly thereafter adopted. It is a 
remarkable instance of the influence of a private citizen, and it 
is worth noting that this letter from a citizen of the State of 
New York commanded more attention, and resulted in more leg- 
islation, and has had a greater and more continuous influence 
upon the policies of Congress, and upon the appropriations made 
in pursuance of that policy, than most of the messages sent by 
men actually filling the office of President, and we have had lots 
of them. 

Steady and large appropriations haye been made in further- 
ance of the plan, which has been modified only when inventions 
of a mechanical or electrical nature made it evident that it 
should be so modified. 

Up to this time there has been spent in the development in 
the plan of coast defenses $126,000,000. If that plan is per- 
severed in and if Congress shall appropriate, as I haye no doubt 
that Congress will appropriate, the money which will be re- 
quired to complete it according to the recommendations of the 
experts, who consider and advise as to the development of the 
project, there will yet have to be spent $50,000,000 to bring it 
to a state of completion. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, it 
will be necessary, if we persevere in our Asiatic folly, to spend 
many millions more. It will require the very large sum of 
$22,000,000 to complete the coast defenses for the Philippines 
and for the Isthmus of Panama. Furthermore, and gentlemen 
who vote for this bill ought to remember that fact and ought 
to vote for it with the perfect knowledge of it. it will require 
a still more important increase in the Artillery Corps, if we per- 
severe in the scheme of undertaking to defend about 1,400 
islands, which many military experts believe it is impossible 
for us to defend against any strong and aggressive foe. 

This increase will make the authorized size of our Artillery 
Corps about 26,000 men. We now have authorized by law a 
little more than 19,000 men, but because of the inadequacy of 
pay to the men who can take into civil life the skill which is 
required in the management, care, and manipulation of heavy 
guns and get a greater reward there for that skill, few rein- 
list, and we have not yet been able to fill up this corps to the 
authorized legal limit. It will therefore be necessary, Mr. 
Speaker, if we intend to maintain the corps in a state of abso- 
lute efficiency, to increase the pay of these men until to some 
degree at least the pay given them plus the advantages of re- 
tirement, medical treatment, and other care given by the Gov- 
ernment to all of its soldiers will balance the rewards which 
they might receive for an exercise of a similar degree of skill in 
civil pursuits. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, if we give all the personnel which 
military experts tell us will be necessary to man the guns which 
we are erecting in these coast fortifications, we must have 
55,000 men in the Artillery Corps of the United States Army 


alone. 
economical position which we occupied prior to the war with 
Spain, when cur entire Army consisted of about twenty-five or 
twenty-seven thousand men, to the present day, when we see 
in sight and nearly approaching a condition that will require 
more than twice that many men to equip adequately one branch 
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of the military service.” This bill does not provide, however, 
that there shall be an increase by law of the maximum limit to 
the size of the Army now fixed by statute. Indeed it expressly 
provides that it shall not be exceeded; but it will be necessary, 
of course, to still more skeletonize other branches of the mili- 
tary service, like the cavalry and the infantry. 

When we shall have completed the scheme of coast defenses 
inaugurated twenty-two years ago we will give a desirable and 
necessary protection to nearly 6,000 miles of coast along the 
Pacific and Atlantic oceans, That project, I believe, meets 
with the hearty approval of all the American people. Certainly 
I can speak on behalf of a part of the people in the great State 
of Texas, and as their Representative I indorse the project. 

We have on the coast of Texas one small city of about 35,000 
people through which there was sent to the sea approximately 
$125,000,000 worth of farm produce within the last six months. 
The city of Galveston is second in the United States in the 
value of its exports, and to-day there is practically nothing to 
prevent even an insignificant foe from coming into that port and 
putting a stop to that business unless we can fend them off 
with a navy; and for the defense of a port two or three well- 
placed batteries are worth a fleet of ships. 

This scheme is purely defensive. It will not excite the jeal- 
ousy or antagonism of our sister republics to the south, nor 
ought it to provoke the hostility and jealousy of any nation on 
earth. It is not like putting money into an overgrown navy for 
the purpose of sailing ships over the seas and engaging in in- 
excusable imperialistic ventures on the other side of the Pacific 
Ocean. Nor need these coast-defense projects excite the appre- 
hension of any of the off-colored republics in the West Indies. 
Batteries which will adequately defend the great commercial 
centers of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Savan- 
nal, and Galveston will not put in peril a single custom-house 
in Santo Domingo. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds haying yoted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill (S. 4563) to prohibit corpora- 
tions from making money contributions in connection wit po- 
litical elections. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That it shall be unlawful for any national bank, 
or any corporation organized by authority of any laws of Congress, to 
make a money contribution in connection with any election to any politi- 
cal office. It shall also be unlawful for any corporation whatever to 
make a money contribution in connection with any election at which 
Presidential and Vice-Presidential electors or a Representative in Con- 
gress is to be voted for or any election by any State legislature of a 
United States Senator. Every corporation which shall make any con- 
tribution in violation of the foregoing provisions shall be subject to a 
fine not exceeding $5,000, and every officer or director of any corpora- 
tion who shall consent to any contribution by the corporation in viola- 
tion of the foregoing provisions shall upon conyiction be punished by a 
fine of not exceeding $1,000 and not less than $250, or by imprisonment 
for a term of not more than one year, or both such fine an 
ment in the discretion of the court. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. RUCKER. I demand a second. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from West Virginia whether or not the gen- 
tleman has any information to the effect that any order has 
been given by anybody to the Republican national executive 
committee to refund to the insurance companies the amount 
contributed by them to the late campaign? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is out of 
order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I was reserving the right to object until 
the question was answered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, under the guise of reserv- 
ing the right to object, can not enter upon debate under this 
rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I was not debating; I was reserying the 
right to object until after the question was answered. That is 
usual, as the Chair well knows, and occurs every day. 

Mr. MANN. I will object unless 

The SPEAKER. Under the operation of this rule, the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Mississippi were not in order, 
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It is not like the ordinary proceedings, where unanimous consent 
is asked. It is a motion to suspend all rules. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that; but the Chair had 
asked unanimous consent, which has been granted. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has not been granted. 
Do I understand the gentleman from-Illinois to object? 

Mr. MANN. I do not object, if they propose to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The gen- 
tleman from West Virginia is entitled to twenty minutes and 
the gentleman from Missouri to twenty minutes. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, this bill has 
two provisions. The first will have the effect to make it unlaw- 
ful for any national bank or any corporation authorized by any 
law of Congress to make a money contribution to any political 
campaign. That portion of the bill is limited in its effect to 
corporations authorized under the laws of the United States. 

Unquestionably the Federal Government would have jurisdic- 
tion over its corporations and the right to enact, as this bill 
does propose to enact, that such corporations shall not make 
any contributions whatever to affect political elections. The 
second provision of the bill makes it unlawful for any corpora- 
tion whether organized under the Federal Government or under 
the State—unlawful for any corporation of any character—to 
make a money contribution in connection with any election at 
which Presidential electors or a Representative in Congress is to 
be voted for, or any election by any State legislature for a 
United States Senator. The bill will perhaps do some good, 
tending to remedy an evil which has been very much complained 
of in the country. In my own personal opinion no measure of 
Federal legislation will do much good toward preventing corrup- 
tion at the polls and the corrupt use of money in connection 
with political elections until the Federal courts are given the 
power to indict and convict for those offenses. However, Mr. 
Speaker, the bill should do some good, and, in my opinion, can 
not by any possibility do any harm. I reserve the remainder 
of my time. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the 
passage of this bill. As stated by the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Garnes], the bill contains two very simple propo- 
sitions. First, it prohibits any corporation organized under an 
act of Congress, or any national bank, from making a money 
contribution to any political campaign. The second clause pro- 
hibits corporations of any character from making money con- 
tributions to any political campaign fund to be used at any 
election at which Presidential or Vice-Presidential electors or 
Representatives in Congress are to be elected. This bill has 
passed the Senate. The House committee amended it so as to 
fix a minimum punishment and provide a jail sentence, in the 
discretion of the ceurt. I take it that discussion of the bill is 
not required in view of the fact that it is of Democratic origin 
and strongly indorsed by the President of the United States in 
his annual message presented to this session of Congress. I 
understand, however, the distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] desires to be heard in opposition to the bill, and I 
therefore yield to him one minute, the time he asks, and reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am not in favor of the passage of 
this bill for two reasons. First, I do not believe that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has the constitutional authority to 
regulate and control all of the elections in the country; and, 
second, I do not believe it ought to be the policy of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to provide that nobody but a rich 
man can run for office. This, properly labeled, would be labeled 
“a bill to prevent a poor man from holding office in the United 
States.” There is no more reason why a corporation should 
not contribute to political campaign funds than there is why 
an individual should not, and the same rule ought to be enforced 
against the individual as against the corporation. I can not 
see the consistency of providing that no corporation shall con- 
tribute to a campaign fund, while at the same time under vari- 
ous administrations of the Government individuals have been 
and will be rewarded, both here and abroad, for great cam- 
paign contributions, and that under the administrations of both 
political parties. Although I know of the popular demand 
of the country that we shall prevent the influence of corpora- 
tions, and although doubtless that influence ought to be con- 
trolled, I shall have the courage of my convictions on this ques- 
tion as far as my vote is concerned. : 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, unless. some 
Member of the House desires to address the House, I shall ask 
for a vote. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr, GAINES of West Virginia. I yield. 


Mr. POWERS. I want to ask the gentleman how he con- 
strues that portion of the bill on page 2 in which it is stated 
that every officer or director of any corporation who shall con- 
sent to any contribution by a corporation in violation of the 
foregoing, ete., shall be punished? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I take it that that means to 
give his consent as a director, in his capacity as such director. 

Mr. POWERS. It does not say consent by his vote. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. But it seems to me that the 
language is reasonably clear, and that is what it means. 

Mr. POWERS. Would the gentleman understand it to in- 
clude a man who might be an officer in a corporation and who 
did not enter a protest against it? 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Certainly not. Consent is 
active. The mere failure to register a protest would not mean 
consent within the meaning of this act. I take it that the old 
N that “silence gives consent” is not a legal declara- 
tion. 

Mr. POWERS. I know that in these days of wonderful re- 
form we are all very eager to get something of this kind 
passed. So far as my observation has gone, I neyer knew one 
of these banks to contribute a dollar, or any other corporation, 
but I should not want to pass an act that would provide that 
if I happened to be a director of a bank I would be held crim- 
inally Hable unless I entered a protest against what was doing, 
even though this is a time of great reform. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, one could just prior to each election 
send a certain protest to each corporation of which he was a 
director. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
gentleman from Maine desire? 

Mr. POWERS. I do not know that I care for any more. I 
apprehend that the House will pass the bill, and there is no use 
of my protesting against it. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON]. . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I haye had no op- 
portunity to investigate the constitutional features or the un- 
constitutional features of this bill, but I want to say that the 
political history of this Republic during the last few years bas 
emphasized the necessity for some such legislation as is provided 
for in this measure, 

It is a step in the right direction; but it does not go far 
enough. We ought to include all corporations engaged in inter- 
state commerce, and we ought also to provide an effective means 
for discovering violations of the law and for the enforcement of 
its provisions. 

I would like to see this bill amended, if it were possible, so 
as to become retroactive and provide that both political parties 
should make an accounting to the people of the United States 
for the money which has been diverted and misappropriated dur- 
ing the last national campaign. [Applause.] I would like to 
see my friends of the other side of this Chamber come squarely 
up to the rack and say toſthe people of the United States that 
during the last Presidential campaign they took several hundred 
thousand dollars from the widows and orphans of this country 
whose ancestors had contributed in the way of premiums to in- 
surance companies and misused them in illegitimate political 
expenditure, and that they are now willing to come up to the 
altar of repentance and not only do right in the future, but do 
right by paying back what has been taken from them wrongfully 
in the past. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, it is an undisputed fact to-day that some of the 
great corporations of this country, in order to corrupt the elec- 
torates of this Republic, took from their treasuries in the last 
national campaign many thousands of dollars. It is a fact that 
the money had been contributed by men who had desired to 
provide a means of support and maintenance to their widows 
and orphans when their strong arms had been paralyzed by the 
power of death. It is a fact, Mr. Speaker, that evidence has dis- 
closed indisputably to the satisfaction of this body that the 
money was improperly received and improperly expended, and 
now to-day in our desire to do right let us do the proper thing. 
Let the secretaries and the chairmen of our national committees 
make an accounting that will show where we got the money, 
from whom we received it, and how we expended it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas permit an interruption? x 
` Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Cheerfully. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman from Arkansas not be- 
lieve that with his great power, influence, and popularity 
throughout this country one word from the President of the 
United States to the Republican national executive committee 
would cause them to refund to the widows and orphans the 
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money of which the trustees of insurance companies robbed 
them during the last campaign? [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. Thirteen minutes. 

Mr. RUCKER. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped 
when I was interrupted by the reception of the message by the 
House that the message was from the President of the United 
States explaining all about this matter. In answer to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Mississippi I will say that it is a 
significant fact that the chairman of the last national Repub- 
lican committee who received these funds has been promoted in 
office, but no accounting and no restitution has yet been made 
or been asked for. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
think, Mr. Speaker, that it is also a significant fact that while 
the President of this Republic is reputed through the press and 
by an interview from Mr. Drake, the commissioner of insurance 
in the District of Columbia, to have inserted his powerful hand 
into the legislation of the different States of this Republic to 
prevent the reduction of the salaries of insurance officers that he 
has not seen fit as yet to call up to his desk and administer the 
proper instructions to the next Secretary of the Treasury, the 
present Postmaster-General, the last chairman of the national 
Republican committee, who received and administered this 
fund. The same effort on his part would have restered this 
misappropriated fund. Let us be. honest, Mr. Speaker. There 
is no man in this great assembly who does not know that during 
the last national campaign this fund was received and expended 
in the interests of a great political party. While we now brand 
as criminal that which has heretofore been done, we recognize 
the fact that the necessity of this legislation which is now pro- 
posed grows out of conditions which existed and occurred dur- 
ing the last great national campaign. [Applause.] Let us then 
in our inspiration and endeavor to do right, while we pass this 
legislation, pay back what has been stolen. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks leave 
to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RUCKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia de- 
sire to use his time now? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to discuss the ques- 
tion of the purity of the elections in the United States. That 
is a great, big question, and far more important than the one 
that is directly involved here. I think it is fair to the national 
banks of this country to say that there are comparatively few 
of them that have ever made contributions to any election. 
They are interested in the prosperity of the country and in its 
success generally, and it would not hurt them, perhaps, in some 
cases to make small contributions, but I do not object to the bill 
so far as it relates to national banking associations. But we 
are all now on a virtuous footing. Substantially all of us, I 
think, are going to vote for this bill, although it has elements 
in it that suggest that it may be unconstitutional. The election 
of Members of the House of Representatives in the different 
States or in the general assemblies of the different States is 
pointed out as one of the cases where contributions are not to 
be made to aid in securing the election of anybody. How that 
comes within the purview of the Constitution I do not know. 
It is eyen doubtful about our right to prohibit corporations mak- 
ing contributions to control elections of the Members of this 
House. Under section 4 of Article I of the Constitution we 
find this provision: 

ces, ani nn idin. 
mepreaenta iva shati e prescribed in each ede D tas teeta 
thereof; but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such 
regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators. 

The effect of this article and its construction is considered in 
Ex parte Seibold (100 U. S., 371, 382-385). : 

How are we by law to provide against contributions unless 
we have assumed to do that which we might do under the last 
clause of this section 4, to regulate the election of Representa- 
tives in different States. I only make this suggestion in the line 
of having it understood that while I vote for the bill I đo it 
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with the mental reservation as to the constitutionality of it. 
We should be as ready to enforce the Constitution and all its 
plain provisions as we seem to be ready to attempt to attack 
something that is yery vague or doubtful as to its general ex- 
istence; but that will do for general talk on the rostrums over 
the country. We heard in the last campaign talk about a fail- 
ure to pass a law to prohibit corrupt contributions at elections, 
but we did not hear very much about the principal things that 
in some sections of this country prevent the great majority of 
voters, white and black, from voting at all. I have recently 
read a very excellent paper delivered before a university in 
Athens, Ga., by a distinguished southern man by the name of 
Fieming, that tells us about these evils, and I wish that we had 
time to devote ourselves to the things that he discusses. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK]. : 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Kerrer] referred to a gentleman from my own State, who 
was my predecessor in this body, and who delivered the speech 
to which he referred, but at the University of Georgia, not of 
Alabama. However, that is immaterial. We have not time, 
under suspension of the rules, to take up the questions sug- 
gested by him for discussion, but at some future day I hope to 
make some remarks on that subject. 

On this bill I desire to say this only, that the bill is right, in 
my judgment, and ought to pass. It has been carefully con- 
sidered by your committee. It came from the Senate, where it 
was introduced by the distinguished Senator from South Caro- 
lina, and passed without opposition. The President of the 
United States, the great leader of the Republican party, has 
himself recommended its passage in his message to this Con- 
gress. He says: 

I again recommend the law prohibiting all corporations from con- 
tributing to the campaign expenses of any party. Such a bill has al- 
ready passed one House of Congress. Let individuals contribute as 
they desire, but let us prohibit in an effective fashion all corporations 
poe ed contributions for any political purposes, directly or indi- 
rec 8 5 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will permit me, I want to 
correct my statement. I said “Alabama;” I meant “ Georgia,” 
and I want to make that correction. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly. I knew what the gentleman 
meant. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman says that this bill 
under discussion is of doubtful constitutionality because it pro- 
poses to prohibit any corporation or corporations from making 
contributions in any election. Now, the bill does not propose 
that, but it does propose what it can rightfully propose, and 
that is, that any corporation chartered under an act of Con- 
gress shall not be allowed to make contributions to political 
campaigns. We can regulate the terms under which corpora- 
tions of that character can live and move and have their being. 
We might only have the right to regulate corporations along 
certain lines if they are not national corporations, but when 
they are chartered under national laws we have the right to 
regulate the way in which they shall exercise the charter power 
granted to them by this Government. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me one suggestion: 
That this bill provides that it shall be unlawful for any corpo- 
ration, without regard to banking associations? P 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman has not'read the bill care- 
fully. 

Mr. KEIFER. I baye the bill before me. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I can not yield any more. The provision 
is, “ It shall also be unlawful for any corporation whatever to 
make a money contribution in connection with any election at 
which Presidential and Vice-Presidential electors or a Repre- 
sentative in Congress is to be voted for.” Well, now, I will say 
that we clearly have the right to make laws applicable to the 
government of all corporations, so far as contributions to clec- 
tions for electors for President and Vice-President and Members 
of Congress are concerned, and that is all that this bill provides 
as to that character of corporations, : 

But, Mr, Speaker, I arose not particularly to defend this bill, 
because it needs no defense from this side of the Chamber nor 
from that. Every honest man in this country is for it, and I 
doubt very much whether any Republican or Democrat can 
safely afford to face his constituency in opposition to it; but I 
do say this: That an effort ought to be made to get from the 
committee the bill to regulate the question of individual, as 
well as corporate, contributions and to provide for publicity of 
all contributions; and I am very much surprised that we have 
not given that subject proper consideration. The President 
himself, at the last session of Congress, recommended a meas- 
ure of that kind, but he has virtually abandoned that position 
in this message. However, he has recommended the passage of 
this bill, and I assume that all my Republican friends will vote 
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for it for that reason, and as it is based on good Democratic 
principles, the Democrats will support it. Therefore there 
ought not to be any trouble about its passage. 

One thing further. The President has progressed a great deal 
since the last election. He was charged, in express terms, by 
the Democratic candidate with having received contributions 
from corporations, and with that charge was coupled the intima- 
tion that there were improper purposes in making these contri- 
butions, and there was, perhaps, an implied promise as to what 
these corporations should receive in return for these contribu- 
tions. He denied it in one of the bitterest statements ever 
issued to the American public. He admitted in that statement 
that there were such contributions being made by corporations ; 
but he denied absolutely that there was any improper motive or 
agreement, and he challenged Mr. Parker to prove it. It is a 
pretty easy thing to challenge proof about motives, because 
when you have to prove motive, the only way you can do it is 
by the facts and circumstances, just as fraud is shown, and that 
is always difficult to show, even when it exists, as I believe it 
did in this case. 

In 1904 the President was not opposed to contributions by 
the corporations; at least he did not object to them. Now we 
have got him advanced a little further, because in this bill he 
has at least and at last objected to it, and said he was opposed 
to it, and if we keep on improving him we may make a pretty 
fair Democrat out of him, after all. [Applause and laughter on 
the Democratic side.] 

Now. Mr. Speaker, only one other thing. Reference has been 
made here to-day to what happened on the subject of campaign 
contributions in the last national campaign. I want to read to 
you the statement of a man named Andrew Hamilton, who was 
the legislative agent, lobbyist, or what not—I do not care what 
you call him—of the New York Life Insurance Company; a 
statement, not about some election long past, but about the last 
national election, the one about which Parker and Roosevelt 
got into their row, and the one about which the President was 
so free with his falsehood charges. Not long ago, when these 
insurance frauds and contributions first leaked out, and were 
exposed to public view, Mr. Hamilton said this, among other 
things: 

I had nothing to do with the payment in 1900 and 1904. 

Speaking of the payments to the Republican campaign com- 
mittee, he said: 

In the last campaign some of the trustees— 

Listen to this, now— 

Some of the trustees insisted upon having the honor of making the 

ayment. I made no protest, as Í was glad to get rid of the responsi- 

Pinty. The 1904 contribution, amounting to $48,000, was paid to Mr. 
Bliss by G. W. Perkins, through J. P. Morgan & Co. 

Now, I have seen it published in the papers as a boast 
and with all the pride and pomp of heraldry that the Repub- 
lican party has a full treasury. I ask, as suggested by my 
friend from Mississippi and by my friend from Massachusetts 
and by my friend from Arkansas, why is it that with your 
overflowing coffers you do not give back to the widows and 
orphans this $48,000 that these trustees of the New York Life 
Insurance Company have admittedly and confessedly paid, 

without warrant or authority of law or of right, into your cam- 
paign fund? Why don’t you do it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman know what the politics 
of Andrew Hamilton and John A. McCall were? 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman will permit me, I know 
that, no matter what Mr. Hamilton’s professions are, he is a 
real Republican, in his conduct, at least. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman know that Mr. Hamil- 
ton was a judge, elected on the Democratic ticket, in the city of 
Albany? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Well, he never will be again. 
turned Republican, as evidenced by his practices. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The fact is as stated, and it is also a fact 
that John A. McCall is a lifelong Democrat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will pardon me, the very 
fact that he has intended to establish by his question makes 
this condition all the more sad a commentary, because it shows 
that even Democrats, when identified with great corporations, 
are compelled to contribute Democratic money to Republican 
campaign funds in order to expect justice from a Republican 
Administration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Why, 
they have got the country in such a condition that the rotten- 
ness goes outside of the Republican party and permeates every- 
body standing under the law. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] will pardon me, he holds a high posi- 
tion in the management of Republican party affairs. I want to 
know why it is that with full coffers, with your money that the 
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papers brag about as being left over from the campaign of 1904, 
you do not give back to the New York Life Insurance Company 
the $48,000 that this man Hamilton swears was given to you 
without warrant or authority of law, which no man can claim 
was right? You ought certainly to return that if you have it 
to spare, as is boasted. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it is very delightful to wit- 
ness the evidence of the approach of a sort of millennium of 
purity in the Democratic party. [Laughter.] I do not rise to 
discuss the merits or demerits of this bill. I shall vote for it. 
I want to suggest, however, as I shall not be here to point out 
the evidences later on, that no good will come of this legislation. 
It does not go far enough. If you want to purify the politics 
of this country by an assurance that there shall be no corrupt- 
ing of the voters at the polls, you must go further than to sup- 
press national corporations, and you must provide that no man 
shall contribute any money. The candidate shall not nor shall 
anyone else spend any money. 

What is the necessity, what is the propriety, of picking out 
a corporation, which is an artificial person, which has not any 
conscience, is not capable of understanding the morals of the 
Democratic utterances that we have just heard, and forbid them 
to contribute to the corrupting of the populace of the country 
while you let the rich men put their money into the campaign? 

Therefore you ought to go further and provide that no man 
shall be a candidate for office unless he can proye to a nonpar- 
tisan committee that he has not got a cent on God's earth and 
that he will not corrupt anybody. [Laughter.] You are mak- 
ing a long step in the direction of assembling in Congress a few 
years hence a club of millionaires and wealthy men, because if 
this operates successfully there is no possible reason why you 
should not forbid the contribution of individuals. 

A corporation chartered under the laws of a State is just as 
much an individual as is a man, and Congress has just as much 
power over that individual, over all individuals, as it has over 
that corporation. Why not say that State corporations shall 
not earn more than a certain per cent upon their stock? Why 
stop? Why not legislate so that they shall not be able to con- 
tribute anything? ‘ 7 

This is a step in the direction of the abolition of State lines 
and State rights that is the most startling of anything we have 
heard in Congress. You provide what shall be done and what 
shall not be done with the possible surplus and income of a cor- 
poration that is the individual of a State and over which Con- 
gress has no more power than it has over the rising and the 
setting of the sun. 

But I did not rise solely for that purpose. This system of 
contributions to the national committees has been going on eyer 
since we can remember. Why should you select the recent 
chairman of the Republican national committee to be attacked 
in the House of Representatives? What did he do more than 
any other man has done? I remember when one of the most 
efficient chairmen of the national committee of the Democratic 
party, and one who superintended some of the most unfortunate 
results, was a Senator of the United States, a gentleman of 
high character. I never heard him criticised; I never heard 
anybody try to find out how much money he got, although 
it was known that in the campaign of 1892 the campaign 
fund of the Democratic party was very large. He was a 
Senator. I never heard his relations to the Senate and the 
trust that was conferred upon him criticised. How does it 
happen that Mr. Cortelyou is assaulted here, and the fact that 
he is to be Secretary of the Treasury brought in here as re- 
flecting somehow, upon the passage of the bill and preventing 
the contribution and corruption of Presidential electors? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I point to that gentleman, as he has been 
assaulted on the floor of this House, as a demonstration of what 
conditions in America can produce, He is a young man that 
since I haye been in Congress came here as a clerk, coming out 
of the custom-house in New York, where he had been a ste- 
nographer. He has made his way and has set an example to 
the young men of America that we ought to be proud of. 
[Applausė.] In every position he has held he has won the 
praise of all fair-minded men. Every fair-minded man is proud 
of it. To-day he stands indorsed for the highest position, in 
many respects, in the Cabinet of this President that you are so 
fond of eulogizing, and whom we on this side also indorse and 
admire, by the united votes of the Republicans of the Senate 
and by the concurrent votes of the Democrats of the Senate. 
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So, if he has done wrong, you have condoned it. But he has not 
done wrong, and be stands to-day par excellence a citizen in the 
full light of American judgment and indorsed by the good sense 
of the people of the country. 

So now, Mr. Speaker, as we go ambling along, wabbling along, 
to the destruction of the Independence of the States in the man- 
nagement of their own corporations, wabbling along in the direc- 
tion of undertaking to purify the franchise of the country with- 
out striking a blow in the réal direction where corruption comes 
from, we may as woll stop slandering the men of the country 
and stop the imputations that have been cast out here. T shall 
vote for the bill, and I shall do it simply, as very often it has 
heen my duty, to belp give the American people an opportunity 
to test the thing which, in my judgment, will be a total and sig- 
nificant failure. [Applause.] 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RANTHor pr]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, if it is proposed to return 
caunulgu-fund contributions, 1 should like to make a suggestion 
on behalf of the people of Missouri. [Laughter.] Why does not 
the great reform governor of that State return to the poor 
policemen of the city of St. Louis the $28,000 that have been 
extorted from them for the purpose of electing the great re- 
former. [Applause on the Republican side.] This fact was as- 
certained by an official investigation of the Democratie senate at 
Jefferson City. At that time Mr. Vandiver was manager of the 
Democratic campaign committee, or of Mr. Folk’s committée. 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman permit n question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Not now; 1 have only two minutes. 
That gentleman was n Member of Congress at the time. Con- 
gress had adjourned, and it would have been very easy for him 
to go to Jefferson City, whither he had heen summoned, and 
testify, but at the time It suddenly occurred to him that he had 
very important business in the city of New York. He went to 
New York for the purpose of avoiding the necessity of testify- 
ing about how he collected his campaign funds, As I say, a part 
of that fund was extorted from the poor policemen of the city 
of St. Louis to the extent of $28,000. [Applause and laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, this discus- 
sion, brief as it has been, has been sufficient to call the attention 
of the House to the difficulty of passing effective and prac- 
tical legislation of this character. In the first place, the Fed- 
oral Government can giye no relief whatever, even if the pub- 
lic sentiment of the country has grown to a point where the 
people will aid in the enforcement of laws of this kind, 
unless gentlemen are willing to concede plenary power to the 
Federal Government. In the bill which we have now—the 
Senate bill, which we are now discussing—it is proposed to 
give the Federal Government jurisdiction over all corpora- 
tions when they make any contributions in connection with the 
elections at which the Members of Congress and other officers 
named are elected. It does not merely make it unlawful for cor- 
porntions to contribute to aid in the election of Members of 
Congress, but everybody appreciateil that In order to make the 
Jaw effective at all it would be necessary to take cognizance 
of contributions made in connection with the election at which 
Members of Congress and other Federal oflicers were elected. 
So you find that in order to give any effective relief at all it is 
necessary to Inyade a province where honest men doubt as to 
the jurisdiction of the Federal Government. So far as I am 
concerned, I hope at some time to see these doubts so far re- 
moved that we cin compel publicity of all campaign contribu- 
tions and campaign expenditures. [Applanse.] ‘There is, how- 
ever, this objection to that, and that is the honest man who 
will tell the truth Is at some disadvantnge by comparison 
with the persons who are not so conscientious. I do not know, 
Mr. Speaker, whether the desire that the chairman of the Repub- 
lican national committee shall make a public statement has 
come from the belief that le is more likely than other chairmen 
would be to tell the truth when he did make statements. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill 
with the amendments. 

The question was taken; anil two-thirds haying voted in fayor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, unnounced that the Senate bad passed without amendment 
bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 221. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; and 

II. R. 23114. An act extending to the subport of Bellingham, 
in the State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section 


of the act approyed June 10, 1880, governing the immediate 
transportation of dutinble merchandise without appralsement. 
The message also announced that the Sennte lind passed the 
following Senate concurrent resolutions; in whieh the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 41, 
Resolvcd by the. Renate (the Moe of Representatives 8 


That the President be requested to return the bil (S. 3671) granting 
an Increase of pension to Lonis Castinette. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 42. 


Resolved ty the Konate (the House of Ropresontatives concurring), 
That the President be requested to return the bill (8. 5073) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel G. Smith. 

Senate concurrent resolution No, 43. 

Resoleed by the Senate (the House of Repreecntatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be directed to submit to the Senate, from 
data already available, plan and estimates for improvement of the 
Sasanoa River, Maine. 


The message also announced that the Senate und passed bill- 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

8.3923. An act to reorganize and to increase the efficiency of 
the artillery of the United States Army. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bilis, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution of the following tithe; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

II. J. Res. 221. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board 
of Regeuts of the Smithsonian Institution. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFEREED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XNIV, the following Senate concur- 
rent resolution was taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to Its appropriate committee as indicated below: 


Senate concurrent resolution 43. 


Resolved ty the Senate (the House 2 Ropresentatives concurring), 
That the 5 of War be dirccted to submit to the Senate, from 
Anta already available, plan and estimates for improvement of the 
Sasonoa River, Maine. 


To the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
INCREASE IN EFFICIENCY OF ARTILLERY. 


Mr. HULE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, re- 
consider the vote by which the House passed the bill H. R. 
17847, lay the said bill on the table, and take from the Speak- 
er's table the bill S. 3928, and puss the same, which is the 
same as the House bill passed a few minutes ago, and which I 
send to the desk and ask to bave read. 

The bill S. 3923 is as follows: 


Bo it exacted, ete., That the artillery of the United States Army shall 
consist of the Chief of Artillery, the Coast Artillery, and the Fjild Ar- 
tilery. The Coast Artillery and the Field Artillery shall be organized 
as hereinafter specified. and the artillery shall belong to the line of 
the Army: Provided, That on and after July 1, 108, the Chief of 
Artillery shall cease to exercise supervision over the Field Artillery 
and shall thereafter be designated as the Chief of Coast Artillery. 

Sec. 2. That the Chief of Artillery or Chief of Const Artillery shall 
be an additional member of the General Stuff Corps, and bis other 
dutiea shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

Whon a vacancy occurs in the office of the Chief of Artillery or Chict 
of Coast Artillery the President may appoint to such vacancy, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, an officer selected from the 
Coast Artillery, who shall serve for a period of four yeara unless re- 
appointed for further periods of four years; and any oficer who shall 
hereafter serve as Chief of Artillery or Chief of Coast Artillery shall, 
when required, be retired with the rank, poy, and allowances author: 
ized by law for a brigadier-general on the retired list. The position 
vacated by an officer appointed Chief of Artillery ar Chief of Const 
Artilicry shall be filled by promotion in that arm according to existin 
law, but the officer thus appointed shall continue In the same Linen 
position In his arm which he would havo held if he bad not been so ap- 
pointed, und shall be an additional number in the grade from which he 
was appointed or to which he may be promoted: Provided, That thore 
shall not be at any time in the Coast Artillery more than one additional 
ofiicer hy reason of the appointment of a Chief of Artillery or Chief of 
Coast Artillery and the rellet of an officer from such duty. 

Sec. 3. That the Coast Artillery is the artillery charged with the cenre 
and use of the fixed and movable elements of land and coast fortifica- 
tions, Including the submarine mine and torpedo defenses, 

See. 4. That the Mield Artillery is the artillery which accompanics 
un army In the feld, and Includes light artillery, horse artillery, clege 
artillery, and mountain artillery. — 

Sue. 5. That the Coast Artillery shall constitute a corps, and sball 
consist of one Chief of Coast Artillery, with the rank, pay, and allow- 
ances of u brigadier-general, as provided in section 1 of this act: 14 
colonels; 14 lieutenant-colonels; 42 majors; 210 captnins; 210 first 
Uientenunts, and 210 second lieutenants; and the captains and licn- 
tenants provided for in this section not required for duty with com- 
panies shall be available for duty as staff oflicers of the various Coast 
Artillery commands and for such other detalis- as may be authorized 
y inw and regulations; 21 sergeants-mnjor, with tho rank, pay, and 
allowances of regimental sergeants-mujor of infantry; 26 master olec- 
tricians; 60 engineers; 74 electrician-scrgeants, first cinss; 74 clec 
triclun-sergeants, second class; 42 sergeants-major with the rank, pay, 
and allowances of battalion sergeants-major “of infantry; 42 muster 
gunners; GO firemen; 170 companies, and 14 bands, organized as now 
provided for by law for artillery corps bands. 

Sec, 6. That each company of Const Artillery shall consist of one 
captain, one first lleutenant, one second lieutenant, one first sergeant, 
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one quartermaster-sergeant, two cooks, two mechanies, two musicians, 
and such number of sergeants, corporals, and privates as may be fixed 
by the President in accordance with the requirements of the service 
to which it may be assigned: Provided, ‘That the total number. of ser- 
Fa and corporais in the Const Artillery so fixed shall not exceed 


G0 ond 2,040, respectively, and that the total enlisted strength of 
the Const Artillery, as provided under this act, shall not exceed 19,147, 
exclusive of masier electricians, clectriclan-sergeants, first class, and 
clectrician-sergeants, second class. 

Sec. 7. That the Field Artillery shall consist of six regiments, each 
orgnnized as follows: One colonel, 1 lieutenant-colonel, 2 majors, 11 
captains, 1% first Heutenants, and 13 second lieutenants; 2 veterinari- 
ans, 1 sergeant-major, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 1 commissary-sergeant, 
2 battalion kergeants-mijor, 2 battalion quartermaster-sergeants, 2 
color-sergeants, one band, and six batteries organized into two bat- 
talions of three batteries cach. Of the officers herein provided. the 
captains and Hentenants not required for so with batteries shall be 
avaliable for detail as regimental and battalion staff oficers and for 
such other details as may be anthorized by law and regulations. Bat- 
talion adjutants shall be detailed from the captains, and battalion quar- 
termasters and commissarles from lientenants. Rach Field Artillery 
band shall be organized as provided by law for cavalry bands: Pro- 
pited, That the President, In his discretion, may Increase by nine 
mounted orderiles the regimental strength herein authorized. 

Sec. 8. That each battery of Field Artillery shall consist of 1 cap- 
taln, 2 firat Heutenants, 2 second Heutenants, 1 first sergeant, 1 quar- 
termaster-sergeant, 1 stable sergeant, 1 chief mechanic, 6 sergeants, 12 
corporals, 4 mechanics, & cooks, 2 musicians, and 102 privates, the com- 
missioned officers to be assigned from among those hereinbefore au- 
thorized for the regimont: Vrovided, That the President, in his dis- 
cretion, may Increase the number of sergeants in any battery of Fiold 
Artillery to 8, the number of corporals to 16, the number of mechantes 
to T, tho number of musicians to 3. and the number of privates to 149: 
Provided further, That nothing contained in this act shall increase the 
total number of enlisted men In the line of the Army, together with 
the native scouts, as authorized by section 36 of the act of Congress 
approved February 2, 1901, entitled “An act to Increase the efliciuncy 
ot the permanent Military establishment of the United States.” 

Src. 9. That on and after the approval of this act the Coast Artillery 
and the Fiold Artillery shall be permanently separated, the separation 
to be effected as follows: 

All officers in the present Artillery Corps shall remain on one list as 
regards promoticn until suficient promotions shall have been made, as 
far as the present number of officers permit, to provide in each grado, 
together with the ollicers remaining therein, the total number of officers 
of the grade provided for in this act for the Coast and Field Artillery 
combined. After such promotion they shall, in each grade, he assigned 
by the Dresident to the Coast Artillery or to tho Field Artillery, accord- 
ing to special aptitude and qualifications and agreeably to individual 
preference, so far as may be practicable and for the good of the service, 
such assignments to be permanent; and all officers promoted or ap- 
pointed in the artillery thereafter shall be commissioned as officers of 
the Coast Artillery or the Field Artillery, as the case may be, and shall 
be promoted by seniority In their own ranch, subject to the provisions 
of the inwe gorong promotion in the Army at large. 

Sud, 10, at all vacancies created or caused by this act which can 
be filled by promotion of officers now in the Artillery Corps shall be 
tilled by promotion according to seniority, subject to examination as 
now preseribed by law. Of the vacancies created or caused by this act 
which can not be filled by promotion of officers now in the Artillery 
Corps, one-fifth in each branch shall be filled in each fiscal year until 
the total number of officers herein provided for shall have heen nt- 
taincd. ‘The vacancies remaining in the grade of second licutenant shall 
be filled by appointment in the following order: First, of graduates of 
the United States Military Academy; second, of ontlisted men whose 
fitness for advancement shall have been determined by competitive ex- 
amination: third, of candidates from civil life; and all such appoint- 
ments shall be made in accordance with the provisions of existing law. 

See. 11. That the regimental and battalion noncommissioned stat 
officers herein authorized for regiments of Field Artillery shall have the 
pay and allowances of corresponding grades in the cavalry; the battalion 
qunartermaxter-sergeant shall have the pay and allowances of sergeant- 
major, junior grade, of the Artillery Corps; the chief mechanic the pay 
and allowances of sergeant, and the mechanics of Field Artillery the pay 
and allownnces’of artificers of Field Artillery ; engineer, $65 a month and 
allowances of ordnance-sergeant; electriclan-sergeant, first class, $45 n 
month and allowances of ordnance-sergeant; electrician-sergeant, pecond 
class, $35 a month and allowances of ordnance-serveant: master gunner, 
the pay and allowances of cade peace an tik mre firemen, $20 a month and 
allowances of ordnance-sergeant ; and that the rates of pay of all other 
enlisted men of the Coast and the Field Artillery shall be as now provided 
by law: Prorided, That casemate electricians, observers, first class, and 
plotters shall receive $9 a month in addition to their pay; that chief 
planters, chief loaders, observers, second clinss, gun commanders, and 
gun pointers shall receive $7 a month in addition to their pay, and that 
first-class gunners shall receive $2 a month and sccond-class guoners 
$1 a month in addition to their pay: Provided further, That the num- 
ber of casemate electricians stall not ex 44; that the num- 
her of observers, first class. shall not exceed 175: that the number of 
plotters shall not exceed 170; that the number of chief lanters shall 
not exceed 44; that the number of chief loaders shall not exceed 
44: that the number of olwervers, second class, shall not exceed 
170; that the number of gun commanders shall not excced 378. and that 
the number of gun pointers shall not exceed 378: And provided further, 
That no enlisted man shall receive under this section more than one nd- 
dition to his ay. 

Sec. 12. That In addition to the chaplains now authorized for the 
Artiftery Corps the President ts authorized to appoint, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, and subject to the laws governing ap- 
et of chaplains in the Army, one chaplain for each regiment of 
‘eld Artillery and two for the Coast Artillery, with the rank, pay, and 
allowances now authorizod by law for chaplains in the Army. 

Sec. 13. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of this act are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.) 
If not, the question is on suspending the rules, reconsidering 
the vote whereby the bill II. R. 17347 was passed, laying the 
said bill on the table, and taking from the Speaker's table the 
bill S. 3923 and passing the same. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the motion was agreed to. 


AGREEMENT BETWEEN NEW JERSEY AND DELAWARE. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 4975) giving the consent of Congress to 
nn agreement or compact entered into between the State of New 
Jersey and the State of Delaware respecting the territorial 
limits and jurisdiction of said States, which I send to the desk 
and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Whereas commissioners duly appointed on the part of the Stato of 
New Jorsey and commissioners duly appointed on the part of the State 
of Delaware, for the purpose of agreoing upon aud settling the Juris- 
diction and territorial limits of the two States, have execnted certain 
articles, which are contained In the words following, namely : 

rst. Whereas a controversy hath heretofore existed between the 
States of Now Jersey and Delaware relative to the 3 of such 
portion at the Delaware River as is included within the circle of 12- 
mile radins, an are of which constitutes the northern boundary of the 
State of Delaware, and it is the mutual destre of said States to so 
sottlo and determine such controversy as to prevent future complica- 
tions arising therefrom; and 

“Whereas there is now pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
States a cause wherein the sald State of New Jersey is the complainant 
and the said State of Delaware is the defendant, In which cause an in- 
Junction has been lesned against the State,of Delaware restraining the 
execution of certain statutes of the State of Delaware relating to fish- 
eries In said river, which sald litigation hath been pending for twenty- 
seven poate and upward; and 

“Whereas for the purpose of adjusting the differences between the 
said two States arising out of said conflict of jurisdiction, Edward C. 
Stokes, Kobert H. MeCarter, Franklin Murphy, and Channcey G. Parker 
have been 8 commissioners on the part of the State of New 
Jersey by Joint resolution of the legislature of sald State, and Preston 
Tea, Robert H. Richards, Herbert II. Ward, and George H. Bates have 
been appointed commissioners on the part of the State of Delaware by 
joint resolution of the general assembly of said State, ta frame a com- 
pact or agreement between the sail States and legislation consequent 
therean, to be submitted to the legislatures of sald two States for action 
thereon, looking to the amicable termination of sald suit between said 
Stutes now pending in the Supreme Court of the Unitel States, and 
the final adjustment of all controversies relating to the boundary line 
between said States, and to their respective rights in the Delaware 
River and Bay; Now, therefore, 

“The sald State of New 8 by ifs commissioners above named, 
and the said State of Delaware, by Its commissioners above named, do 
hereby make and enter into a compact or agreement between sald 
States as follows: 

“ARTICLE I. Criminal process issued under the authority of the State 
of New Jersey against any person accused of an offense committed 
upon the soil of suid State, or upon the eastern half of said Delaware 
River, or committed on hoard of any vessel being under the exclusive 
Jurisdiction of that State, and also civil process issued under the au- 
thority of the State of New Jersey aguinst any person domiciled in 
that State, or against property taken out of that State to evade the 
laws thereof, may be served upon any portion of the Delaware River 
between sald States from low-water mark on the New Jersey shore 
to low-water mark on the Delaware shore, except upon Reedy and Ver 
Patch islands, unless sald person or property shall be on board a vessel 
aground upon or fastened to the shore of the State of Delaware, or the 
shores of said islands, or fastened to a wharf ndjolning thereto, or un- 
less such person shall be under arrest or such property shall be under 
selzure by virtue of pote or authority of the State of Delaware. 

“Ant. II. Criminal process iesucd under the authority of the State 
of Delaware against any person accused of an offense committed upon 
the soll of anid State, or upon the western half of sald Delaware River, 
or committed on board of anz vessel being under the exclusive jurix- 
diction of that State, and also civil process Issned under the authority 
of the State of Delaware against any person domiciled In that State, 
or against property taken ont of that State to evade the laws thereof, 
may be served upon any portion of the Delaware River between sail 
States from low-water mark on the Delnware shore to low-water mark 
on the New Jersey shore, unless sald person or property shall be on 
board n vessel agronnd upon or fastened to the shore of the State of 
Now Jorsoy, or fastened to a wharf adjoining thereto, or unless such 
erson shail be under arrest or such property shall be under seizure 

y virtue of process or authority of the State of New Jersey. 

“Art, III. ‘The Inhabitants of the said States of Delaware and New 
Jersey shall Lave and enjoy a common right of fishery thronghout, In, 
and over the waters of said river between low-water marks on each 
side of said river between the said Stites, except so far as either State 
may have heretofore granted valid and subsisting private rights of 

shery. 

“Arr, IV. Immediately upon the execution hereof the legislature of 
the State of New Jersey shall appoint three commissioners to confer 
with three commissioners to be Immediately appointed by the general 
assembly of the State of Delaware for the 1 of drafting wolform 
taws to regulate the catching and taking of twh in the Delaware River 
nnd Bay between said two States, whieh sald commissioners for ench 
State, respectively. shall, within two years from the dnte of their ap- 
wintment, report to the legislature of exch of said States the proposed 
laws so framed and recommended by said joint commission. Upon the 
ndoption and passage of sald laws so recommended by the respective 
legixIutures of sald two States snid laws shall constitute the sole laws 
for the regulation of the taking and catching of fish in the sald river 
and bay between sald States, Said laws shall remain In force until 
altered, amended, or repealed by concurrent legislation of the snid two 
States. Sail commissioners shall also ascertain the dividing Une be- 
tween sald riyer and bay, and upon cach of the shores of said two 
States where said dividing line extended shall Intersect the same, shall, 
at the joint expense of suid Stntes, erect a suitable monument to mark 
the said ‘dividing line. Said dividing line between sali monuments 
shall be tho division Hne between the said river and bay for the Inter- 
pretation of and for all purposes of this compact, nnd of the concur- 
rent legislation poroa or therein, 

“The faith of the sald contracting States is hereby pledged to the 
enactment of sald Inws so recommended by said commissioners, or to 
stich concurrent legislation as may seem fudicious and proper in the 


premises to the respective legislatures thercof. 
“Each State shall have and exercise exclusive jurisdiction within 


said river to arrest, try, and punish Its own Inhabitants for ylolation 
of the concurrent legislation relating to fishery herein provided for. 
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“ART. V. All laws of said States relating to the regulation of fish- 
eries in the Delaware River not inconsistent with the right of common 
fishery hereinabove mentioned shall continue in force in said respective 
patos until the enactmest of said concurrent legislation as herein pro- 
v 5 

“ART. VI. Nothing herein contained shall affect the planting, catch- 
ing, or taking of oysters, clams, or other shell fish, or interfere with the 
2 industry as now or hereafter carried on under the laws of either 

ate. 

“Ant. VII. Each State may, on its own side of the river, continue to 
exercise riparian jurisdiction of every kind and nature, and to make 

nts, leases, and conveyances of riparian lands and rights under the 
aws of the respective States. 

“Ant, VIII. Nothing herein contained shall affect the territorial lim- 
its, rights, or jurisdiction of either State of, in, or over the Delaware 
River, or the ownership of the subaqueous soil thereof, except as herein 
expressly set forth. 

“ART. IX. This agreement shall be executed by the said commission- 
ers when authorized to do so by the legislatures of the said States, It 
shall thereupon be submitted to Congress for its consent and approval. 
Upon the ratification thereof by Congress it shall be and become bind- 
ing in perpetuity upon both of said States; and thereupon the suit 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States, in which the 
State of New Jersey is complainant and the State of Delaware is de- 
fendant, shall be discontinued without costs to either party and with- 
out prejudice, Pending the ratification hereof by Congress said suit 
shall remain in statu quo. 2 

“Done in two parts (one of which is retained by the commissioners 
of Delaware, to be delivered to the governor of that State, and the other 
one of which is retained by the commissioners of New Jersey, to be de- 
nyecr to the governor of that State) this 21st day of March, A. D. 

5 j 
PRESTON LEA. 
ROBERT H. RICHARDS, 


EDWARD C. STOKES. 
ROBERT H. MCCARTER, 
FRANKLIN MURPHY. HERBERT H. WARD. 
CHAUNCEY G. PARKER. Geo, H. BATES. 


And whereas the said agreement has been confirmed by the legisla- 
aren Fei the said States of New Jersey and Delaware, respectively: 

erefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of the Congress of the United 
States is hereby given to the said agreement and to each and every part 
and article thereof: Provided, That nothing therein contained shall be 
construed to impair or in any manner affect any right or jurisdiction 
of the United States in and over the islands or waters which form the 
subject of the said agreement. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

7575 BURTON of Delaware. Mr. Speaker, I demand a sec- 
ond. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled 
to twenty minutes and the gentleman from New Jersey to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill merely gives the con- 
sent of the Congress of the United States to an agreement en- 
tered into between the States of New Jersey and Delaware with 
reference to a question of boundary between those two States, 
a question having arisen between the States with reference to 
the boundary line and suit being brought in the Supreme Court 
of the United States on the part of the State of New Jersey as 
complainant against the State of Delaware as defendant. That 
suit is still pending. This agreement merely discloses that the 
two States have arrived at a settlement of the boundary ques- 
tion and agreed that the suit pending in the Supreme Court of 
the United States shall be discontinued. This bill protects the 
rights of the United States fully and completely. It is unani- 
mously reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, and its 
passage is asked for by the legislatures and the executive officers 
of both States. I now yield, Mr. Speaker, ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Delaware | Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Mr. Speaker, it is not my inten- 
tion to oppose the passage of this act. I have held it up for a pur- 
pose and simply desire to make a statement in order that my posi- 
tion may be understood. A suit has been pending in the United 
States courts for more than a quarter of a century to deter- 
mine the boundary question here involved. Two years ago the 
legislatures of New Jersey and Delaware passed acts agreeing 
to appoint commissioners to settle this boundary dispute. In 
article 4 of that agreement the two States were to appoint three 
commissioners whose duty it should be to draft uniform fish- 
eries laws. Those commissioners have assembled from time to 
time, but until the 16th of this month had not been able to agree 
upon the laws to be submitted to the legislatures for their pas- 
sage. Up to the time when those commissioners should agree I 
have requested that the bill be held up in the Judiciary Com- 

mittee, it having passed the Senate some time during the first 
session of this Congress. So far as I am individually concerned 
I was opposed to that method of settling the dispute. The 
rights and privileges of the Delaware River in the location in- 
volved either belong to the State of Delaware or they do not 
belong to it. This suit has been pending in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, where the question of jurisdiction and 
ownership should be settled. So far as I am concerned I have 
always opposed any compromise short of such a decision. 
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I admit that in all probability my opposition to a compromise 
is largely sentimental, because my maternal ancestor arrived on 
the shores of the Delaware River and landed on the west side 
in 1682 as a member of the party brought over to this country 


by that great and good man William Penn. From that day 
down to the present we haye always regarded the 12-mile circle 
forming the northern boundary of our State as something 
sacred to the Delawareans. But the legislature of my State 
agreed to this compromise. As I say, where principle is at 
stake I do not believe in any compromise and think matters of 
this kind should only be settled by a court of competent juris- 
diction; but in obedience to the sentiment expressed by the 
Delaware legislature I now withdraw any further opposition 
to the measure, more especially as commissioners appointed by 
the two States have agreed upon uniform laws to goyern the 
fisheries situation. My judgment is that those laws should 
have been passed by the two States before this agreement was 
ratified by this Congress. However, a joint resolution brought 
in the legislature of my State asking Congress to delay the rati- 
fication of this agreement was laid upon the table by a decisive 
vote. Therefore I yield to the command of the proper authority 
and withdraw further objection to this bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 

WOMAN AND CHILD WORKERS IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules, to discharge the Committee on Labor from the further 
consideration of, and pass the bill S. 5469. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to sus- 
pend the rules, discharge the Committee on Labor from the 
further consideration of a Senate bill, and pass the same. The 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 5469) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to 
investigate and report upon the industrial, social, moral, educa- 


tional, and physical condition of woman and child workers in the 
United States. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to investigate and report on 
the industrial, social, moral, educational, and physical condition of 
woman and child workers in the United States wherever employed, 
with special reference to their age, hours of labor, term of employment, 
health, illiteracy, sanitary and other conditions surrounding their oc- 
cupation, and the means employed for the protection of their health, 
person, and morals. 

Sec. 2. And for the purpose of this act the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor is hereby directed to utilize in so far as they may be ade- 
quate the forces of the Bureau of Labor and Bureau of Census. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from Minnesota has twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the only difference be- 
tween the Senate bill, which I am asking the House to consider 
and pass at this time, and the bill which has been reported 
by the Committee on Labor and which is on the House Cal- 
endar, is that the bill we are now considering carries no ap- 
propriation. It has been found expedient to leave the appro- 
priation out for the reason that we do not know exactly how 
much the investigation will cost. To start the investigation 
the present force of the Department of Commerce and Labor 
might be sufficient; and if additional funds will be required, 
the Committee on Appropriations, upon the basis of this legis- 
lation, can insert the necessary item in an appropriation bill. 
As to the merits of this legislation there can be no doubt. All 
civilized countries of the world haye had investigations of this 
kind. 

It is comparatively a new question, and in no country is it 
more important than in the United States, for the reason that 
proportionately more women are employed in the United States 
in industrial pursuits than in almost any other country on earth. 
We have never had a national investigation of this question. 
About twenty years ago the Bureau of Labor made a limited 
study of it, and then about five or six years after that the In- 
dustrial Commission took up this question, but merely touched 
upon it without going into details. The census reports, as you 
are all aware, merely give figures without going into the socio- 
logical aspect of the case whatsoever. The census figures, in 
other words, are merely statistical, while under this bill it is 
proposed to have a thorough investigation as to the effects of 
the employment of women and children upon their health and 
upon the social conditions of the people. 


1458 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 21, 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time in order that 
I may answer possible objections. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Where do you get the power to authorize 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to make the investiga- 
tion in manufacturing establishments or otherwise that employ 
women and children at labor in the States? In other words, 
where will you get the power to send the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, or employees under him, into factories or 
stores not in the District of Columbia or in the Territories to 
make these investigations? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, my answer to that is that 
that power was no doubt conferred at the time when the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor was created. Surely that 
Department has not been created for the sole purpose of looking 
into the affairs of the District of Columbia and the Territories. 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; not at all. The Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, if the gentleman will permit me to say so in 
` his time, now investigates the business of corporations engaged 
in interstate commerce, but there is no such restriction or provi- 
sion in this bill. Now, what authority has Congress to send 
the Seeretary of Commerce and Labor, or Government em- 
ployees under him, to Missouri or to Georgia, and to authorize 
him to say, “Open your factories, open your stores, send for 
your employees, and let me now inyestigate what you did with 
reference to these particular subjects that Congress has au- 
thorized me to make investigation of according to the bill?” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not think that by an investigation 
the rights of anyone will be invaded or abridged. This bill 
merely aims at securing knowledge and information, and cer- 
tainly that does not affect the rights of anyone. My friend no 
doubt has in mind the question of State rights, and believes 
that there are matters which are reserved to the States. We do 
not object to the States supplementing the information which 
the United States will gather on this subject. On the con- 
trary, it will be highly desirable for them to do so. And, more 
than that, the labor boards and labor commissioners in the sev- 
eral States of the Union are all asking for this information, 
because only under national control can it be gathered in a 
proper way, or along the same lines, and viewed from the same 
standpoint, while if you leave it to the individual States you 
will not get the exact information you desire and upon which 
you can base proper legislation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Granting all that the gentleman says is 
true as to the requirement for the information, suppose a fac- 
tory or a store that employs women and children refused to per- 
mit the representatives of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor to come in to make an investigation, what power or au- 
thority 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Let such a case come up, Mr. Chairman, 
and the courts will pass upon it. I reserve the remainder of my 


time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has not answered the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is there anything in the law that is compulsory 
about the attendance of witnesses, or anything of that kind? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There is no provision in the bill which 
makes anything compulsory. 

Mr. MANN. Nothing to compel the violation of legal rights? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, sir. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor 
of the pending bill, and I hope it will pass without any material 
opposition. The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor to make a thorough and exhaustive in- 
yestigation of the industrial, social, moral, educational, and 
physical conditions of women and children who are employed 
in shops, factories, mines, and other industrial establishments. 
The investigation will be one of incalculable value to the coun- 
try and will no doubt result in the adoption of measures in the 
yarious States for the amelioration of the surroundings of 
women and children in the industries. Its influence will be 
educative, and it will doubtless attract the attention of the 
philanthropic sentiment of our people toward the improve- 
ment of industrial conditions all along the line. That women 
and children should be protected from the impositions and 
cruelties that are inflicted upon them by avaricious employers in 
some parts of the country is a question that will admit of no 
debate. The problem of child labor particularly is one of the 
vital social questions of the day, and it is engaging the thought 


and iat of those who are interested in the welfare of the 
people. 

It is impracticable for the States, each acting for itself, to 
make an investigation along the lines proposed by the pending 
bill that will be of any considerable value. They would of ne- 
cessity adopt different methods and standards for their inyesti- 
gations, and it would be exceedingly difficult, if not altogether 
impossible, to coordinate the results in such a fashion as to ena- 
ble students of these problems to reach safe and intelligent con- 
clusions. While the Federal Government may not have the au- 
thority to legislate for the States respecting conditions that are 
purely industrial and local, it may investigate conditions 
throughout the country and give them such publicity as will di- 
rect the public mind toward evils that imperatively demand cor- 
rection. Public opinion is the most powerful remedial factor in 
our civilization, and evils connected with the employment of 
women and children in gainful occupations will so excite public 
opinion and concentrate it upon such evils as to surely bring 
about wholesome and necessary remedies. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I yield additional time to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The Government has neyer provided 
for a thorough and exhaustive investigation of the subjects men- 
tioned in the bill. There have been special reports in relation to 
labor conditions in one part of the country and the other and 
special reports upon women and children in the industries, but 
they have not involved so broad a scope as that contemplated 
by this bill. , They have not been so broad and comprehensive 
as the proposed investigation will be. 

The investigation contemplated by the bill is of infinitely 
greater importance than a merely statistical and economic ex- 
amination could possibly be. The Government spends millions 
of dollars every year for the investigation of economic and com- 
mercial questions. Hundreds of thousands of dollars are spent 
annually to promote better methods of agriculture, to improve 
stock raising and fruit growing, and several bureaus of the 
great Departments are engaged exclusively in studying the 
effects of insects upon stock, fruit, and farm products and in 
devising ways and means to extirpate them. If we have money 
to use in this fashion, it seems to me there ought to be no hesi- 
tancy in appropriating a sufficient amount of money to make a 
thorough investigation of the condition of women and children 
in factories, mines, shops, and mercantile institutions, with a 
view of surrounding them with the best and most wholesome 
conditions practicable. The glory of our country is not in its 
Army and Navy, nor in its great cities, nor in its magnificent in- 
dustrial institutions, nor in its stupendous aggregate of wealth, 
but in the freedom and the sturdy, self-reliant character of its 
citizenry. The very object of wealth, honor, culture, and gov- 
ement itself is to eleyate the standard of manhood and woman- 


I believe in any policy that will tend to secure equality of op- 
portunity, industrial as well as political, to all the citizens of 
the land. I believe in any policy that will tend to promote in a 
legitimate way a more equitable distribution of the products of 
labor and capital. Those problems must be solved largely by 
the intelligence and the independence of our citizens, and it is 
of vital importance to the future of the country to so surround 
the children of the land that they be permitted to develop into 
strong, self-reliant, worthy citizens—citizens that may become 
helpful factors in the elevation of the race. 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Labor of the 
House [Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey] some time during the last 
session of the present Congress reported a bill from that com- 
mittee, the first section of which was exactly like the first sec- 
tion of the pending bill. The second section of that bill con- 
tained some additional provisions, among others, an appropria- 
tion of $300,000 to carry the bill into execution. On the 16th 
of last April that gentleman moved to suspend the rules and 
adopt a resolution giving the bill a privileged status upon the 
Calendar of the House for the balance of that session. I de- 
manded a second for the purpose of putting in the RECORD a 
statement furnished me by the Director of the Census respect- 
ing an investigation upon the subject of women and children in 
the industries which the Census Office had taken in connection 
with the general census of 1900 and the special census of manu- 
factures in 1905. I announced at that time that I had mo ob- 
jection to the bill being given a privileged status upon the Cal- 
endar, but I said that the Census Office had collected informa- 
tion and was then engaged in the preparation of a report upon 
that subject, and my impression at that time was that the 
Census Office report wes substantially of the same character as 
that contemplated by the Gardner bill. In order that the 
Members of the House and the country might know exactly 
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what the scope and character of the census report would be, I 
had the statement prepared by the chief of the division of re- 
view and results, furnished me by the Director of the Census, 
printed in the RECORD. 

The resolution giving the bill a privileged status on the Cal- 
endar was adopted without opposition, but the bill never was 
called up for consideration afterwards and stands upon the Cal- 


endar to-day. It was not my purpose to oppose the Dill, but 
believing then that the subject had better rest until the census 
report was issued, and if any supplemental investigation should 
be necessary it could then be authorized and thus save a pos- 
sible duplication of work, I interposed to call attention of the 
House to the question. On subsequent investigation I discoy- 
ered that while the report in preparation by the Census Office 
was more than statistical, that it involved more than the economic 
and industrial side of the question, yet it was not complete in 
that it did not include the sanitary, moral, and social conditions 
and surroundings of women and children employed in gainful 
occupations, and it was not general. It did not include all of 
the large industries of the country. I would have supported the 
Gardner bill in the last session of Congress if it had been brought 
up for consideration. I have been ready at all times to contrib- 
ute by speech and yote what I could to secure a thorough in- 
vestigation of this vital question. I believe in statistics of all 
kinds, and I believe them to be valuable for sociological and 
moral purposes as well as political and economic, 

I am informed by the Director of the Census that two reports 
will be made upon the subject, one upon children employed in 
gainful occupations and the other upon women. The child re- 
port, I am informed, will be ready for the public within a week 
or ten days. 

I will append at the end of my remarks, with the consent of 
the House, the statement which I had published in the RECORD 
on the 16th day of last April, showing the character and scope 
of the investigation by the Census Office. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield a min- 
ute or two to me? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Are you against the proposition? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you suppose I would be 
against a measure that would do anything to help women to 
make a living? Never in this world, if I could legally help her. 
I ask for two minutes to make some inquiries of the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat, because I know he is a good law- 
yer and has given this subject a great deal of investigation. 
Suppose, after we pass this law, an agent of the Goverfiment 
should go down, say, to Nashville, and go out to the cotton fac- 
tory to investigate and the manager of that factory should shut 
the door in his face. Now, I want you to tell me, under the 
law as it will be if this bill is passed, how could Congress com- 
pel that door to be opened to show how many and how women 
and children are being worked in that factory—sometimes, pos- 
sibly, wrongfully. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will be frank with the gentleman and 
state that I doubt the power of Congress to compel private insti- 
tutions, located in the States, to submit to any such investigation. 
I think the Department would be obliged to conduct this inves- 
tigation just as it does the investigation for the collection of 
statistics on cotton or any other industry. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose you apply it to cotton 
gins where there may be a number of women and children work- 
ing, and Congress wants to investigate gins, and the owner 
shuts the door. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Well, my judgment is Congress does 
not possess power to compel the manager or proprietor of such 
a factory to submit to any investigation. It is on the same basis 
as the cotton investigation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have asked these questions for 
the purpose of eliciting the propositions of law if I could on 
which the bill may be based. We have never had a chance to 
investigate it or to have the attention of the courts drawn to it, 
and hence they have never passed upon the question, because it 
is new legislation. Whenever we pass this law, are we not mak- 
ing laws that do not equip our agents with power, and ought we 
then, after we get only such information as these people are 
willing to give, to take a half & loaf and build a law on that? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Congress has conferred or will by 
this bill confer all the power it has, If Congress specifically 
authorizes special agents to go into the factories and compel 
their submission to an examination, I believe it would transcend 
its power. But any establishment that would refuse to be in- 
vestigated would be under suspicion, and no reputable industry 
would refuse. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


The statement referred to by Mr. CRUMPACKER is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS, 
Washington, April 5, 1906. 


Memorandum in regard to the scope and character of the proposed 
report on employment of women and children. 


The proposed report on the employment of women and children, ac- 
cording to the present plans, will embrace the following classes of data: 

1. A classification by race and nativity of the number of children of 
each sex, 10 to 15 years of age, employed in each of the principal occu- 
pations for children. This will show the numbers of native white chil- 
dren, native white born of native parents, native white born of foreign 
parents, foreign white, negro, and other colored children in each of these 
Pind a cions The data will be compiled separately for each State and 
Territory and for each city of over 50,000 population. 

2. A classification by year of age for the total number of children of 
each sex, 10 to 15 years of age, employed in all occupations. ‘This will 
be shown separately for the native white children, native white of 
native parentage, native white of foreign parentage, foreign white, and 
negro children. The data will be presented for each State and Terri- 
tory and for each city of over 50,000 population. 

3. A tabulation showing the number of women or girls engaged In 
occupations in each of the following age periods: Ten to 15 years, 16 to 
20, 21 to 24, 25 to 34, 35 to 44, 45 to 54, 55 to 64, 65 and over. This 
will be combined with a tabulation giving the same classification by age 
periods of the total number of women and girls in the entire popula- 
tion, so as to show what proportion or per ‘cent of the women and girls 
in each age period are engaged in occupations. A tabulation will be 
presented for all classes combined and also separately for the native 
white, native white of native parentage, native white of foreign parent- 
age, foreign white, and negro. The data will be compiled separately 
for each State and Territory, and for each city of over 50,000 population. 

4. Data in regard to the families which have children engaged in 
occupations, From the population schedules it is possible to collate 
the following data in regard to these families: The number of persons 
in the family, with sex and age; the number of breadwinners (persons 
reported as haying gainful occupations) and the number of dependents 
(persons not having gainful occupations); the occupation, sex, and 
marital condition of the head of the 8 the nationality of the 
family, as determined by the country in which the head of the family 
was born; 3 in which the head of the family, if of foreign 
birth, immigrated to the United States, and the school attendance and 
illiteracy of the children in the family. It would be practically im 
sible to compile and tabulate these data for all families in the United 
States having children at work, but it is believed that it will be suffi- 
cient if such compilations as are significant are made for certain typical 
groups, so as to show the conditions in some of the principal İndus- 
tries in which child labor is employed in different parts of the coun- 
try—for instance, the cotton-mill industry in Fall River, also in some 
of the southern mill towns, the glass industry in Pennsylvania, ete. 
The extent to which this particular branch of the investigation is 
carried will depend partly upon the significance of the results which are 
obtained and partly upon the clerical force that can be employed on 
this work without interfering with other lines of work in the Bureau 
of the Census. One of the tabulations which it is proposed to compile 
from these data will show how many of the children of each year of 
age in these families are employed in the selected industry, how many 
in other industries, how many are at school, and how many are at 
home; that is, neither employed nor at school. 

Another tabulation shows the classification of these families accord- 
ing to the number of older breadwinners in the family, thus segregating 
those families which have no older breadwinners, and therefore are 
a 5 entirely dependent upon child labor. Those families ha vin 
older breadwinners will be classified according to the number of sack 
breadwinners (families with one older breadwinner, with two, with 
three, etc.) ; and then each class of families as determined by the num- 
ber of breadwinners will be subclassified according to the number of 
dependents (persons without gainful occupation), thus showing, for 
instance, how many of the families having only one older breadwinner 
have no dependents, how many have one dependent, two, three, ete. It 
is believed that this tabulation will be very valuable as indicating the 
extent to which the families are dependent upon the earnings of the 
child. It will be possible also to segregate those families who have no 
male heads, representing, for the most part, the families of widows. 
Another tabulation may be prepared classifying the families according 
to size—that is, number of members in the family, families consisting 
of two members, three, and four, ete. The total number of persons in 
each class of families, as determined by size, can then be subdivided 
into two groups, viz, breadwinners and Ranan and each group 
may, if deemed advisable, be further subdivided by age. The tabu- 
lations here ennumerated are in some degree tentative, but the work has 
been carried far enough to indicate that this class of data is of great 
importance in connection with this subject and may be presented in 
such a way as to bring out certain significant and interesting results. 

5. A tabulation of women (females 16 years of age and over) en- 
gaged in each of the principal occupations for that sex, showing how 
many of these women are living in families (that is with relatives) 
and how many are boarding; and of those living in families, how many 
are heads of families and how many are living with their fathers, how 
many with mothers, and how many with other relatives, and further- 
more, how many are living in families in which there are no other 
breadwinners, and how many in families in which there is one other, 
two other, more than two. This tabulation will be shown separately 
for the native white women, the native white of native parentage. 
the native white of foreign parentage, and the negro women, an 
for each of these classes of popuianon the data can be presented by 
marital conditions so as to show the results separately for the single 
women, the married, and the widowed and divorced. The data thus 
compiled will afford some indication of the extent to which women en- 
gaged in gainful occupations are living outside home influences and 
will make possible a comparison as regards this question between the 
diferent classes of working women as determined by nativity, marital 
status, and kind of occupation. 

This tabulation. like the preceding one, is too elaborate to be carried 
out for the entire United States. It is expected, however, that the data 
ean be compune for the six cities having more than 500,000 popula- 
tion—New York, Chicago, Philadephia, Boston, St. Louis, and Balti- 


more—and perhaps for some of the smaller towns or cities in which 
there are industries employin, 
6. Certain data in regard 


a large number of women. 
o the wages of women and children in 
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manufacturing industries can be derived from the material collected 
by the recent census of manufactures. 

This data will show, first, the relative importance of men, women, and 
children among the wage-earners of each 9 industry as 
3 the average number of wage-earners of each class employed 
in that industry during the year. These data can be shown for each 
State and Territory and for each individual city, so far as may be 
deemed advisable. 

Second, the 3 of women and children as compared with those 
of men in the same industry. In connection with the census of manu- 
factures a transcript of the pay roll for the busiest week of the year 
1904 was obtained from each manufacturer if available. On the basis 
of this transcript the men, women, and children pet er Appa in that week 
are separately classified according to the scale of their earnings, so as 
to show the number receiving under $3 per week; number receiving $3 
to $4; $4 to $5, ete. Since this statement covers the busiest week in 
the year it is probable that most of the employees were working on full 
time, and that their earnings, therefore, correspond closely to their 
wages or rates of pay. 

The Bureau of the Census might, if thought best, collect data of a 
similar character showing the earnings of women and children in some 
of the more important mercantile pursuits not covered by the census of 
manufactures—for instance, in the department stores. ‘This possibility 
is under consideration. 

7. It may also be worth while to tabulate the number of children 
born to married women engaged in occupations for comparison with the 
number born to other married women. The extent to which this tabu- 
lation should be carried would depend upon the results secured from 
experimental work. 

All the above tabulations will present new data—that is, data never 
before published. A part of the data will be derived from the popula- 
tion schedules of the census of 1900, and a part from the schedules of 
the census of manufacturers taken in 1905. The fact that five years 
have ela since the census of 1900 was taken does not, it is believed, 
impair the value of the data for the purposes of this report. Economic 

_ conditions have not changed so rapidly as that, and human nature has 
not changed at all. Moreover, it is important to have knowledge of 
the conditions in 1900 as a starting point from which to measure the 
future changes, whether in the nature of progress or of retrogression, 
which may be revealed by the census of 1910 or later censuses. 

8. Besides these original sources of information, the statistics pub- 
lished in the main census rt on occupations and in other census 

ablications will be utilized so far as they can be made to contribute to 

e completeness of the di ion furtker analysis or new correla- 
tions. n illustration of the possible value of work of this character 
is presented by the recent census bulletin on Negroes, the statistical 
— toe which were derived almost exclusively from reports already 

ublished. 
5 9. A study will be made of the census statistics of other countries 
with a view to introducing international comparison, so far as com- 
parable statistics on this subject can be obtained. 

It is hardty possible at this stage of progress to estimate very closely 
the size of the report. 
prise between three and four hundred 
of the bulletin on Negroes. 

Respectfully submitted. 


It is my expectation, however, that it will com- 
pages, making it about the size 


J. A. HILL, Chief of Division. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like about one minute 
more. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield the gentleman one minute of my time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Under the census law, giving us 
the power to take the census every ten years, Congress may 
haye the right to make these investigations, so that when the 
ten years come around we could have nearly all the information 
on this subject we require for a census. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Any institution that would refuse to 
submit to such investigation would be under the suspicion of 
the entire country. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand that 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. All these institutions have voluntarily 
submitted to the investigation of the Federal agents. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I dare say that is true, and no 
doubt it would be so, but still I do not want to make a law that 
in a certain sense blackmails a man into letting you in his front 
door when he has the legal right to shut his door and keep it 
shut. 

I am going to vote for the bill. I doubt its constitutionality. 
We need for many purposes the information these agents may 
secure in considering other legislation. The courts can settle 
the yalidity of the law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this biil is, first, 
that under existing law the Department of Commerce, through 
the Bureau of Labor, has the power and the authority to make 
the investigation it authorizes. It can now make the investi- 
gation proposed without any additional authority. It is there- 
fore unnecessary to duplicate this authority. The Bureau of 
Labor was established twenty-two years ago. It has for twenty- 
two years had the power and authority to make this investiga- 
tion, but has never exercised it presumably because they did not 
deem it necessary. No estimate or request for an appropriation 
for this purpose was ever asked until a year ago, and it was not 
then ‘included in the regular annual estimates. Not until the 
last session of Congress has it ever been proposed to make this 
investigation under the authority of the Labor Bureau. All 
propositions for that purpose have heretofore been submitted to 
and considered in connection with the Census Bureau, and in- 
vestigations of this character haye been made by that Bureau, 
as stated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 


This proposition therefore merely atithorizes a duplication of 
the service now being performed by that Bureau. 

I can therefore see no justification for authorizing two differ- 
ent bureaus of the same Department to make identically the 
same investigation, and for that reason alone this bill should 
not pass. I have here the act of 1884 creating the Bureau of 
Labor and defining the scope of its authority, its jurisdiction, 
and its powers. It is “to collect information upon the subject 
of labor, its relation to capital, the hours of labor, and the 
earnings of labor of men and women, and the means of promot- 
ing their material, social, intellectual, and moral prosperity.” 
Now, if the purpose of this investigation is as claimed by those 
who are adyocating it, there is ample authority to-day for mak- 
ing — provided Congress will appropriate the money necessary 
therefor. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Have you done that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have not done it. We have not been 
asked to do it prior to this Congress. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Well, you are asked to do it now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We were asked to do it at the last session 
of this Congress. In proof of the fact that in the judgment 
of the Department they have authority to make this inyestiga- 
tion under existing law, let me refer to the record. A supple- 
mental estimate was submitted at the last session of Congress 
to defray the expenses of this investigation. This estimate was 
based upon the authority conferred upon the Bureau of Labor 
in the existing law. It was not favorably reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations to the House. 

The appropriation was refused for the reason that the head 
of the Bureau of Labor could give no intelligent iden—could give 
the committee no information whatever as to what the ultimate 
cost of this investigation would be, or as to how long it would 
take to complete; and also because Congress possesses no 
power under the Constitution to correct by legislation any 
abuses or other unfayorable conditions surrounding the employ- 
ment of women and children by private individuals or domestic 
corporations. In fact, the Commissioner of Labor, when before 
the committee, said that in view of the constantly changing con- 
ditions under which women are employed, it would require a 
constant investigation to keep abreast of the conditions sur- 
rounding their employment in this country, without which the 
information first obtained would be of no value. 

Now, as I say, we have the authority to do this. We have the 
Bureau of the Census engaged in the performance of this serv- 
ice. Why is it necessary for us to duplicate that service? It 
is not, unless it is the purpose of Members of this House to add 
unnecessary expense to the Government for the sake of gratify- 
ing the wishes of a social organization the influence of whose 
members is sufficiently potential to overcome our judgment. 

Mr. Speaker, this matter has not originated here. It does 
not come to us as a result of complaints regarding the conditions 
surrounding the employment of women in the various industries 
of the country. When Mr. Neill, the Commissioner of Labor, 
was before the Committee on Appropriations in the last session 
he was asked about the origin of this proposition, and I will 
read what he said in reply: 

Mr. Tawney. How long has it been since the Bureau of Labor was 
established? à 

Mr. NEILL. About twenty years. 

Mr. Tawney. How long has it been since industrial enterprises have 
ee employment of female labor in this country to any 

exte 
our. NEILL. I do not know. The employment of women has been al- 
eS Tawney. The employment of female labor was going on in this 
country before the Bureau of Labor was established? 

Mr. NEILL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. Tawnzy. How long ago was the idea of gathering these statistics 
first suggested? 

Mr. NEILL. I do not know that. 

Mr. Tawney. Was any su tion made 

e of the President of the United States 

r. NEILL. I do not know that, Mr. Chairman. I know that for 

many years I have constantly heard from various sources an expression 
of regret that there was not more information available in that field. 

Mr. TAwNeEY. Do you know whether any request was made prior to 
this time for that purpose? 

Mr. NEILL. No, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. There has not been, as a matter of fact? 

Mr. BURLESON. I would like to know where this suggestion ema- 
nated? Whose suggestion was it? 

Mr. Courts. It was submitted to Congress as a supplemental esti- 
mate in a special document. 

Mr. Tawney. I shall just ask you if it is not a fact that the sugges- 
tion was made su ment to the submission of the estimates of your 
Bureau? Did not new document come in as a supplemental esti- 
mate, showing that it was an afterthought on the part of somebody? 


Mr. NEILL. No; it was not at all, Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. Tawney. It was not Included in the annual estimates. 


prior to the last annual mes- 


If you 


joo thought of it before, why did you not include it In the annual 
estimates 

Mr. NEILL. I might give you the history of the matter as I know it. 
Probably a month after I 


took up the matter of the administration of 
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the Bureau of Labor I was written to by some ladies In Chicago and 
asked if our Bureau would not undertake an investigation of the con- 
ditions of working women in the United States. ‘They had been inter- 
ested in the subject for a number of years, and were anxious to have 
it done. I wrote back to them that it was a larger investigation than 
our Bureau could on with our scope and with our appropriation. 
A month or so later they came on to Washington and came to see me 
again, and asked if we could not possibly undertake that. I said it 
was a much larger investigation than we could attempt with the pres- 
ent force. They said, Well, suppose we try to secure the passage of 
a bill directing that investigation. Could you undertake it then?” I 
said, “If Co s directs it and furnishes the means, we will under- 
take it,” and there dropped the matter. 

I believe they then went to see the President about the matter, and 
he agreed with them as to the importance of the investigation and 
recommended it in his message. I believe it was proposed at the time 
to introduce a special bill, and I gave no further attention to the mat- 
ter, and said, when asked about it, that I had nothing to do with it. I 
said, ‘I do not want to be in the poe. of urging it along.” 

In the meantime a number of the women’s clubs took the matter up, 
and shortly after the meeting of Congress several ladies came on here 
with the bill which they intended to have introduced. I am not sure, 
but I believe it was suggested to them that a bill was not at all neces- 
sary; that the Bureau of Labor already had the authority; it did not 
need further authority if an appropriation was available; and it was 
suggested to us, without having a special bill introduced—the sugges- 
tion was made to them to haye an amount of that kind included in 
the appropriation measure. Then they came down to see the Secretary 
of the partment of Commerce and Labor about the matter, and called 
attention to the fact of the recommendation by the President. I think 
they were told up here that it was a matter that would have to origi- 
nate in our Department. 

Now, as to the purpose of the investigation, so far as these 
worthy ladies are concerned, I have nothing to say. They are 
mistaken, however, in assuming that it is the business of the 
Federal Government to make the investigation beyond obtaining 

the information concerning the employment of female labor 
which the law now authorizes. They are advocating. this meas- 
ure not because of any special knowledge they have regarding 
conditions surrounding female laborers in any particular line of 
employment, but because of their desire to demonstrate to the 
country the power of their organization, which is the women’s 
clubs, in matters concerning which they are able to concentrate 
their influence. I continue reading from the hearings: 


Mr. Brick. It is for the benefit of the race. They have no definite 


paepae 
th Taea I think they expect to carry on a campaign in some of 

e 

Mr. Lryineston., Against the employmefit of female labor under cer- 
tain conditions? 

Mr. NEILL. Probably. Not so much against the employment as 
against their being surrounded by certain conditions. I think their 
idea is that in many of the lines of employment men have taken care 
of themselves, through their organizations; men have insisted upon 
many changes for the protection of health and of life and 
many factories those things are provided by the proprietors where 
women work as well as men. I think their idea was to find out where 
women and children are working in factories without the safeguards 
for their protection which are provided in factories where men work, 
and if it were found that they were without such safeguards they 
would endeavor to secure legislation to remedy those conditions. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if this investigation is to extend beyond 
the authority the Bureau of Labor now has, it will enter upon 
a field of investigation which, as Mr. Neill says, these ladies 
propose beyond anything we have ever before undertaken. It 
must extend to all the conditions surrounding the employment 
of women and children in factories and all other lines of in- 
dustry—the sanitary conditions, the safeguards to protect them 
against personal injury, the effect of their employment upon 
the home, upon matrimony, and every other phase of their 
social existence. Then, as these conditions are disclosed, they 
propose, where the report or result of the investigation justifies 
it, to come back to Congress and recommend legislation for 
the purpose of correcting and improving the conditions under 
which they are employed. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Federal Government had the power under 
the Constitution to correct by legislation the evils these in- 
vestigations may disclose respecting the conditions surrounding 
the employment of women, I would have no objection whatever 
to the investigation being made as proposed. In that case, 
however, I should want to know with some definite certainty 
the extent of the investigation and the probable time and amount 
of money necessary to complete it. The advocates of the meas- 
ure admit that Congress has no power to impose any restric- 
tions or limitations upon the employers of female or child labor 
where their employment is in industrial or in domestic service 
within the State. Legislative restriction of any kind respecting 
the employment of labor, whether male or female, adult or 
child labor, can be imposed only by the States. Why, then, I 
ask, should the Federal Government be compelled to embark 
upon an investigation the result of which it is powerless to deal 
with by either affirmative or negative legislation. 

No matter what abuses the investigation may disclose, they 
can not be corrected or the condition of the laborer can not be 
ameliorated by Congressional enactment, It is the States alone 
that can act, and they would act if public sentiment was di- 
rected toward State legislatures instead of toward Congress. 
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Mr. BARTLETT rose. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman unintentionally, perhaps, 
uses the words “child and female employees in the factories.” 
That is not the sole intention of the bill, because it says 
“wherever employed.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it applies to female labor in whatever 
capacity employed—in the kitchen as well as in the factories, 

Mr. BARTLETT. And in the stores. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to ask my friend whether he 
thinks the information gathered by the National Government 
on the subject we are discussing might not be of value to the 
States, which have the right and the authority to legislate on 
the subject? j 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the information, if it is of any value 
at all, would be of value to the State in legislating upon this 
question; but, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask what right have the 
States to thus encroach-upon the Federal Treasury for the pur- 
pose of haying the Federal Government do that which belongs 
to the States and which they have reserved the right to do? 
Under what authority can we appropriate money out of the Fed- 
eral Treasury for the benefit of the States or for securing the 
information which is of benefit only to the States in so far as 
that information discloses irregularities or injurious conditions 
surrounding the employment of women, thus enabling the States 
to legislate or perform their duty to their own citizens upon in- 
formation obtained by the General Government? What au- 
thority have we to appropriate money from the National Treas- 
ury for a purpose of that kind? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the gentleman will pardon 
me, the Government of the United States buys products from 
private industries; and possibly those produced by women; they 
do the stitching and sewing and so do some of the children, and 
possibly some of them may work in the Government factories 
or arsenals. Certainly we would have a right to investigate 
that. Can we not make an investigation based on the right 
that we haye to take a census? That would give us a right to 
get information and get the facts. Of course we could not go 
down into the States and meddle with their matters. I agree 
with the gentleman in that. The States do not do enough for 
themselves in this matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The authority for all the investigations the 
Government of the United States has any right to make exists 
to-day under the present law. If that authority is to be ex- 
tended or if this bill extends that authority, as is claimed by 
the gentlemen who are advocating it, then we are embarking 
upon a field of investigation the boundaries of which no man 
can contemplate, the end of which no man can see, the cost of 
which no man knows—not even the Department itself—and the 
results of which the Federal Government is powerless to deal 
with by the enactment of corrective legislation. When before 
the committee in the last session of Congress the Bureau of 
Labor was asked what the probable expense would be, and the 
answer was that it would run up into the millions; that 
$200,000 would only provide for the beginning of the investiga- 
tion. It would take a long series of years to complete it. The 
value of these statistics therefore would be far less, because 
of the magnitude of the investigation and the time consumed in 
making it. 

Whereas every State in the Union can make this investiga- 
tion as to employment of women within the State in a very 
short time, and those who are interested in it would then have 
the benefit of that information before the conditions surround- 
ing the employment of women haye changed. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question on the subject of the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to make this investigation, I want to ask him if the 
Federal Government has not as much power to make this inves- 
tigation as it has to investigate the cattle tick in Texas and 
Louisiana, the gypsy moth in Massachusetts, and the San Jose 
scale in California? Has not the Government as much power 
to make this investigation as it has to make any of the inves- 
tigations made now by the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A distinction between the investigation here 
proposed and the investigation of the cattle tick is the difference 
between investigating an insect for the benefit of the general 
public and investigating conditions surrounding individual citi- 
zens of a State employed in a private institution. Mr. Speaker, 
I submit in the first place that the authority exists to-day 
for making all the investigation that is necessary or that 
they ostensibly want.to determine sociological conditions or the 
physical conditions surrounding the employment of female labor, 
and that if we continue to encourage the doing of that by the 
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Federal Government which belongs to the States to do there is 
no telling where we will end. We are confronted to-day with 
measures in this House which if enacted into law will merely 
authorize that which belongs to the States to do and which will 
require the expenditure of more than $150,000,000 from the 
Federal Treasury. 

I could refer to a great many propositions that are now pend- 
ing before this House involving the expenditure of large sums 
of money for the doing of that which does not involve any 
Federal governmental function whatever, and it is only a ques- 
tion of how far we are going and when we are going to attempt 
to check this tendency or cease to encourage States to unload 
upon the Federal Treasury the cost of doing things which the 
States themselves should do and would do were it not for the 
fact that in that case the cost must be paid by the State through 
direct taxation, whereas if the States can impose this cost upon 
the General Government the expense is borne out of the Federal 
Treasury, which is supplied with funds by indirect taxation. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, if the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNeEy] were correct in suppos- 
ing that the States could readily make this investigation at a 
low expense, I very much doubt whether the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McNary] and I would haye introduced the 
resolutions on which this bill is founded. The fact is that all 
the State reports on this subject are inadequate and must neces- 
sarily be inadequate, for the reason that they are never pre- 
pared on the same basis. A minor means one thing in New 
York and quite another thing in South Carolina. 

The question of child labor has been investigated to some 
extent by individual sociologists and by several States of the 
Union. No investigation worthy of the name has ever been un- 
dertaken in order to determine the facts relative to woman labor. 

The State of Massachusetts published the results of Doctor 
Sewall's investigations of child labor in 1904. We think highly 
of the treatise, although it only deals with thirteen of the States. 
After all, no individual and no State can extract reluctant testi- 
mony as well as the United States. 

State statistics are most unsatisfactory. Often every boy 
and girl under 16 years of age is included, without further 
specification, in the list of “children.” Such information is 
valueless as a basis for legislation. 

To draw laws intelligently we must know whether the chil- 
dren employed are 10 years of age or 15 years of age, whether 
they are employed at night or during the school season, whether 
the surrounding conditions are sanitary, etc. 

There is a vast difference of principle involved between the 
ease of an ignorant girl of 11 working in a cotton mill during 
the school season and a strapping lad of 15 weeding onions in 
summer. Yet many State statistics make no distinction be- 
tween these two classes of child workers. 

The gentleman on the left asks what object is to be obtained 
by this investigation. He says that we have not the constitu- 
tional right to limit the hours of labor in any State of the Union. 
and he evidently believes that the statement of this fact ends 
the argument. 

Now, I am not such a humbug as to pretend that I believe 
that the regulation of commerce clause of the Constitution gives 
us the right to regulate child labor. I know just as well as 
the gentleman that such power is reseryed for the States by our 
instrument of Government. But the world moves, and the 
American people may change the Constitution, as they have 
done before. 

Even if we have no power to legislate on the hours of labor 
in the factories of our States, we have nevertheless most dis- 
tinctly and undoubtedly the power to legislate with regard to 
the hours of child labor in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories. Does the gentleman on the left think we can do so 
intelligently without this investigation? 

Does the other gentleman there believe that model child- 
labor laws for the Territories and the District of Columbia 
would not be followed promptly by the enlightened States? 
Does he not know that the lead of the progressive States 
would promptly be followed by their neighbors, until even the 
most backward of our communities would feel the beneficent 
impulse? 

Purposely I baye said nothing about woman labor, although 
exuctly the same reasons exist for its investigation. As you 


know, the time allowed me is short and has eyen now expired. 
The gentleman who reported this bill will deal with that part 
of it which relates to women. 
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HUNT]. g 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the committee hav- 
ing this bill under consideration, or a similar bill, which I 
would rather have seen reported than the present one, because 
it contains a limit upon the amount of money that might be 
expended in making this investigation, and in order not to 
take up the time of the House, and also in order that the good 
people who are interested in bringing this matter before the 
attention of Congress may be heard, I ask permission to haye 
the Clerk read a brief argument which they have prepared and 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read in the gentleman's time. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 

The SPEAKER (interrupting the reading). 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I would ask unanimous consent 
that time be allowed the Clerk to read the argument for the 
benefit of Members of the House. It will only take a minute 
or two. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
time may be extended to read the argument for the benefit of 
the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will extend 
the time on the other side correspondingly, in ease it is desired, 
I have no objection. 

Mr. HUNT. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed the reading will re- 
quire about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that it be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks that the 
article be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand that the good 
gentleman from Minnesota objected. He did not object. 

The SPEAKER. But the other gentleman from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that it may be printed in the Recorp, which 
is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. HUNT. Am I to consider that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri objects? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not object, Mr. Speaker, if the 
House is willing to listen to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand it will take fifteen minutes to 
read it. 

Mr. HUNT. No; it will not; it will not take three minutes. 
Do you object? 
Mr. MANN. 

RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. 
may be printed in the RECORD. 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The argument is as follows: 


THE ARGUMENT. 


The rapid increase in the gainful e of women has given 
rise to many serious social questions, which are of national importance 
because they threaten the vigor of coming generations. Such problems 
as these can be dealt with properly only after a careful investigation 
of the conditions of the employment of women. The last census showed 
that more than 5,000,000 women were engaged in gainful occupations, 
and that their yr es wage was less than $270 a year, and that more 
than 50 per cent of them were not 24 years old. The census also stated 
that “the proportion of women employed in manufactures is increas- 
ing more rapid y than that of men.” (Census of manufactures, vol. 9, 
CXXVI.) For such facts we can properly look to the census, but it is 
beyond the province of the census to show what the sanitary condi- 
tions of their employment are, their hours of labor, what the effect of 
this work is upon the morals of young girls, upon the health of women, 
upon their homes, upon their children, upon the Ar beige ead power of 
their husbands, upon family desertion, upon the birth rate and mar- 


The time of the 


Mr. Speaker, I move that it be printed in the 


The gentleman from Illinois asks that it 
Is there objection? [After a 


riage rate, upon the industrial displacement of men by women. More- 
over, while the census can properly show the number of women engaged 
in yarious industries, it can not show what work women are really 
doing, whether they are running heavy machinery or working side by 
side with men under improper conditions, whether or not women are 
doing skilled as well as unskilled work, or whether men and women are 
getting equal pay for equal work. The census, for ezamp can show 
how many thousand women are employed in the cotton mills or packing 
houses, but it can not show what a single woman employed is really 
doing or earning. 

Such an investigation is needed not merely to point out social facts 
and tendencies, but also as a basis for sane legislation in regard to 
women’s work. Protective legislation for women has already been 
undertaken in many States on the ground that their presence in certain 
employments causes immorality or injuriously affects the health of 
women and imperils the vigor of the next generation; that excessive 
hours of work, long standing, night work, and the employment of 
married women, or the physica! and nervous strain involved in workin 
with heavy machinery may unfit women for the burden of motherhood. 
Such restrictions upon the industrial freedom of women should be im- 
posed only after the facts have been carefully investigated. and the work 
of investigation is moreover of national importance, for the future race 
concerns the nation more than any individual State. 

The English Government first took up this work on a la 
1892, when the royal commission on labor made a thoroug 
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women's work in England, Ireland, and Scotland, and since 1893 the 
labor department of the board of trade has published several additional 
reports on the employment of women and girls in England on women's 
work in the flax and jute mills. etc. 

The inadequacy of the work of the census on this subject of the 
census data has m shown by Miss Breckinridge and Miss Abbott, of 
the University of 8 in a study published in the January number 
of the Journal of Political Economy. For example, it is pointed out 
with regard to the wing trades that the census statistics show them 
to be a declining occupation for women, a more strikingly declining 
occupation for men, while the number of children employed has in- 
creased more than 100 per cent. The census does not and can not ex- 

lain these changes. The census further shows that the number of men 
dressmaking . incteceine and the number of women decreasing, but 
again this is not explained. x 

In order to get at causes and conditions and results as well as mere 
numbers, it is asked that this work be done by the Bureau of Labor, 
whose work is investigation, rather than by the Census, whose work is 
enumeration. 

However earnestly we may deplore the fact that women are in fac- 
tories instead of homes, we must squarely face conditions as they exist. 
_ There are hundreds of thousands of helpless, untrained, unorganized 

women without the power of legislating for themselves, who are forced 
by stress of circumstances to earn their livelihood, and it is of vital 
importance that they be given the chance to be decently self-supporting 
under conditions which will not unfit them for wifehood and mother- 
hood and the care of homes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the argument 
of the gentleman from Minnesota, I desire to state briefly that 
if this investigation were asked when an appropriation bill is 
under discussion in the House an amendment to that effect 
would be subject to a point of order, because it would be new 
legislation, and for that reason we are here now asking this 
legislation, so that at the proper time an appropriation might 
be made for this purpose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have only two minutes left. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wanted to point out the fact that in an- 
thorizing the Bureau of Labor to have this investigation made 
you duplicate 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now, as to the cost about which exag- 
gerated statements have been made here, I wish to say that 
other and poorer countries than the United States have made 
such national investigation, and it seems to me that the United 
States can afford to make it. If it is left to the individual 
State, what does it mean? Each State will attempt to protect 
its own industries and we will have as a result one-sided and 
partial statements which do not convey the exact truth to the 
country, but if the investigation is undertaken und the 
auspices of the National Government, which does 9 indi- 
vidualize between the States and will not discriminate’ à favor 
of one against the other industry in the several Stats, we can 
be sure of a fair and impartial investigation. I hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that this bill will pass the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why is it necessary to have this investigation 
duplicated by the Bureau of Labor, which is identically the in- 
vestigation the Census Bureau has made and has 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in answer to that I will say 
that there is no duplication involved here. The Department of 
Labor has not made the investigation. The Census Office has 
not made the investigation. Here it is proposed merely by Con- 
gress to give directions to a bureau of the Government to make 
it, and surely every man who has given any attention to this 
subject knows how necessary and important it is. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill does not require the Bureau 
of Labor to make an investigation. The Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor is authorized to investigate, and he may utilize the 
Bureau of Labor or the Census Bureau or both of them. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. One more suggestion, Mr. Speaker. The 
Department of Agriculture is making investigations every day 
concerning bugs and insects. It seems to me that the life of a 
human being is about as important as an insect. [Applause.] 
And furthermore let me call attention ta the fact that we 
are having investigations into the value and quality of coal and 
of building material all over the country. We are having inves- 
tigations on the subject of cotton raising in the South; we are 
having investigations in all lines of industries, and why should 
not we ascertain whether women and children are employed un- 
der proper conditions in this country? [Applause.] 

The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 

LUCRETIA WILLIAMS. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 15242) to confirm to the legal repre- 


sentatives of Lucretia Williams the title to 1 square league of 
land in Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEN- 
NET] moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendments only be read, the original bill hay- 
ing been entirely stricken out. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 


mous consent that the amendments in the nature of a substitute 
be read in lieu of the original bill. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the 
bill as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 15242) to confirm to the legal representatives of Lucretia 
Williams the title to one square league of land in Loutsiana. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the titles to all lands for which patents 
have heretofore been issued by the United States, and all lands for 
which bona fide homestead entries have heretofore been allowed, lying 
within that portion of township 6 north, range 13 west, which was 
segregated and surveyed under the order of the surveyor-general of 
Louisiana as the private land claim of Isaac Crow, assignee of Vin- 
cent Michele, embracing in whole or in part sections 9, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, and 34 of said township, 
be, and the same are hereby, confirmed. 

Sec. 2. That the remaining portion of the land embraced within the 
limits described In the foregoing ion upon which bona fide home- 
stead entries have not been allowed prior to the approval of this act be, 
and the same is eps confirmed to the heirs, assigns, or legal rep- 
resentatives of Lucretia Williams, and that all the right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the same be, and are hereby, 
granted and confirmed to the heirs, assigns, or legal representatives of 
the sald Lucretia Williams. 

Sec. 3. That the heirs, assigns, or legal representatives of Lucretia 
Williams shall have the right to enter upon any of the public lands of 
the United States, not mineral, and subject to homestead entry, a quan- 
tity of land equal in extent to that heretofore patented or entered 
under the laws of the United States within the sections described in 
the first section of this act, under such rules and regulations as the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office ny prescribe. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to confirm titles to certain 
lands in the State of Louisiana.” 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
No second was demanded; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


EXPATRIATION AND PROTECTION OF CITIZENS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 24122) in reference to the expatriation 
of citizens and their protection abroad, with the amendments 
reported from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PER- 
KINS] moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill as amended, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 24122) in reference to the expatriation of citizens and 
their protection abroad. 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of State shall be authorized to 
issue passports to 3 not citizens of the United States as follows: 
Where any person has made a declaration of intention to become such a 
citizen as provided by law and has resided in the United States for 
three years a passport may be issued to him entitling him to the pro- 
tection of the Government in any forei country: Provided, That such 
passport shall not be valid for more than six months and shall not be 
renewed, and that such passport shall not entitle the holder to the pro- 
tection of this Government in the country of which he was a citizen 
prior to making such declaration of intention. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of State may issue, under such regula- 
tions as the President may prescribe, certificates of nativity to native- 
born American residents, setting forth the place and date of birth and 
place of permanent residence in the United States. 

Sec. 3. That any American citizen shall be deemed to have expatri- 
ated himself when he has been naturalized in any foreign state in con- 
D hise Aes laws, or when he has taken an oath of allegiance to 
any fore state. 

When any naturalized citizen shall have resided for fiye years con- 
tinnously in a foreign state it shail be presumed that he has ceased to 
be an American citizen: Provided, however, That such presumption may 
be overcome on the presentation of satisfactory evidence to a ai lomatie 
or consular officer of the United States, under such rules and regula- 
tions as the Department of State may prescribe: And provided also, 
That no American citizen shall be allowed to expatriate himself when 
a ay ef w var A 

EC. 4. at any American woman who marries a foreigner 
take the nationality of her husband. At the termination. ir 
marital relation she may resume her American citizenship, if abroad. 
by registering as an American citizen within one year with a consul 
5 9 3 Se DT Ee Huning = reside in the United Sta or, 

res g in the Un ates at the termination of the m: 
lation, by continuing to reside therein. aig 8 

Sec. 5. That any foreign woman who acquires American citizenship 
by marriage to an American shall be assumed to retain the same after 
the termination of the marital relation if she continue to reside in the 
United States, unless she makes formal renunciation thereof before a 
court having jurisdiction to naturalize aliens, or if she resides abroad 
she may retain her citizenship by registering as such before a United 
3 consul within one year after the termination of such marital 
relation. 

Sud. 6. That a child born without the United States of alien parents 
shall be deemed a citizen of the United States by virtue of the 2 
ization of or resumption of American citizenship by the parent: Pro- 
vided, That such naturalization or resumption takes place during the 
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minority of such child: And provided further, That the citizenship of 
such minor child shall begin at the time such minor child begins to re- 
side permanently in the United States. 

Sec, 7. That all children born outside the limits of the United 
States who are citizens thereof in accordance with the provisions of 
section 1993 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and who con- 
tinue to reside outside the United States shall, in order to receive the 
protection of this Government, be required upon reaching the age of 
18 years to record at an American consulate their intention to become 
residents and remain citizens of the United States and shall be further 
required to take the oath of allegiance to the United States upon at- 
taining their majority. 

Sec, 8. That duplicates of any evidence, registration, or other acts 
88 by this act shall be filed with the Department of State for 
record, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
the propriety of striking out the word “ bill,” in section 8, line 9, 
and inserting the word “ act.” 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move the amendment that 
the word “bill” be stricken out and that the word “act” be 
inserted. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PER- 
KINS] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Bonynae] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. BON INGE. Mr. Speaker, I demanded a second for the 
purpose of getting an explanation from the gentleman in regard 
to the bill and a comparison of this bill with the naturaliza- 
tion law that was passed at the last session. As I heard it 
read, I want to make one statement now before the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Perkins] makes an explanation. I think 
that there are some provisions in this bill that conflict with the 
naturalization law that passed at the last session. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman will find 
that there are no provisions in this law that conflict with the 
naturalization laws. This bill was unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs at the request of the Depart- 
ment of State, and in answer to a report made, which the gentle- 
man may have seen, by a committee appointed by the Secretary 
of State to investigate and report upon certain evils which have 
arisen in the Department of State, chiefly in reference to the is- 
sue of passports and the protection exercised by this Govern- 
ment in favor of its citizens in other countries. 

The first section meets an evil of this character. A young 
man comes to this country and files his naturalization papers. 
By that act he renounces his allegiance to the country from 
which he came, and therefore has no right to ask its protection. 
Under the present law the Department of State can not issue a 
passport, and therefore can grant no protection until the man 
has been fully naturalized—that is, until at the expiration of 
five years. Very many of these young men have occasion to go 
to other countries and many of them are sent to other countries 
by their employers as traveling agents, for which purpose they 
are often specially adapted. It results that until the five years 
have expired they must go, for instance, to a country like Asia 
and other eastern countries where a passport is required, with- 
out being able to have any protection from any country. To 
meet that evil the Secretary of State is authorized—he is not di- 
rected—when a man has lived here three years after filing his 
naturalization papers, to issue a passport that shall be good for 
six months. I think there can be no objection to this provision. 

Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman permit a question right at 
that point? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. RYAN. Suppose aman filed his application for papers, as 
you call it, and lived here ten or fifteen years afterwards with- 
out completing his citizenship, what would be done in his case? 

Mr. PERKINS. He would be entitled to receive a temporary 
passport, good for six months, and not good in the country from 
which he originally came. The Government would extend no 
protection except that brief protection. 

Other provisions, Mr. Speaker, cover this question: Under 
the law as it now is, because in large part this act is merely 
declaratory, a woman who marries a foreigner takes the citizen- 
ship of her husband. It is not infrequently the case that such a 
woman may desire to return to her American citizenship, alike 
for her own sake and for the sake of her children. The bill 


provides that where the marital relation has terminated—which 
may either be by the death of her husband or by absolute di- 
vorce—the woman shall have the right, either by returning to 
this country or by filing a declaration before proper officers, to 
retake her citizenship in the United States. I think the jus- 
tice of that provision, Mr. Speaker, will be evident to the entire 
House; and we haye extended a corresponding provision, as of 


course we should, to foreigners who take American citizenship 
by reason of marrying Americans. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman answer a question 
with reference to section 3? 

Mr. PERKINS. I am coming to section 3 in a moment. The 
other provision, and the most important one in the bill, is sec- 
tion 3, which was drawn at the request of the State Department 
to meet a very serious evil. We all desire that the full pro- 
tection of the United States should be extended everywhere and 
at all times over every man who is a bona fide citizen of this 
land; but the protection of the flag is intended for those who 
intend to dwell under it. It should not be perverted to a 
fraudulent shield under which those who do not intend to share 
our lot seek to escape from the responsibilities they may be under 
to other governments. A large number of persons, larger than 
many Members of this House would suppose, come to this coun- 
try; they become naturalized at the expiration of five years; 
they then return to their own country, to some other foreign 
country, without any intention of bearing their share in our 
lot, without any thought of returning to this land, with the in- 
tention of spending their entire days in a foreign land, but 
under the fraudulent pretection of the United States. And, Mr. 
Speaker, when there is any question arising, when any one of 
these men who has come from Asia Minor, or no matter where 
else, is involved in any difficulty he shouts and shrieks for the 
protection of the American flag with more clamor than if his 
ancestors had fought and bled in every battle from the days of 
the Revolution down to this day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I haye said, we desire to exercise full 
protection, the State Department desires to exercise full pro- 
tection, to every man who is really one of us, but this act puts 
into the statute what has been suggested by the courts fre- 
quently, a fixed, definite provision to prevent abuses. The act 
provides that where a naturalized citizen shall for five con- 
tinuous years absent himself from this country, the presumption 
shall arise that he intends to renounce his citizenship. He may 
overcome that presumption if he can conyince the proper officers 
that there is sufficient reason for his act, that he still intends 
to be one of us; that he intends to return here; that he is a 
citizen and expects to remain a citizen of the United States. 
But this bill provides that the presumption shall arise at the 
expiration of five years; and I think the same provision is in 
the naturalization bill. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I want to ask the gentleman if he has con- 
sidered in connection with section 3 section 15 of the naturaliza- 
tion law passed last session? 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that not only 
myself, but the committee which had the special investigation of 
this subject did consider it. But let me suggest to the gentleman 
that this bill is intended especially for the assistance of the State 
Department to save our Government becoming involved in any 
trouble or question with foreign countries where there is 
no just reason. The naturalization law provides that if a per- 
son resides abroad for five years proceedings may be had. 

Mr. BONYGNE. That if within five years after the issuance 
of a certificate he goes abroad to remain permanently, that then 
the presumption arises that he did not bona fide make his appli- 
eation for naturalization, and provides for the cancellation of 
the certificate when issued under these circumstances. 

Mr. PERKINS. Precisely. 

Mr. BONYGNE (continuing). Which is a different proposi- 
tion to that contained in section 3 of your bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. There are two reasons why this bill is re- 
quired for the State Department. In the first place the provi- 
sion of the naturalization bill merely authorizes the proceedings 
to be taken for the cancellation of the naturalization papers. 

A man formerly living here goes to Asia Minor and becomes 
involyed in some complication and calls upon this Government 
to send its war ships to protect him. There is no opportunity 
to have proceedings taken in court by which, after due notice 
to him, his naturalization may be canceled. But the Depart- 
ment can say, “ For five years you have been absent from this 
country. Therefore, in the absence of evidence furnished by 
you, we shall presume that you have ceased to be a citizen, and 
we shall not extend to you the protection of the United States.” 
Any legal rights, any rights of children, any rights of property, 
of course, still remain to be disposed of by the courts; but the 
State Department can say, “ We decline to mingle in your con- 
test, because there is a presumption that you have renounced 
the citizenship you obtained.” 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill whether the motion is to pass the bill as amended? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. z 

Mr. LACEY. So that it does not affect American-born citi- 
zens in their residence abroad. 


1907. 


Mr. PERKINS. No; that was stricken out. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Suppose a case like this: An 
American-born woman marries abroad and subsequently sepa- 
rates from her husband and returns to this country. Under 
this bill she has forever forfeited her American citizenship, has 
she not? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; but she has forfeited her American 
citizenship unless her husband dies. y 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But during his lifetime? 

Mr. PERKINS. During his lifetime. That is not this bill; 
that is the present law. The courts have decided that a woman 
takes the citizenship of her husband, only the decisions of the 
courts provide no means by which she may retake the citizen- 
ship of her own country on the expiration of the marital rela- 
tion. This bill contains- nothing new in that respect, except a 
provision that when the marital relation is terminated the 
woman may then retake her former citizenship. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then this is simply declaratory 
of existing law? 

Mr. PERKINS. As to the first part, that she takes the citi- 
zeuship of her husband, it is declaratory of existing law. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I am not familiar with the 
provisions of the bill now before the House, never having had 
an opportunity to examine the bill until this afternoon. It 
does seem to me, however, Mr. Speaker, that there is a very 
material conflict between the provisions of section 3 of the pro- 
posed bill and section 15 of the naturalization law passed in the 
last session of Congress. Section 3 of the bill now under con- 
sideration provides that when any naturalized citizen shall 
have resided for five years continuously in a foreign state it 
shall be presumed that he has ceased to be an Ameriean citizen, 
and then it throws the burden upon him to establish that it was 
not his intention to give up his American citizenship. It has 
been held by the courts that the granting of naturalization by 
the courts is in effect a judgment. This provision of section 3, 
therefore, is to the effect that a judgment of a court, solemnly 
entered, shall be set aside upon a mere presumption, and it shall 
become the duty of the party in whose favor that judgment has 
been entered to establish by satisfactory evidence that the judg- 
ment ought not to be set aside. 

Under the provisions of the bill passed at the last session it 
has been now provided that there shall be kept a record of every 
person in whose favor naturalization certificates are issued, and 
one.of the main arguments in favor of that provision of the 
law was to guide the Department of State in just such cases 
as the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] has called to 
the attention of the committee. Under section 15 of the bili 
passed at the last session the party in whose favor the natural- 
ization certificate has been issued is given an opportunity to be 
heard before the certificate is canceled. It raises the presump- 
tion, it is true, under section 15 of the law passed at the last 
session, that if he goes abroad within five years after the cer- 
tificate has been issued to him, and goes abroad with the in- 
tention to remain there, that he had not bona fide made his 
application for naturalization. 

But then the section gives him an opportunity, as I remember 
it, to be heard before that certificate is canceled. The bill as 
now presented does not give him that opportunity at all, but 
provides simply that if he has been abroad and has been living 
abroad permanently for five years, without any sort of proceed- 
ings being instituted, the American consul abroad shall haye the 
right to say that this man has lived in a foreign country five 
years, and having lived there for five years cancel the judg- 
ment of the court issued in the United States upon the pre- 
sumption that his certificate was issued illegally, and thereby 
throw the burden upon him to establish its legality. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

Mr. BONYNGE. I will. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The provision contained in the nat- 
uralization bill passed at the last session of the present Con- 
gress for the cancellation of certificates for citizenship held by 
those who have been abroad for five years is predicated on the 
theory that the certificate was fraudulently obtained in the first 
place, and therefore there never was any naturalization in the 
sense of the law. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I see that distinctly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, the Constitution determines the 
question of citizenship, and after one has become a citizen by 
naturalization that status has attached; and I understand the 
judgment of some of the officers in the State Department is that 
Congress itself can not decitizenize him; he can only expatriate 
himself in a formal manner by renouncing his allegiance 
to this country and announcing his allegiance to some for- 
eign country or doing something irreconcilable with his status 
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as a citizen. I think this section intends to enact into law the 
practice carried on in the State Department in relation to citizens 
in foreign countries, and that is to withhold from them—not 
decitizenize them, but to withhold from them—the ordinary pro- 
tection of a citizen if they have become permanent residents 
abroad. I think it is a proper practice, and I think it ought to 
he enacted into law; but this section goes beyond that, because 
it says that one ceases to become an American citizen by simply 
residing abroad. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes; that he has ceased to be an American 
citizen. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ile may abandon his citizenship simply 
by residing abroad. 

Mr. MANN. Does that apply to anyone but a naturalized 
citizen? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It only applies to naturalized citizens ; 
but when one is naturalized he is a citizen as completely and 
thoroughly as if he were a native. The Constitution and laws 
of the country make no difference between native and natural- 
ized citizens. 

Mr. MANN. If this becomes a law, then, it does make a dif- 
ference. 

1 Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then it will conflict with the Constitu- 
on. 

Mr. MANN. We are not talking about the authority to natu- 
lalize a person, but under what terms and by which he may lose 
his citizenship. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Once he becomes a citizen, all the rights un- 
der the Constitution and the law attach to him as they do to a 
native-born citizen, 

Mr. PERKINS. What difference of principle between this 
provision and that in the naturalization act, which says that if 
he goes abroad 

Mr. BONYNGE. And lives there permanently, it shall be pre- 
sumed that his application was not made in good faith. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘That does not apply to a man born in this 
country. 

Mr. BONYNGE. No; but there are proceedings by which 
this naturalization certificate is set aside under the law passed 
at the last session, and he is given an opportunity to be heard in 
court, whereas under the provisions of the gentleman’s bill as 
now presented he has no opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. PERKINS. It merely raises a presumption as the result 
of which the State Department would not exercise protection. 
If he had any legal rights, those would be disposed of in court 


before the State Department would be relieved from obligaticu ~ 


of affording him protection, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Fraud vitiates all proceedings, and the 
provision of the naturalization bill passed last winter was that 
one guilty of fraud in the proceeding was neyer legally a citizen 
of the United States. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, section 6 of the bill I do not 
know that I thoroughly understand. That section provides that 
a child born without the United States of alien parents shall 
be deemed a citizen of the United States by virtue of the natu- 
ralization, or the resumption of American citizenship by the 
parents. In what respect does that change existing law, I will 
ask the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, that only changes existing law 
to meet the provision of this bill which gives to the woman who 
has married a foreigner, where the marriage relations have been 
terminated, the right to resume her citizenship. Under this act 
the children of such a woman would have the same right as the 
children of aliens to take American citizenship by coming to 
this country to reside permanently. Otherwise I do not think 
it changes the law. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I have any 
serious objections to this bill except to section 3. I believe 
there is a conflict between the provisions of that section and 
section 15 of the law—a conflict at least in the proceeding by 
which the party is to be deprived of the benefits of the naturali- 
zation certificate. It is true, as the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER] says, that section 15 of the law passed at 
the last session provides for cases instituted to set aside the 
certificate of naturalization, whereas section 3 of the present 
bill relates more especially to the benefits or the advantages that 
he acquires by virtue of his naturalization. I believe, however, 
that there ought to be some proceeding by which he could be 
deprived of those benefits and an opportunity to be heard ex- 
actly as is provided in the bill of the last session—that the pro- 
ceeding ought to be instituted in court to set aside the certificate 
of naturalization. For that reason, while approving the other 
sections of the bill, I shall feel compelled to yote against it at 
this time. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much time have I remaining? 
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The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. . 
Mr. BONYNGE. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Benner]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I entirely agree 
with the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BonyNncE] as to section 
8. I think it is too broad, In addition to the consideration 
that he urged upon the House, there is also the consideration of 
property rights and of property rights inhering in American- 
born citizens who might take through these foreign-born natu- 
ralized citizens. This bill will apply to a man who has now 
been abroad four years and eleven months, and if he remain 
abroad the other month he would be forced, under this statate, 
to become no longer a citizen of the United States, but a citizen 
of the country where he was. 

Mr. PERKINS. Allow me to correct the gentleman. That 
certainly is not the result of the statute at all. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Why not? 

Mr. PERKINS. The statute provides that, having remained 
there five years continuously, there shall be a presumption 
which, unless he satisfies the officers of the State Department, 
their consuls, or ministers to the contrary, would authorize the 
State Department to refuse to extend him protection. It can 
not affect any other rights, which of course he can present in 
court. No presumption is conclusive on a court. It is a mere 
presumption, but the presumption would protect the State De- 
partment. That is the object of the bill and the result of the 
bill and the only result of it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Here is the situation: A man 
lives abroad to-day. He lives abroad for four years and eleven 
month. He never hears of this act, and two days after the 
next month he dies, and it might be two or three years just as 
well, because the diffusion of the knowledge of the passage of 
this act will probably be slow. The only right this bill gives 
him is a personal right. His heirs can never prove that he had 
not ceased to be an American citizen, and yet you deprive his 
American-born heirs—— 

Mr. MANN. Not his American-born heirs. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Why, yes. 

Mr. MANN. Why, American-born heirs have their own citi- 
zenship. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Well, yes; but there is the ques- 
tion of taking through an alien. In our own State of New 
York there is a difference between land descending through a 
tizen and land descending through an alien. 

“Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman knows that eyen in our State 
that has been practically done away with. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. My colleague will pardon me for 
disagreeing with him. 

Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I yield so much time to the gentleman as he 
may desire of my remaining time. 

Mr. MONARY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
As I understood him, he contended that this act would apply to 
a man who is now living abroad, who has lived there for four 
years and eleven months continuously. Does he wish the House 
to understand that that is his idea of the law, that it would 
work backward? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It would not have to work back- 
ward. 

Mr. McNARY. Why not? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The man’s term of residence 
has commenced abroad, but it concludes after the act. The 
act says when any naturalized citizen shall haye resided five 
years continuously in a foreign country it shall be presumed 
he is, etc., and therefore one month from the date of the passage 
of this act he will become in a condition where he “ shall have” 
resided five years abroad and ceased to be a citizen, and you 
take away American citizenship from that large class of people 
who are abroad and know nothing-of this and give them no 
chance. Further than that, it seems to me very doubtful 
whether a man once naturalized can have any more rights taken 
away from him than can be taken away from a native-born 
citizen, for citizenship is citizenship whether citizenship through 
being born here or having been naturalized here. I grant we 
had the power to pass what we did in the naturalization law, 
saying that a man must swear when he makes his declaration 
of intention and petition that he intends to reside here perma- 
nently, and then, if within five years he went abroad and re- 
mained abroad, that was presumptive evidence that his initial 
oath was perjury, and the courts could declare after notice that 


he never had become a citizen. There is decision after decision 
with which my colleague from New York is unquestionably 
familiar, that we can make no distinction between the rights 
and privileges granted a native-born citizen and a naturalized 
citizen, and I think, with all due respect, that he has made sec- 
tion 3 too broad. The rest of the bill, I think, is all right, but 
section 3 has too much to it. 

8 Mr. McNARY. Mr. Speaker, I will only take a few minutes’ 

me. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. ; 

Mr. McNARY. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the objec- 
tions to this bill are rather flnical. As a matter of fact, it 
does not lay down a hard and fast rule. It only does what the 
gentlemen who are on the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization did themselves last year in the bill they reported, 
raise the presumptive question whether or not a man had for- 
feited his citizenship, and that presumption is in the cognizance 
of the State Department. Now, as a matter of fact, the com- 
mittee does not consider that this bill is a retroactive bill, or 
it is apparent that the State Department would not so apply the 
bill to those who are now living abroad; that it would only 
apply the bill to those men who would hereafter take up their 
residence abroad. The bill has been very carefully considered. 
I do not think it conflicts in any degree at all injuriously with 
the provisions of the naturalization bill of last year, and I do 
not feel the objections brought against it are of great weight. 
At least they have not convinced me, and I would have been 
perfectly willing for my part, as a member of the committee, to 
an amendment bringing this bill into entire harmony with the 
bill of last year if it were necessary, but I do not feel that the 
bill conflicts in any way with the provisions of that bill. It 
is a fact, as shown to the members of the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee, that a bill of this character is necessary, in view of what 
has taken place in the countries of the Orient and in view of the 
troubles our State Department has had, particularly in the case 
of certain naturalized citizens who, after receiving their citizen- 
ship papers here, have gone to those countries, remained there, 
and have caused our State Department and this country much 
needless embarrassment. I believe the bill is proper, and with 
proper reasoning and common sense on the part of our State 
Department, it will work well, and I think it should be passed. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I demanded a second for the 
purpose of bringing out a discussion on those two particular 
sections of the bill, sections 3 and 6. I am not satisfied myself 
that section 3 does not conflict with the naturalization laws, 
and I shall therefore have to vote against the bill. I do not 
desire to take up any further time in argument. If some gen- 
tleman on the floor desires me to yield him time, I shall be glad 
to do so. j 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would like two or three minutes. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I will yield such part of my time to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] as he may desire. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am inclined to 
favor this bill. I want to support it, for I believe in its pur- 
pose. The practice of the State Department is, as I understand 
it, to extend the protection that goes along with a citizen abroad 
and that is implied by an American passport. The practice is 
to extend that protection to all citizens except those who have 
gone abroad and have taken up permanent domicile, who have 
practically left this country permanently, and to that class of 
citizens only passport rights and protection are withheld. It 
does not deprive them of the rights of citizenship at home, the 
right of inheritance under our law. It recognizes those rights 
and, of course, would of necessity, because the State Depart- 
ment would not have the right to deprive a citizen of those 
rights, the property rights of citizenship at home. It simply 
withholds from them the protection that is usually accorded 
citizens in foreign countries. Now, this section provides that 
if one who has been naturalized goes abroad and remains for 
five years, it shall be presumed that he ceases to be an American 
citizen. What does that mean? He is no longer a citizen. It 
involves all of his rights. It involves the right of protection 
while he is abroad; it involves the rights he may have acquired 
under the property and inheritance laws of the United States 
here at home. It decitizenizes him, while the policy of the 
State Department does not do that excepting in so far as it 
relates to the protection of citizens while they are in foreign 
countries, and still leaves to them all of the rights as citizens 
that the property and inheritance laws of this country and 
the various States of this country may confer upon them. 

The criticism that I have of this section is that it does take 
away from this class of citizens the individual rights that per- 
tain to citizenship in this country. I believe that the practice 
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of the State Department ought to be enacted into iaw, and if 
section 3 could be so reframed as to provide that with men who 
haye gone abroad, native as well as naturalized, who have lived 
broad five years, at least, showing no evidence of returning, 
the State Department is not required to afford the usual protec- 
tion of citizens. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. STERLING). 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LOWDEN]. 

Mr. LOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct what seems to 
me a misapprehension as to existing law. Under the law as it 
is enforced now there are other methods of surrendering citi- 
zenship besides swearing allegiance to some other country. The 
decisions are numerous that either a native-born American or a 
naturalized alien may by his own net voluntarily surrender his 
American citizenship. The decisions are numerous that a 
native-born American who goes abroad with the intention to 
abide there permanently does lose his citizenship in America 
without any other act whateyer. It has also been held in nu- 
merous decisions that a foreign-born citizen who leaves this 
country after an absence of a number of years will be pre- 
sumed to have abandoned his citizenship. No distinction is made 
between the American-born citizen and the foreign-born citi- 
zen beyond this, that a presumption has been indulged in in the 
case of the foreign-born citizen that he intends to remain away 
permanently. And whenever that fact is made clear with refer- 
ence to either a native-born American or a naturalized Ameri- 
can, he has forfeited under the laws his right to American citi- 
zenship and therefore the protection of the United States. And 
this section 3, as a matter of fact and law, is only declaratory of 
the unwritten law, making it a little more definite as to the ex- 
act time when the presumption attaches, 

Why, I remember to have read that it was very warm around 
the Capitol here almost a hundred years ago because we urged 
the right of any man of any country to expatriate himself if he 
wanted to, and that has been the recognized law of this country 
eyer since. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Iowa. r 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the attention 
of the House to just one feature of the law of citizenship of 
our sister Republic across the Rio Grande. If a man buys a 
piece of land or a piece of real estate it is necessary for him 
to say in the deed that he does not desire to be a Mexican citi- 
zen. The mere fact of recording the deed otherwise makes him 
a citizen of Mexico. I would like to ask my friend how far we 
would recognize that peculiar state of the Mexican law? 

Mr. PERKINS. It does not go so far. In the remaining 
minute I wish to say that I entirely agree with the gentleman 
from Illinois that this law is substantially declaratory, except 
it does distinctly state the terms under which any man, for the 
purposes of protection, may make claim on this country. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask the gentleman whether in his 
opinion section 3 would apply to a man whose five years ex- 
pired on yesterday? 

Mr. PERKINS. No law is presumed to be retroactive. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Would it be sufficiently retroactive as to 
apply to four years and ten months, or two months after the 
passage of this act? 

Mr. PERKINS. The general provision is, and no one knows 
better than the gentleman, that no laws are presumed to be 
retroactive in the absence of express provision in the bill. 

Mr. OLMSTED, I think there is a pretty serious question as 
to that in the way in which this bill is drawn. 

The question was taken on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 89, noes 10. 

So, two-thirds having voted in fayor thereof, the rules were 
suspended, and the bill was passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS POTOMAC RIVER AT SHEPHERDSTOWN, W. VA. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 24111, with the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 24111) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railway 
Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac River, at or near 
Shepherdstown, W. Va. 


The time of 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Norfolk and Western Railway Company, 

a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Virginia, its 
successors and 3 
oca 


improvement and re tion of its line, to construct, maintain, and op- 


be, and they are hereby, authorized, in the 


erate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Potomac River, at or 
near Shepherdstown, W. Va., where the Potomac River forms the 
boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Maryland, as 
the said company may deem suitable for the passage of its road over 
the said river, in accordance with the provisions or the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall be null and void unless the actual con- 
struction of the bridge authorized by this act be commenced within two 
re ane completed within three years from the date of the passage 
0 s act. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
8 reserved. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect from the date of its passage. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

On page 1, in lines 10, 11, and 12, strike out the following: 

“As the said company may deem suitable for the passage of its road 
over the said river.“ 

Strike out sections 2 and 4 and change section 3 to section 2. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
; The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
0. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PEARRE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RECALL OF BILLS FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concur- 
rent resolution, which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
January 21, 1907. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 5 
That the President be requested to return the bill (S. 3671), entitled 
An act granting a pension to Louis Castinette.” 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution, which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
January 21, 1907. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 1 
That the President be requested to return the bill (S. 5073) entit ed 
“An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. Smith.” 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
1 for the further consideration of the District appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. MANN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 24103, the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, there was one clause which 
had been adopted by the subeommittee, but which by accident 
was not printed as a part of the bill, and in order that that may 
be adopted as an amendment, I ask unanimous consent that the 
committee return to page 29, line 22, to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask the gentleman to haye his amend- 
ment sent to the desk and have it read, so that we will know 
what it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama reserves 
the right to object, and the amendment will be read for informa- 
tion. P : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 29, at the end of line 22, insert: “Provided further, That no 


street railway company shall use the bridge herein authorized by its 
tracks until such company shall have paid to the Treasurer of the 
United States a sum equal to one-sixth of the total cost of said bridge, 
one half thereof to be credited to the United States and the other half 
to the credit of the District of Columbia.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts whether this 
right has been granted or whether it is a limitation upon a 
power already granted? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know that the general power has 
not already been granted. This is a new bridge across the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railway, and at present the street railway com- 
panys track terminates at that crossing. When this bridge is 
built, so that there will be no grade crossing, the street railway 
company will undoubtedly wish to extend its tracks across the 
bridge. We are told on investigation that if it is to be used for 
that purpose the expense would be increased 163 per cent by 
reason of the additional width and strength necessary in order 
to enable the street railway to go over, and we thought it was 
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no more than fair that if they do so that they should pay a sixth 
part of the expense. 

s 75 5 UNDERWOOD. Is this a highway bridge or a railroad 

ridge? 

Mr. GILLETT. It is a highway bridge over a railroad. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will that interfere in any way with the 
travel of yehicles going over? 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, no; but it is always true that where a 
highway bridge is put across a railway the street railways may 
cross. This bridge, in order to allow them to do so, would have 
to be built wider and stronger, and therefore we say it is but 
fair that they should pay a part of the expense. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does this provide that on the building 
of the bridge they shall be allowed to go across on condition 
that they pay this? ; 

Mr. GILLETT. We do not say they shall be allowed to go 
across. That question will have to be settled hereafter. They 
will have to apply to the proper authorities and be granted the 
right. This simply makes provision that if they are permitted 
to go across they must pay that portion of the cost of the bridge 
which we thought was caused by them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the question whether the street- 
railway companies shall hereafter be allowed to cross the bridge 
is not determined now? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not determined now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to the 
paragraph for the purpose of offering this amendment? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETT. I offer the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 29, at the end of line 22, insert: 

“Provided further, That no street-railway company shall use the 
bridge herein authorized for its tracks until such company shall have 
paid to the Treasurer of the United States a sum equal to one-sixth 
of the total cost of said bridge, one half thereof to be credited to the 
Slee „States and the other half to the credit of the District of Co- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For twelve heads of departments in high schools, a $2,000 each. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to a typographical error at the 
end of line 12, page 39. 

Mr. GILLETT. I move that the letter “t” be added at the 
end of the line, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the word “a” 
will be changed to the word “at.” 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fuel, gas, and electric light and power, $85,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill with 
reference to contracts for fuel, gas, and electric light and power 
in the school buildings. Do the Commissioners of the District 

- make these contracts, or the school authorities? 

Mr. GILLETT. The Commissioners of the District do it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I should like to ask further what rate are 
they paying for the use of gas in the public schools? 

Mr. GILLETT. At the regular rate of $1 a thousand. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Did the committee look into the question as 
to whether that was an excessive charge? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; they did not. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There is no law fixing the rate at $1 a thou- 
sand, is there? 

Mr. GILLETT. That is the regular rate. The gentleman 
will remember that at the last session of Congress we went at 
length into the question of the expense of the gas. The gentle- 
man read the hearings, which were published. This year we 

did not go into that question at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does the gentleman know whether the Com- 
missioners have made any effort to find out whether these prices 
were excessive or whether they could do any better? 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman knows, of course, that there 
has recently been a hearing before the Commissioners on the 
general subject of the price of gas. We may get the benefit of 
any action which results from that, but at present that is the 
price fixed by law. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the proposition to reduce the price of gas, 
which I understand is now before another committee, should be 
finally acted on before the 4th of March, does this provision con- 
template that they shall pay for the ensuing year under the 
existing law or under the law as it will then stand? 

Mr. GILLETT. This, of course, makes a gross appropriation, 


which will be paid under whatever law is in force at the time. 


ME JOHNSON. This is based upon the idea of $1 a thou- 
sa 


Mr. GILLETT. Yes; it is based on the present law. We 
could not base it on anything else, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses, including furniture and repairs of same, sta- 
tionery, printing, ice, purchase and repair of equipments for high school 
cadets, and other necessary items not otherwise provided for, cluding 
an allowance of $300 livery of horse or garage of automobile for the 
superintendent, and 8 not exceeding $1,000 for books, books of 
reference, and periodicals, $40,000. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 6, page 53, insert the following: 

“ For free evening lectures, to be given in the public school buildin 
or such halls as may be designated under rules and regulations of the 
board of education, $1,500.” 

Mr. BURLESON. To that amendment, Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that it is not authorized by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas makes the 
point that it is not authorized by existing law. Does the gen- 
tleman make the point or reserve it? 

Mr. BURLESON, I will reserve it if the gentleman from 
New York desires to discuss it. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I would like to be heard on the point of order. 
one CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. OLCOTT. There was an appropriation in last year’s bill 
for free lectures, and such lectures are a part of the educational 
system provided for in the city of Washington. I scarcely think 
that the amendment suggests any new matter or is contrary to 
existing law. As far as the merits of the question are con- 
cerned, it seems to me that anyone who has considered it can 
appreciate the value of free lectures as a part of the public 
educational system, and must believe that they are matters of 
very great importance. Numbers of people who are dependent 
for their education and the continuance of their education upon 
the public school system are unable by reason of employment 
during school hours to obtain the benefits and advantages of 
the day schools. To such people these lectures are of great 
benefit. The lectures have been in existence not only in Wash- 
ington, but in most of the cities, and always bave been most 
beneficial in their results. I know that in the city of New York 
it is a part of the educational system of the community which 
under no circumstances would be dispensed with by the well- 
thinking people of that community. 

Now, the amount asked for in this amendment is only $1,500, 
and in my mind, and I think in the minds of those who have 
carefully considered it, it is of great importance, and it will be 
a mistake on the part of this Congress to decline to make the 
appropriation, and I therefore hope that the point of order will 
be overruled and the amendment passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York inform 
the Chair whether under existing law the curriculum or course 
of study as prepared for the schools is controlled by the board 
of education or by the officials in the District? 

Mr. OLCOTT. 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under existing law, who has authority to 
determine as to the course of instruction and policy to be pur- 
sued in the schools; does the board of education have that con- 
trol over the school curriculum? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The board of education has control over the 
schools; it is given certain powers by Congress to control 
schools and to appoint a superintendent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would this be a limitation on the power 
of the board of education? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It would direct a certain amount of money to 
be expended for a s al purpose. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is asking for information, 
whether, under existing law, a specific direction to the board 
of education does not change the authority which they now 
haye under the law over the schools and courses to be pursued 
in the schools? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I think this merely gives them the money to 
provide for specific instruction that Congress has determined 
heretofore is a part of the public instruction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman how 
Congress has determined that this is a part of public instruc- 
tion? 

Mr. OLCOTT. By putting such provision in previous appro- 
priation bills, such appropriation to be expended for such 
specific use under the general authority that Congress has given 
to the board of public education. 


I do not quite understand the question of the 
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Then the contention might be that it was 


The CHAIRMAN. 
a work in progress? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It is a work in progress. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The fact that it is in a previous appro- 
priation bill would not make it law for the ensuing year. 

Mr. OLCOTT. But this is merely continuing an appropria- 
tion for, as the Chair just remarked, a work which is now in 


progress. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the 
committee would haye a right to make an appropriation for a 
branch of instruction that the board of education may not have 
provided for in its course of instruction, and that is all this 
amendment is. General control over the public schools has been 
vested by a general law in the board of public education, and 
that general authority includes the authority or power to pro- 
vide for this branch of instruction, that and the other, and 
among other things doubtless a course of lectures, because it is 
essentially a branch of discipline and instruction in the public 
schools. It seems to me that the committee would have the 
right to say that $1,500 or $15,000, or any other sum, shall be 
used for the maintenance of a course of lectures. It is making 
an appropriation and directing its application, and there is au- 
thority for this course of instruction under the law. There is 
no doubt about that. Therefore there is authority for the ap- 
propriation, and the committee has the right to direct how the 
appropriation shall be used. It is a sort of general limitation. 
It seems to me that we have not surrendered the right to say 
that a particular branch of instruction shall be provided for in 
an appropriation bill, that there shall be so much money used 
for a particular branch or line of instruction, because it comes 
within the general law. The general law authorizes it. The 
amendment does not control the discretion of the board any more 
than any other limitation would control a discretion. A limita- 
tion of necessity does in a degree control the discretion of the 
officer who expends the money, and it is allowable if it controls 
the discretion within the legal authority of the board or officer. 
It can not go outside of that power, but it can specifically con- 
trol within the power that already exists. Therefore it would 
strike me, without giving the subject a great deal of thought, 
that this amendment is in order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the fact that there is no specific author- 
ity under the law for such power in the board of education. 
As a matter of fact, there is a limitation upon the power of 
the board of education to admit pupils to public schools. A 
law that was enacted at the last session of Congress specifically 
prohibits free tuition in the publie schools to any pupils ex- 
cept certain designated pupils. This is an attempt, at least, to 
take out of the limitation upon the power of the board fixed in 
that act the power to permit certain instruction for the benefit of 
all persons. Nothing in the school act of the last session pro- 
vides for free lectures under the control of the board in the 
different schools. There is no law which authorizes free lec- 
tures. This provision itself contains the authority as well as 
makes the appropriation. The mere fact that in the present 
act making appropriations for the current fiscal year an item 
is carried for this purpose does not under the practice of the 
House make it an authorization to incorporate such a pro- 
vision in this bill as if there were authority in the law for 
that purpose. So that this provision is contrary to existing 
law. I call the attention of the Chair to the act approved 
April 4, 1966. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FirzcEratp] allow the Chair to call his attention to the wording 
of the amendment which provides for lectures in buildings as 
may be designated under the rules and regulations of the board 
of education. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But there is no statutory authority for 
the board of education to make any such rules and regulations 
tó have free lectures for any person in the District. As a mat- 
ter of fact, the law specifically prohibits certain classes of per- 
sons from receiving free tuition in the public schools of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the law specifically authorize the 
teaching of grammar or geography? Does it not put the whole 
subject under the control of the board of education? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But this is different. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not see why it is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am pointing out the difference. The 
public schools of this District are not free to all classes of 


persons. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York inform 
the Chair whether under this sort of a provision it would not be 
the duty of the board of education to make rules and regula- 


tions so that the lectures should be free only to those persons 
who are entitled to free tuition? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no doubt about it; but in that 
respect it changes the existing law, which prohibits the board 
from receiving pupils or giving tuition to certain classes of per- 
sons in the District except upon the payment of certain fees. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the power of Congress over the 
public schools is plenary, and Congress has provided by law for 
the government of the schools of the District through the board 
of education. As the Chair understands, the board of education 
has power under that law to provide in reference to the cur- 
riculum and has full authority within the limitations of the law. 
It seems to the Chair that it would not be within the province 
of Congress on an appropriation bill to add a provision requir- 
ing the board of education to teach a particular thing or use a 
particular text-book. On an appropriation bill an item limiting 
or changing the authority of the board of education would be 
subject to a point of order, and the Chair thinks that this item 
is for something not provided by law directly; that it is a limi- 
tation upon the power of the board of education not proper on 
an appropriation bill, and that it can not be called a work in 
progress, because the appropriation one year for that fiscal year 
does net indicate that it shall be continued by Congress. The 
Chair, therefore, sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter every male pupil 
be admitted to Zod shall —— 3 1 ae 
cused from such service by the principal, on certificate of one of the 
medical inspectors of schools that he is physically disqualified for such 
service, or on the written request of his parent or guardian. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make the point of 
oae on that paragraph, beginning on line 7 and ending on line 
5 CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of 
order? a 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina re- 
serves the point of order on lines 7 to 12, inclusive, page 53. 

Mr. GILLETT. If the gentleman will allow me to explain the 
reason for that clause, I am in hopes he will withdraw his point 
of order. There is now in the high schools a cadet corps in 
each school. There is a good deal of rivalry in the different 
companies in the different schools as to who shall have the best 
drilled and the best appearing company, and consequently in 
some of the larger schools it has been the custom, prompted 
thereto by the desire to have the best appearing company, to try 
to prevent the small boys of the school from belonging to the 
company, who are yery apt to be the ones who need the exercise 
and drilling more than any other; but in order that they may 
have a company of large boys, uniform in size, and consequently 
of excellent appearance, with a better chance of winning the 
prize, they kept the small boys out. Now, we thought that it 
was best that every boy should at least have the right to belong 
toa company; that if the physician thought he ought not join, 
or if his parents did not want him to join, it could be arranged 
that he need not be obliged to join, but that he had the right 
2 join if he desired to do so, and for that reason we put in this 
clause. ‘ 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. To this extent I would be willing to go. 
As I read this language, it makes it obligatory upon every boy 
entering the high school to join these cadet companies. In other 
words, it forces the boy, unless he furnishes a certificate from 
the doctor or the written consent of his parents or guardian, to 
go into this military organization. 

Mr. GILLETT. If his parents do not object. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Now, I would be willing to do this: To em- 
ploy language so that any boy can be permitted, not that it shall 
be obligatory on his part,-to go into this cadet organization, and 
it shall be obligatory on the part of the cadet organization of 
the schools to accept him if he does go. In other words, it would 
prevent them from keeping out the small boys. 

Mr. GILLETT. It is the only purpose we are aiming at, 
Mr. Chairman, and if the gentleman can suggest any language 
which he thinks will provide better than this, I am perfectly 
willing to accept it; but I think if the gentleman will consider 
he will see we haye to make it obligatory upon these boys who 
are officering the companies that they must accept the small 
boys. Al! we say is they shall be admitted, and we provide 
that if his parents or guardian excuse him he need not become 
a member thereof. Now we are aiming at the very purpose the 
gentleman has in mind, but I am perfectly willing, if he does 
not think this exactly effects that end, to accept any amendment 
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that does; but I think the gentleman, if he reads the paragraph 
more carefully, will see it accomplishes what is desired. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Am I correct in my impression of this lan- 
guage, that every boy in a high school shall join these companies? 

Mr. GILLETT. He shall be admitted unless the medical 
inspector or his parents ask that he be excused, and if his 
parents do not want him to join, then he is not compelled to do 
so. All they have to do is to say so. We do not leave it to the 
boy himself; we leave that to his parents; and I think the 
gentleman will recognize that the parents rather than the boy 
ought to decide. 

Mr. JOHNSON. . I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For apparatus for the equipment and maintenance of school play- 
grounds, 51.500 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

hy od 54, line 6, after the last word, insert: “ For purchase of addl- 
tional playgrounds, $75,000.” 

Mr. JOHNSON, 
against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina makes 
the point or order. 

Mr. NORRIS. I desire to be heard briefly on the point of 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 


order. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I will reserve it, of course. 
Mr. NORRIS. I take it, Mr. Chairman, from the decision of 


the Chair that was made the other day when we had this bill 
under consideration, that this amendment in the words in which 
I have offered it, and in the place in the bill where I have offered 
it, obviates all of the objections that were made by the Chair- 
man in his reasons given for his decision when this amendment 
was offered to a prior paragraph. This comes in in the bill 
where the bill itself is speaking of and making provisions for the 
equipment and maintenance of playgrounds connected with the 
public schools. I think there can be no doubt that as the amend- 
ment is offered it is a part of the public school system of this 
city, just as much so and to the same extent as the paragraph 
which immediately precedes it, which provides for the mainte- 
nance and equipment of playgrounds, and to the same extent 
and in the same way as is provided a little later on in the bill 
for the purchase of sites for additional school buildings and the 
erection of school buildings thereon. So that it seems to me 
that in the same sense that these other items are considered as a 
work in progress, this would be likewise considered. I take it 
also from the decision that was made by the present occupant 
of the chair when we had under consideration the fortification 
appropriation bill, that certainly this item, coming as it is offered 
in this particular place in the bill, would be considered as a 
part of the school system and as a work in progress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Nebraska permit 
the Chair to ask a question? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under his amendment does the gentleman 
from Nebraska think that the persons in authority would have 
the right to purchase ground for playgrounds anywhere within 
the District? 

Mr. NORRIS. Now that, of course, is a question, as I look at 
it, Mr. Chairman, that does not arise in the consideration of this 
amendment, even on its merits or on the technical proposition as 
to whether it is new legislation. I presume we might say in the 
amendment that it should be within a certain distance of the 
school building or something of that kind, but I do not see, as a 
technical proposition, how that would make it any less subject to 
point of order than in the words in which I have offered it. I take 
it, Mr. Chairman, it does not necessarily have to be on the same 
lot or the same block. I take it that if there is a playground pro- 
yided for the school children that the board of education would 
have the legal authority to make rules and regulations so that 
it can be used, when as a matter of fact the school itself might 
not be adjacent or be in session. A playground should not be 
only for the purpose of being used during the noon intermission 
or recess intermission, or something of that kind. It does not 
follow that it must be located right exactly contiguous to the 
school building. I take it that it could be as far as the tech- 
nical proposition is concerned about its being in order or out 
of order, located anywhere, and provision could be made for 
allowing the children to play thereon without regard to 
whether school is actually in session or not. 

Mr. BANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. NORRIS. I am pleased to do so. 

Mr. BANNON. Does not the gentleman think there is less 
necessity for playgrounds in the city of Washington for the 
children than in cities that are devoted largely to commercial 
business and manufacture, and where the streets are more 
crowded than they are here and where there are not so many 
parks as there are here? In other words, does the same argu- 
ment that applies in the larger cities, where they have manu- 
facturing and commercial businesses, apply with the same effect 
in the city of Washington? 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, in reply 
to my friend from Ohio [Mr. BANNoN] that I think he asked a 
very pertinent and proper question as far as the merits of the 
bill are concerned, but, as I understand it, he just came in, 
and I will say that it is on a question of order that we have this 
matter up now. I will be glad, if the point of order is over- 
ruled, to answer that question at length, but I do not care, Mr. 
Chairman, at the present time to indulge in any discussion that 
does not properly come under the question of the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not feel called upon to ex- 
press any opinion as to whether an item would be in order to en- 
large any present playground or the purcliase of land adjacent 
to them. It has been held in a number of cases that where the 
Government owns land for a particular purpose, that it has 
bought or otherwise has, it was in order to add to the amount of 
ground by an appropriation as a work in progress. The Chair 
thinks that it has been the uniform ruling that the purchase of 
a new piece of ground for a new project, unless authorized by 
existing law, is subject to the point of order. While the present 
occupant of the chair is very much in sympathy with the idea of 
an appropriation for playgrounds, he feels constrained, as Chair- 
man, to hold that the item is not authorized by law, and is not 
in order. The Chair therefore sustains the point or order. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I offer an amendment at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 6, page 54, after the word “playgrounds,” the 
word “one” and insert “seventy-six;" and at the end of line 6 add: 


„provided none of this sum shall be available unless $75,000 are spent 
in purchasing new sites for playgrounds.” 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina makes 
the point of order upon the amendment. Does the gentleman 
from Illinois desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I do not; I leave that to the Chair. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like the Clerk to read the paragraph 
as if would read if amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
read the paragraph as it would read if amended by the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For apparatus for the equipment and maintenance of school play- 
rounds, $76,000, provided none of this sum shall be available unless 
75,000 are spent in purchasing new sites for playgrounds. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the plans and specifications for school buildings shall be pre- 
pared under the supervision of the inspector of buildings of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and shall be approved by the Commissioners of the 
District, and shall be constructed Me the Commissioners in conformity 
therewith; and the plans and specifications for all other buildings pro- 
vided for in this act shall be prepared under the supervision of the in- 
spector of buildings of the District of Columbia, and shall be approved 
by the superintendent of the Capitol building and the Commissioners 
of the District, and shall be constructed in conformity therewith. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I offer the following amendment, after line 19. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after line 19, page 56, the following: 

“ Provided, That no part of the 1 to provide for the ex- 
penses of the public schools shall available, and that no warrant 
shall be drawn against these appropriations, unless the meetings of 
ae eee of education and all its committees shall be open to the 
public.” 

Mr. GILLETT. I reserve the point of order upon that. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, my object in offering that 
amendment is because after a report from the District of Co- 
lumbia Committee last year, which embodied practically a reor- 
ganization of the entire school system of the District, a bill was 
passed which contained a proviso for public hearings in all ses- 
sions of the board of education and the seyeral committees of 
the board. It has been generally reported that in several in- 
stances hearings have been held which were not public, but, 
on the contrary, which were purposely held behind closed doors, 
so that the public could not know exactly what was going on 
in the committees and, in some instances, the board itself. It 
seemed to me that at least the spirit of the law which we 
passed at the last session has been violated by the board of edu- 
cation. It therefore seemed to me a proper time to offer an 
amendment to ask the committee in appropriating for the board 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1471 


of education to indicate to that body that the action of this 
House at its first session was worthy of some consideration by 
the board of education. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
to be heard upon the point of order? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I think it is simply a limitation upon the ap- 
propriation. I haye no particular remarks to make upon the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule a limitation is in order. 
Under the rules, however, an amendment in the form of a limi- 
tation which is not a limitation of expenditure, but is an af- 
firmative change of law, is not in order. The Chair thinks this 
is not a limitation upon expenditures of money, but a change of 
the law. The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $6,180. 

_ Mr. GILLETT. I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 16, line 22, cae the word “all,” strike out “six thousand one 


hundred and eighty, insert in lieu thereof “four thousand two 
hundred and twenty.” 


Mr. GILLETT. That simply corrects the total. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 

For general incidental expenses of the service, $500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair assumes that the notes in the 
bill are only there for convenience. 

Mr. GILLETT. For the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN., And not to be considered as a part of the 
bill and will be stricken out by the Clerk. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
ered rise and report the bill and amendments favorably to the 

ouse. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Mann, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 24103— 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and had directed 
them to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments, and with recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon any 
amendment? If not, the vote upon the amendments will be 
taken in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GILLETT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills and joint 

resolution: 

II. R. 121. An act authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW.; 

H. R. 128. An act for the opening of a connecting highway 
between Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 8485. An act for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia; 

H. R. 10843. An act authorizing the extension of Kenyon 
street NW.; 

H. R. 14815. An act for the extension of Harvard street, Co- 
lumbia Heights, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 14900, An act to extend Fourth street NE.; 

H.R. 16944. An act to amend section 878 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 21689. An act to increase the limit of cost of five light- 
house tenders heretofore authorized; and 

H. J. Res. 221. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. GILLETT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follaws: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 


estimate of appropriation for rent of temporary quarters for the 
post-office at Watertown, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Surgeon-General of the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service submitting an estimate of transfer 
of appropriation for employees—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
and survey of the Hudson River with a view to extending the 
existing project to Watertown, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
an appropriation for temporary quarters for Government offices 
at Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommend'ng 
an appropriation for temporary quarters for the post-office, ev, 
at Rochester, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
an appropriation for temporary quarters for the post-office and 
other offices at Peoria, Ill.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
an appropriation for temporary quarters for the post-office at 
South Bend, Ind.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill of the following title was 
reported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Calendar therein named, as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24363) to pro- 
tect the public lands on the lower Colorado River, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6585); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill of the following title was 
reported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the Calendar therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22842) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Hodges, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6443); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15136) 
granting an increase of pension to George H. Justin, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6444) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15012) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oliver Curry, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6445); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12095) granting an increase of pension 
to Atticus Lewis, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6446) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2777) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert F. Durgin, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by & report (No. 6447); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12033) granting 
an inerease of pension to George W. Irwin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6448); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8673) granting 
an increase of pension to Marcena C. S. Gray, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6449); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which-was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7918) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Buxton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6450) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7538) 
granting an increase of pension to Thompson H. Hudson, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6451) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6589) granting 
an increase of pension to M: W. Dunkin, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6452); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 1373) granting 
an increase of pension to Florence Bacon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6453); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20684) 
granting an increase of pension to William M. Neal, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6454); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20616) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac Fornwalt, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6455); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20446) granting a pension to Andrew H. Groves, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6456) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19131) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward K. Mull, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6457); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18344) granting 
an increase of pension to William Todd, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6458); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13960) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. Manning, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6459); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22601) 
granting an increase of pension to John J, Clark, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6460) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22318) granting 
an increase of pension to James D. Cox, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6461); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22297) granting 
an increase of pension to Hugh L. Dicus, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6462); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22285) granting 
an increase of pension to Dennis Remington, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6463); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22240) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Ping, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6464); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22215) granting an increase of pension to Eliza A. Hughes, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


6465) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22099) granting an increase of pension 
to Libbie D. Lowry, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6466) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22089) granting 
an increase of pension to Adaline G. Bailey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6467); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21769) 
granting a pension to Emma Aiken, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6468); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21718) granting 
an increase of pension to Franz Z. F. W. Jensen, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6469) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21462) 
granting an increase of pension to William Wickham, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6470) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21433) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Lasley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6471) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21425) granting 
an increase of pension to Jasper N. Brown, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6472); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21426) granting an increase of pension 
to John J. Ross, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6473); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21374) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Hornan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6474); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21316) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Rhodes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6475); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21301) granting an increase of pension to John Goodier, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6476) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21097) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Harry Martin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6477); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21022) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas N. Gootee, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6478); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20740) granting 
an increase of pension to Guthridge L. Phillips, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6479); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23810) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ira J. Everson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6480); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 23645) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac L. Griswold, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6481); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the House (II. R. 20413) granting a pension to Eva. 


Louise Eberlin, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 6482); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23608) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Manley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6483); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23593) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles M. Buck, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6484); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar . 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Comittee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23549) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaiah Carter, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6485); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

‘Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23526) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen D. Jordan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6486) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2781) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin V. B. Wyman, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6487) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22034) granting an increase of pension 
to James A. Wonder, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6488) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22990) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis A. Lander, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6489); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15189) granting 
an increase of pension to Sidney S. Skinner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6490); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13769) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Angle, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6491); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12250) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Naus, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6492); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11098) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph A. Robinson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6493); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10598) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert W. Mills, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6494) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8718) 
granting a pension to William T. Rowe, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6495); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2878) granting a pension to John M. Cheevers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6496) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20688) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. Storey, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6497) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. F . 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20493) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles F. Connery, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6498); which 
sald bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred .the bill of the House (H. R. 19175) 
granting an increase of pension to Josiah B. Arnott, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6499) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22428) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Dora T. Bristol, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6500); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22282) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward H. Lunn, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6501); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22279) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas M. Griffith, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6502) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenday. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22035) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin Swayze, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6503) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21604) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Girdler, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6504) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. A . 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21508) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Barber, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6505); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23508) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William M. Veach, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6506) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23475) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to T. J. Green, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6507); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23481) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John G. Price, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6508) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23365) granting 
an increase of pension to William Seitz, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6509); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23357) granting an increase of pension 
to James M. Houston, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6510); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23339) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha Louise Burnham, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6511) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23281) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Fisher, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6512); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23234) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Walsh, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6513); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23195) granting 
an increase of pension to Aurora G. Ellis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6514) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23187) granting 
a pension to Jennie Luckenback, reported the same with amend- 
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ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6515) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private -Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23135) granting 
a pension to Rosanna King, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6516) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22820) granting 
an increase of pension to George S. Schmutz, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6517); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22764) granting an increase of pension to Samuel V. Carr, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6518) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22762) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Gilbert, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6519) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22750) granting 
* an increase of pension to William Jenkins, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6520); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22642) granting 
an increase of pension to John Gregory, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6521); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20577) granting 
a pension to Mary Kaisted, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6522) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20957) granting 
an increase of pension to William Chagnon, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6523) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22985) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Bauerlin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6524) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16855) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton H. Peden, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6525); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13920) granting an increase of pension 
to Oren D. Curtis, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6526) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12458) granting 


an increase of pension to Thomas J, Saylor, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6527) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11740) granting 
an increase of pension to R. R. Dill, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6528); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9576) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Wagner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6529) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, ta which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6575) granting an increase of pension 
to Rawleigh M. Monin, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6530); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5709) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Patterson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6531); which 
said bill and report were referred te the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19369) granting 


an increase of pension to John F. G. Cliborne, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6532) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22434) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Peter McCormick, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6533); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22284) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Ruble, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6534); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21588) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to’ Robert Medworth, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6535); 
8 e said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21506) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Howe, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6536) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22609) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Bayley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6337) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23858) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hugh M. Cox, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6538); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23846) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah Ann Kendig, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6539); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23845) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Cassle, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6540) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23795) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick McMahon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6541) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23781) granting 
a pension to Honora Higgins, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6542); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
. Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23792) granting 
an increase of pension to Zenrial McCullock, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6543); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23783) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Buzzell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6544) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 28777) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Marshall, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6545); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23773) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel H. Pierce, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6546); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 28764) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fisher, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6547); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23762) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Adelaide Wagner, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6548); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. j 
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Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23705) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick P. Gaudineer, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6549); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23699) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Countryman, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6550) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23686) granting an increase of pension 
to William H. Kehlbeck, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6551) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23656) granting an increase of pension to John Kilpatrick, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6552) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23653) granting 
an increase of pension to Dewit C. Chapman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6553); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23652) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Zimmerman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6534); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22846) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Holmes, alias George Langin, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6555) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16978) granting a pension to J. Max 
Mueller, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6556) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10188) 
granting an increase of pension to James L. Conn, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6557); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6161) granting 
an increase of pension to Horatio Ernest, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6558) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20687) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Dixon, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6559); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19775) granting 
an increase of pension to Greenup Meece, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6560); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19499) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Milson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6561); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22239) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth T. Hays. reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6562) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21476) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram A. Winslow, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6563); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23651) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Wilson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6564); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24099) granting 


an increase of pension to Benjamin J. Puckett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6565); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24096) granting 
an increase of pension to Oscar F. Peacock, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6566); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20953) granting an increase of pension 
to James D. Walker, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6567); which said -bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was réferred the bill of the House (H. R. 24078) 
granting an increase of pension to Warren J. Sevey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6568); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24023) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph H. Clark, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6569); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23969) granting 
an Increase of pension to William Morson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6570); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23915) granting 
a pension to William Stegal, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6571) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 3 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23899) granting 
an increase of pension to James P. Hanna, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6572); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. j 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23877) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Edwards, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6573); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23872) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Blacker, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6574) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23874) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William R. Horn, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6575); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. , 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23870) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to America J, Austin, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6576); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23778) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Clapper, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6577); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24360) granting an increase of pension 
to Jeremiah F. Pittman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6578) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24321) 
granting an increase of pension to Belah H. Wilcox, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6579) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24259) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to H. A. Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6580); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24208) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert Sunderland, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6581) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24182) granting 


1476 


an increase of pension to John Delaney, reported the same 
witheut amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6582) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24155) grant- 
ing a pension to Richard N. Porter, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6583); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23993) for the 
relief of Harry A. Young, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6586); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
5869) for the relief of Larvan Gordon, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6587); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24185) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William S. Weller, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6588) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations: A bill (H. R. 24640) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes— 
to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 
24641) to regulate pipe lines in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RHINOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 24642) to 
amend the practice in suits for divorce and maintenance in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 24643) to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
install, equip, and maintain upon their lines of railroad a block 
protecting system and to protect their stations and terminals 
therewith, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 24644) to amend section 
653 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, relative to 
assessment life insurance companies or associations—to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24645) to regulate the inspection and sale 
of flour within the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 24646) to amend section 9 
of an act entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens 
into the United States,” approved March 3, 1903—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 24647) to provide rebate of 
duty on all coal imported into the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 24648) ratifying 
an act of the Arizona legislature providing for the erection of a 
court-house at St. Johns, in Apache County, Ariz.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 24649) for a survey and 
examination to determine the advisability of constructing a 
dam at the foot of Caddo Lake, on the waterway connecting 
Jefferson, Tex., with Shreveport, La.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24650) for a survey of upper Red River 
from Fulton, Ark., to the mouth of the Washita, in Oklahoma— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 24651) to provide for thirty 
light-keepers’ dwellings—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 24652) fixing the com- 
pensation of the assistant weighers at the port of New York— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24653) to increase the salaries of the 
daputy appraisers of merchandise at the port of New York— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 24654) for the establishment of 
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a light-house and fog-signal station at the easterly end of Gull 
Island, Apostle group, westerly end of Lake Superior, Wis.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 24655) to authorize the leg- 
islature of Oklahoma to dispose of a certain section of school 
land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 24656) to amend an 
act making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 24657) to authorize the 
Albany Railroad Bridge Company or the Chicago and North- 
western Railway Company to reconstruct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 24658) for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 24659) to prohibit inter- 
ference with commerce among the States and Territories and 
with foreign nations and to remove obstructions thereto—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 24660) to extend the time 
within which entrymen may make and establish residence upon 
the public domain in the State of North Dakota—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24661) to provide for 
securing interests upon deposits of public funds, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 24745) to increase the com- 
pensation of the civil officers and employees and of the military 
and naval officers and enlisted men of the Government of the 
United States—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 24746) for free lectures—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. y 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
223) relating to the holders of medals of honor—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A resolution (H. Res. 780) 
to increase the pay of the assistant file clerk of the House—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A resolution (H. Res. 781) 
to increase the pay of the eight assistants in the document room 
of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A resolution (H. Res. 782) increasing 
the pay of the assistant enrolling clerk of the House—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WATSON: A resolution (H. Res. 783) increasing the 
compensation of the messenger to the Speaker—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: A 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 24662) granting an increase 
of pension to William P. Bane—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

. By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24663) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alvernous Barnhart—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24664) granting an increase of pension to 
Sherwood Tackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24605) granting an increase of pension to 
Sebasten Abrams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24666) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen Bocook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24667) granting an increase of pension to 
George Walker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24668) granting an increase of pension to 
James Biven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24669) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Miner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24670) granting an increase of pension to 
Burton Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24671) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustine Sorrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24672) granting a pension to Darkie War- 
ren—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24673) granting a pension to Garrad T, 
Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24674) granting a pension to Sarah 
Staggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24675) granting a pension to Eliza H. 

Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 24676) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24677) for the relief of Daniel Porter—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24678) for the relief of Enoch Edens—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 24679) for the relief of William A. Goble— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 24680) granting an increase 
of pension to Ella B. Deweese—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 24681) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis M. Jarvis—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 24682) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Laurient—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 24683) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Walter P. Davis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 24684) granting 
an increase of pension to Esther M. Noah—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 24685) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Defendall—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24686) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Corn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24687) granting an increase of pension to 
John Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24688) granting an increase of pension to 
Bartley Inkoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24689) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hermann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 24690) granting a pension to 
Harriet P. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24691) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Burtch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 24692) granting a pension to 
Lucia M. Beard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 24693) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bazel Hall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 24694) granting an increase of 
pension to John Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24695) granting an increase of pension to 
Prior P. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24696) granting a pension to Andrew 
Goddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 24697) granting an increase 
of pension to Amelia M. Salmon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 24698) granting an 
increase of pension to Lydia Hunt—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 24699) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Rufus G. Tole—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 24700) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 24701) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Strasburger—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 24702) granting an increase 
of pension to Perry Tawney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 24703) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of David 
A. Lindsay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 24704) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Amelia C. Kloenne—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 24705) granting an increase of 
pension to Ida W. Maples—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEB: A bill (H. R. 24706) for the relief of the con- 
gregation of the Kingston Baptist Church, of Kingston, Ga.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 24707) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 24708) for the relief of John 
P. Hart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24709) granting a pension to James O. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 24710) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to Jacob Riner—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 24711) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John L. Rogers, alias John Moore—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24712) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 24713) for the relief of Mi- 
chael Curley—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24714) for the relief of Joseph Manning 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24715) for the relief of William W. Stew- 
art—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 24716) grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah Tomlinson—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24717) granting a pension to Christina 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 24718) granting an increase of: 
pension to Eveline Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 24719) granting an increase 
of pension to Alpheus L. Woodard—to-.the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24720) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24721) granting an increase of pension to. 
E. A. H. Beyland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24722) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Oberle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24723) granting an increase of pension to 
Coleman Reynolds—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24724) granting a pension to Herbert Mont- 
gomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24725) 
granting an increase of pension to John H. Hayes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24726) 
granting an increase of pension to S. R. Sanders—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (II. R. 24727) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary F. Bitely—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. $ 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 24728) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Moyer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 24729) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezra Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ‘ 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 24730) for the relief of 
Jonn Smith and Jane Isaac—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 24731) granting 
a pension to Almira Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 24732) granting an increase of 
pension to Rosa A. Penfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24733) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 24734) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Green—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24735) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Whitacre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 24730) granting a pension 
to Emma B. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24737) granting a pension to Wiett Bilyeu, 
sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24738) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Hilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24739) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Kirkpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 24740) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William E. Chase—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 24741) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 24742) grant- 
ing a pension to John D. Benjamin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24743) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 24744) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of William Woods—to the Committee on Claims, 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 


from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9140) granting a pension to Amanda Hoover— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23311) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Burke—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23312) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Lewis—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24621) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth P. Hargrave—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Henry Well et al., citizens of 
Greater New York, against intervention in the affairs of the 
Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the legislature of Illinois, for protection of 
the interests of the Chicago Sanitary District in its drainage 
canal in any legislation relating to deep water—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the legislature of South Dakota, for legis- 
lation to extend time within which persons may lawfully es- 
tablish reservations on certain homestead claims within that 
State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Drago E. Proskowetz, of Johnstown, Pa., for 
national assistance in familiarizing Slavic immigrants with the 
English language—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Consumers’ League of 
Philadelphia, for the Beveridge-Parsons bill relative to child 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Mount Pleas- 
ant, Tex.; Montrose, Colo.; Grant Pass, Oreg.; Pulaski, III.; 
Greencastle, Ind.; Portland, Me.; Elmira, N. X.; Pike, Miss. ; 
Rapid City, S. Dak.; Barron, Wis.; Clarksburg, W. Va.; Drew, 
Ark., and Everett, Wash., against bill S. 5221, to regulate the 
practice of osteopathy in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of Thomas J. Dillon, 
against interferente in the affairs of the Kongo Free State—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William A. Goble—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Mary A. Jacobs, 
John Riddle, Eliza H. Bullock, Alvernous Bernhart, John L. 
Miner, Sarah Stagg, and Burton Vaughan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Darkee Warren 
and Augustine Sorrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of Rev. N. E. Buchanan, of Elkhart, 
Ind., for closing United States post-offices on Sunday—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. f 

By Mr. BURLEIGH : Petition of three women’s clubs of 
Skowhegan, Me., for enactment of a child-labor law—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Skowhegan (Me.) Board of Trade, for re- 
classification and increase of salaries of post-office clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petitions of M. T. Didlake et al., of 
Monticello, Ind., for an amendment of the copyright law—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the National Private Commer- 
cial School Managers’ Association, favoring legislation to re- 
vise the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Wisconsin Retail Implement 
and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, against a parcels-post law— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York City, for an increase of the Coast Artillery— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Nutzel, against interference in the af- 
fairs of the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, ‘petition of the Twenty-sixth Ward Board of Trade, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., for increase in the salaries of postal clerks— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Private Commercial School Managers’ 


Association, for revision of the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel 
S. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth Jenkins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kingdon Springs, Ark., for per- 
mission to use the water of White River for electrical power pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 54, of Evansville, Ind., against employment of Asiatic 
coolies within the Canal Zone—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Prisoners of War Association of Evans- 
ville, Ind., for a just and equitable pension for ex-prisoners of 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of Thomas Klinedinst, of Morris- 
town, N. J., against amendment to the copyright bill inimical 
to photographers—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the New Jersey State Federation of Women's 
Clubs, for regulation of child labor in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of W. W. Wood, of Belvidere, Ill., 
for the McCumber (Senate) pension bill—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the National Private Commercial School Man- 
agers’ Association, for legislation to revise the postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Pekin, Ill, against 
the Lodge-Gardiner immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Tarentum (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, for increase in salaries of post-oflice clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Keystone Powder Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of Emporium, Pa., for a law to expend $3,000,000 to estab- 
re plants for smokeless powder—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Keystone National Bank, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., favoring bill H. R. 23017, for improvement of the cur- 
rency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of H. R. Fuller, favoring restriction of immigra- 
ton (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of the Consumers’ League of Philadelphia, for 
the Beveridge-Parsons bill regarding child labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Private Commercial School Managers’ As- 
sociation, for revision of the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth Coates— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Frank S. Lowry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of A. L. Jones et al., against the 
employment of Asiatic labor on the Panama Canal and that the 
terms of Chinese-exclusion act be extended to cover Japanese 
and other Asiatic laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Indian war veterans, of 
Linn County, Oreg., for increase of pension for said veterans— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Horeb Lodge, No. 25, Inde- 
pendent Order B’nai Brith, of New Haven, Conn., favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Horeb Lodge, No. 
25, Independent Order B'nai Brith, favoring restriction of im- 
migration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of C. R. Savage et al., 
against amendment to the copyright law inimical to photogra- 
phers—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Black Hawk Indian war veterans, of 
Utah, for extension of the pension laws to include Indian wars 
in Utah in 1867-1878—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lydia Hunt—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of citizens of River Falls, Wis., 
for amendment of the free-alcohol law—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of F. H. Loud—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of the Swine Breeders’ As- 
sociation, against free seed distribution—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 
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By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Rosa 
A. Penfieid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Amanda Hoover (previously referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the Vermont Dairy Associa- 
tion, for raising the rank of the dairy division to that of a 
bureau under the Secretary of Agriculture—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Fruit Growers’ Association of Bedford 
County, Pa., for legislation securing admission of American 
fruits into German markets under minimum duties—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAW: Papers to accompany bills for relief of John 
D. Lane and Benjamin T. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of Mrs. Elisha R. Starr and John D. Benjamin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the National Private Com- 
mercial School Managers’ Association, for revision of the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Adam J. Bennett, against interference in 
Kongo Free State affairs—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of La Motte Hartshorn, favoring the Navy per- 
sonnel bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Twenty-sixth Ward Board of Trade, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., for increase of salaries of postal clerks (H. R. 
9751, the Wilson bill)—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Cheboygan County, 
Mich., for October 12 as a legal holiday (Columbus Day, com- 
memorating the discovery of America)—to the Committee on 
tue Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. E. Betz et al., for an appropriation for 
survey and improvement of the Au Sable River at or near its 
outlet into Lake Huron—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Peter Campbeil— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Carlos 
L. Buzzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: Petition of the Nebraska State Swine 
Breeders’ Association, against free seed distribution—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Nebraska Duroc Jersey Breeders’ Asso- 
ciation, against free seed distribution—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Rev. Henry S. White and John Rogers, alias John Moore—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: Petition of H. Allen Knips, Pott & Faltz, 
and others, against amendment to the copyright law abridging 
rights of photographers—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Hawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Petition of the Nebraska Duroc Jersey 
Breeders’ Association, against free distribution of garden seeds— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bill 
for an appropriation to enlarge the public buildings at Hot 
Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of David Hurbert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petitions of Fred. Buechsenschuety et al. and 
Robert Stier et al., of Buffalo, N. Y., against certain clauses in 
the immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization: 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mrs. Alice O’Connor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Private School Managers’ Association, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, for revision of the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petitions of citizens of Lawton, Okla.; 
Fulton, Ark., and Texarkana, Tex., for an appropriation to im- 
prove upper Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Dennis T. Kirby et al—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert H. Gulick 
et al.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of the New Immigrant Pro- 


tective League, against the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Association of Army and Navy Nurses of 
the Civil War, for pensions to all nurses of the war as per the 
Daizell bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Samuel Holmes, for the ship-subsidy bill 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Absalom R. Shacklett (previously referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
Hoboken, N. J., for higher salaries for postal clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition of the German Society, against the 


Dillingham bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 


ralization. 
Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of the Bridgeport 
(Ohio) National Bank—to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
Torsbax, January 22, 1907.' 


Prayer by Rey. WILLIAM LAWRENCE, D. D., Bishop of the Dio- 
cese of Massachusetts. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. HANSnnovon, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

EDWIN S. HALL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request 
of the House of Representatives to return the bill (H. R. 1050) 
for the relief of Edwin S. Hall; and by unanimous consent the 
request was ordered to be complied with. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

II. R. 5. An act to provide for the refunding of certain money, 
ete; 

H. R. S. An act for the relief of the Harbison-Walker Company, 
of Pittsburg, Pa.; - 

E. R. 1371. An act to refund to J. Tennant Steeb certain duties 
erroneously paid by him, without protest, on goods of domestic 
production shipped from the United States to Hawaii and there- 
after returned ; 

H. R. 2326. An act for the relief of J. W. Bauer and others; 

II. R. 8685. An act for the relief of Charles E. Danner & Co.; ` 

H. R. 8727. An act for the relief of James W. Kenney and the 
Union Brewing Company ; 

H. R. 8749. An act to refund a fine of $200 paid by Charles H. 
Marsden, owner of the tug Owen; 

H. R. 10305. An act to provide for the repayment of certain 
customs dues; 

H. R. 14125. An act for the relief of The Nebraska Mutual 
Lfe Insurance Company, of Stromburg, Nebr. ; 

H. R. 14464. An act for the relief of Wiley Corbett; 

H. R. 16085. An act for the relief of Gordon, Ironsides & 
Fares Company (Limited) ; 

H. R. 16581. An act for the relief of George W. Schroyer ; and 

H. R. 19275. An act for the relief of T. E. Boyt. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

H. R. 1561. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
grant a discharge to Peter O'Neil; 

H. R. 13605. An act to satisfy certain claims against the Goy- 
ernment arising under the Navy Department; 

H. R. 17875. An act waiving the age limit for admission to 
a Pay Corps of the United States Navy in the case of W. W. 

eirce ; 

H. R. 19284. An act for the relief of James Behan; and 

H. R. 22291. An act to authorize the reappointment of Harry 
McL. P. Huse as an officer of the line in the Navy 

The following bills were severally read — 55 by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

H. R. 4271. An act for the relief of Patrick J. Madden; 

H. R. 5169. An act for the relief of W. B. Sutter; 

H. R. 6104. An act to reimburse John Waller, late postmaster 
at Monticello, N. I., for moneys expended in carrying the mails; 

H. R. 8699. An act for the relief of James A. Carroll; 

H. R. 13418. An act for the relief of W. S. Hammaker ; and 

H. R. 14381. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the Holtzer-Cabot Electric Company 
the amount due said company from the Post-Office Department. 
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The following bill and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

II. R. 17285. Au act for the relief of Second Lieut. Gouverneur 
V. Packer, Twenty-fourth United States Infantry; and 

II. J. Res. 195. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish two condemned cannon to the mayor of the town 
of Preston, Iowa. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

II. R. 12124. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Brown; and 

H. R. 16222. An act granting an increase of pension to Napo- 
leon B. Ferrell. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 17099. An act to authorize the refund of part of fines 
imposed on the vessels Sotie R., Mathilda R., and Helen R.; 

II. R. 23383. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River,” approved June 25, 1906; ; 

H. R. 28939. An act to authorize the board of commissioners 
of Lake County, Ind., to construct a bridge across the Calumet 
River in the State of Indiana: and 

H. R. 24275. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Flint River at Porter Shoals. . 

H. R. 24104. An act transferring Phelps County to the eastern 
division of the eastern judicial district of Missouri, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

H. R. 1443. An act for the payment of Robert D. Benedict for 
services rendered was read twice by its tifle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred, without 
objection, to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KEAN. A similar bill is on the Calendar, reported by 
the Committee on Claims, I think, and this bill should go to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

H. R. 19930. An act referring the claim of S. W. Peel for legal 
services rendered the Choctaw Nation of Indians to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication; and À 

H. R. 22362. An act for the relief of Esther Rousseau. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

H. R. 23889. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue deed of conveyance to Lyman Ballou to certain lands 
in Custer County, S. Dak.; and 

II. R. 23927. An act excepting certain lands in Pennington 
County, S. Dak., from the operation of the provisions of section 
4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled “An act to provide 
for the entry of agricultural lands within forest reserves.” 

II. R. 24541. An act making appropriations to supply addi- 
tional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
Prlations. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of The Trustees of the Missionary Baptist Church, 
of Huntsville, Ala., successor to the Primitive Baptist Church, 
of Huntsville, Ala., v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Harriet Camp, William A. Camp, Olive M. 
Allen, Mary B. Brown, Margaret E. Bowie, Clarence Camp, 
Carrie Camp, Hattie Brannan, and Thomas Brannan, heirs of 
Adam Camp, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Archibald A. Griggs, administrator of the es- 
tate of Archibald P. Griggs, deceased, v. The United States; 
and x 

In the cause of Ludger Lemelle, administrator of the estate 
of Clarisse Donato, deceased, v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

y CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the credentials of WILLIAM ALDEN 
Smiru, chosen by the legislature of the State of Michigan 
a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907 ; 
which were read and ordered to be filed. 


Mr. HALE presented the credentials of WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Maine a Senate” from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907; which were 
read and ordered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 5469) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States. 

The message also announced that the Mouse bad passed the 
bill (S. 4563) to prohibit corporations from making money con- 
tributions in connection with political elections, with an amend- 
ment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 15242. An act to confirm titles to certain lands in the 
State of Louisiana ; 

H. R. 24103. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1908, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 24111. An act to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac 


| River, at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va.; and 


II. R. 24122. An act in reference to the expatriation of citi- 
zens and their protection abroad. ; 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the Presi- 
dent to return the bill GS. 5078) granting an increase of pension 
to Daniel G. Smith. 

The message, further announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the Presi- 
dent to return the bill (S. 3671) granting a pension to Louis 
Castinette. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
legislature of South Dakota, praying for an extension until the 
Ist of April, 1907, of the time in which persons who have here- 
tofore filed homestead claims in counties west of the Missouri 
River in the State of South Dakota may lawfully establish 
their residence upon these claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorb, as follows: 

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, SECRETARY'S OFFICE. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of South Dakota: 


I, D. D. Wipf, secretary of state of South Dakota and keeper of the 
great seal thereof, do hereby certify that the attached instrument of 
writing is a true and correct copy of senate joint resolution No. 5, as 
passed by the legislature of South Dakota, 1907, and of the whole 
pega and has been compared with the original now on file in this 
office. F 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of South Dakota. Done at the city of Pierre 
this 17th day of January, 1907. 

{SEAL.] D. D. Wirr, Secretary of State. 
A joint resolution memorializing the President and the Congress of the 

United States to extend until April 1, 1907, the time within which 

persons who have heretofore filed homestead claims in counties west 

of the Missouri River in the State of South Dakota may lawfully 
establish their residence upon said claims, 


Whereas large numbers of persons, many of whom are women, have 
during the summer of 1906 filed homestead claims upon the public 
lands west of the Missouri River in the State of South Dakota, in the 
belief and with the understanding that the extensions of the Chicago 
and Northwestern and the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Vaul railways, 
now being built over and across said lands from the Missouri River 
west to the Black Hills country, would be completed prior to January 
1. 1907, and would thus furnish means for said persons to go vipon 
their several homestead claims and establish a residence as required 
by law; and 

Whereas neither of said railroad extensions will be completed until 
some time during the summer of 1907; and 

Whereas heavy snows have fallen and now lie over all of said country, 
rendering travel with building material, household goods, fuel, and sup- 
plies an impossibility, and extreme and unusually cold weather prevails 
throughout this and the northwestern country generally, making it dan- 
gerous to human life to attempt to go ypon said claims at this time; 
and 

Whereas it is impossible to establish a residence or reside upon said 
lands under the 3 conditions of severely cold winter weather 
without comfortable houses to protect the lives and the health of said 
persons and their families: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the legislature of the State of South Da- 
kota (the house of representatives concurring), That the President and 
the Congress of the United States be, and they are hereby, respectfully 
requested and urged to extend until the ist day of April, 1907, the 
time within which all such persons may lawfully establish their resi- 
dence upon said claims. 

[Indorsed. ] 


A joint resolution memorializing the President and the Congress of 
the United States to extend until April 1, 1907. the time within which 
persons who have heretofore filed homestead claims in counties wert of 
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the Missouri River in the State of South Dakota may lawfully estab- 
lish their residence upon said claims. 
M. J. CHANEY, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
James W. Cone, Chief Clerk. 
f THiowarp C. SHOBER, 
President of the Senate. 
ae - 
M. Simons, Secretary of the Senate. 


I N certify that the within resolution originated in the senate 
and was Known in the senate files as senate joint resolution No. 5. 


STATE or SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Office Secretary of State, se: 


Filed January 17, 1907, at 2.40 o'clock p. m. 

D. D. Wier, 
Secretary of State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of Columbia 
Typographical Union, No. 101, American Federation of Labor, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to increase the salaries of Members of Congress; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of sundry citizens of Grand 
Junction, Salida, Akron, Delta, and Fort Collins, all in the State 
of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 139, of Paint- 
ers’ Local Union No. 79, of Union Label League, of the United 
Brewery Workers’ Union, of the Brewers and Coopers’ Union, 
of Apprentice Lodge No. 16, of the International Association of 
Bridge and Structural Iron Workers’ Union, of Typographical 
Union, of Carpenters’ Local Union No. 55, of the United Broth- 
erhood of Leather Workers’ Union, of Local Union No. (S, of the 
Glass Workers’ Local Union No. 53, and of Local No. 121, all of 
the American Federation of Labor, of Denver, in the State of 
Colorado, praying for an extension of the provisions of the pres- 
ent Chinese-exclusion law so as to include Japanese and 
Koreans; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Delta and 
Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of sundry citizens of New- 
castle, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of Horeb Lodge, No. 
25, Independent Order of B'nai Brith, of New Haven, Conn.. 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented a petition of the Republican Club of Dan- 
bury, Conn., praying for a reclassification and increase of sal- 
aries of postal clerks in all first-class and second-class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the First Church of Christ of New 
Britain, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of G. R. Armstrong, 
of Littleton, N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ Crumpacker bill; h which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Frank W. Hackett, of 
Washington, D. C., praying that an appropriation be made to 
provide fireproof files for the preservation of the papers of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Council of the Civic Center, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the control of tuberculosis in the District of Co- 
lumbia:; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT presented the memorial of W. B. Rockwell, of 
Elmira, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to restrict immigration; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Jamestown, N. Y., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Jamestown, of sundry citi- 


zens of Middleport, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Westerleigh, all in the State of New York, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of J. G. Butler, editor of 
the Lutheran Evangelist, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to increase the postage rate 
on religious and other bona fide newspapers ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Duluth, Nor- 
man, Atwater, and Wood Lake, all in the State of Minnesota, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
North Yakima, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented petitions of the congregations 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Leonard and of the Con- 


gregational Church of Valley City, in the State of North Dakota, 


praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
sinte transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Tyler, Tex., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Tyler, Tex., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. , 

Mr. KITTREDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Huron, S. Dak., praying for the establishment of a permanent 
international congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LONG. I present a memorial of the Cherokee Indians, 
relative to their rights of property as Cherokee citizens of tribal 
lands and tribal funds belonging to the Cherokee people. I 
move that the memorial be printed as a document and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. Crapp) presented petitions of the con- 
gregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Owatomie, 
of the congregation of the Universalist Church of Owatomie, 
of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Cambria, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Vernon Center, 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Rice 
County, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. CLarr) presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Fergus Falls, Minn., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation providing for an elastic currency; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Louisville, Ky., praying for an in- 
vestigation into the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John H. Davis and sundry 
other citizens of Barboursville, Ky., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
eating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
6893) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas N. Towson, deceased ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PILES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elma and 
Seattle, in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
eating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Neweastle, Pa., and a petition of the 
congregation of the Church of God, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of M. D. Lichliter, of Harrisburg ; 
John W. Calver & Co., of Philadelphia; R. J. McKibbin, of 
Landisburg; John P. Brewer, of Williamsport; William J. 
Berkey, of Johnstown; B. Wilkinson, of Coal Valley; S. E. 
Haas, of Herndon; William Weand, State secretary of the 
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Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Philadelphia; Patriotic 
Order Sons of America of Blandburg; Patriotic Order Sons of 
America of Mount Carmel; Hancock Commandery, Patriotic Or- 
der Sons of America, of Scranton; Washington Camp, No, 333, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Scranton; Council No. 514, 
Junior Order United American’ Mechanics, of Watsontown; 
Council No. 75, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Dickerson Run; Saratoga Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 

— can Mechanics, of Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- 
tion with the educational test included; which were referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of the Improvement Ciub 
of Paso Robles, and of the Board of Trade of Templeton, in the 
State of California, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the purchase of the so-called “Henry Ranch” in 
San Luis Obispo County, Cal., for a brigade post or Army ma- 
neuvering camp; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Associated Charities of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a paper to accompany the bill 
(S. 5273) for the relief of the estate of Mary Rendy Cammack, 
deceased; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5268) 
for the relief of the estate of R. W. Hawkins, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Women’s Review 
Club of Chester, Vt., praying that an appropriation be made for 
a scientific investigation into the industrial condition of woman 
and child workers in the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Millville, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation. of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


A bill (H. R. 14985) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Gramberg ; 

A bill (H. R. 15297) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Hanson; and 

A bill (H. R. 15202) granting a pension to Henry Peetsch. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions; to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 21579) granting an increase of persion 
to Sarah R. Harrington, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the foliowing bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 19541) granting an increase of pension to Job 
F. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 19553) granting an increase of pension to James 
Robertson ; 

A bill (H. R. 19510) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard B. West; 

A bill (H. R. 19426) granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Griffin ; 

A bill (H. R. 19479) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Savage; 

A bill (H. R. 19420) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
A. McKean; 

A bill (H. R. 19412) granting an increase of pension to Jef- . | 
ferson K. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 19386) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 19363) granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore Bland; 

A bill (H. R. 19281) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Gillem ; 

A bill (H. R. 19280) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
J. Williamson ; 

A bill (H. R. 19117) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Higgins; 

A bill (H. R. 20061) granting an increase of pension to Cas- 
well York; 

A bill (H. R. 19603) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Farner ; 

A bill (H. R. 19584) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Pettey; 

A bill (H. R. 19579) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
F. Mayfield; 

A bill (II. R. 19490) granting a pension to Estelle I. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 19237) granting an increase of pension to James 
Rout; 

A bill (H. R. 19216) granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
phil Brodowski; 

A bill (H. R. 19048) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Branson; 

A bill (H. R. 19044) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. McCormick ; 

A bill (H. R. 19577) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
L. Patton; 

A bill (H. R. 19023) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Lester: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7467) to provide for the division of a pen- 
alty recovered under the alien contract-labor law; reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 6544) for the relief of Durham W. Stevens, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 6539) to control 
the direction and management of the Panama Railroad, hereto- 
fore reported by him from that committee. : 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 15193) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 

* erick W. Studdiford ; 
A bill (H. R. 15150) granting an increase of pension to John 


O'Connor ; = 

A bill (l. R. 14862) granting an in a ot pension t vi eer (H. R. 19045) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. White; . ; 

A bill (H. R. 14767) granting an increase of pension to Henry aE U S 19020) . F 
Simon; ; 

A bill (II. R. 14690) granting an increase of pension to Hen- 2 . R. 19648) ‘granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
rietta Hull; A son. 


Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 20000) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Anna E. Hughes, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 17486) granting an increase of pension to Ru- 
dolph Papst; 

A bill (H. R. 18295) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua B. Casey ; 3 

A bill (H. R. 18218) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
L. Topham; , 

A bill (H. R. 18114) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


A bill (H. R. 14689) granting an increase of pension to Her- 

man G. Weller; 
n A bill (H. R. 16249) granting an increase of pension to 

Thomas Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 16087) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 16002) granting a pension to Theodore T. Bruce; 

A bill (H. R. 15980) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 15890) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
C. Barney; 

A bill (H. R. 15790) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas W. Dorrel ; 

A bill (H. R. 15580) granting an increase of pension to James 


P. Hudkins ; B. Parker; 
A bill (H. R. 15430) granting an increase of pension to Oliver | A bill Ae R. 18474) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lawrence ; Sturgeo 


A bill Wisk R. 18089) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
J. Harte; 

A bill (H.R. 18031) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
H. Toothaker ; 


A bill (H. R. 15421) granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Diedrich; 

A bill (H. R. 15455) granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Brooks ; 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1483 


A bill (H. R. 17958) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixon; 

A bill (H. R. 17864) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Austin ; 

A bill (H. R. 17770) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
P. Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 18247) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Baird; 

A bill (H. R. 18179) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Baity; 

A bill (H. R. 18155) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Hastings; 

A bill (H. R. 17969) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Walrod ; 

A bill (H. R. 17646) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Sheak ; 

A bill (H. R. 17539) granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose D. Albertson ; 

A bill (H. R. 17172) granting an increase of pension to John 
Short; 

A bill (H. R. 16895) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Baker ; : 

A bill (H. R. 16546) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
F. Beeler; and 

A bill (H. R. 16488) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Hopkins. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 18884) granting an increase of pension to Wey- 
mouth Hadley ; 

A bill (H.-R. 18871) granting an increase of pension to Eman- 
uel Raudabaugh ; 

A bill (H. R. 18797) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Defoe; 

A bill (H. R. 18791) granting a pension to Michael Bocoskey ; 

A bill (H. R. 18771) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Bailey 

A bill (H. R 18761) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Bolinger ; 

A bill (H. R. 18788) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Daniel; 

A bill (H. R. 18637) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Sparks; 

A bill (H. R. 18634) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Sullivan ; 

A bill (H. R. 18608) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Strickland ; 

A bill (H. R. 18494) granting an increase of pension to Em- 
magene Bronson ; 

A bill (H. R. 18582) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R. 10916) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Shreeve ; 

A bill (H. R. 18261) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Mitchell; and 

A bill (H. R. 4851) granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Johnson. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 7762) authorizing and empower- 
ing the Secretary of War to locate a right of way for and 
granting the same and a right to operate and maintain a line of 
railroad through the Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the 
State of Washington, to the Spokane and Inland Empire Rail- 
road Company, its successors and assigns, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

COURTS IN IOWA. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I report back fayorably from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, without amendment, the bill (S. 
7793) to fix the time of holding the circuit and district courts 
of the United States in and for the northern district of Iowa. 
At the request of the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 7989) for acquiring a 
site and the erection of a Federal building for the post-office at 
Dugoin, III.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 7990) granting an 


increase of pension to Ishem Sheffield; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7991) granting an increase of pension to Adella 
Washer; and 

A bill (S. 7992) granting a pension to Sarah Harrison. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 7993) granting an 
increase of pension to Ishem Sheffield; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7994) authorizing the State of 
North Dakota to select other lands in lieu of lands erroneously 
entered in sections 16 and 36, within the limits of the aban- 
doned Fort Rice and Fort Abraham Lincoln military reserva- 
tions, in said State; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
pe Pensions : 

A bill (S. 7995) granting an increase of pension to Ashley 
White; and 
K A bill (S. 7996) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
ucas. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7997) authorizing the 
President of the United States to confer rank upon Maj. Joseph 
W. Wham, United States Army, retired; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7998) granting an 
increase of pension to George N. Julian; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. Crarp) introduced a bill (S. 7999) to 
authorize the purchase from Karl A. Torgerson and Charles E. 
Heyn of 80 acres of land, more or less; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HEMENWAY submitted the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8000) granting an increase of pension to Hezekiah 
Allen; and 

A bill (S. 8001) granting an increase of pension to Valentine 
‘Thompson. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 8002) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas H. Webley; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 8003) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac N. Sheffield; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8004) for the relief of the 
estate of Edward H. Green, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 8005) granting an increase 
of pension to Garrett F. Cowan; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 8006) granting an increase 
of pension to Epaminondas P. Thurston; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 8007) to authorize the reap- 
pointment of Harry McL. P. Huse to the active list of the Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 8008) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
naval record of Michael McLaughlin, alias Charles L. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 8009) to correct the naval record of Charles H. 
Haswell. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8010) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Jordan; and 

A bill (S. 8011) granting a pension to Joel P. Osgood. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 8012) to erect a monu- 
ment on the Tippecanoe battle ground in Tippecance County, 
Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (S. 8013) reserving 
from entry and sale the mineral rights to coal and other mate- 
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rials mined for fuel, oil, gas, or asphalt, upon or underlying the 
public lands of the United States, and providing for the sale 
of the surface of public lands. underlaid with or containing coal 
or other minerals mined for fuel, oil, gas, or asphalt, and pro- 
viding for the leasing of the mineral rights in such lands; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr.. ANKENY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 87) extend- 
ing the time in which to make homestead settlement upon lands 
entered upon in the State of Washington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment authorizing the exten- 
sion to the Federal building at Duluth, Minn., and proposing to 
appropriate $105,000 for the purpose of acquiring a new Federal 
building site, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
ciyil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $10,000 for grading Albemarle street east from Con- 
necticut avenue extended to Broad Branch road, intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. t 

He also submitted an amendment providing that all tracts of 
land, except parking areas, heretofore or hereafter acquired for 
use as public highways in the District of Columbia shall be 
opened for the use of the general public, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,000 for the purchase of flags for use on Memorial Day 
in suitably decorating the graves of soldiers and sailors of the 
Union Army buried in national cemeteries, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,000,000 for the purpose of aiding in the payment of the 
cost of the construction, completion, and opening of the James- 
town Ter-Centennial Exposition, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment relative to an 
appropriation to assist in the industrial education of the negro 
youth of the Southern States, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEALING IN COTTON FUTURES. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, yesterday I introduced a 
bill—Senate bill 7988—regulating the use of telegraph lines and 
the mails in matters affecting gambling in cotton. In that con- 
nection I ask to have reprinted as a Senate document the text 
of the report of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of 
1895, which will be found in the volume I have here, from page 
2 to page 44, inclusive. I do not ask that the whole report, in- 
cluding the exhibits, be printed, but merely the text of the re- 


port. i 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That so much of Senate Report No. 986, part 1, Fifty- 
third Congress, third session, on Cotton duction and Consumption, 
and Prices and the Remedy, as is contained on pages 2 to 44, inclusive, 
be reprinted. 

PANAMA CANAL ZONE. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to have printed in the 
Record an opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
delivered on the 7th of January, 1907, in which opinion the 
Supreme Court settled finally and forever the question of the 
sovereignty of the United States over the Panama Canal Zone, 
affirming the sovereignty of this country absolutely over that 
territory. I ask to haye it printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the opinion was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: ' 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
(No. 43.—October Term, 1906.) 


Warren B. Wilson, appellant, v. Leslie M. Shaw, Secretary of the 
ury. Appeal from Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


{January 7, 1907.] 


ete OEN VAT eR Ber yh me hay seg gerne o ht in the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia by the appellant, alleging 


himself to be a citizen of Illinois and the owner of roperty subject 


to taxation by the United States, to restrain the retary of the 
Treasury from paying out money in the purchase of property for the 
construction of a canal at Panama, from borrowing money on the 
credit of the United States, from issuing bonds or mak ng any payments 
under the act of Congress, June 28, 1902 (32 Stat., 481), providing for 
the acquisition of property and rights from Colombia and the canal 
company and the construction and operation of the canal and the 
Panama Railroad. The Republic of Panama and the New Panama 
Canal Company of France were named parties defendant, but they 
were not served with process and made no appearance. A demurrer 
to the bill was sustained, and the bill dis . This decree was 
3 by the Court of Appeals, from whose decision this appeal was 


Mr. Justice Brewer delivered the opinion of the court. 


If the bill was only to restrain the Secretary of the Treasury from 

ying the fic sums named therein, to wit, $40,000,000 to the 

anama Canal Company, and $10,000,000 to the Republic of Panama, 
it would be sufficient to note the fact, of which we may take judicial 
notice, that those payments have been made and that whether they 
were rightfully made or not is, so far as this suit is concerned, a 
moot question. Cheong Ah Moy v. United States, 113 U. 8., 216; 
Mills v. Green, 159 U. S., 651; American Book Company v. Kansas, 193 
U. S., 49; Jones v. Montague, 194 U. S., 147. 

But the bill goes further and seeks to restrain the Secretary from 
paying out money for the construction of the canal, from borrowing 
money for that purpose, and issuing bonds of the United States there- 
for. In other words, the plaintiff invokes the aid of the courts to stop 
the Government of the United States from carrying into execution its 
declared p se of constructing the Panama Canal. The magnitude 
of the plaintiff's demand is somewhat startling. The construction of a 
canal between the Atlantic and Pacific somewhere across the narrow 
strip of land which unites the two continents of America has engaged 
the attention not only of the United States, but of other countries for 
many years. Two routes, the Nicaragua and the Pa have been 
the special objects. of consideration. A company charter: under the 
laws of France undertook the construction of a canal at Panama. This 
was done under the superintendence and guidance of the famous Ferdi- 
nand de Lesseps, to whom the world owes the Suez Canal. ‘To tell the 
story of all that was done in respect to the construction of this canal, 
prior to the active intervention of the United States, would take vol- 
umes. It is enough to say that the efforts of De ps ed. Since 
then Panama has seceded from the Republic of Colombia and established 
a new 8 which has been 8 by other nations. This new 
republic has, by treaty, granted to the United States rights, territorial 
and otherwise. Acts of Congress have been passed provi for the 
construction of a canal, and in many ways 


ing the m 
money from the Treasury of the United States therefor wou d be an 


y. 

Many objections may be raised to the bill. Among them are these: 
Does plaintif show sufficient pecuniary interest in the subject-matter? 
Is not the suit 7 one against the Government, which has not con- 
sented to be sued? Is it any more than an appeal to the courts for the 
exercise of governmental powers which belong exclusively to Congress? 
We do not stop to consider these or kind objections; yet, pass 
them in silence must not be taken as even an implied tuli aga 
3 e We prefer to rest our decision on the general. scope of 

ne 8 

Cleatly there is no merit in plaintiff's contentions. Tha nerall 
speaking, a citizen may be protected against wrongful acts be he Gow 
ernment affecting him or his property may be conceded. That his rem- 
edy is by injunction does not follow. A suit for an injunction is an 
equitable proceeding, and the interests of the defendant are to be con- 
sidered as well as those of the plaintiff. Ordinarily it will not be 
panpa when there is adequate protection at law. In the case at bar 
t is clear not only that plaintiff is not entitled to an injunction, but 
also that he 1 no ground for any relief. 

He contends that whatever title the Government has was not acquired 
as provided in the act of June 28, 1902, by treaty with the Republic of 
Colombia. A short but sufficient answer is that subsequent ratification 
is equivalent to o al authority. The title to what may be called the 
Isthmian or Canal Zone, which at the date of the act was in the Itepub- 
lic of Colombia, passed by an act of secession to the newly formed Re- 
public of Panama. The latter was as a nation by the Presi- 
dent. A treaty with it, ceding the Canal Zone, was duly ratified. 
(33 Stat., 2234.) Congress has d several acts based upon the 
title of the United States, among them one to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment (33 Stat., 429) ; another, fixing the status of merchandise com- 
ing into the United States from the Canal Zone (33 Stat., 843); an- 
other, prescribing the type of canal (34 Stat., 611). These show a full 
ratification by C of what has done by the Executive. Their 
concurrent action is conclusive upon the courts. We have no supervis- 
ing control over the political branch of the Government in its action 
within the limits of the Constitution. (Jones v. United States, 137 U. S., 
—.— and cases cited in the opinion; In re Cooper, 143 U. S., 472, 499, 

0: 


It is too late in the history of the United States to question the ht 
of acquiring territory by treaty. Other objections are made to the valid 
ity of the right and title obtained from Panama by the treaty, but we 
find nothing in them deserving special notice. 

Another contention, in support of which plaintif has presented a 
voluminous argument, is that the United States has no power to engage 
in the work of digging this canal. His first proposition is that the 
Canal Zone is no part of the territory of the United States, and that 
therefore, the Government is powerless to do an thing of the kind 
therein. Article 2 of the treaty, heretofore referred to, “ grants to the 
United States in ac ee the use, occupation, and control of a zone 
of land and land er water for the construction, maintenance, opera- 
tion, sanitation, and protection of said canal.” By article 3 Panama 
“grants to the United States all the rights, power, and authority within 
the Zone mentioned and described in article 2 of this agreement, 
+ + è which the United States would sess and exercise if it 
were the sove: of the territory within which said lands and waters 
are located, to entire exclusion of the exercise by the Republic of 
Panama of any such sovereign rights, power, or authority.” 

Other provisions of the treaty add to the grants named in these two 
articles further guaranties of exclusive rights of the United States in 
the construction and maintenance of this canal. It is hypercritical 
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to contend that the title of the United States is imperfect, and that the 
territory described does not belong to this nation, ause of the omis- 
— 1 5 * of the technical terms used in ordinary conveyances of 
real estate. 

Further, it is said that the boundaries of the Zone are not described 
in the treaty; bat the description is sufficient for identification, and sit 
has been practically identified by the concurrent action of the two 
nations alone interested in the matter. The fact that there may pos- 
sibly be in the future some dispute as to the exact boundary on either 
side is immaterial. Such disputes not infrequently attend conveyances 
of real estate or cessions of territory. Alaska was ceded to us forty 
years ago, but the boundary between it and the English possessions 
east was not settled until within the last two or three years. Yet no 
one ever doubted the title of this Republic to Alaska. 

Again, plaintiff contends that the Government has no power to engage 
anywhere in the work of constructing a railroad or canal. The de- 
cisions of this court are adverse to this contention. In California v. 
Pacific Railroad Company (127 U. S., 1, 89) it was said: 

“It can not at the present day be doubted that Congress, under the 
power to regulate commerce among the several States, as well as to 

rovide for postal accommodations and military exigencies, had author- 
ty to pass these laws. The power to construct or to authorize indi- 
viduals or corporations to construct national highways and bri 
from State to State is essential to the complete control and regula- 
tion of interstate commerce. Without authority in Congress to estab- 
lish and maintain such highways and- bridges, it would be without 
authority to regulate one of the most important adjuncts of commerce. 
is power in former times was exerted to a very limited extent, the 
Cumberland or National rond being the most notable instance. Its 
exertion was but little called for, as commerce was then mostly con- 
ducted by water, and many of our statesmen entertained doubts as to 
the existence of the power to establish ways of communication by land. 
But since, in consequence of the expansion of the country, the multi- 
3 of its products, and the invention of railroads and locomotion 
steam, land tra rtation has so vastly increased, a sounder con- 
sideration of the subject has prevailed and led to the conclusion that 
Congress has plenary power over the whole subject. Of course, the 
authority of Congress over the Territories of the United States, and its 
power to grant franchises exercisable therein, are, and ever have been, 
undoubted. But the wider power was very freely exercised, and much 
to the general satisfaction, in the creation of the vast system of rail- 
roads connecting the East with the Pacific, traversing States as well 
as Territories, and emplo: the agency of State as well as Federal 
corporations. (See Paciñc Railroad Removal cases, 115- U. S., 1, 


In Luxton v. North River Bridge Company (153 U. S., 525, 529), 
Mr. Justice Gray, § ng for the court, says: 

“ Congress, therefore, may create corporations as appropriate means 
of executing the powers of government, as, for instance, a bank for the 
purpose of carry. on the fiscal operations of the United States, or a 
railroad 98 for the purpose of promoting commerce among the 
States. 6 cCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheat., 316, 411, 422; Osborn v. 
Bank of United States, 9 Wheat., 738. 861, 873; Pacific Railroad Re- 
moval Cases, 115 U. S., 1, 18; California v. Pacific Railroad, 127 
U. S., 1, 39.) Congress has likewise the power, exercised early in this 
century by successive acts in the Cumberland or National road, from 
the Votomac across the Alleghenies to the Ohio, to authorize the con- 
struction of a public highway connecting several States. (See Indiana 
v. United States, 148 U. S., 148.)" 

a tye Monongahela Navigation Company v. United States (148 
ot Ber ). 
These authorities recognize the power of Congress to construct inter- 
state highways. A fortiori, Con would have like power within the 
Territories and outside of State lines, for there the legislative power of 
Congress is limited only by the provisions of the Constitution, and can 
not conflict with the reserved power of the States. Plaintiff, recogniz- 
ing the force of these decisions, seeks to obviate it by saying that the 
expressions were obiter dicta, but plainly they were not. They an- 
nounce distinctly -the opinion of this court on the questions presented, 
and would have to be overruled if a different doctrine were now an- 
nounced. Congress has acted in reliance upon these decisions in many 
ways, and any change would disturb a vast volume of rights supposed 


to be fixed; t we gee no reason to doubt the conclusions expressed 
in those opinions, and adhere to them. 
The court of appeals was right, and its decision is 
nes Affirmed. 
e copy. 
Test: 


Clerk Supreme Court, United States. 
ALLEGED CONDITIONS IN KONGO FREE STATE. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask for a reprint of 2,000 copies of Senate 
Document No. 316, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, being 
papers relating to conditions alleged to exist in the Kongo Free 
State. The demand for that document has been very great, I 
am told. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


On motion of Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, it was 
Ordered, That 500 additional copies of Senate Report 5013, Fifty- 
ninth Congress, second session, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


COLOMBIAN PANAMA CANAL STOCK. 


Mr. MORGAN. Yesterday I introduced a resolution in regard 
to the ownership of the 5,000,000 francs of stock of the Panama 
Canal. The papers have not yet been printed, and I ask that 
the resolution may go over without prejudice. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE AT SHEPHERDSTOWN, W. VA. 
Mr. DANIEL. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 7800) to authorize. the Norfolk and Western 


Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va. 


I may be permitted to state that it is a brief bill, introduced 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner]. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of.the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 8 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 2, af ter 
the word “ Maryland,” to strike out the words “as the said 
company may deem suitable, for the passage of its road over 
the said river;” so as to make the section read: 

That the Norfolk and Western Railway Company, a corporation or- 
ganized under the laws of the State of Virginia, its successors and 
assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized, in the improvement and 
relocation of its line, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Potomac River at or near Shepherds- 
town, W. Va., where the Potomac River forms the boundary line be- 
tween the States of West Virginia and Maryland, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act enti “An act to regulate the construction 
of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 11, to 
strike out the word “passage” and insert the word “ ap- 
proval;” so as to make the section read: 

That this act shall be null and void unless the actual construction 
of the bridge authorized by this act be commenced within two 


ears 
— 5 completed within three years from the date of the approval ot this 
act. $ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS AT THE PORT OF NEW YORK, 


Mr. BURROWS obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. : 

Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 7147) to amend section 2536 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to assistant appraisers at the port of New 
York, and further defining their powers, duties, and compen- 
sation. 4 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, preceeded to its 
consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with 
an amendment, in section 2, page 2, line 6, after the word 
“approval,” to insert the words “or by the direction; ” so as 
to make the section read: 

That of such assistant appraisers, one shall be 1 by the 
appraiser of merchandise in the district of New York, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, as special deputy appraiser, a two, 
with like approvai, as deputy appraisers; and any such designation 
may be revoked by the appraiser, with the approval or by the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, at any time, and another designa- 
tion made in place thereof. Such special deputy and deputies, respec- 
tively, shall at all times, in addition to the duties of assistant ap- 
praiser, exercise and perform such functions, paves. and duties apper- 
taining to the office of appraiser as the said appraiser shall, under 
his hand and seal, respectively assign to them. Such special deputy and 
deputies shall be subject to the control and direction of the appraiser 
in the exercise of the functions, powers, and duties appertaining to 
the office of appraiser, and the said appraiser may revise and correct 
the reports of such special deputy and deputies as he may judge 
proper, and he may at any time revoke the authority so conferred on 
them to exercise the functions of appraiser. Such special deput 
and deputies shall each receive during the time they are so designat: 
in addition to the salary as assistant appraisers, compensation at the 
rate of $500 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATI. I also ask for the consideration of the bil! 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I call for the regular order of 
business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Mr. BURROWS. The junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTH- 
ERLAND] gave notice the other day that he would address the 
Senate to-day on Senate resolution 142. I ask that that reso- 
lution may be laid before the Senate.- 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the request of the Senator from 
Michigan is complied with, I want to have some understanding 
as to Senate resolution No. 208—the Brownsville matter.- It 
was made the special order for to-day immediately after the 
close of the morning business, and it is in order now. I do not 
want it displaced without an agreement that it shall be taken 
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up immediately after the Senator from Utah shall haye con- 


cluded his remarks, I do not wish to interfere with his speech. 
He gaye notice that he would address the Senate at this time, 
and he is prepared to speak. I want to show him the courtesy 
we extend to everybody else, and therefore I do not insist upon 
taking up the resolution at this time, but I do wish that an 
understanding shall be agreed to that it shall be taken up im- 
mediately after he concludes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that resolution No. 208 be taken up immediately 
after the conclusion of the remarks of the junior Senator from 
Utah. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. It is so 
ordered. 

SENATOR FROM UTAH. 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask that the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections may be laid before the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution called up by the Senator from Michigan. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. Burrows 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, June 11, 1906, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That Reen Smoor is not entitled to a seat as a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Utah. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND obtained the floor. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President, I desire at this time, because of 
their great importance to my State, to ask first for the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 23561) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and 
Benton counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast 
Railroad Company, and then for the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 23560) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River between Benton and Franklin counties, in 
the State of Washington, by the North Coast Railroad Company. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bills 
named by him. 

Mr. BACON. 
Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is for unanimous con- 
sent, The Chair submits the question to the Senate. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not want to object, but I 
think that the purpose of the rule will be defeated if it can be 
eyaded in that way. I do not like to object; but I think when 
a Senator rises to make a speech he ought not to be interrupted 
for the ordinary business of the Senate. I know that is the 
object of the rule, for I wrote it myself, although it was incor- 
porated in another rule. I, however, suggested it, and I think I 
know what is its intention. 

Mr. PILES. I withdraw the request, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington with- 
draws his request. The Senator from Utah is recognized. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, the resolution just laid 
before the Senate declaring that my colleague is not entitled to 
his seat is a matter of such profound concern not only to him 
personally, but to the people of the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent as well, that I enter upon the discussion of 
it with a feeling of more than passing interest. I have no desire 
to unnecessarily occupy the time of the Senate, and I shall be as 
brief as the gravity of the issue and the wide range which the 
investigation itself has taken will permit. 

In my own State the people are by no means united in their 
opinion respecting the merits of this controversy. There are 
extremists upon both sides holding widely divergent views. 
Neither side is necessarily wanting in honesty or in sincerity. 
Fanaticism may be entirely consistent with the love of truth 
and the desire for justice, although I have never discovered 
that it is any aid to the ascertainment of the one or the admin- 
istration of the other. The fanatic in Utah, as elsewhere, does 
not look at the facts through his natural eyes. He uses a tele- 
scope—-which is another name for his prejudices. 

When he views the shortcomings of his neighbors he looks 
through the big end of the instrument, and when he looks at his 
own shortcomings he reverses the operation. The result is that 
to the eyes of the anti-Mormon extremist the evils of which he 
complains are, perhaps quite unconsciously to himself, exagger- 
ated and magnified, and sometimes distorted, while to the eyes 
of the pro-Mormon extremist these same evils are minimized or 
not revealed at all. In what I shall have to say I do not ex- 
pect and I shall not attempt to satisfy either of these extreme 


Is not that a violation of the rule of the Senate, 


classes. I shall undertake to discuss the various questions in- 
volved with candor and state the facts and vindicate the truth 
according to my understanding. 

I am not here, Mr. President, to justify wrongdoing in my 
own State, any more than I am here to justify wrongdoing in 
any other State. Whoever may be thus employed must bear 
his own responsibility. On the other hand, I shall not condemn 
simply because somebody else condemns, except where I believe 
condemnation to be justly due. 

T do not understand it is the duty of this Senate in this in- 
vestigation to ascertain whether Brigham Young was a model 
citizen or the reverse, or whether the keys of the Gospel are in 
the possession of the Utah branch of the church or the Josephite 
branch of the church, nor to ascertain whether the creed or 
the doctrines of the Mormon Chureh are in accordance with 
the twentieth-century standards of theology. While all of those 
questions may be interesting, they do not seem to me to be per- 
tinent. Neither do I understand that we are here to try the 
Mormon Church or the Mormon leaders or lawbreakers gen- 
erally or lawbreakers specially in the State of Utah or else- 
where, except in so far as those matters may reflect legitimate 
light upon the question which we are here to try and determine, 
namely, Is Senator REED Smoor entitled to retain his seat in 
this Senate? 

So far as that question is concerned, it has always seemed to 
me that the issue was clear-cut and simple. If Senator Smoor 
is a lawbreaker, either as principal or accessory; if he owes 
or recognizes allegiance to any power paramount to the alle- 
giance which he owes to his flag and country; if by reason of 
his conduct he is so morally unfit that his continued presence 
in this Senate will bring shame and reproach upon it, he ought 
not to retain his seat. If be is not a lawbreaker, either in his 
own person or as aider or abettor of others; if he places his 
love of country, his devotion to his Goyernment, his duty as a 
Senator of the United States above every other consideration ; 
if he is not morally unfit, he ought not to be deprived of his 
seat in obedience to any feeling of prejudice within or popular 
demand from without this Chamber. His case ought to be de- 
termined upon broad considerations. Technicalities should not 
be invoked nor hair-splitting distinctions indulged either in 
favor of his retention or his expulsion. f 

In one sense the power of this Senate to deal with the ac- 
cused Senator is plenary. It may be exercised arbitrarily. In 
a legal sense, the Senate is not accountable to any other au- 
thority or tribunal for its action. Right or wrong, wise or un- 
wise, just or unjust, its decision becomes the unappealable law 
of the case. But, in another sense, and in a higher and a better 
and a juster sense, its action is restricted by those considera- 
tions of fundamental justice which find an abiding place in the 
conscience of every just man. 

The distinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr. Donots], in his 
speech the other day, called the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that a very large number of petitions had been presented 
by the good women of this country, and it seemed to be in the 
mind of that Senator that these petitions should be regarded as 
of controlling force. 

I do not intend to express any opinion upon the question as 
to whether petitions addressed to this Senate, suggesting or de- 
manding that a particular judgment should be rendered in a 
ease inyolying the right of a Senator to his seat, are as much 
out of place as would be similar petitions addressed to a court 
of justice engaged in a purely judicial inquiry. Perhaps some- 
thing could be said upon either side of that proposition. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that Congress 
shall make no law abridging the right of the people to petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances. The language is 
peculiar. It does not confer a new right, but recognizes a pre- 
existing right, with which Congress is forbidden to interfere, 
Whether the framers of the Constitution had in mind a ease 
like this, which is at least quasi judicial in character, which 
has to do with the privileges of the Senate, which does not in- 
volve any question of legislation or of governmental policy, is 
at least questionable. However that may be, the privilege, if 
not the right, of petition has been freely exercised by the people 
in this case; and, whatever may be the proprieties of the mat- 
ter, one thing seems certain—that Senators can not permit 
themselyes to be swayed in the slightest degree from a just de- 
termination of this case upon the merits by petitions, however 
numerous or by whomsoever signed. 

The fathers of the Constitution intended that this great Sen- 
ate should be a conservative force, a deliberative body, that 
should neither blindly follow nor impatiently reject the demands 
of the multitude. I can conceive of cases—cases involving ques- 
tions of legislation, questions of political or governmental policy 


where the demands of the people should not only be heeded, but 
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should be obeyed. But I respectfully submit that this is a case 
where the right of one individual is more sacred than the mere 
demand of ail the people. 

Mr. President, I yield to no man in my respect for that great 
bedy cf Christian and patriotic women who have brought to us 
these vast petitions praying for Senator Smoor’s expulsion. As 
to their good faith, as to their desire that only justice should be 
done, I make no question, and I have no doubt but the responsi- 
bility of the decision of this case is with us and not with them. 
Whether they are familiar with the facts, we know not; 
whether they have read the mass of testimony taken before the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, we know not; whether 
they are seeking to hold the Senator from Utah accountable only 
for his own acts, or to punish him vicariously for the sins of 
others, for which he is not responsible and with which he does 
not sympathize, we know not. But this much we do know, that 
whether the prayer of these petitions be based upon an actual 
knowledge and a calm review of the facts, or upon a miscon- 
ception of the facts, each of us must render his judgment after 
a passionless consideration of the evidence and a judicial deter- 
mination of the truth, else in the high court of his own con- 
science he stands forsworn. 

Mr. President, this investigation has been in progress before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections for a period exceed- 
ing two years. It has been conducted with great care, great 
deliberation, and great diligence. The results are to be found 
in four large volumes of closely printed matter, aggregating 
some 3,000 pages. I think it is fair to assume that whatever 
could be said either for or against the position of the Senator 
from Utah must be found somewhere in that record. To travel 
outside into the domain of idle gossip or mere rumor, to invoke 
sensational and perhaps unfounded articles contained in news- 
papers, magazines, or books would seem to be not only unneces- 
sary, but unfair. 

I repeat, Mr. President, and emphasize—because it is an im- 
portant fact—that this investigation has been in progress be- 
fore this committee for a period exceeding two years. Eminent 
counsel have appeared upon both sides of the controversy. 
Large sums of money have been expended in the search for and 
the production of evidence. Something more than 100 wit- 
nesses personally appeared before the committee and gave tes- 
timony under oath. 

The books and the publications of the Mormon Church, the 
sermons and the declarations of the Mormon leaders, the state- 
ments of friends and opponents—sometimes authentic and some- 
times not—from the foundation of the church, more than sev- 
enty years ago, to the present time, have been produced and 
are to be found in these pages. Everything, however trivial ; 
everything, however unimportant; everything that could re- 
flect the slightest light, and very much that by no possibility 
could reflect any light at all, upon the question with which 
we have to deal has been searched out and produced and 
spread upon the pages of this record. I submit that if justi- 
fication can not be found somewhere in these pages for the ex- 
pulsion of the Senator from Utah, it is fair to presume, con- 
clusively presume, that no such justification exists. 

Mr. President, it would tend to a better understanding of 
this case, as it does to every case, if we were able first of all 
to accurately determine and precisely define the issues which 
we are called upon to adjudicate, but this no one can do 
except in a more or less tentative fashion. Some of the charges 
originally made were so vague; others have become so clouded 
and uncertain and indefinite by being first asserted, afterwards 
withdrawn, and then partially reinstated, that no man can 
read this record and determine from it precisely what are 
the grounds relied upon by those representing the protestants. 
Two protests have been presented to the Senate and have been 
considered by the Committee on Privileges and Elections—the 
first a general protest signed by nineteen citizens of Salt Lake, 
the second a special protest signed by one John L. Leilich 
alone. The first or general protest contains this significant 
statement: 

We charge him— 

Meaning Senator Smoor— 
with no offense cognizable by law. 

That statement means, if it means anything, that it is not 
pretended that Senator Smoor has ever violated the law against 
polygamy or any other law ; it means, if it means anything, that 
he has not aided or abetted any other person in the violation of 
the law against polygamy or any other law; it means, finally, 
if it means anything, that he has not engaged in any conspiracy 
with others for the violation of the law against polygamy or 
any other law, because, I do not need to say to the Senate, that to 
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engage in such a conspiracy would be an offense cognizable 
by the law of every State in the Union. : , 

Mr. President, I emphasize that last phase of this matter be- 
cause it has been asserted here with more or less earnestness 
that the proof establishes that Senator Smoor has engaged in 
some such conspiracy. The gentleman who prepared this gen- 
eral protest was a witness before the committee. It appears 
from the testimony that he prepared the protest after yery 
careful study and thorough consideration of all the facts. I 
happen to know that gentleman—Mr, Critchlow—very well in- 
deed. I haye known him intimately. He has been my warm 
personal friend for a great many years. I know him to be a 
lawyer of exceptional ability and of ripe and accurate judg- 
ment upon a proposition of law. 

Another of the signers of the protest is Mr. P. L. Williams, 
also a resident of the State, who bas lived there for the past 
thirty or more years. Mr. Williams is also a lawyer whom I 
know well. I was a law partner of his for many years, and I 
know that in ability as a lawyer he stands second to no man in 
the West. 

This protest is also signed by other lawyers of ability dnd 
standing at the bar of that State. 

When these lawyers put into that protest the language which 
I have quoted—“ We charge him with no offense cognizable by 
law "—they were not indulging in some idle or meaningless 
phrase. They were stating deliberately precisely what they 
meant to state. I shall have occasion as I go along to show 
that they are entirely correct in that statement; but for the 
present I content myself by saying that I will place the judg- 
ment of these lawyers, with full and accurate knowledge of the 
facts, against the judgment of anybody who asserts to the con- 
trary, that Senator Smoor has violated any law himself, that he 
has aided or abetted any other person in the violation of law, 
or that he has engaged in any conspiracy for the violation or 
subversion of the law. 

One of the signers of this original protest is John L. Leilich, 
who also signed the special protest. It appears from ‘the evi- 
dence that Mr. Leilich signed this original protest after having 
read it over and thoroughly considered it. He therefore as- 
serted, as did the other petitioners, that Senator Suoor was not 
guilty of any offense cognizable by law. Then Mr. Leilich, with 
unexplained and unexplainable inconsistency, immediately turns 
about and makes his special protest, in which he alleges in 
specific and detailed terms that Senator Saroor is a polygamist 
and therefore has made himself amenable to the laws of the 
State of Utah. That charge in Mr. Leilich’s protest is in this 
language, and I desire to read it to the Senate: 

Thirteenth. That the said REED Smoor is a poly; 
since the admission of Utah into the union of States he, although then 
and there having a legal wife, married a plural wife in the State of 
Utah in violation of the laws and compacts hereinbefore described, 
and since such ca or 8 eens the said REED SMOOT 
has lived and cohabited with both his legal e and his plural wife in 
the State of Utah and elsewhere, as occasion offered, and that the only 
record of such plural marriage is the secret record made and kept by 
the authorities of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 
which secret record is in the exclusive custody and control of the first 


tles of the said church, 
is beyond the control or 


ist, and that 


presidency and the quorum of the twelve a 
of which the said Reep Smoor is one, an 
power of the protestants, 

Protestants in the plural. 

Evidently Mr. Leilich expected in the beginning that somebody 
else was going to sign this protest with him. It appears that 
he was unable in the whole State of Utah to find anybody who 
would agree with his statement. 

Your protestants cin bajo ask that the Senate of the United 
States or its on le e committee compel the first presidency and 
the quorum of the twelve apostles and the sald REED Smoor to produce 
such secret record for the consideration of the Senate. Your pro- 
testants say that they are advised by counsel that it is inexpedient at 
this time to give further particulars concerning such plural marriage 
and its results or the place it was solemnized or the maiden name of 
the plural wife. > 

And there, Mr. President, so far as this investigation before 
the committee or before the Senate is concerned, this matter 
with reference to the charge of polygamy rested, except that 
from time to time during the progress of the investigation be- 
fore the committee this charge of Mr. Leilich was repudiated 
by the counsel for the protestants, Mr. Tayler, and by members 
of the committee, as, for instance, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Dvusors] and by. other members of the committee. For ex- 
ample, Mr. Tayler, in making his opening statement to the com- 
mittee, made use of this expression : ; 

I merely say, gape the cha made in the supplemental pro- 
test, that I do not know, and therefore can not say to the committee, 


that api will be made sustaining the charge of what is called “the 
Leilich protest,“ to the effect that Mr. Smoor is a polygamist. 


And again, upon at least three separate and distinct occasions 
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Mr. Tayler repeated that he did not stand, nor did the protest- 
ants whom he represented, stand for that charge. 

In the course of the proceedings before the committee this oc- 
curred after a colloquy between the Senator from Indiana | Mr. 


BEvERwGE] and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Durors]. The Sen- 


ator from Idaho stated : 


Senator Dcsots. No; I do not include the Senator from Vermont, 
who thought that we were trying Mr. Smoor upon the charge of his 
being a polygamist, or of his having taken an oath as an apostle which 
was incompatible with his oath as a Senator. That charge was not 
preferred by the committee of nineteen from Salt Lake City, Utah. ‘Phat 
charge was preferred by an individual named Leilich, and was repudi- 
ated instantly by telegram from the protestants—the nineteen—and no 
one ever appeared here, and it was stated in the first meeting, in an- 
swer to a direct question, that no one was present to press those 
charges. 

One of the witnesses who was called before the committee was 
Doctor Buckley, a gentleman who is known by reputation prob- 
ably to every member of the Senate. Doctor Buckley testified 
that he had gone to Salt Lake while this investigation was in 
progress. He was asked, I think by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Foraker], to state if he had any personal knowledge with re- 

gard to Senator Smoot, and Doctor Buckley answered: 


No. While I was there I asked all sorts of people, Mormons and 
others, whom I met how Senator Smoor stood in the whole community, 
the whole general community, and I got plenty of answers. Would it 
be proper for me to say that not a syllable was breathed against him; 
that many commended him highly? 


And again, further on, Doctor Buckley proceeded: 


Every person I saw—and the number was as many as I could see at 
the principal hotel, at a church to which I went, where there were 
more than a thousand people, with scores of whom I spoke afterwards— 
wherever I asked the question, What kind of a man is Mr. SmMoor?” 
whether he was a polygamist or anybody believed he was a polygamist, 
I am compelled to say that I did not d, either in California, where 
I had been for months at a conyention, or while I was in Utah, a sin- 
gle person who said one word against Mr. Smoor. Nor did I find one 
person who believed that he had ever been married to anyone but his 
wife or had otherwise lived with any woman who was not his wife. 
That is the fact in the case. Republicans and Democrats, Mormons and 
Gentiles, all talked in that way. How many I saw I can not tell, for 
I did not expect ever to keep that fact in mind as of any importance. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. Doctor Buckley is the editor of the 
Christian Advocate. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am reminded by the Senator from 
Vermont that Doctor Buckley is editor of the Christian Adyo- 
cate. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. The New York Christian Advocate. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. He went there upon this special er- 


rand and to make this inquiry among others, and was there-. 


fore engaged in this very investigation. This was the result 
of his inquiries. , 

Mr. President, this record is full of similar statements. I 
am not going to take the time of the Senate to read any of 
them or to call further attention to them. Of course, there is 
te-day in the United States no well-informed person who be- 
lieves or contends that Senator Suoor is a polygamist, but this 
charge, originally made by Mr. Leilich, has been repeated and 
reiterated by irresponsible persons and irresponsible newspapers 
from one end of this country to the other, until it has gained 
wide circulation and has been given general credence through- 
out the country. 

A lie travels fast; the truth crawls slowly; and so, while 
it is true that this charge of Mr. Leilich was instantly re- 
pudiated by the other signers of this protest, and while it is 
true that Mr. Tayler, representing the protestants, repudiated 
it before the committee, and while there is not a syllable of 
testimony before the committee that even raises a suspicion 
that Mr. Smoor is a polygamist, while there is an abundance of 
testimony to the precise contrary, still this charge of polygamy 
is even to this day believed by a very large number of people 
in the United States. 

As late as March 13, 1906, less than a year ago, the New 
York World contained in its columns an article upon this sub- 
ject, and I call attention to that simply as illustrative. Prac- 
tically the same article appeared or the same pretended facts 
were stated in scores of papers throughout the country. I am 
not going to read the article entire. 
column in length. It asserts, upon the statement of one Rey. 
N. E. Clemenson, a Presbyterian minister, residing in the State 
of Utah, that Senator Smoor is a polygamist, and goes on to 
give the details and undertakes to give the names of his wives. 
It says that one of the wives has borne him a son, and gives 
the name of that son. It declares that these wives have been 
spirited out of the State, and goes into sensational details with 
reference to that, all of which is utterly false, of course. Let 
me read the headlines: 


Reveals names of polygamous wives of Suoor. Rey. N. E. Clemen- 
son, of Logan, Utah, tells the confession made to him by wife No. 2, 
who was Rose Hamilton, of Milwaukee, of her marriage ant per flight 
from a United States marshal. Spirited away at time of Senate in- 
quiry. 5 n 


It covers nearly a whole | 


Fled from State to State when investigation was on foot to unseat 
the Senator—had borne a son to her Mormon husband—wife No. 
3 was one Lottie Greenwood. 

York World 


Under those sensational headlines the New 
proceeds to give in detail the story I have stated, upon the au- 
thority of this man Clemenson. 5 

Clemenson was evidently not content with stating this in the 
New York World, because he proceeded to make a business of 
going up and down the country delivering lectures upon this 
subject, declaring in those lectures substantially the same pre 
tended facts that are stated in the New York World article. 
For example, I find in the Troy (N. Y.) Times, dated April 
5, 1906, the account of a meeting which was addressed by the 
Rey. Dr. Newton E. Clemenson, . pastor of the Presbyterian 
Church at Logan, Utah. The lecture was delivered in a church 
to a congregation of men and women, and in the course of his 
lecture, as appears by this account, he again made these state- 
ments. I have in my possession a number of other clippings, 
where he has made similar statements in other parts of the 
country. The papers were full of it. It has been reprinted over 
and over again from one end of the country to tlie other. 

Now, of course, this question as to Senator Smoor’s being a 
polygamist is no longer of any consequence here in this in- 
quiry, but to my mind it reflects a world of light upon the atti- 
tude of these good women and these good men who have brought 
to us these great petitions. Of course there is no way of accu- 
rately determining the fact, but I venture to say that if the truth 
could be known, a very large majority of the women who have 
signed these petitions have done so in the firm belief, induced 
by slanderous and libelous statements such as these, that Sena- 
tor Ssmoor is a polygamist, having anywhere from two to a 
dozen wives. 

I have had occasion myself during the last few weeks—and 
other Senators have told me that they have had similar ocea- 
sion—to deny stories of this kind. People have said to me, 
Senator Suoor ought to be expelled.” I have asked, Why?” 
They have said.“ Because he isa polygamist.” I have answered 
them, “You are entirely mistaken. Senator Smoor is not a 
polygamist. I know him intimately. I know his family. I 
know his neighbors. I think I know all about it; and I know 
as well as I know anything concerning another that he is not 
a polygamist.” Then these people have said to me, Then what 
in the world is all the row about?” 

To show how fixed this opinion is in the minds of the people, 
I call attention to an editorial contained in the Wheeling 
(W. Va.) Intelligencer of date January 12, 1907, after the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. Horkins] had delivered his speech upon 
this question. It would be supposed that the editor of that 
paper—because he speaks of the speech of the Senator from 
Illinois—would have had before him that speech. But he pro- 
ceeds editorially to deliver himself as follows under the caption, 
“The Smoot Case:“ 

Mr. Horkixs, of Illinois, is the first Senator to raise his voice in 
favor of Smoor. According to Horkins, Smoor is an apostle of a 
high grade of Mormonism that abominates polygamy. The evidence is 
that Smoor himself has been guilty of plural marriage. It seems to the 
Intelligencer that this is the only point at issue. With Mr. Smoor’s 
religious views and practices, so long as those views and practices are 
not in violation of the law, the United States Senate has no interest. 
Does he or does he not practice polygamy? That is the question, The 
evidence submitted thus far indicates that he is a practicer of - 
lygamy and a lawbreaker. As such he should not hold his seat in the 
Senate. 

And, Mr. President, this paper is called the Jntelligencer. 
It seems to me the name is slightly overdrawn. 

Another charge which is made by Mr. Leilich and not con- 
tained in the general protest, and therefore discredited prima 
facie, is that Senator Ssroor, as an apostle or otherwise, has 
taken an oath inconsistent with his obligations as a Senator 
of the United States. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Certainly. . 
Mr. BURROWS. I think in justice to the committee, in viey 
of what the Senator has quoted from the public press, It ought 
to be publicly stated in this connection that the committee in 
its report fully exonerated the senior Senator from Utah from 
the charge of polygamy, and if the Senator will allow me I will 

read from page 7 of the report: 

As regards the charge thet Mr. Smoor has a plural wife, this fact, 
if proved, is conceded by Mr. Smoor and his counsel to be sufficient to 
disqualify him from holding a seat in the Senate. But this accusation 
seems to have been made by Mr. Leilich unadvisedly and on his own 
responsibility, and without any sufficient evidence in support of the 
same. ‘This charge is not made in the main protest, and counsel for the 


protestants at the outset of the investigation very frankly admitted that 
they had no proof to offer in support of this allegation. 


The public ought to have known that if they had read the re- 
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port. And if the Senator from Utah will pardon me a moment 
further, in the remarks which I had the honor of making on 
this case, at page 4, I stated: 

Tet me say at the outset, touching the charge that the Senator from 
Utah is a polygamist, and for that reason disqualified from holding a 
seat in this body, no evidence was submitted to the committee in sup- 
port of such allegation, and, so far as the investigation discloses, the 
Senator stands acquitted of that charge. This relieves the inquiry of 
its personal character, always distressing, and the Senator stands before 
the Senate in personal character and bearing above criticism and be- 
yond reproach, and if found disqualified for membership in this body 
it must be upon other grounds and from other considerations. 

I wanted to state this in order that it should be known that 
the charge that the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] is a 
polygamist has been absolutely repudiated by the committee and 
also in the remarks I had the honor of making. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Utah, before he resumes 
his remarks, allow me to say a word? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘The Senator in his remarks referred to an edi- 
torial in a paper in my home city. I hope the Senator has a re- 
cent editorial in which the editor quoted the language just now 
read by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] and in which 
he corrects the editorial which the junior Senator from Utah 
has just read. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will say to the Senator from West 
Virginia that I have not that article; but my attention has been 
called to it. I have been told that there is such an editorial. 
Of course, the difficulty with matters of that kind is that ordi- 
narily a thousand people read the original charge because there 
is something bad about a man in it, and perhaps only one reads 
the correction. That is the great difficulty with that sort of 
business. 

I am very glad that the Senator from Michigan has made the 
statement he has. He is entirely correct about it. The com- 
mittee did exonorate Senator Smoor of this charge and the Sen- 
ator from Michigan in his speech did the same. I am not 
complaining about the committee. I thought I had made my- 
self clearly understood about that. I am speaking of this mat- 
ter with reference to the attitude of the public, with reference 
to the attitude of these petitioners upon this subject. I do not ge- 
cuse any member of the committee of desiring to do anything un- 
fair. Such men as the Rey. Mr. Clemenson, of Logan, Utah, are 
the people who are responsible. Mr. Clemenson, who is referred 
to in these various articles and who, by making the charge that 
the Senator from Utah has violated the seventh commandment, 
himself so shamelessly disregards the ninth commandment, is a 
resident of the State of Utah, where he has lived, as I under- 
stand, practically all his life. 

It is to be presumed that he knows what every well-informed 
person in the State knows, namely, that Senator Smoor is not 
even suspected of being a polygamist. The Reverend Buckley, 
to whose testimony I called attention, has stated that, although 
he inquired of scores of people in Salt Lake, he failed to find 
a single one who believed that Senator Smoor was a polygamist 
or had otherwise lived with any woman other than his wife. 

Mr. President, it may seem a harsh thing to say, but I believe 
it to be a just thing to say, that when Mr. Clemenson made this 
charge he deliberately stated what he knew to be false, or at 
least what he had no reason to believe was true. There are 
no words sufficiently severe with which to characterize that 
kind of a man. Any man, and particularly any man who 
wears the cloth of the profession of God, who would deliber- 
ately make a false statement of that character about another, 
and especially when that other was engaged in a contest before 
the Senate and before the country for the preservation of his 
good name, deserves to be cast out of decent society and pil- 
loried with the contempt of honest men for all time to come. 

But, Mr. President, I had begun to discuss the question of 
this inconsistent oath, and, as I have said, that charge is made 
by Mr. Leilich alone. So far as that allegation is concerned, 
it is not made by anybody else. To my mind it is a signifi- 
cant fact that this charge is not contained in the general pro- 

test. Most of the men who signed the general protest are resi- 
dents of Utah who have lived there for upward of a quarter 
of a century. At the time this protest was made and for many 
years prior thereto, there were in the State of Utah hundreds, 
if not thousands, of persons who had prior to that time been 
adherents of the Mormon Church, but who had severed their 
connection with or had been excommunicated from the chureh. 
Those people, or at least a very large number of them, have 
gone through the endowment-house ceremonies, where it is said 
this oath is taken. If such an oath as that is administered in 
those ceremonies, these men and women haye taken it and they 
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know it. With these hundreds and thousands of men and 
women living in the State of Utah—informed about this matter, 
having severed their connection with the church and therefore 
not haying any undue friendship for the church—it would be 
a remarkable thing if this fact had not been spoken about by 
them so often as to become notorious in the State—a matter 
of common knowledge—and it would be still more remarkable 
if some of the signers of this protest should not have heard of 
that and have made some allegations concerning it, at least 
upon information and belief. So it is significant that the gen- 
eral protest upon which Senator Suoor has thus far been tried 
does not contain this charge at all, either upon information and 
belief or otherwise. 

Now, this charge, like the others, was repudiated in the com- 
mittee by the counsel for the protestants as many as three or 
four different times. As I recall it, it was stated before the 
committee that the other signers of the protest had repudiated 
this charge by telegraph. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors] during the course of 
the examination, speaking both with respect to the charge of Mr. 
Smoor being a polygamist and the charge of his having taken an 
inconsistent oath, said: 

Mr. Chairman, I want to bear my testimony as to what occurred. 
Both of those contentions were set aside entirely. It was not contended 
that they should be attempted to be proven by the attorneys represent- 
ing the protestants. Those two questions being entirely eliminated, the 
counsel for the protestants announced what he would attempt, to prove, 
which is set forth in the proceedings of the committee, and on that the 
hearing was ordered. It was not ordered at all either upon the charge 
that Mr. Smoor was a polygamist or that he had taken an oath incom- 
patible with his oath as a Senator. 

That charge having been repudiated by the counsel for the 
protestants, it having been repudiated by the protestants them- 
selyes, it being conceded that there was no such issue before 
the committee, the Senate will probably be curious to know how 
the question has arisen. It came about in this way: When Mr. 
Lyman, an apostle of the church, was upon the stand he said 
something with reference to the endowment-house ceremonies. 
The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], chairman of the 
committee, then asked him if he would not state to the com- 
mittee the endowment-house ceremonies. Mr, Lyman answered 
that he could not do so, and said further along—some witness 
did, and I think it was Mr. Lyman—that they were of a sacred 
and secret character and that he did not care to discuss them. 
But Mr. Lyman did state: 

I remember that I agreed to be an upright and mora) man, pure in 
my life. I agreed to refrain from sexual commerce with any woman 
except my wife or wives as were given to me in the priesthood. The 
law of putty, I subscribed to willingly, of my own choice, and to be 
true and good to all men. I took no oath ror obligation against any 

rson or any country or government or kingdom or anything of. that 

ind. I remember that distinctly. ree 

Further along, when another witness was upon the stand, the 
chairman of the committee again asked the question, and simi- 
lar replies were made. Some other witnesses were also. ex- 
amined with reference to it, always, as I remember, by the 
chairman of the committee and neyer by the counsel for the 
protestants. 

Now, after that had occurred three witnesses were brought 
from Salt Lake to testify upon this subject. Those three wit- 
nesses were Mr. Wallis, Mr. Lundstrom, and Mrs. Elliott. Mr. 
J. II. Wallis testified that he had gone through these ceremonies, _ 
and he gave upon the first occasion when he was called to the 
stand this version of the oath: 

Mr. Watuis (standing up). That you and each of you do promise 
and vow that you will never cease to importune high heaven to aven 
the blood of the prophets upon the nations of the earth or the inhabit. 
ants of the earth.” 

I could not tell you exactly which it was. 

Now, after having had a night to sleep on the subject, he came 
back the next morning and said he was mistaken in the version 
he had given, and he then proceeded to give this version of it: 


Mr. WALLIS. “That you and each of you will never cease to impor- 
tune high heaven for vengeance upon this nation for the blood of the 
prophets who have been slain.” hat is as near as I can get at it; 
that is the substance of it, 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Was there anything in that obligation about 
inhabitants? 

Mr. WALLIs. Nothing about inhabitants. I found I was wrong 
about that. 


So he states when he first comes upon the stand that the oath 
was to ask vengeance upon the nations of the earth or the in- 
habitants of the earth, and he did not know which, and the next 
morning it was upon “ this nation.” . 

The next witness who was called was Mr. Lundstrom. His 
version of the oath is as follows: 


“We and each of us solemnly covenant and promise that we shall 
ask God to avenge the blood of Joseph Smith upon this nation.” There 
is something more added, but that is all I can remember verbatim. 
That is the essential part, 


Mrs. Elliott gave this version of the oath: 


One I remember. They told me to pray and never cease to pray to 
pt revenge on the blood of the prophets on this nation, and also teach 
to my ehildren and children’s children. 


Now, as to these three witnesses, and taking them up in their 
order, first as to Mr. Wallis: Witnesses were brought from Salt 
Lake and testified before the committee—and although more 
than a year elapsed béfore the case was finally closed the testi- 
mony remained absolutely uncontradicted—that they knew Mr. 
Wallis, that he lived in Salt Lake, that they knew his reputation 
in that community for truth and veracity, and that it was bad. 
Other witnesses testified that he was a drunkard; that he had 
been convicted before the police court for drunkenness. Another 
witness testified that he was of unsound mind, and that he had 
claimed personally that he had communication with the devil. 

The next witness, Mr. Lundstrom, was also shown to be a 
person unworthy of belief. Witnesses, also absolutely uncon- 
tradicted, of good repute and standing in the community, testi- 
fied that they knew his reputation for truth and veracity, and 
that it was bad. 

Mrs. Annie Elliott, after giving her version of the oath, said 
she had never made this statement to any other person; that 
when she stated it upon the stand it was the first time she had 
made any statement regarding it, and she said that if Mr. Tay- 
ler, the counsel, was examining her from a memorandum, she 
had not the least idea where he had obtained it. 

Mrs. Elliott also testified that she was then living with her 
second husband. She was asked what had become of her first 
husband. She replied that he was dead. Upon cross-examina- 
tion she gave the date of his death as being October, 1897. The 
Senate will be interested and somewhat surprised to know that 
later on in that investigation this husband who was declared 
to be dead himself appeared before the committee in the flesh 
and gaye the committee to understand that the statements 
regarding his death made by his wife were considerably exag- 
gerated. > Dy 

That is the character of the testimony which is brought here 
to show that this oath is taken. I am not going to stop to read 
to the Senate the testimony to the contrary. A large number of 
witnesses were called, among them four or five who had formerly 
been members of the church and who had severed their con- 
nection with the church, and each of them testified that no such 
oath was taken at all. They had gone through these cere- 
monies; they had taken whatever obligations were taken by 
anybody; and they swore positively that no such obligation was 
taken at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact, as I now remember it from the testimony, that the 
first husband of Mrs. Elliott testified that he had been in con- 
stant communication with the children of Mrs. Elliott, who 
were living with her. So she could not have been misled as to 
the fact that he was aliye. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from Illinois is en- 
tirely correct about that. She did testify that the children had 
been in communication with the father, so that she knew ab- 
- solutely that what she was stating was not the fact. 

Now, as I said, four or five of these witnesses—I do not recall 
just how many—were at the time they testified not members of 
the church. Of course they had to be members of the church at 
the time they went through the endowment-house ceremonies. 

Thus the case was when it was rested upon both sides and 
submitted to the final determination of the committee, on 
January 27, 1905. It was supposed by everybody to be closed, 
but to the astonishment of at least some people it was re- 
opened more than a year later, namely, on February 6, 1906. 
This was after all the arguments had been made and after the 
whole case had been submitted to the committee. The case 
was reopened and four witnesses were produced to testify with 
reference to this oath. Those four witnesses were Prof. Walter 
M. Wolfe, William J. Thomas, John P. Holmgren, and Henry W. 
Lawrence. 

Professor Wolfe gave his version of the oath as follows: 

Mr. Wotre. The law of vengeance is this: “You and each of you 
do covenant and promise that you will ray, and never cease to pray, 


Almighty God to avenge the blood of popes upon this nation, 
and that you will teach the same to your children and your children's 


children unto the third and fourth generations.” 

Mrs. Elliott said it was to teach it to their children and their 
children’s children, but Professor Wolfe adds unto the third 
and fourth generations. It was shown that Professor Wolfe 
had joined the Mormon Church ten or twelve years before he 
testified ; that immediately after joining the church he had gone 
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through the endowment house ceremonies; and he testified that 
although he believed the very first time he took this obligation 
that the seeds of treason were planted in it, he yet testified 
that he took it eleven times again, the last time within a year 
or two before he appeared before the committee. He continued 
to be a member of the church until three weeks before he ap- 
peared upon the stand, at which time he was excommunicated 
for drunkenness. He lost his professorship in one of the col- 
leges and was excommunicated from the church. 

I have not the testimony of Mr. Thomas here, but Mr. Thomas 
testified that some such oath was administered. There was a 
cross-examination of Mr. Thomas that is somewhat interesting. 
On pages 71 and 72 of the fourth volume he was examined and 
some questions were asked him by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Knox]. 

John P. Holmgren, the third witness, in his version did not 
use the word “nation” at all. 

Henry W. Lawrence was a member of the church away back 
in the sixties, and left the church about that time and, by the 
way, be is a man of excellent repute in Salt Lake City; I know 
him well, and am glad to testify to it here. Mr. Lawrence testi- 
fied that he had not only taken these obligations himself, but 
that he had been one of those who administered the ceremony; 
that he had administered the oaths or the obligations, whatever 
they were which were given, hundreds of times, and Mr. Law- 
rence swore positively that the word “nation” was not men- 
tioned at all in the cath. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. He is not a Mormon now? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. He is not a Mormon now. 
he left the church away back in the sixties. 
was no such word named at all in the oath. 

So we have the testimony of five witnesses who say the word 
nation“ is used, and of those five witnesses, four of them are 
shown to be utterly unworthy of belief—drunkards and of un- 
sound mind—and one of them says that he has communications 
with His Satanic Majesty. 

Mr. FORAKER. And one is a perjurer. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; and one whose perjury: is shown 
by her own testimony. 

Mr. President, that there is some sort of an archaic obliga- 
tion taken in these ceremonies I haye no doubt. I do not know 
just what it is. But that there is any obligation that is hostile 
to this Government in any sense whatever there is not a shred 
of testimony worthy of belief in this record to establish. 

It is probably explained by the testimony of Mr. Lawrence. 
Mr. Lawrence says that in the ceremony two verses of the New 
Testament are read. I thought I had them here, but I find I 
have not. One of them is in Revelation and reads: 

And they cried with a loud voice, saying, How long, O Lord, holy 
and true, dost Thou not judge and avenge our blood on them that 
dwell on the earth? 

Probably the whole thing arose from that. Some such obliga- 
tion, founded upon that verse of Scripture, may be adminis- 
tered. 

Now, Mr. President, that disposes of the two charges of 
polygamy and of having taken an inconsistent oath, and it 
seems to me it is shown beyond question 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do. > 

Mr. CULBERSON. Some of us regard the proposition which 
the Senator from Utah is now discussing as exceedingly im- 
portant. I have not had the pleasure, on account of having 
been called out of the Chamber, to hear all the Senator has 
said. I should like to ask him what the testimony of Senator 
Ssmoor was upon that subject, as to the oath. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am very glad, indeed, that the Sena- 
tor has called my attention to that matter. I had overlooked it. 
Senator Smoot denied in positive terms that any such oath was 
taken. If the Senator is curious to look at his testimony, he 
will find it in the third volume, at pages 184 and 185 of the 
record. There the Senator from Texas will find that Senator 
Suoor positively denied that any such obligation as that was 
taken or any obligation that imported in any way hostility to 
the Government. i 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ought not the Senator to state in this con- 
nection that the Senator from Utah absolutely refused to dis- 
close what the oath was? 

* Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I have not the slightest 
objection to stating in this connection that that is correct. The 


As I said, 
He swore there 
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Senator from Utah declined to state what these obligations were, 
and so did other witnesses; and they declined to state it upon 
precisely the same theory that a member of the Masonic order or 
any other secret society would decline if called to testify about 
the ceremonies of his order. Unless he were compelled, he would 
absolutely decline to state what were in those ceremonies. He 
would be perfectly willing to state what was not in them. Any 
Mason would be willing to state that there is nothing in the 
Masonic ceremonies or ritual that in any way imports hostility to 
the Government, but if he were asked to state in detail what 
those ceremonies were, in all probability he would decline to 
state them. Upon precisely the same ground Senator Smoor 
and these other witnesses who are still members of the church 
declined to state them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
state them. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. A Mason, as the Senator’ from New 
Hampshire says, would absolutely decline to state them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call to the attention of the Sen- 
ator now addressing the Senate the fact that the witnesses who 
declined to give the oaths did state that they were of a religious 
character and that there was nothing in them that was hostile 
to the Government in any form. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; that is quite correct. 
have substantially stated it. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that this charge of po- 
lygamy and this charge of having taken an inconsistent oath 
are both absolutely unfounded in fact. That brings us back to 
this general protest, which contains, as I have already said, the 
significant statement, “ We charge him with no offense cogniz- 
able by law.” What, then, are the offenses not cognizable by 
law which are deemed to be sufficiently grave to justify the 
Senate in depriving a Senator of his seat? 

I think everyone who will read this record will discover that 
it evidences a good deal of confusion of mind on the part of 
those representing the protestants as to the precise nature or 
extent of these offenses. It must be manifest that any offense 
which would warrant the Senate in declaring that a duly 
elected, duly accredited, and constitutionally qualified Senator 
was not entitled to retain his seat must be of the gravest pos- 
sible character, and such as to evidence beyond all cavil that 
he was utterly unfit to sit here. 

This Senate is not a voluntary association from which mem- 
bers may be expelled because we do not like them, or because 
other people, however numerous, do not like them. Membership 
in this body is a matter not of grace, but of right, and who- 
ever challenges the right takes upon himself the burden of éstab- 
lishing beyond all reasonable question the justice of his challenge. 

It seems to me that the offenses not cognizable by law may be 
discussed under two propositions: First, that polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation are still practiced by some members of 
the Mormon Church, of which church Senator Suoor is an 
apostle ; second, that this church claims the right and exercises 
the authority of dictating to its members in political and tem- 
poral affairs. 

I shall first discuss the question of polygamy, and it will 
probably tend to a better understanding of that subject if I 
shall begin by stating some facts and pointing out some dis- 
tinctions well enough understood ‘in Utah, but which are often 
lost sight of elsewhere. 

Until 1862, although polygamy had been openly practiced in 
the Territory for twelve or fourteen years before and had been 
openly proclaimed by the president of the church ten years be- 
fore, there was no law, either Federal or Territorial, upon the 
subject. So far as penal consequences were concerned, polyg- 
amy in Utah was just as lawful as monogamy, because while 
it may be true, as some haye contended and about which I do 
not express any opinion myself, that bigamy or polygamy was 
a crime at common law, there are no common-law crimes 
against the United States, and from the Mexican treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848 until the admissien of the State 
in 1896 the Territory of Utah was under the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the Government of the United States. 

In 1862 a law was passed defining and providing for the pun- 
ishment of the crime of bigamy. It will thus be seen that for a 
period of at least ten years Congress and the Government ac- 
quiesced in this practice with positive and official knowledge of 
the fact. In 1850 Capt. Howard Stansbury, having been di- 
rected by the Government to do so, went to Utah for the purpose 
of making a survey and reconnoissance of that then little-known 
section. He spent something like a year among the Mormon 
people, making a rather close study of their social and religious 
institutions Early in 1852 he made a report, in the course of 
which he called the attention of the Government to the fact that 
polygamy was being openly practiced in that Territory. 


A Mason would absolutely decline to 


I think I 


In 1852 the president of the church, in a great public meeting 
held in the Salt Lake tabernacle, openly proclaimed to the world 
that polygamy was a doctrine and a practice of the church. 
Yet, not only did the Government fail to do anything in the way 
of suppressing that practice, but Brigham Young was actually 
appointed governor and reappointed governor of that Territory 
by the President of the United States once before and once after 
he had made this public proclamation. 

The law was passed in 1862, but it remained practically. a 
dead letter upon the statute books, Substantially nothing was 
done in the way of enforcing it. Personally I have always re- 
garded that as being a distinct misfortune, because I believe 
that bad the Government at once and vigorously enforced the 
law and supplemented it by such legislation as might have been 
found necessary we would not be here to-day discussing this 
question. Polygamy would long since haye ceased to be any- 
thing but an unpleasant memory. 

There was never a prosecution at all under the law until four- 
teen years after it was passed. In 1876 a prosecution was in- 
stituted against one George Reynolds. Mr. Reynolds himself 
furnished the testimony necessary to bring about his own 
conviction, contenting himself by defending upon the sole ground 
that the law was invalid and unconstitutional, as being an 
interference with his mode of religious worship. He was con- 
victed, and he appealed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. That tribunal very promptly held that his position was 
untenable and that the law was valid and constitutional—a hold- 
ing which it is a little difficult to understand how anybody could 
have expected would be otherwise. There were probably one or 
two other prosecutions under the law. 

In 1882 Congress passed the so-called “ Edmunds law,” which, 
in addition to reenacting the provisions of the law of 1862 on 
the subject of polygamy, defined and provided for the punish- 
ment of the crime of polygamous cohabitation. By section 6 
of that act the President was authorized to grant amnesty to 
offenders under the law upon such terms and conditions as he 
might see fit to prescribe. By section 7 of the act, children born 
of these polygamous marriages—and Congress was careful to 
say in the legislation “ Mormon marriages or marriages per- 
formed according to the ceremonies of the Mormon sect ”—prior 
to the passage of the law and for some definite period afterwards 
were legitimated. 

In 1884, about two years after the passage of the Edmunds 
law, prosecutions under it began in earnest, and so vigorously 
was it enforced—more than 2,000 persons in Utah being con- 
victed and sent to prison—and so strong became the pressure, 
not only from without, but from within the church, that in the 
comparatively short space of six years the church issued its 
famous manifesto forbidding polygamy for the future, which 
manifesto was subsequently ratified by the Mormon people in 
conference assembled. 

In 1891, following this manifesto, the pro-church or so-ealled 
people's party“ was disbanded and political parties were or- 
ganized throughout the State upon national political lines. 

In 1896 the Territory was admitted on a footing of equality 
with the other States of the Union. By the enabling act, which 
was adopted by Congress in 1894, it was provided that the con- 
stitution of the new State by an irrevocable ordinance should 
provide “that there shall be perfect toleration of religious 
sentiment; that no inhabitant of the said State shall ever be 
molested in person or in property on account of his or her mode 
of religious worship, provided that polygamous or plural mar- 
riages are forever prohibited.” This provision of the enabling 
act, to my mind, is significant in two respects. 

In the first place, it will be observed that the prohibition of 
polygamous or plural marriages is in the form of a proviso to 
the paragraph or section which guarantees perfect toleration of 
religious sentiment and noninterference with the mode of re- 
ligious worship. The office of a proviso is perfectly well under- 
stood and settled. It has the effect to carve out of the main 
provision to which it is a proviso an exception which but for the 
proviso might be held to be included within the terms of the 
paragraph or section to which it is attached. Ordinarily a pro- 
viso is to be strictly construed. Ordinarily it is to be construed 
with strict reference to the subject-matter of the paragraph to 
which it is attached. 

Congress knew when this enabling act was adopted, as the 
country knew, that the Mormon people, who would constitute 
the majority of the inhabitants of the new State, had for many 
years insisted and stubbornly contended that polygamy was a 
part of their religious faith, and that any interference with 
the practice of polygamy was an interference with their mode 
of religious worship. 

Congress desired to guarantee, or rather to permit the people 
of the State to guarantee to themselves, by their fundamental 
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law, perfect toleration of religious sentiment and noninterfer- 
ence with the mode of religious worship; but Congress also de- 
sired that that guaranty should never be construed so as to in- 
clude polygamous marriages in the future. It was therefore as 
though Congress had said: “ You may theorize as you please; 
you may believe as you please; you may assert such opinions 
as you please upon the subject of polygamy; but you shall not 
practice it.” 

I speak of this because it has been said that some of the 
Mormon people, some of the leaders, still believe and still assert 
a belief in polygamy. Whatever we may have to say about the 
good taste or the propriety or the wrongfulness of that kind of 
a belief or that kind of an assertion (and I have as positive 
opinions about that as anybody here), they are within their 
rights in believing it and in asserting the belief, if they choose 
to do so. The only thing this enabling act or this compact made 
between the Government of the United States and the State 
inhibits is the practice of polygamy. 

And so no man can be punished and no man can be deprived 
of a right because he may believe or because he may assert 
a belief, or the people or some of the people with whom he 
may be associated may believe or assert a belief in the abstract 
rightfulness of polygamy. He can only be held responsible for 
what he does or at most for what they do in that respect. 

In another respect this language is significant. It is “ pro- 
vided that polygamous or plural marriages ”—not polygamous 
cohabitation—* are forever prohibited.“ When that language 
was adopted by Congress, Congress knew, as the people of the 
State knew, and as the people of the country who had paid any 
attention to the subject knew, that there was a difference be- 
tween polygamy and polygamous cohabitation. 

A man committed the crime of polygamy when, having a 
wife living and undivorced, he went through the ceremony of 
marriage with another woman. He committed the crime of 
unlawful cohabitation or polygamous cohabitation when, having 
previously married two or more wives, he continued to live 
with them in the habit and repute of marriage. 

At the time the enabling act was adopted there were more 
than 2.000 polygamous households in the State of Utah, 2,000 
men whose status as polygamists had already been fixed and 
established. Congress must have known that under a law 
simply prohibiting polygamy every one of those men might haye 
returned to living with his wives, and not a single one of them 
could be punished. Under a constitutional provision simply de- 
claring that polygamous marriages should be prohibited not 
one of those men could be interfered with. It required some- 
thing else in addition. But understanding that, Congress de- 
liberately omitted from this provision any requirement what- 
eyer upon the subject of polygamous cohabitation, contenting 
itself with putting into the enabling act a requirement simply 
that polygamy or polygamous marriages should be prohibited. 

So if the legislature of the State of Utah, immediately after 
the State came in, had seen fit to pass a law legalizing every 
one of these existing polygamous marriages, I do not well see 
how it could have been charged that in doing so they were vio- 
lating the compact made between the United States and the 
Territory of Utah, whatever might have been spid as to the 
wrongfulness, and I think a great deal might well have been 
said against the rightfulness of that kind of legislation. It is 
suflicient, however, to say that the legislature of Utah never at- 
tempted to do that, but, on the contrary, not only adopted 
the previous provision of the law with reference to polygamy, 
but also incorporated in the statutes of Utah, where it re- 
mains to this day, a provision prohibiting polygamous cohabita- 
tion and kindred offenses as well. 

Mr. President, in this rather brief review that I. have given 
of this situation it will be seen that Congress in dealing with 
this question has dealt with it in its social rather than in its 
criminal aspect. The object of Congress seems to have been 


to get rid of the institution of polygamy rather than to pun- 


ish individuals who were guilty of the practice. In other 
words, the desire was not so much to punish the sinner as it 
was to eradicate the sin. This is borne out by a variety of 
considerations. I will. not stop to mention more than a few of 
them. 

In the first place, the penalties of the Edmunds law are vis- 
ited upon the husband only. The plural wife is not made 
guilty of any offense whatever. 

In the second place, children that were born of these polyga- 
mous marriages, these “ Mormon marriages,” prior to the pas- 
sage of the law and for a definite period thereafter are legiti- 
mated. 

In the third place, the President is authorized to grant am- 
nesty to offenders against this particular law on such terms 
and conditions as he may prescribe, and in granting amnesty 


either to individuals or to classes the condition which he did pre- 
scribe was that they should refrain from violating the law in 
the future. 

In the fourth place, in the administration of the law in the 
courts, whenever a man was brought before a judge for sen- 
tence it was the invariable custom and practice to inquire of 
him whether he would promise to obey the law in the future. 
If he gave the promise, he was permitted to go invariably with- 
out any punishment at all. If he declined to give the promise, 
almost invariably the full penalty of the law, both as to fine 
and imprisonment, was visited upon him. 

Mr. President, this was also the feeling of the people of that 
State. The thing which we demanded—and I say “we” be- 
cause I was one of them from the time I was old enough to 
have any opinion on the subject at all—the thing which we 
demanded was that the institution of polygamy, the system of 
polygamy, should be abandoned, and the punishment of the 
offender was of secondary importance. It was adopted, I might 
say, rather as.a means to the end of getting rid of the system 
than as the end itself. 

And so when the church issued this manifesto forbidding po- 
lygamy in the future and the people ratified the manifesto, and 
it was believed by the Gentile people in that State that it was 
issued in good faith and that future plural marriages would no 
longer occur, there was a pretty general disposition to overlook 
n good many things in the conduct of those who were already in 
this relation. 

It is a pretty difficult thing for TT to understand—there 
are a great many people in this world who are unable to under- 
stand—how any pure-minded person can conscientiously believe 
in the doctrine of polygamy. It is contrary to their teaching 
and training, as it is to mine. It is contrary to their fixed, to 
their instinctive feelings and opinions, as it is to mine. And 
yet there is absolutely no doubt that the people who entered into 
this relationship did so believing in its rightfulness, and not 
only that, but believing that it was ordained by the Almighty 
Himself. They were as sincere in their belief in its rightful- 
ness as I was sincere in my belief in its wrongfulness, 

Mr. President, an erroneous religious idea is the most difficult 
thing in the world to combat. It submits to no rule of logic. 
It fits into no syllogistic form. It is major and minor premise 


and conclusion rolled into one dogmatic declaration—“ thus. 


saith the Lord.” 

Civilization from the beginning of history has been covered 
with the crazy patchwork of the unreasoning foibles of theology. 
A thousand years ago Peter the Hermit set all Europe in a 
blaze of religious fervor with the demand that the Holy Sep- 
ulchre should be wrested from infidel hands. The mad cru- 
sades which followed resulted in immeasurable suffering and in 
the loss of hundreds of thousands of lives, Christian as well 
as infidel. Carrying aloft the banner of the cross of that Christ 
whose very birth signalized “ peace on earth, good will toward 
men,” and whose imperative command was “ love your enemies,” 
the Christian armies of the crusades threw themselves with sav- 
age and bloody fury upon the Moslem world in response to an 
appeal to their religious passions. 


Almost within the memory of our grandparents old England 


and New England were lashed into a superstitious frenzy over 
witeheraft. The belief filled a century with gloom and horror. 
The story of its cruelties makes a dark and sinister chapter in 
the otherwise magnificent history of Massachusetts. If some 
poor woman, borne down by poverty, filled by a sense of injustice, 
walked the path of life apart; if some child, undersized, crippled, 
deformed, exhibited unusual precocity of mind, at once the finger 
of publie suspicion was pointed and the horrifying cry of witch- 
craft was raised. 


As late as 1768, less than one hundred and forty years ago, with- 


in the memory of some men living at the time the Mormon Church 
was organized, John Wesley solemnly declared that the giving 
up of the belief in witchcraft was in effect the giving up of the 
Bible. From that time, Mr. President, when the King of Moab, 
besieged by the armies of Israel, offered his eldest son, that 
should have reigned in his stead, as a burnt offering upon the 
walls of the city—from that far day when the Hindoo mother, 
stifling the earliest as well as the holiest and strongest passion 
of the human heart, consigned to the sacred waters of the Ganges 
the loved child of her body in obedience to a religious delusion— 
to this hour of enlightenment and civilization, the melancholy 
fact runs through all history that nothing has been too absurd, 
nothing too cruel, to be believed and taught and done in the name 
of religion. And eyen in our own day, at the very noon time of 
sane and rational thought, a score of illogical religious fads 
have their thousands of fatuous adherents. 

So I say, Mr. President, that you can not reason with a false 
religious belief any more than you can argue with a case of 
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typhoid fever. It simply runs its course and mental health 
returns, not when the intellect has been convinced by the appeal 
of reason, but when by the process of time and by the slow 
attrition of opposing thought the intellect has so far changed 
that the false belief no longer appeals to it. So the fact that 
polygamy has been opposed to practically the unanimous thought 
of the American people—has been opposed to the almost unani- 
mous thought of the Christian world—is no argument what- 
ever that the people who practiced it and taught it did not 
believe sincerely in its rightfulness. 

Mr. President, polygamy having been abandoned by this mani- 
festo, and there being in the State of Utah this large number 
of polygamous households, these men whose status had already 
been fixed, the question at once arose what was the wise 
thing to do about it, and the feeling which was entertained 
by the Gentiles generally, while they did not approve, while 
they would have infinitely preferred that it should have been 
otherwise, nevertheless the feeling was that, all things con- 
sidered, the wisest and best thing was to see as little of it as 
possible, to let those people live out their lives, and thus get 
through with it. This is practically the unanimous testimony 
in this record. For example, I call attention to the testimony 
of two witnesses on the part of the protestants. Mr. Critch- 
low, who prepared this protest and who was the principal wit- 
ness against Senator Smoor in the hearings upon that subject, 
testified as follows: 


Mr. Van Corr. Mr. Critchlow, is it not the fact that the general 
fecling in Utah, among non-Mormons—leaving the Mormons out of 
view—has been that if all plural marriages had ceased since the mani- 
festo, these relations of unlawful cohabitation they were practically 
willing to close their eyes to? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW; I think so, except in cases where they were really 
absolutely offensive, or where they occurred in such a manner as to be 
really eae to the people. Amongst the higher officials, and even 
with them, I think it would be fair to say that people were inclined to 
minimize these things as much as possible for the peace of the State 
and the community and for its upbuilding, and to remove the reproach 
of it before the country. 

Mr. Van Corr. Now, as to John Henry Smith, the fact that a child 
was born to one of his plural wives during the time of the constitu- 
tional convention, non-Mormons, as a general rule, were disposed to 
overlook if they felt satisfied that there were no more plural marriages? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. Yes, sir; I think so, and felt that the thing would 
work itself out in the future. 

Mr. Van Corr. Now, the other matter that you spoke of—this offen- 
sive flaunting. I wish you wouid give to the committee a little more in 
detail what you understand by that, and I call your attention now to 
the language used by the Supreme Court of the United States where it 
has quoted that particular phrase. 

Mr. Cntrenrow. What would be offensive to one person of course 
might not be to another. If a man had a polygamous wife and family 
right by my door side, and his children associated with mine, and he 
visited a half or a third of his time there and a half or a third of his 
time somewhere else, and it was placed there under my face, it might 
be offensive to me, while to you or to somebody else, living in another 
part of the town, it might not be offensive. 

Again, where a man 
might be offensive to the whole community. Then again, it might be 
entirely innocent and unoffensive to a great class of people who do not 
care anything about those things. 

Again, I may say, where a man has a polygamous wife in a commu- 
nity and brings other polygamous wives there and makes a sort of a 
colony of it, then it becomes offensive even to a whole community. 
That sort of thing becomes offensive, in a greater or lesser extent, de- 
8 entirely upon the sensibilities of the people immediately af- 
ected. 


Mr. Van Corr. But where the pol ts have had their wives liv- 
ing in separate houses, and have simply kept up the old relations with- 
out an offensive flaunting before the public of the relations, it has been 
practically passed over, has it not? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. Yes, sir; as a matter of fact it has been. A 
man 

Mr. Van Corr. Is not this the fact also, that you did not deem your- 
self as being lowered in the community in any way when you went on 
the stump with John Henry Smith? 

Mr. Crrrcntow. I certainly did not, or I should not have gone. 

Mr. Van Corr. No; I mean that was the general feeling with the 
non-Mormons? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Mr. Van Corr. And in the questions I have put to yon, you under- 
stand that I do not mean to say that yon belittled yourself or that you 
lowered yourself in any. way by doing those things. You did not con- 
sider it so? 

Mr. Crircnutow. I did not. 


Then Mr. Critchlow goes on and says: 


Mr. CRITCHLOW. I think that in all probability, as near as I can get 
at my state of mind at that time, it was, that very shortly after the 
manifesto, under the conditions that existed and that we thought were 
going to exist, there was no inclination on the part of the prosecuting 
officers to push these matters as to present cohabitation—I think that 
is so—thinking it was a matter that would immediately die out. 

Mr. VAN Corr. John Henry Smith was there? 

Mr. Critcitow. I think so. 

Mr. Vax Corr. It was well known that he was living in unlawful 
cohabitation? 

Mr. Crircnitow. That was our understanding of it. 

Mr. Vas Corr. So well known was this, was it not, to non-Mormons 
there generally, that where they knew that a prominent. Mormon was 
liying in unlawful cohabitation they made no objection to it in the way 
of protesting to the officers? Is not that true? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. you mean the non-Mormons generally? 

Mr. Vax Corr. I mean the non-Mormons gericrally. 

Mr. CrrrcuLow. I think that is true. 

Mr. Van Corr. They were disposed to let things go? 


takes two sisters under the same roof, that. 


Mr. CRITCHLOW. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Mr. Van Corr. That was the general feeling? £ 

Mr. Cnirentow. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Senator OverMaNn. When was that? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. During the time of the manifesto, in September, 
1890, on down to very recent times; pretty nearly up to date, or prac- 
tically up to date. Perhaps even now, if I was going to say what was 
the general inclination 

Senator OVERMAN. The general inclination in Utah Is not to prose- 
cute Mr. Smith? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. The general inclination in Utah is not to prose- 
cute Mr. Smith. 

Senator BEVERIDGE. Then What more have you to say on that point as 
showing the great popolan indignation? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. There is no inclination on the part of the non- 
Mormons, and I fs soe the Senator refers to non-Mormons, rather 
than to Mormons—there is no sentiment there in Utah, no great amount 
of sentiment there In Utah, that would favor putting Joseph F. Smith 
in the attitude of being persecuted for his religion. 

Mr. VAN Corr. You speak of the general disinclination to prosecute 
Mr. Smith at the present time. That is true generally of polygamists 
who were such before the manifesto, is it not? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. Yes, sir; it is so. 


I haye extracts from the testimony of some twelve or fifteen 
other witnesses, perhaps thirty, who all testified about it. These 
extracts are from the testimony of Gentile witnesses, all substan- 
tially testifying to the same thing with reference to this matter. 
I will ask, Mr. President, to incorporate those extracts in my 
remarks, without stopping to read them now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The extracts referred to are as follows: 

Judge O. W. Powers, a Gentile Democrat, and one of the prin- 
cipal witnesses against Senator Suoor, testified as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. Will you state why it is that those who live in polyg- 
amous cohabitation to-day are not prosecuted? 

Mr. Powers. I will do so as well as I can, and I simply state here 
the views, as I know them, of what are termed the “ old guard” of the 
Liberal party, Republicans and Democrats, who fought the church 
party in the days when it was a power. Those men have felt, and 
still feel, that if the church will only stop new plural marriages and 
will allow this matter to die out and pass away, they will not interfere 
with them. First of all. of course, we want peace in Utah. We would 
like to be like the rest of the country. We want to make of it a State 
like the States of the rest of the Unlon. We want the Mormon people 
to be like the rest of the American people; but we realize that there 
is a condition there which the people of the East do not—and, I pre- 
sume, can not—understand. You can not make pects who have been 
breught up under our system of government and our system of mar- 
riage believe that folks can sincerely and honestly believe that it is 
right to have more than one wife, and yet those people believe it. 
They are a God-fearing people, and it has been a part of their faith 
and their life. 

Now, to the eastern people their manner of living is looked upon as 
immoral. Of course it is, viewed from their standpoint. Viewed from 
the standpoint of a Mormon it is not. The Mormon wives are as sin- 
cere in their belief in polygamy as the Mormon men, and they have no 
more hesitation in declaring that they are one of several wives of a 
man than a good woman in the East has in declaring that she is the 
single wife of a man. There is that condition. There are those peo-. 


ple—— 

Senator Hopkins. Do you mean to say that a Mormon woman will 
as readily become a plural wife as she would a first wife? 

Mr. Pownrs. Those who are sincere in the Mormon faith—who are 
good Mormons, so called—I think would just as readily become plural 
wives (that has been my experience) as they would become the first 
wife. That condition exists, There is a question for statesmen to 
solve. We have not known what was best to do. It has been dis- 
cussed, and people would say that such and such a man ought to be 
prosecuted. Then they would consider whether anything would be 
gained; whether we would not delay instead of hastening the time 
that we hope to live to see; whether the institution would not flourish 
by reason of what they would term rsecution. And so, notwith- 
standing a protest has been sent down here to you, I will say to you 
the Pope have acquiesced in the condition that exists. 

Mr. Van Corr. You mean the Gentiles? 

Mr. Powers. Yes; the Gentiles. 

The CHAIRMAN. Haye you any knowledge of the extent to which 
polygamous cohabitation exists in the State eye 

Mr. Powers. I haye tried not to know about i When it has come 
under my immediate observation I have known about it. I do not 
know to what extent it exists. I want to see it poss away. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does it exist outside of the city of Salt Lake? 

Mr. Powers. Oh, without doubt. 

The CHAIRMAN. Haye you any idea as to the extent? 

Mr. Powers. No; I could not give an idea as to the extent, because, 
as I tell you, I have honestly tried not to know about it. 


Mr. McConnell, formerly governor of the State of Idaho, tes- 
tified that the foregoing extracts from the testimoy of Mr, 
Critchlow and Judge Powers also expressed the state of feeling 
in Idaho. 

Mr. Holzheimer, also a Gentile resident of the State of Idaho, 
testified as follows: 


Mr. HOLZHEIMER. At the time the manifesto was issued and up to 
that time the question of polygamy had caused considerable agitation, 
It brought about a very uliar state of affairs, use the rank and 
file of the Mormon people had been taught that polygamy was right, 
and many of them believed it was right; and it left a condition of af- 
fairs after the issuance of the manifesto—family affairs—that was an 
anomaly, to say the least, and the question of how to handle and take 
care of the problem was one which confronted the people of that State, 
and I do not believe they ever did really solve the problem. It was a 
very difficult one, as to what should be done for the best interests of 
all concerned. 

The consensus of opinion at that time was that those who had con- 
tracted marr prior to the manifesto should be left alone. It was 
not, however, lieved that they should openly violate the law and 
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unlawfully cohabit with their numerous wives. I will say this, that 
where that has occurred it has been mostly in isolated cases. There 
have been a number of cases where children have been born, but in 
no case that I know of has it been done openly. It is true it is against 
the law, but it has not been done in such an open, lewd manner as has 
been intimated, nor has it been general. And because of the ultar 
state of affairs it was the opinion that the whole thing would die out; 
that it was only a matter of a short time when the question would be 
entirely settled, because there would be no new marriages. I do not 
know; possibly there are some. I do not know how many cases there 
are in Idaho—possibly twenty or thirty; maybe more. 


Mr. Martin, another Gentile resident of Idaho, testified : 


I wish to say for myself that I would punish, if I was doing it, 
those old cases. I believe they ought to be punished; but a majority 
of our people seem to think that the best way, as far as concerns those 
old fellows who contracted these relations before the manifesto, as 
long as they stop it and do not take any new wives, or as long as no 
new wives are taken, is to let it go, to let it gradually die out, to let 
the old ones die. 


Mr. Brady, another Gentile resident of Idaho, testified : 

Mr. Van Corr. What is the sentiment in Idaho regarding disturbing 
or leaving undisturbed those men who went into polygamy prior to the 
manifesto of 18907 

Mr. Brapy. To be 1 frank in the matter, my judgment is 
that a majority of the men in Idaho would favor leaving those old men 
to live out their lives just as they have started in. 


The following witnesses among a very large number of the 
Gentile residents of the State of Utah gave the following testi- 
mony. Mr. J. W. N. Whitecotton said: 


While the people of Utah—all the Mormons; I will speak with ref- 
erence to them rather than Gentiles in that regard—are sick and tired 
and disgusted with polygamy; they want to be rid of it; they want to 
wipe it out and get it under their feet; at the same time when it 
comes, for instance, to myself or any other peison going and making 
complaint against a neighbor because he is living in unlawful cohab- 
itation, it calls up to us all these things of an unpleasant character 
among neighbors; throwing the only support the women have into 
the nitentiary maybe, or taking the substance of the man to pay 
the fine. It makes a man hesitate, and a man who would do that must 
be a man pecutan made for seeing nothing but the law. He must 
be a Javert. No other man can do it. That is what I mean by tak- 
ing- nerve. lle must recognize nothing but the anangke of the law. 
Nothing else must appear. He can not take into account the surround- 
ing circumstances and the atmosphere in which he lives. 


Mr. Hyrum E. Booth testified: 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. Now, I want to ask you, Mr. Booth, to explain 
why it is that if the people of Utah, and the Mormon people included, 
a large part of them, are so opposed to polygamy, how you account for 
what is the acknowledged fact here, that a many of them are liv- 
ing in polygamous relations and are not interfered with. 

Mr. Boorm. Well, my explanation of that is that the principal fight 
of the Gentiles has been to do away with polygamous marriages. While, 
during panes A years, there were numerous prosecutions for unlawful co- 
habitation, it was not for the purpose of punishing, so much, those people 
who lived in unlawful cohabitation, as it was to bring about a cessa- 
tion of 8 marriages. That was the principle for which we 
strived, to s 32 pecpia from marrying in polygamy. This was finally 
brought about in 1890 by the manifesto of the president of the church, 
which was affirmed, or sustained as they call it, by the conference on 
October 6, 1890, and again in 1891. We did not accept that in good 
faith at that time. That is, we were somewhat skeptical about it; 
but later he did. Now, there has been since that time a disinclination 
to prosecute men and women who live in unlawful cohabitation. One 
of my own reasons—the way I looked at it—-was this: My sympathy 
was with the plural wife and her children. By these prosecutions 
she suffered more really than the husband did. In nearly all of the 
cases I may my the plural wife is à pure-minded woman, a woman who 
believed that it was right according to the law of God for her to 
accept that relation, and that she can not be released from her obli- 
gations, when they are once entered upon. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. You mean by the rule of her church? 

Mr. Boorn. By the rule of her church, not by law. I am looking at 
it from her standpoint now—that when once that relation is entered 
upon there is no way of divorcing her from it. 

Mr. TAYLER, Not K the church even? > 

Mr. Boor. The church can, but I mean in no legal way. There is 
no legal way out of it. So that to enforce rigorously the law against 
unlawful cohabitation would mean in her case a divorcement from 
her husband without the right of remarrying again. She would be 
isolated, cut off without any husband, without say benefit of the right 
to social conversations with the man that she had married in good 
faith, and so forth. It would work a great hardship upon her and 
her children. And, again, if her husband is punished, she is brought to 
light and suffers the ignominy of the prosecution. 

For that reason I have been disinclined to prosecute those cases, 
and many Gentiles, for like reasons, have felt that way ; that it ought 
to be allowed to die out, as it will in time, and for the further reason, 
as I have stated here, that the principal thing we were fighting was the 

olygamous marriages and not unlawful cohabitation. We knew that 
f we could accomplish the destruction of the right to marry in polyg- 
amy the thing in time would cease, but so long as it went on, no 
matter how much you might prosecute people for unlawful cohabitation, 
it would continue. 

Mr. Worruincton. Mr. Booth, you say that is the way you felt 
about it, and the way many other Gentiles felt. What do you say as 
to the proportion of the people of your State who feel that way on 
that subject? 

Mr. Boorm. I should say, with Jud Powers and Mr. Critchlow, 
that the general sentiment among the Gentile people in Utah is a dis- 
inclination to prosecute those cases. 

Judge William M. McCarty, who was a United States district 
attorney in Utah and prosecuted many of these cases and who 
is now chief justice of the supreme court of the State of Utah, 
testified : 

Mr. McCarty. Well, this question was being agitated, and the air 


was filled with rumors that men were violating the spirit of the 
manifesto. Some Gentiles were insisting that prosecutions’ ought to 


follow, and, as I stated, I called a special grand jury a short time 
before to investigate this in connection with a few other matters; 
and the attitude of the press—or rather the failure of the press to 
assume any attitude—on the 3 was an indication to me that 
the press was against it. And. in fact, the public prosecutor, whose 
attention I had invited to those rumors, refused to proceed in the 
matter, stating that he had talked with his brother, who was then 
manager of the Herald, and his brother advised him to let those cases 
alone; that they would soon die out; that he believed it was the best 
and most practical solution of the question. My reason for calling the 
grand jury was the refusal of the public prosecutor to proceed. 

* é. * $ 0 + * 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. You referred just now to something that took 
place subsequently which confirmed your conclusion that the general 
sentiment was against 8 for polygamous cohabitation when 
the parties were married before the manifesto. What was that that 
took place subsequently ? 

Mr. McCarty. Well, those rties, so it was rumored, continued to 
live in those relations, and then I got expressions from some of the 
leading Gentiles of the State, some of whom were Republicans and 
some of whom were Democrats, that the most practical solution of the 
question was to let these old men die off and not molest them. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. It 5 here that Senator Smoor became an 
apostle of the Mormon Church in April, 1900, I understand, then, 
from what you have said, that at that time that was the status of opin- 
ion in Utah, the body of the people, Mormons and non-Mormons, that 
these people who were married before the manifesto ought not to be 
interfered with, although they were continuing to live together? 

Mr. McCarty. Mr. Worthington, there have been a few who insisted 
on a vigorous enforcement of this law. Some have been decidedly 
against it, but the consensus of opinion has been that the better way 
was to close our eyes to what was going on and let the matter die out. 

Mr. Glen Miller, former United States marshal, testified as 
follows: 

Mr. Van Corr. Now, in your knowledge of the State and in traveling 
over the State and everything of that kind, I wish you would state what 
the sentiment is among the Mormons in regard to new polygamous mar- 
riages ; that is, since the manifesto. 

Mr. MILLER, The 1 91 8 tae Impression has been, both among the Mor- 
mons and Gentiles, that there have been no polygamous marriages sanc- 
tioned by the church. 

Mr. Van Corr. I wish to know particularly the sentiment in regard 
to whether it is in favor of polygamy or against it. 

Mr. MILLER. Decidedly against it. 

Mr. Van Corr. What is your opinion as to whether a sentiment of 
that kind existed against polygamy in the Mormon Church before the 
manifesto? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes, sir; It did. I know that. 

Mr. Van Corr. And also as to whether the church could restore the 
practice of polygamy if it should so attempt. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not believe it would be possible to ever restore 
polygamy in the State of Utah. 

Mr. VaN Corr. Do you know by repute of men living in unlawful 
cohabitation ? 

Mr. MILLER., I do. 

Mr. Van Corr. What is the sentiment of Gentiles in regard to com- 
plaining or informing in regard to such matters? 

Mr. MILLER. Well, there has been a sentiment against that, as 
there has been against any informing against any of the infractions 
of law generally. They felt that it was only a question of time that 
the practice would die out through the death of those who practiced 
it, and the removal of that generation. It was getting less and less 
all the time. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Considering this testimony, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it must be seen that this situation, which confronted us 
out in Utah after the manifesto was issued, was one which 
bristled with difficulties, was one which must be approached 
from the standpoint of practical statesmanship rather than 
from the standpoint of the religious reformer. Those men and 
women who entered into these marriages were not inspired by 
lust. They were good men; they were pure women. Any man 
who has lived in the State of Utah, who has mingled with 
them in their daily life, who has sat at their firesides, and who 
has talked with them must admit that this is a fact. 

Mr. President, that is the crux of this whole situation. Any 
man who attempts to judge of the existing conditions without 
that fact before him will inevitably not judge with justice. 
If it had been the ordinary case of meretricious living, there 
would have been no difficulty in dealing with it; but it was not. 
It was a case where these people had entered into these rela- 
tions believing the relations were just as pure as the relations 
existing between a man and his one wife. In the ordinary 
affairs of life they are good citizens, law-abiding citizens, 
self-respecting members of the community, and we felt, when 
the church issued that manifesto forbidding the practice for 
the future, that the time had come when we could afford to 
bear with the situation with some degree of patience until it 
finally worked itself out; in other words, we felt that we could 
afford to cover this remaining remnant of a passing generation 
with the mantle of charity (which covers a multitude of sins) 
until, in the course of a few years, they should be covered with 
the everlasting mantle of the graye. So much for the old 
cases of polygamy. i 

But it has been claimed that since the manifesto there have 
been instances of polygamous marriages. Of course I have not 
the means of knowing how many such cases there may have 
been, but I would not be honest with myself nor candid with 
the Senate if I did not say that, in my judgment, there have 
been some cases of that character. So far as those cases are 
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concerned, no word of justification or excuse or toleration can, 
in my judgment, be uttered by any honest man either in this 
country or out of it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Were those marriages in this country or 
out of it? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will discuss the question of where 
those marriages took place in a moment. Of course, as I say, 
I do not know how many such cases there may have been, but 
the testimony is to the effect that they haye been somewhat 
limited. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. HorKins] called at- 
tention to the testimony the other day, and I have a reference 
to the same, that there has not been to exceed twenty cases 
since the manifesto was issued in 1890 in Utah; and it appears 
that In those cases, so far as anything appears on the subject 
at all, the marriages were celebrated somewhere else—in Mex- 
ico, in Canada, or somewhere out of the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 

One Charles Mostyn Owen, who has seemed to be a sort of 
master of ceremonies in this whole investigation, who for many 
years has been conducting an investigation into this subject, 
and who tells the committee that he has visited personally 
from time to time practically every Mormon settlement in 
Utah and most of the settlements in Idaho and Wyoming, that 
he has agents practically in every settlement in those three 
States, gives us a list of eleven men whom he thinks have 
entered into polygamy since the manifesto. I think later in 
his testimony he gives one er two others, and there is some 
testimony which indicates that there are some additional ones, 
which brings the total number up to about, as I say, twenty. 
In this list of twenty there are the names of five apostles. 
Those apostles are Mr. Teasdale, Mr. Abraham H. Cannon, Mr. 
Merrill, Mr. Taylor, and Mr. Cowley. 

As to Mr. Teasdale, the testimony shows that he married his 
wife under such circumstances as would render the marriage 
absolutely void. It was afterwards declared by a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction by a decree to be void. So that it seems to 
me, when we come to consider the entire record, his case should 
be laid out of consideration. 

With reference to Apostle Merrill, the charge was made 
against him while he was lying upon what afterwards proved 
to be his deathbed, but before he died he made an affidavit, 
which was sworn to, in which he positively denied this charge 
and said it was utterly false, and that he had not married any 
wife at all since the manifesto. I believe what Mr. Merrill said 
about that. The testimony to the contrary was only in the 
nature of hearsay and rumor.. 

With reference to Abraham H. Cannon—Abraham H. Cannon 
was an apostle and married a plural wife in 1896. He died 
within thirty days after that marriage—I think it was twenty 
days. His legal wife was a witness before the committee, and 
she said that upon his deathbed he asked her forgiveness, and 
that, in her judgment—he was a conscientious man, she said— 
the fact that he had violated the law and violated the mandate 
of the church preyed upon his mind so that it worried him into 
his grave. What would have happened to Mr. Cannon if he had 
lived, of course, we do not know. He died, as I say, within a 
comparatively short period. 

That leaves two of the apostles; and with reference to those 
two, if we were to consider the testimony in this record alone, I 
think no judge would probably hold it was sufficient to warrant 
a verdict of conviction by a jury. Still I have absolutely no 
doubt in my own mind that both those apostles have taken plural 
wives since the manifesto, and I think there are no words in the 
English language that are sufficiently severe with which to con- 
demn their conduct. 

It appears, however, that when the attention of Senator 
Smoor was called to the testimony before the Senate committee, 
he preferred charges against those apostles to the first presi- 
dency of the church and demanded an investigation. An in- 
vestigation was had, and it resulted in the removal of those two 
men from their offices, and they are to-day fugitives from jus- 
tice in a foreign jurisdiction. 

As to the character of these cases, Judge Powers, one of the 
witnesses for the protestants, testified that they were sporadic 
in character. I will not stop to read the testimony, but I will 
incorporate it in my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per- 
mission is granted. ; 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Senator McComas. Have there been many polygamous marriages 
lately? Of course polygamous marriages are forbidden, and it is diffi- 
cult to ascertain whether there have been. 


Mr. Powers. If there are any polygamous marriages at the present 
time, my opinion is they are sporadic cases. 


Judge McCarty, a Gentile and chief justice of the supreme 
bench of the State, testified to substantially the same thing, that 


there were only about a dozen or so of such cases. He further 
testified that it was his opinion that when the manifesto came 
there would be fanatics in the church whom no law and no 
church rule could keep from engaging in this kind of offense, 
and he expected there would be an occasional case of this 
character. Judge McCarty testified that the people who had 
violated the law in that respect were fugitives from justice. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. What town is that to which you refer? 

Mr. McCarry. That is Monroe. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. So that there polygamy is practically extinct? 

Mr. McCarry. Yes; and what can be said of Monroe can be d 
of most other towns in the State. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Most other towns in the State? 

Mr. McCarry. Yes. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. You think the increase [decrease], as you say, has 
been phenomenal? 

Mr. McCarry. It is only a matter of a short time until it will dis- 
appear, provided there are no new marriages. . 

r. ORTHINGTON. That is what I was ing to ask you about. 
From your knowledge—and when I speak of knowledge I mean that 
gained by general reputation—what is the fact as to whether there are 
new plural pea in any considerable de; 

Mr. McCarry. It is rumored that there have been a few—some few, 
a dozen or more. 

Mr. WorTHINGTON. As a general thing they are comparatively few— 
the rumors of recent plural marriages? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; very few. The people contracting them are 
keeping 1 si well under cover. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Are they not as a general thing out of the State? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; they are out of the State. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Fugitives from justice? 

Mr. McCarty. In Alberta, Canada, or down in Mexico. 

s * * * + 


s * 

My view is this: Knowing and haying lived in a Mormon commu- 
nity all my life; having associated with them and worked with them— 
in fact, it was the only community that I had associated with, with the 
exception that there were a few Gentiles interspersed throughout the 
entire State—I knew there were a great many fanatics on this question 
of polygamy, and I believed that some of them would still hold out, no 
matter what the heads of the church would say or do, and that they 
would insist upon living, as they termed it, their religion, and that 
there would probably be occasionally a case of polygamy. That was 
the way I regarded the situation, and, as I have already suggested, that 
there would be an occasional violation of the law against unlawful 
cohabitation and occasionally a child born. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, as I say, the apostles who 
were guilty of this thing were removed from their offices in the 
church, and they are to-day fugitives from justice beyond the 
jurisdiction of the United States. When that action of the 
church was taken the Salt Lake Herald,a Gentile newspaper pub- 
lished at Salt Lake, which has always been opposed to the prac- 
tice of polygamy, had the following editorial upon the subject: 


A STEP FORWARD. 


One of the most notable of the Mormon Church conferences concluded 
its session on Sunday with the resignation of two a tles and the ap- 
pointment of three new members of the quorum. Lost significant of 
the conference acts was the retirement of Apostles Cowley and Taylor, 
who have been conspicuous in the public eye by their evasion of the 
summons to testify before the Smoor committee of the Senate. Their 
retirement is ificant because it is accepted as an evidence that the 
church authorities were disssatisfied with their failure to appear before 
the committee as well as with their disobedience of the manifesto of 
President Woodruff which forbade church members to take plural wives 
or 5 plural 3 

While no detailed explanation of the abdication is made, these are 
the reasons generally accepted as the basis of the official announcement 
that Cowley and Taylor were “out of harmony” with their quorum. 
Although the critics of the church will not concede any good motive in 
the action of the authorities, there is no doubt but that the discipline 
of the two recalcitrant apostles will be taken by the country generally 
as an evidence of good faith and a desire to enforce the laws of the 
church against further polygamous marriages. Whether their retire- 
ment was méant to influence the decision in the case of Senator SMOOT, 
as his opponents affect to believe, or whether it was a matter of church 
discipline alone, it must produce a favorable impression throughout the 
country as well as here in Utah, where the public is familiar with the 
circumstances ading up to the climax. 

That the action is approved by members and nonmembers of the 
church here goes without saying. Messrs. Cowley and Taylor were 
charged with what amounted to flagrant defiance of civil and chush 
laws since the manifesto. They were wanted as witnesses before the 
Senate, but choose to evade service and thus defy the Federal authori- 
ties. That they have been disciplined ought to be sufficient proof that 
the church means to compel observance of the manifesto and compel re- 
spect for legal authority so far as lies in its power. ` 

There are doubtless those who will be dissatisfied with any action the 
church may take short of absolute submission to the men who have 
sought to control it politically for their own ends; but the general pub- 
lic, which is interested only in the settlement of the contentions that 
have torn the State into factions, will recognize in this change a lon; 
step in advance, one calculated to win friends for the church and cur 
those nigh officials who have betrayed it Py refusal to recognize the 
binding force of the law, ecclesiastical as well as civil. 


Mr. President, every one of these men who has taken a plural 
wife since the manifesto, in addition to being a violator of the 
law, is an enemy of his own people, who has done them a more 
grievous wrong than any open and ayowed opponent could pos- 
sibly do, because he has set them in a false light before the 
country and compelled every one of them, in the eyes of a 
large portion of the American people, to share the shame of his 
lawlessness. Such a man has not only broken the law of the 
land and the law of the church, but he has broken his own 
pledges, if not expressly, at least impliedly, and none the less 


solemnly given to the nation. As I say, there can be no word 
of toleration uttered for that kind of an individual. If I had 
my way, every one of them would be in jail serying out the 
extreme penalty of the law; and, Mr. President, in my deliber- 
ate judgment, that is the feeling and the sentiment of the vast 
majority of the Mormon people themselves. The Mormon peo- 
ple are opposed to polygamy being restored. The Mormon peo- 
ple themselves are opposed to these violations of law. I have 
a number of extracts from the testimony upon that subject, and, 
with the permission of the Senate, I will incorporate them in 
my remarks without stopping to read them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per- 
mission is granted. 

The extracts referred to are as follows: 

Mr. Booth, already referred to, testified as follows: 


I wish to say in that connection that I have among my acquaintances 
many prominent young Mormons, politicians and others, about my age 
and younger, and I have heard many of them say, with great emphasis, 
that if they believed the church sanctioned any plural marriages since 
the manifesto, they. would leaye the church immediately; that they 
would not continue as members of the church if the manifesto should 
be violated by the officers of the church. I believe them to be just as 
sincere as men can be sincere. 


Mr. J. C. Lynch, a resident of Salt Lake City, also a Gentile, 
testified : 


Mr. Van Corr. What is your opinion as to the sentiment among 
young Mormons with respect to the perpetuation of polygamy? 
Mr. Lyncu. Their opinion is that they want to do away with It. 


Mr. A. A. Noon, a Gentile resident of Provo, said: 


Mr. Noon. The young ple that I talked with, and my family, and 
we talk occasionally, and most of my family—our — and the 
are around amongst the young women more or less—from my knowl- 
edge and information and impressions, gained from remarks casually 
now and again, they do not indorse anything of the kind. They are 

lad to get rid of it. They consider it an incubus. They are glad it 

s gone, 


Mr. John P. Meakin, a Gentile, testified : 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. What have you ascertained as to the feeling of 
the Mormon people on the subject of polygamy of late years? 

Mr. Meakin. Well, I have entered into conversation very much with 
the people, and I find that they are all very pleased that polygamy 
is a thing of the past; and they welcome the emancipation from_the 
system. I speak not only for the young Mormons, but for the middle- 
a, . It is a matter of general pleasure, or rejoicing, that it is 
being obliterated. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. What would you think, from your knowledge, 
obtained in this way, would be the effect if the president of the church 
should undertake now to promulgate a new revelation, reestablishing 


polygamy in Utah? 
Mr. Meakin. Knowing the men, I think it is rather a question that 
is not supposable; but I do not believe that the people of Utah would 


stand for it a minute. 

oy WORTHINGTON. I speak of the Mormon people. 
mean 

Mr. MEAKIN. I am speaking of the Mormon people. 


Mr. Cole, a Gentile, testified : 


Mr. Van Corr. In going over Boxelder County, and from what you 
know there since you have been in office, I will ask you whether, in your 
opinion, the sentiment is for polygamy or against it? 

Mr. Cote. Oh, it is against it, 8 Everywhere that I have 
ever been, or anything have ever hea spoken of, it is certainly 
against polygamy. 

Mr. Van Corr. How is it with the younger element—the younger 
generation? 

Mr. Cote. Well, they in 

Mr. Van Corr. How is 


Is that what you 


articular are against polygamy. 
t with Mormons who are more advanced in 
years since the manifesto? 


Mr. Coxe. I have not heard that matter discussed very much. I do 
not know that there are any persons there—I never heard a person 
express himself in favor of polygamy since I have been in Utah. 


Judge James A. Miner; former supreme court judge and a 
Gentile, testified : 


Mr. Wortnincrox. What have you observed as to the feeling of the 
Mormons themselves as to this subject of polygamy? 

Mr. Miner. The younger class of Mormons are, I think, very much 
opposed to it. 

r. WORTHINGTON. Do you find that to be well-nigh universal among 
them? 

Mr. Miner. I think it is. 

Mr. WorrnHixeton. What would you say would be the future of 
polygamy in that respect, without reference to any law on that subject? 

Mr. Mixer. I think in time, when these old people who are now in 
polygamy die off, it will entirely end. That has been my hope. 

* = * * * + * 

I have noticed another thing. Since the manifesto we have had Mor- 
mon jurors. Before that we had no Mormon jurors. The marshals 
would select Gentiles to the exclusion of Mormons. But after the mani- 
festo we commenced having Mormon jurors instead of all Gentiles, and 
I found that in many cases a Mormon jury would convict anyone for 
adultery or unlawful cohabitation quite as well as a Gentile—that is, 
the feeling kept growing in that direction. And so far as the viola- 
tion of the marital obligation is concerned, the Mormon pre would 
convict a man who broke it as readily as a Gentile, and I think more 
so. They seem to have a feeling against Mormons who would violate 
that obligation, and I think among that class of young people there is 
more virtue than among almost any other class. 


Elias A. Smith, bank cashier and business man, testified : 


Mr. Vax Corr. Calling attention to any rumors that you may have 
heard regarding alleged plural marriages since the m. ‘esto, I should 


like to know what is your position, and the position generally taken by 
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the young Mormons on that question, and by all the Mormons en that 
question ? 

Mr. SMITH. The position of the members of the Mormon Church is 
ener it is in violation of the spirit of the manifesto and contrary to the 
aw. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Having plural wives. 

Mr. Smiru. Taking plural wives; and I have yet to talk with a Mor- 
mon who approves of it; and in every instance where I have talked 
with them it has been disapproved of in very strong terms. 


Maj. Richard W. Young, a Mormon, and prominent in social 
and business circles, testified as follows: 


Mr. Van Corr. What is the sentiment of the Mormon people regarding 
the entering into polygamy since the manifesto? 

Mr. Youna. It is decidedly hostile. 

Mr. Van Corr. What would you say as to whether the mere Issuance 
of the manifesto created a sentiment against lygamy, or whether 
3 was the mere expression of a sentiment already existing 

a 

Mr. Younc. I should say that it was the result both of a sentiment 
and the creation of a sentiment—an additional sentiment. 

Mr. Van Corr. What are your own views as to whether it is right to 
practice polygamy, since the manifesto? 

Mr. Youna. I believe it is not right. 


Mr. Charles De Moisy, a Gentile and a former resident of 
Provo, Utah, testified : : 


Mr. Van Corr. What is the sentiment among the Mormons as to new 
polygamous marriages since the manifesto, and what is the sentiment 
also of the younger Mormons as to polygamy? 

Mr. De Morsy. I think there is a growing sentiment—I have noticed 
it for some time—not only among the younger, but among a good many 
other Mormons, that they are opposed to the practice of polygamy ; not 
only opposed to the marriage, but opposed to the unlawful cohabitation. 


Mr. John W. Hughes, a newspaper man of wide experience in 
Utah, also a Gentile, testified as follows : 


Mr. Hens. The Mormon people generally are as much against new 
polygamous marriages as the Gentiles, I believe. as a rule, especially 
the younger Mormons that I meet, I meet a good many of the younger 
oy ary and they are absolutely against it. They would not tol- 
erate it. 


Mrs. W. H. Jones, a resident of Salt Lake City, testified : 


Mrs. Jones. I have talked to a great many. I have traveled over 
the State a great deal with my husband in his business and in our out- 
ings, and I have talked with a great many, especially of the younger 
Mormons, on that subject. They have been very much opposed to it. 
In 2185 some of them have said to me that they would like to be called 
on a jury. 

The CHAIRMAN. Like to be what? 

Mrs. Jones. Called on a jury, to convict a man who might be ar- 
rested for going into polygamy since the manifesto. 


Mr. Frank B. Stephens, a Gentile lawyer and former city at- 
torney of Salt Lake City, testified: 


Mr. STEPHENS. So far as plural marriages, additional marriages, 
are concerned, the sentiment is unanimously against them, both Mor- 
mon and Gentile. 

The general feeling is that no punishment could be too severe to be 
visited either upon the solemnizing officer or the contracting parties, 
and it is very much more pronounced in the matter of additional mar- 
1 oS than it is upon unlawful cohabitation. 

fhe reason is obvious. Unlawful cohabitation will cease when these 
men die, if there are no more plural marriages; but if there are more 

ao 5 the institution will be continuous and the situation 
ntolerable. 

Mr. Van Corr. Is that the sentiment among the Mormons themselves 
in regard to it? 

Mr. STEPHENS. It is. I have never heard anything but words of 
condemnation for one who would solemnize a plural marriage, or for 
. party. It is regarded as the grossest breach of good 
aith. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. You mean since the manifesto? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Since the manifesto. 

* * b $ e * a 


Senator FORAKER. What is your judgment as to plural marriages? 
I 1 you to have expressed one, but I want you to express it 
again. 

Mr. STEPHENS. As to whether there will be more? 

Senator Foraker. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think they would be just as rare as bigamy among 
people generaily. Oh, I would not say quite as rare as that; very 
rare. It would be only in the case of an utter fanatic, who would 
8 impose upon the officiating officer in order to get a plural 
wife. . 
Senator Foraker. But there will be no trouble to prosecute in such 
cases? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Not the slightest. 

Senator Foraker. In cases of that kind? 

Mr. STEPHENS. No. If I were district attorney, I would be willing 
to*submit a case of that kind to a jury of Mormons, 

Senator Foraker. To a jury of Mormons? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would, so far as that is concerned. I feel the sen- 
timent is so general—that the contracting of new plural marriages is 
so generally execrated both by Mormons and Gentiles, 


Mr. Martin, previously quoted, testified : 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. From your acquaintance with the Mormon peo- 
ple in the State, have you learned anything as to their position in 
reference to this matter of polygamy—the younger people especially? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; I have discussed it a good deal with them, being 
among them and with them in the campaign. They all expressed 
bein against it—as glad that the church stopped it, and are 
against it. 


On this subject Mr. Whitecotton testified as follows: 


Mr. Vax Cort. In traveling over the State, and in your acquaint- 
ancg with the Mormon people, I will ask you to state what you have 
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found to be their sentiment now in regard to the practice of polyg- 
amy—that is, I mean the contracting of new polygamous marriages 

Mr. Warrecorron, I think the decided sentiment of the Mormon 
people in Utah is hostile to polygamy. 

All of those quoted above are Gentiles except Mr. Smith and 
Major Young, and all are reliable and trustworthy persons of 
long residence in the State. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. So much for polygamy and polygamous 
cohabitation. There have been two complaints which have 
been most strenuously urged by the opponents of the Mormon 
Church—polygamy and church interference in political affairs. 
I have already discussed the former, and I shall now direct 
the attention of the Senate to the remaining one of these propo- 
sitions. That these complaints were well founded in the past 
I have no doubt; but the Senate is interested in knowing what 
the conditions are now, and we are only concerned with past 
conditions to the extent that they may reflect light upon the 
present. 

When the Mormon pioneers, in 1847, went to Utah their moye- 
ment possessed all the characteristics of a religious exodus. 
They met suffering and hardships and dangers at the hands of 
savage men and savage nature with a courage born of religious 
exaltation. The story of their pathetic march into the wildet- 
ness and of their early sufferings and hardships has few par- 
allels in the history of pioneer struggles. 

To them Brigham Young was more than the leader of their 
expedition. Ile was the new Moses pointed out by the finger 
of God to lead them through many perils to the promised land. 
With serene confidence in his God-given ability to conduct them 
in safety they followed him into the unknown with song and 
prayer. 

In the beginning it is probable that they did not feel the need 
of a civil government at all. They were of one faith. Their 
religion was their main consideration. Everything else was of 
subordinate importance. When they established a civil goy- 
ernment their religious leaders became the ‘civil officers. As 
time went on the rule of the church became more and more pro- 
nounced. The disposition of the leaders to advise, counsel. and 
direct, and that of the people to accept direction, counsel, and 
advice in all things, grew stronger and stronger as time went 
on. In those days the government in Utah was a_ virtual 
theocracy. There was a practical union of church and state. 
In this document that I have called attention to before by 
Captain Stansbury, at page 131, there is a somewhat graphic 

description of this situation, which I desire to read: 


While, however, there are all the exterior evidences of a government 
strictly temporal, it can not be concealed that it is so intimately 
blended with the spiritual administration of the church that it would 
be impossible to separate the one from the other. The first civil gov- 
ernor under the constitution of the new State, elected by the people, 
was the president of the church, Brigham Young; the Neutenant-goy- 
ernor was his first ecclesiastical counselor, and the secretary of state 
his second counselor, these three individuals forming together the 
“ presidency " of the church. The bishops of the several wards who, 
by virtue of their office in the church, had exercised not only a spirit- 
ual but a temporal authority over the several districts assigned to 
their charge, were appointed, under the civil organization, to be jus- 
tices of the peace, and were supported in the discharge of their duties 
not only by the civil Bower, but by the whole spiritual authority of 
the church also. This intimate connection of church and state seems 
to pervade everything that is done, The supreme power in both being 
lodged in the hands of the same individuals, it is difficult to separate 
their two official characters and to determine whether, in one instance, 
they act as spiritual or merely temporal officers. 

And so he proceeds. I will incorporate the rest of it, if the 
Senate please, without reading further. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

In the organization of the civil government nothing could be more 

natural than that, the whole people being of one faith, they should 
choose for functionaries to carry it into execution those to whom they 
had been in the habit of deferring as their inspired guides and by 
whom they had been led from a land of persecution into this far-off 
wilderness, which, under their lead, was already beginning to blossom 
like the rose. Hence came the insensible blending of the two authori- 
ties, the principal functionaries of the one holding the same relative 
positions under the other. Thus, the bishop, in case of a dispute be- 
tween two members of the church, would interpose his spiritual nu- 
thority as bishop for its adjustment, while in differences between those 
not subject to the spiritual jurisdiction and who could not be made 
amenable to church discipline, he would act in the magisterial ca- 
acity conferred upon him by the constitution and civil laws of the 
Btate Thus the control of the affairs of the onon remained in the 
same hands, whether under church or State organization, and these 
hands were, in a double capacity, those into which the constituents 
had, whether as citizens or as church members, themselyes chosen to 
confide it. (From Stansbury’s Expedition to the Valley of the Great 
Salt Lake, 1852, p. 132.) 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Government of the United States 
itself gave unconscious credit to the situation by appointing 
and reappointing as governor of the Territory the spiritual 
head of the church, Brigham Young himself. In 1870 the Gen- 
tiles who had gathered in that Territory, though very few in 
number, organized what was called the “ Liberal party.” It 


had for its object the overthrow of polygamy and church in- 
terference in governmental matters. The Mormon people in 
opposition had a party called the “ People’s party.” These two ` 
parties were purely prochurch and antichurch in character. 
In the Liberal party there were no Mormons; in the People’s 
party there were no Gentiles. The fight which ensued and 
which lasted for the next twenty years was of the bitterest 
possible description. In 1891 the “ People’s party,“ so called, 
was disbanded, and the Democratic and Republican parties 
were organized throughout the Territory. Prior to that time, 
however, beginning probably as early as 1886, there became 
manifest a growing restlessness and dissatisfaction on the part 
of the younger men in the church, and some of the older ones 
as well, with reference to this condition of affairs. There be- 
gan to be demands that the church should give up polygamy, 
and that a system of politics should be inaugurated in the 
ue in harmony with that which existed in other communi- 
es. 

As illustrative of this, in 1888 a number of young men of the 
church organized a Democratic party, which was called in de- 
rision the “ Sage Brush Democracy,” but which name they after- 
wards adopted in earnest themselves. This party nominated a 
candidate for Delegate in Congress and conducted a campaign 
against both of the old parties, In 1890 there occurred another 
instance. I happened to be living in the town of Provo, where 
Senator Smoor then resided and now resides. I was nomi- 
nated as the candidate for mayor of the Liberal party. A num- 
ber of the younger men in the church revolted against the 
People’s Party and supported my candidacy. Among the lead- 
ers in that revolt was Senator Reep Smoor himself. 

Since 1891 it has been charged, and there is some testimony 
in the record tending to show, that there has been interfer- 
ence on the part of some of the high officials of the church in 
political matters, I am not going to review the instances which 
are referred to, because, in the first place, I have not the time, 
and, in the second place, in view of the general statement which 
I shall make, it does not seem to me important to do so. Many 
of the instances which are mentioned by these witnesses are 
based wholly upon rumor and hearsay, which is always an 
unsafe kind of testimony. Some of them are absolutely dis- 
proven; but there still remain some cases, and, in my judgment, 
there have been some instances since the division on national 
party lines where high officials of the Mormon Church haye 
interfered in political matters. 

But the great and important fact to me—and it seems to me 
it ought to be also to the Senate—is that while there have been 
occasional instances of this kind there has been a steady im- 
provement in that direction; and my deliberate judgment is 
tbat since 1900 there has been no instance of that kind in the 
State of Utah at all. I do not mean to say that some president 
of a stake or some bishop in some outlying locality may not 
have. done something; but, so far as the leaders of the church 
are concerned, since 1900 there has been, to my mind, no well- 
authenticated case of interference. 

Some reference has been made to the city election of 1903, 
when Mr. Knox, candidate on the Republican ticket, was de- 
feated, and it was claimed that that was due to the interference 
of the church, The testimony is overwhelming, to the effect 
that it was not due to that at all. It was charged that Mr. 
Knox was nominated in the convention by improper and corrupt 
methods. It was insisted that delegates in the convention hed 
been purchased, and there was a general revolt against those 
kinds of methods. I do not think that Mr. Knox himself was 
charged with having been a party to those transactions; but 
those charges were made, and there was a very bitter feeling in 
the Republican party with reference to them, and Mormons and 
Gentiles alike revolted and voted against Mr. Knox’s candidacy. 

Judge Charles S. Zane, who was one of the judges all through 
the prosecution of these polygamy cases, and who certainly can 
not be charged with being in any manner under the control 
of the Mormon Church, was one of the men who fought Mr. 
Knox's candidacy, and did it openly. O. J. Salisbury, a Gentile 
and national committeeman, was another, There were scores 
of prominent Gentiles who did the same. So I might go on with 
these other instances in the testimony as to the facts. But I 
will incorporate some extracts from four or five witnesses to 
the effect that since the present head of the church has been 
president he has not only kept out of politics himself, but he 
has kept the church out of politics; and my observation as to 
what has been going on in that State during the last five or 
six years—and it has been a somewhat close observation— 
leads me to believe that that is true. Since that president has 
been at the head of the church the church and the president of 
the church have been kept out of politics, 

There has been an advange in other respects. 


Mr. President, 
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I will ask to incorporate in my remarks, without reading, some 
extracts from the testimony of Judge Powers, Judge McCarty, 
Mr. Cole, Mr. Candland, and. Mr. Stephens with reference to 
this advance, and also some extracts with reference to Presi- 
dent Smith having kept out of polities. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per- 
mission is granted. 

The testimony referred to is as follows: 

Judge Powers testified : 


Mr. Powers. Well, there has been progress made that to me is, in 
view of the conditions that existed prior to that time, somewhat sur- 
prising as well as satisfactory. For instance, along about 1892 and 
prior to that time, and after that, but not to so great an extent, it was 
not an unusual thing; in fact, it was expected by those living in Utah 
that at the religious meetings held on penny nights preceding the 
election there would be political talks, and an indication given by the 
tenor of those talks as to how the people should vote. Now, we do not 
have those Sunday night talks just prior to the election. Of course we 
still have an editorial in the Deseret Evening News on the Saturday 

receding the elections, generally, that we look for, but we do not have 

ose talks. The ple have progressed politically. They have pro- 
gressed socially. he bitterness that was so intense between Mormons 
and Gentiles that it is hard to describe it, has in a great measure 
oe away, although it exists, unfortunately, to some extent yet. 

ke it socially. Prior to 1892 I do not know that any Mormons were 
members of the Alta Club, the leading social club of that city. At the 
present time there are Mormon members of that club, and as I say 
there has been an advance. 

Mr. Van Corr. What have you to say, in your judgment, as to the 
honesty and sincerity of the Mormon men and women? 

Mr. Powers. I believe the Mormon men and women are as honest 
and as sincere—I am speaking of the great mass of the people now— 
as any other people on earth. * 


Judge McCarty testified : 


Mr. McCarry. I say the Mormon people, if they were to combine, 
would have the absolute control of the State and could nominate whom- 
soever they desire. They could exclude every Gentile from the ticket 
if they were so on Realizing that they have this power, Gen- 
tiles are somewhat cautious about their candidacy, or somewhat appre- 
hensive until they know whether there is going to be a fight against 
them or not. Now, I think a great deal too much prominence is given 
the church in these matters. do not think the church is taking or 
has been in the last few campaigns taking the active part that has 
been attributed to the church: but candidates usually want to know 
whether there is going to be a fight made against them, realizing that if 
the church so desires or the people who compose it they could defeat 
them. A great many of them, I understand, have solicited and gone 
and conversed with the first presidency and others, but those Gentiles 
have proved to be generally the weakest candidates that have been 
placed on the ticket. 

Senator Dusois. But they are anxious, are they not; they are solic- 
itous to find out whether the church is going to oppose them or whether 
they, will favor their candidacy? 

r. McCarry. Yes. Owing to this continual agitation there and rec- 
ognizing that the church is a factor that must be reckoned with, there 
is always an air, an atmosphere of uncertainty in every campaign. 

Senator Dunors. What, in your judgment and in the judgment of men 
like you, is now and has always n the greater evil there, polygamy 
or church dictation in politics? 

Mr. McCarry. Well, I do not know of any direct church dictation 
in politics. Of course I have always thought that this question of 
polygamy has been used a great d as a mask with which to attack 
the church for supposed or alleged interferences, and so forth, in those 
matters. ‘The only instance thät I know of in the way of church in- 
terference, if it could be called such, was the Thatcher episode. 


Mr. Samuel N. Cole, Gentile, of Corinne, Utah, testified as 
follows: 


Mr. Van Corr. How did you hold up in your vote with the Republi- 
can Mormons on the same ticket? 

Mr. Colx. I ran right along with them, as near as I could make out, 
with the exception of this Petersen on the Democratic ticket against 
me. He was a Brigham ae man. That is the greatest vote that is 
cast, at Brigham City. In his ward, the ward he lives in, I understand 
he ran a little ahead, but outside of that I ran with the ticket, right 
through the county. 

Mr. Van Corr. Did you run a little ahead of your own ticket in 
Corinne precinct, where you live? 

e 


Mr. COLE. Yes; a little. 

‘Mr. Van Corr. While you have lived in Boxelder County, have you 
seen any interference on behalf of the Mormon Church with the politics 
of the ple or of the voters of either party? 

Mr. Core. No; I have not. x 

Mr. Vax Corr. How have you found the Republican Mormons and 
the Democratic Mormons in regard to being independent in politics? 

Mr. Cote. You mean whether they stay by the ticket? 

Mr. VAN Corr. Yes. 

Mr. Coie. I believe they will, certainly. There is no question about 
vee They stay by the ticket in our county as well as any people 

now. 

Mr. Van Corr. Calling attention to the time that you have been in 
Utah, what is your opinion as to the manner in which the Gentiles 
have been treated in the Mormon county you refer to, namely, Box- 
elder County, in regard to offices and officers? 

Mr. COLE. Well, they have been treated real well. The fact of 
the matter is, I can't notice where they make any distinction. Of 
eourse, there are generally some Mormons on the ticket. In fact, 
there are always some Mormons on the ticket, but there is a_big 
majority of Mormons in the county. There are always some Gen- 
tiles on the ticket ever since I have been there. 

Mr. Van Corr. Are the principal affairs of the county administered 
by what are called county commissioners?” 

Mr. COLE. Yes. 

Mr. Van Corr. Is one of them a Gentile? 

Mr. COLE. We have one a Gentile, one a Mormon, and one that seems 
to be neither one, I believe. 

MI. Van Corr. The Gentile that is known as a Gentile—does he 
belong to any church? 

Mr. COLE. Yes; I think he is a Baptist. 


Mr. Van Cort. Do you know whether this is his first term? 

Mr. Coty. No; this was his second term. He was elected last fall 
to his second term. 
Van Cort. How did he go along with his comrades on the Re- 


publican ticket? Did he hold up with them? 
Mr. COLE. He held ht up with the ticket everywhere as near as 
z — make out. I inquired into it a little just to see how it was run- 


Mr. Candland, Mormon, of Mount Pleasant, Utah, testified : 


Mr. VAN Corr. Calling your attention now to politics, what is your 
opinion as to the independence of the Mormon people in voting? 
Mr. CANDLAND. I know that they are independent, judging others 


from myself. 
Mr. Van Corr. Well, from your observation? 
Mr. CANDLAND. My observation has been that they voted as they 
any interference; that they would brook no inter- 


leased, without 
erence. 

Mr. Van Corr. Now, in the actual conduct of litical campaigns, 
have there been Gentiles elected over Mormons in that county? 

Mr. CANDLAND. In some instances, yes. 3 

Mr. Van Corr. Will you give a few of them, please? 

Mr. CANDLAND. I remember where bishops or presidents of stakes 
haye been on the ticket and have been defeated by Gentiles who were 
quite bitter anti-Mormon at times. I remember that Mr. J. D. P: 
was el to the constitutional convention over Mr. C. N. Lund, a 
very prominent Mormon, who was a Democrat. 

Mr. VAN Corr. Any others? 

Mr. CANDLAND. I know that Mr. George Christensen, a member of the 
stake presidency, has been repeatedly defeated by Gentiles. If you 
like. I can give you several instances, 

Mr. Van Corr. I would like you to name a few more. ` 

Mr. CANDEAND. In 1895, I think—I am not quite positive as to that 
year; it was a city election—Mr. Andrew Neilson, a Gentile Republican, 
was elected over Bishop Lund, a Democrat, for justice of the ace. 
In 1902 Mr. A. L. Larsen, a Republican, was elected over George 
Christensen, of the stake presidency, for superintendent of schools. 

Mr. Van Corr. What was Larsen? 

Mr. CANDLAND. Larsen was a Mormon, I think: I am not positive 
as to that. I never knew whether he was a Mormon or not. 

Mr. VAN Corr. All right. 

Mr. CaNDLAND. In 1902 Mr. Owen, a Mormon holding no particular 
office, was elected over Mr. Petersen Mattson, of the stake presidency, 
for justice of the peace. In 1903 Mr. Bowman, a Gentile, was nomi- 
nated for mayor over Mr. Mattson, and he was elected over George 
Christensen, a member of the stake presidency, for the office of mayor. 
That year we also elected two Republican councilors—one of them was 
the principal of a Presbyterian high school—over Mormons, 


Mr. Stephens testified : 


Mr. STEPHENS. I would say that there are various kinds of church 
influence. There is, first, the influence which any man I would 
say “influence” without saying “church.’’ There is, first, the influ- 
ence that any man has who is 5 in the community and whose 
judgment is respected by those who know him; and when it comes 
to a church, if he is a member of a church, undoubtedly he would 
have an additional influence among the members of that church by 
reason of being a member; and that would be true in the Mormon 
Church, and, perhaps, to some extent a little greater than in the other 
churches. I would call that, perhaps, legitimate church influence. 
That is the natural influence which follows from a man's standing in 
the community. If, however, a question came up which involved the 
interest of the Mormon Church, I would say, for instance, take the 
election of 1900, when the question of protection was quite promi- 
nent, and the Mormon Church is interested in the sugar business— 
I think if the leaders of the church would go out and say “ We feel 
that our interest is in having the protective tariff continued,” it would. 
have great weight; and I would Tr. it, I think, to the influence of 
a manufacturer who would say to his workmen, “I can not dictate to 
you how you shall vote, but I think our interests lie this ways“ and I 
think it would have its influence. 

I think there are probably 25 per cent of the Mormon voters who 
could be swung one way or the other, and possibly might be, where 
there was something vital that came up. 

Mr. VAN Corr. You think that 75 per cent are beyond any kind of 
influence at all? 


Mr. STEPHENS. No; I would not say that they were ond any kind 
of infiuence at all. I do not think any man is beyond any kind of 
influence. 

Mr. VAN Corr. You mean 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would say this: I believe the t majority of 


the members of the Mormon Church are opposed to church domination 
in politics and want it to be a thing of the past. They are very much 
opposed to it, and resent it, I think. 

r. VAN Corr. And 

Mr. STEPHENS. Excuse me. 

Mr. Van Corr. Proceed. I thought you had finished. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I was going to say, I think if the first presidency 
should openly advocate or dictate to the poopie how they should vote 
it would be resented and sat down upon. I think, as I said, that their 
5 would have weight in matters which affect the church or its 
interests, 

Mr. VAN Corr. Now, referring to the practical side of voting, what 
1 you noticed in regard to Mormon voters being independent in 

cs? 
a STEPHENS. You mean with reference to yoting for a Gentile? 

Mr. Van Corr. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Where a Mormon was on the ticket? 

Mr. VAN Corr. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS. A case simply of two men—a Mormon on one side 
and a Gentile on the other? 


Yes. 

In cases of that kind they are loyal to the ticket. I 
when Judge Morse was a candidate for city attorney 
against me that was quite apparent. He and I analyzed the vote 
together with that idea in view. I think a Mormon votes for a Gen- 
tile, where there is nothing else to influence him, just as readily as he 
would vote for a Mormon, and possibly In some cases more readily than 
a Gentile would vote for a Mormon. s 

s = + . * s = 


Mr. Van Corr. You have expressed yourself along the line from the 
time you went to Utah 1 the present, in a general way. What is 
your opinion now, after mt of fourteen years, as to the 


Mr. STEPHENS. 
think at the time 
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result that has been attained up to this time in the solution of the diffi- 
culties that have existed In Utah? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think the progress has been very satisfactory. 

Mr. WORTHIXGTON. I should like to ask a question or two 

Mr. STEPHENS. Just a moment, Colonel Worthington, on 
of church influence. 

do not want to be understood as saying that there have not been 
some notable instances of what I would term “church influence,” but 
I will say they are deprecated, and we very strongly disapprove of any- 
one seeking it, whether it be a Mormon or Gentile. * 

Mr. Van Corr. What is the feeling of the Mormon people themselves 
on that point? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think they resent it fully as strongly as do the 
Gentiles. It was promised them that they should be independent in 
politics when the manifesto was issued, and when we divided upon 
party lines, and I think that having tried their wings they do not want 


them clipped. 
. . * * La * 


. 
Mr. Arthur Pratt, a Gentile, testified : 


Mr. Van Corr. What is your opinion as to the sincerity of Joseph 
F. 1 18 keep the church out of politics, and his resolution to ac- 
complish it? 8 
r. Pratr. I think it has been his intention from the first, from 

the time that he assumed the reins of government—that is, his posi- 
tion as president of the church. 

Mr. Van Corr. Yes. 

Mr. Prarr. That it has been his intention, and that he has directly 
followed it, to keep the church out of politics. 
s b . s = 


the matter 


* = 


The CHAIRMAN. I want to ask you one question. I understand you 
to say “ When the present president, Mr. Smith, took the reins of gov- 
ernment.” When was that? you remember? 

Mr. PRATT. I think about three years ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. In 1901? 

Mr. PRATT. Yes; I think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Since that time, since he took the reins of goyern- 
ment, he has attempted to keep the church ‘out of politics? 

Mr. Pratt. I think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. How was it before? 

Mr. Pnarr. Well, as far as he was concerned 

The CHAIRMAN. I am speaking about the attitude of the church. 

Mr. Pratr. The head of the church? 

1 The CHAIRMAN. Les, and the attitude of the church previous to that 
me. 

. Well, I do not think they were as particular about It 

some years before that. p 

The CHAIRMAN. What do you mean by not being particular about it? 

Mr. Prarr. Well, I think there were a great many Gentiles who were 
seeking that infiuence, and I do not think President Snow was near as 
particular as President Smith has been. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before that time it was a factor in politics, I sup- 


pose. 

Mr. Prarr. I am inclined to think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. But since Mr. Smith has taken the reins of govern- 
ment there has been a change? 

Mr. Prarr. There has been a change; yes, sir. * 


Mr. II. M. Dougall, Gentile, of Springville, Utah, testified as 
follows: 


Mr. WortHIXGTON. Let me ask you, particularly during the last 
few years, since Joseph F. Smith became president of the organiza- 
tion, whether you have observed any indication at all that the church, 
as a church, has interfered in pouner 

Mr. DOUGALL. The reputation in our end of the country is that 
Joseph F. Smith keeps strictly out of politics. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. According to what you have learned by com- 
mon repute, is that true? 

Mr. DOUGALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. How do you find the Mormons as voters, so far 
as regards ert 3 by their party? 

Mr. DobdaLL. They usually stand pat. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. You can usually count upon a Mormon Repub- 
lican to vote the Republican ticket? 

Mr. DOUGALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. And a Mormon Democrat to vote the Democratic 
ticket ? 


Mr. Doveaty. Yes, sir. 
. * * * * . * 


Mr. W. P. O'Meara, a Gentile, testified: 


Mr. Van Corr. What is the sentim_nt there, and your own opinion, 
as to the sincerity of Joseph F. Smith to keep the church out of 

litics, to do eng with new polygamous marriages and to prohibit 
them, and also of his resolution and ability to execute what you be- 
lieve is his good faith in the matter? 

Mr. O'Meara. So far as Joseph F. Smith is concerned interfering in 

litics, I think it is generally understood that when Gentiles, or even 
Mormons, go to him for support they get anything but encouragement ; 
and as far as carrying out his own intentions is concerned, I have 
always found him in a business way—in the business I have had to do 
with him—a very fair, honest, and conscientious man. So far as 
carrying out the mandates of the church, of course I know nothing 
about that. 

Mr. Hughes testified : 


Mr. Vax Corr. Do you know Joseph F. Smith or do you know of him? 

Mr. Hanks. I know him by sight, and have known him for years. I 
never spoke to Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Van Corr. What is the sentiment among Gentiles as to whether 
he jis sincere in keeping the church out of politics? 

Mr. vans. The sentiment is that he is exceedingly sincere and 
very honest in that regard, and in all regards, in fact. They think he 
is a fanatic in religion, but very honest, and that he is determined to 
keep the church out of polities, and has done so since he has been presi- 
dent. That is a strong feeling among the Gentiles. 


Mr. Stephens testified : 


Senator OVERMAN. Will you tell me, Mr. Stephens, why it was that 
the church interfered in behalf of Kearns when he was elected and why 
they were not for him this time? Was there any reason? 

Mr. STEPHENS I can not say why President Snow, if he was for him, 
was for him; but at the present time there is a different president. 


President Smith is generally understood to be unfavorable to the church 
mixing in political affairs. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Now, in another respect the progress 
has been exceedingly satisfactory. In the constitutional con- 
vention which assembled in 1895, out of a total membership of 
107, there were 30 polygamists. In the first State legislature, 
out of a total membership of 63, there were 6 polygamists. © 
In 1899 there were 5 polygamists in the legislature. In 1903 
there were 3 polygamists, and in 1905, two years ago, there 
was only 1 polygamist, and in the present legislature, accord- 
ing to the information I have, which I think is reliable, al- 
though I do not absolutely vouch for it, there is no polyg- 
amist at all. 

The same progress is manifest in the church. It is true, as 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] said the other day, 
that when Senator Smoor was elected a member of the apos- 
tolate a majority of the apostles were polygamists. In 1896, 
out of the 15 who constitute the governing heads of the 
church—the presidency and the twelve apostles—there were 
only 3 monogamists. In 1900 a majority of them were polyg- 
amists, while to-day out of the 15 members there are only 5 
polygamists, while 10 are monogamists. 

The same radical change is to be seen in the subordinate offi- 
cers of the church. Out of something over 800 subordinate 
officials of the church, presidents of stakes and bishops, there 
were two years ago, when the testimony was given, only 53 
polygamists. There are to-day probably, according to my infor- 
mation, not to exceed about thirty-five. 

Mr. President, the Mormon Church, like eyery other church 
and eyery other thing in the universe, is subject to the law of 
evolution. I am glad to believe that in some way I do not un- 
derstand there is at the very heart of things some mighty power 
which silently and surely, if slowly, works for the exaltation 
and uplifting of all mankind. .I am not religious in the ordinary 
acceptation of the term; I have no patience with mere forms 
or mere creeds or mere ceremonies ; but I do believe with all the 
strength of my soul that “there is a power in the universe, not 
ourselves, which makes for righteousness.” I am an optimist 
in all things. I do not believe that the world is growing worse. 
I feel sure it is getting better all the time. 

I am no believer in the doctrine of the fall of man. Man has 
not fallen. He has risen and will rise. In the process of evolu- 
tion he has so far progressed that he is able to stand erect and 
look upward, but his feet are still upon the earth, and so while 
he sees the heights he ascends them only with slow and toil- 
some effort. But he does ascend. 

In that great masterpiece of imaginative writing, Les Misé- 
rables, the immortal Victor Hugo, with marvelous and con- 
summate skill, has traced for us the gradual uplifting of his 
principal character from a condition of sordid poverty and sin 
and misery and crime and vileness to a position of honor and 
trust and confidence and power for good and purity of life, and 
thence to his final apotheosis in an act of sublime self-sacrifice 
which challenges the profoundest admiration of our souls. To my 
mind the most magnificent figure in all the literature of fiction 
is that of Jean Valjean, not because he finally stood upon the 
heights, but because with infinite toil and struggle he came up- 
ward from the abyss. And so, in measuring the progress of 
any man, as it seems to me, the question is not so much upon 
what height does he stand as it is, How far has he climbed? I 
would apply the same test to a community. 

I do not say that conditions are perfect in Utah; they are 
not perfect anywhere; but I do say that conditions to-day are 
immeasurably better than they have eyer been before, and that, 
in my judgment, they will be better to-morrow than they are 
to-day. I do not claim that there are no evils among the people. 
Some remnants of the old objectionable conditions still exist. 
But I do claim that those evils are fewer in number and less in 
extent by far to-day than they have eyer been before, and, in my 
judgment, it will be but a short time until they are eradicated 
altogether. p 

A community, Mr. President, like an individual, does not 
overcome its bad habits without a struggle. Indeed, the strug- 
gie is more difficult because the number of individuals who are 
concerned, with their varying degrees of self-restraint and de- 
sire for reform and strength of purpose, renders the problem 
more complex. As with an individual, so with a community. 
There are the occasional lapses, the goings forward and the slip- 
pings back, the fallings down and the risings up, and, thank 
God, the same ultimate triumph if the resolution be sound at the 
core. 

Mr. President— 

I hold it truth, with him who sings 
To one clear harp in divers tones, 


That men pan r on stepping-stones 
Of their dead selves to higher things. 
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Upon stepping stones of its old self Utah has risen and will 
rise. We must not forget that the conditions of which the 
American people justly complained were nearly fifty years grow- 
ing the wrong way; they have been only fifteen years growing 
the right way, but the great and important and splendid fact 
is that they have been growing the right way. And I say’ to 
you, Mr. President, and to the Senate, and to the country, with 
what I believe to be the words of soberness and truth, that the 
people of that State are ridding themselves of these objection- 
able conditions just as rapidly and just as effectually as any 
far-sighted man, knowing the circumstances, could reasonably 
haye expected they would, and that we are to-day far beyond 
the slightest danger of any successful reactionary movement. 

And let me say further 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will it disturb the Senator if I ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I hope the Senator will make it as 
short as possible. I am very tired and am anxious to get 
through. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator said that the People’s Party and 
the Liberal party disbanded, and that the members of those 
parties joined the Republican and Democratie parties, which 
condition continued for a number of years. But is it not true 
that recently the Gentiles have been uniting again in Utah? 
In Salt Lake City, where the Senator lives, there is an Amer- 
ican party, and I understand 80 per cent of that party is com- 
posed of Republicans. That party has been organized, as I 
understand and as is understood out there, to protest against 
the domination of the Mormon Church in political affairs, to 
bring about a separation of church and state. 

I would be glad if the Senator would explain what his idea 
is in regard to the organization of this American partisan party 
and of the tendency of the Gentiles in Utah to revert to the old 
Liberal party. Is there any justification for it? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The American party was organized 
after my predecessor in the Senate, who came here, in my delih- 
erate judgment, partly as the result of the assistance given him 
by the then president of the Mormon Church—that is one of the 
instances of church interference that I have in mind—that party 
was organized after this, and after that ex-Senator had endeav- 
ored to get the help of the Mormon Church again and it had 
been refused. ‘There are Senators within the sound of my voice 
who know, or have every reason to believe, that what I say 
about it is true. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I hope the Senator will not interrupt 
me. Let me answer his question. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I beg pardon. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. When the ex-Senator, my predecessor— 
and I should not haye spoken of this but for the question of the 
Senator from Idaho—when that ex-Senator desired to come back 
to the Senate, according to the statements which are made in 
Utah, and which I haye no reason to doubt, he went to the 
present head of the church and sought his aid, and that presi- 
dent told him that he was not in polities, that the church was 
not in politics, and that neither of them would be dragged into 
politics by him. The head and front of the American party in 
Utah is ex-Senator Thomas Kearns, and the Salt Lake Tribune 
and the Salt Lake Telegram are his personal organs. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
further to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will yield for a question only. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I want to get through. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to ask the Senator if the most 
splendid Gentiles in Salt Lake do not belong to this party and 
if it is not the dominant party in Salt Lake? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That some of the most splendid Gen- 
tiles in Salt Lake do belong to that party I think is true. 
There are a great many Gentiles who have carried along their 
bitterness from the old days and who have always been waiting 
for an opportunity—they are unreconstructed and never will be 
reconstructed—to slap the Mormon Church, and they have taken 
advantage of this situation. They are good men, among the 
best citizens we haye there. The rank and file of the Ameri- 
can party are good people, but I say the leadership, the people 
responsible for the American party, are this man whom I have 
mentioned and his lieutenants. 

Mr. DUBOIS. To return 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not care to yield further. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah declines to 
yield further. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
this matter. 

The other branch of the question which the Senator asked me 
was whether they were not the dominant party. They are not 
the dominant party. At the last election there were in the 
neighborhood of 35,000 Gentile votes east 

Mr. DUBOIS. I said in Salt Lake City. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I say in Utah. I am not speaking of 
Salt Lake. I speak of Utah. The Gentiles in other parts of 
the State are just as good as the Gentiles in Salt Lake. Out of 
85,000 Gentile votes cast in the State of Utah, the American 
party cast 11,000. The American party did not elect a single 
candidate in Salt Lake County at the last election. Two 
years ago there was a division between Democrats and Re- 
publicans—this was the third party—and it slipped in be- 
tween and elected a city ticket. But at the last county 
election which we held there it did not elect a single man 
upon its ticket. The American party is growing less and 
less all the time. At the last school election, which was held 
in Salt Lake City within the last two or three months, it 
did not elect, although it had candidates in every precinct, a 
single candidate to the board of education. The American party 
is not the dominant party either in Salt Lake County or in the 
State of Utah. 

Mr. President, let me resume where I left off. I want to say 
further that any man who asserts—and I care not who he may 
be—that there is any feeling of hostility on the part of the peo- 
ple or any of the people of the State of Utah toward this Gov- 
ernment either speaks with inexcusable ignorance or he mis- 
states the facts. 

When the war broke out with Spain, and the call for volun- 
teers was made, Utah was among the first of all the States to 
respond. Mormons and Gentiles alike freely offered their sery- 
ices to their country. Mormons and Gentiles together marched 
away to the music of the same drum tap, with the same love 
and reverence for the flag, which floated impartially above them 
both and found equal loyalty beneath its folds. The Utah bat- 
teries—commanded by Maj. Richard W. Young, himself a Mor- 
mon, a grandson of Brigham Young, a graduate of West 
Point, and as brave and loyal and splendid a gentleman as ever 
wore the uniform of a soldier—won for themselves in the Phil- 
ippines a name of heroic and imperishable glory. Mormon and 
Gentile fought side by side in the swamps and the rice fields, 
and gave up their lives and lay with their silent white faces 
upturned to the pitiless sun of Luzon with the same patriotic 
devotion to the cause of their country. Not a man of them— 
Mormon or Gentile—but honored and glorified the uniform he 
wore. 

In the terrible flood and cyclone which occurred in the So- 
ciety Islands within a year the young Mormon missionaries 
stationed in those islands, at the risk of their lives, helped save 
the property of the Government, the archives and records of 
the Government. I have here a copy of a letter written by the 
consul in those islands to President Smith, and published in 
a newspaper in Salt Lake, in which he speaks of that inci- 
dent. He says: 


Dear Sin: It gives me great pleasure to inform you that during the 
cyclone and high water at Papeete, Tahiti, February 8, the Mormon 
elders rendered conspicuous service at the American consulate, at the 
risk of their lives, to rescue the archives, The elders were Messrs. 
Hall, Peck, Clawson, Pierson, Tibbetts, Miner, Wilkinson, Noall, and 
Huffaker. Mrs. Hall and Mrs. Wilkinson also were kind and hospi- 
table to myself and my relatives during three days while we were their 


guests. š 
The elders haye produced a splendid example of POTAE to the in- 
terests of their country abroad. I have reported their bravery and 
successful service to the Department of State. 

I „ you upon such noble representatives in this insular 


community. 
Respectfully, yours, Wu. F. Dory, 
Consul. 


I wish to finish what I have to say on 


In the report to the War Department he states: 

In the work of rescue conspicuous service was rendered, at the risk 
of life, by the following American Mormon missionaries— 

And then he names the same ones named in the letter to the 
president of the church. 

Mr. President, it is time that the voice of calumny should 
be silent. It is time that the tongue of slander should cease. 
Let us have the truth about Utah by all means, but in God's 
name let it be the truth; and when any man says that the 
people of the State are not loyal, that they are not patriotic, 
that they have any feeling of hostility toward this Government, 
that life or property is unsafe in any part of the State, that any 
of them teach their children to disrespect. the flag, he utters a 
falsehood as cruel and as foul and as foundationless as any ever 
concocted by the father of lies himself. 


1907. 
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Mr. President, just a word or two personal to Senator SMOOT. 
It is shown by the testimony that not only is Senator Saroot 
not a polygamist, but it is also shown that he has been opposed 
to the practice of polygamy since he was a young man. There 
is testimony in this record to that effect, and there is no testi- 
mony from any witness that I recall to the contrary. 

I wish very briefly to call attention to one or two extracts, 
taking first the testimony of Judge James A. Miner, a Gentile, 
who was a judge on the bench, appointed by Mr. Harrison, from 
Michigan, and who went there as early as 1889. At page 831 
of the second volume Mr, Miner says: 

Mr. Van Corr. Do you know anything about the reputation he bore— 

Referring to Senator Soor 


in those early days in regard to the practice of polygamy? 

Mr. MIXER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Corr. What was it? 

Mr. Miner. My deputies were deputies for that district, which in- 
cluded Mr. SMoor’s residence—that is, Utah County, and those deputies, 
during the year 1890, from July on, were over the entire district, and 
before I sonally became acquainted with Mr. Smoor—during the 
time of these prosecutions or about the time of the manifesto—they 
reported to me, and I obtained from that reputation and from others, 
in speaking of him, that he was an active, bright young man from Provo, 
and his leanings were strongly in favor of the enforcement—that is, 
the people should obey the law. He was against the practice of polyg- 
amy. They regarded him as the coming young man of the State. 
was so regarded, I think, from that time on as a bright, active, law- 
abiding man, of excellent character and habits. 


Mr. Whitecotton, a Gentile lawyer, who lives at Provo, tes- 
tified upon the same subject. After he had explained that one 
of Senator SMoor’s heresies was that he belonged to the Repub- 
lican party and believed in protection, he was asked this ques- 
tion: 


Senator Foraker. What are some of the other heresies he had? 

Mr. Wautrecorton. That is the chief one; and he always voted the 
Republican ticket. It is a kind of an unpleasant thing for us Demo- 
crats to have too many fellows do that. But they do it, 

Mr. Van Corr. Speaking of the other heresies that Mr. Soor had, 
what was the general understanding in the community in Provo 
about any heresy that Mr. Sstoor had as being opposed to the practice 
of polygamy in those early days? 

Mr. Wurrecorron. He was a heretic on that, too. 

Mr. VAN Corr. He was opposed to polygamy? 

Mr. Wuuirrecotton. He was opposed to polygamy; he was under- 
stood so to be. He was looked upon as one.of the young men in 
Utah who were to redeem Israel. 


I call attention to the testimony of Mrs. Coulter to the same 
effect, on page 173 of volume 3, without stopping to read it. 

I also have here a piece of testimony that is peculiarly and 
strongly corroborative of the testimony of these witnesses. In 
1892 there' was a hearing before the Senate Committee on Ter- 
ritories with reference to whether or not a bill for the local gov- 
ernment of the Territory of Utah should be passed. Among the 
witnesses who appeared before that committee was Judge John 
W. Judd. Judge Judd was a Gentile, a Democrat, who had been 
appointed by President Cleveland back in 1885 to go to Utah as 
judge, and he remained there for a great many years. As I say, 
this was in 1892, fourteen years ago. As the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] suggests, a very large number of these 
eases Came before him, and he probably personally sentenced to 
imprisonment hundreds of persons convicted of polygamous co- 
habitation. 

Judge Judd, in the course of his testimony given fourteen 
years ago, when Mr. Smoor was a young man, said: 


Now the facts. The Mormon people, when they settled that country 
out there, settled it with an attempt to plant upon American soil a 
civilization of three thousand 1 ago. Their system of priesthood, 
for I have studied their theo ony, and their system from their own 
standpoint, reading their own erature, was undertaken to be pat- 
terned after that of the ancient Jewish priesthood, and included in it, 
like the latter, the polygamic relation. When they undertook this 
thing, of course, in the estimation of the civilization of America and of 
its laws—the first one being passed, however, in 1862—it became a 
criminal institution. No one 3 that more thoroughly than did 
Brigham Young, the leader of e Mormon people, and the Mormon 
people themselves. 


Now, omitting some: 


I began then to talk to the 3 men and the younger women, 
and to see if I could discover whether there was back of that an abso- 
late sentiment in favor of polygamy. I d been told, and the esti- 
mates demonstrated beyond doubt that there was probably not over 
2) or 3 per cent of the male population in polygamy. The settlement 
of Utah was forty or forty-five years old, and many of the men and 
women born there were ndfathers or grandmothers. I could not 
understand how it was that those people were consenting to such 
continual attacks, to such deprivations, and to such odium in the 
estimation of their fellow-citizens in the United States in this condi- 
tion of things. And, gentlemen, I discovered as clearly a marked 
line between those who favored polygamy and those who did not as the 
banks of the Mississippi River. 

The younger people would come to me in my room in private and 
talk to me about it. I could give names and incidents of Mormons 
high in life, some of whom e chairman of this committee is ac- 
quainted with, who came to me and urged me, saying, “Judge, for God's 
sake, break this thing up. We have had enough trouble. We have 
had all we can ly stand of it. We have bad one right after 
another taken from us. We have been put in an awkward attitude be- 
fore our fellow-citizens of the United States, and for God's sake break 


it up.” 
of a stake, and the Republican candidate for mayor, and himself the 


Others said to me, notably REED SMOOT, son of the president 


product of a polygamous marriage, “Judge, we can not stand this 
thing, and we will not stand it; it must be settled.“ 


Judge Judd is quite correct about that. When polygamy was 
given up by the church, it was owing to a demand coming from 
within the church quite as much as it was to a demand coming 
from without, and among the men who stood in favor of that 
sort of thing, in favor of compelling the church to conform its 
practices to the law, none stood more firmly than did Senator 
REED Saroor. 

Reduced to the last analysis, then, we have a man here who 
has never violated any law so far as we know; whose conduct 
in every respect is above reproach; who has been opposed to 
the practice of polygamy ever since he was a boy, and yet whose 
expulsion from the Senate is demanded upon the ground that he 
shall not be permitted from this exalted place to make war 
upon the American home. Such a demand to me seems hysteria 
pure and simple. : s 

Mr. President, there are many things that ought to be dis- 
cussed in this connection—many things that I intended origi- 
nally to discuss—but I have already taken too much of the 
time of the Senate. I have spoken to my own weariness and 
ho doubt to the weariness of the Senate as well. Just a word 
more and I am through. 

Mr. President, it is asserted by this original protest in the 
most positive terms that Senator Smoor is not charged with any 
offense cognizable by law. In all the things which constitute 
the deeencies and moralities of life he stands here, as he stands 
everywhere he is known, beyond criticism and above reproach. 
Day after day and month after month for nearly four years he 
has met the shafts of ridicule,*falsehood, and slander that have 
been directed against him, and he has faced them all with se- 
rene and patient courage. However much he may have chafed 
inwardly, he has borne himself outwardly with rare composure 
and self-restraint. He believes that the day of his vindication 
is at hand. But if it shail be otherwise, if the verdict of this 
great jury shall be against him, if the long struggle shall end 
not in vindication, sweeter than the honey of paradise, but in a 
pitiful defeat more bitter than death itself to an honorable man, 


| he will, in my judgment, step from this august Chamber with 


anguish unspeakable in his heart, but with no stain upon his 
soul, because no man’s soul can be stained save by himself. 

During the delivery of Mr. SuTHERLAND’s speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will kindly 
suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business of the Senate 
be temporarily laid aside. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The Senator from Utah will proceed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I thank the Senator from Oregon for 
his courtesy. 8 

After the conclusion of Mr. SUTHERLAND’S speech, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 15242. An act to confirm titles to certain lands in the 
State of Louisiana was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

H, R. 24103. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

H. R. 24111. An act to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac 
River, at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va., was read twice by its 
title; and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

H. R. 24122. An act in reference to the expatriation of citi- 
zens and their protection abroad was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

FORT WRIGHT MILITARY RESERVATION, WASH. 

The bill (H. R. 24048) authorizing and empowering the Sec- 
retary of War to locate a right of way for and granting the 
same and a right to operate and maintain a line of railroad 
through the Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the State of 
Washington, to the Spokane and Inland Empire Railroad Com- 
pany, its successors and assigns, was read the first time by its 
title. . 

Mr. PILES. I ask for the present consideration of the bill, 
inasmuch as a similar bill has been favorably reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
and empowered to locate a right of way, not exceeding 100 feet in 
width, through the lands of the Fort Wright Military Reservation, if, 
in his judgment, it can be done in such a manner as not to interfere 
with the uses of said reservation for military purposes by the United 
States; and when said right of way shall be so located it is hereby 

anted during the pleasure of Congress to the Spokane and Inland 
‘mpire Railroad Company, a corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of Washington, its successors and assigns, for the purpose of 
constructing a railroad and telegraph line thereon: Provided, That the 
said right of way and the width and location thereof through said 
lands, the compensation therefor, and the regulations for operating said 
railroad within the limits of the said military reservation so as to pre- 
vent all damage to public property or for public uses shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War prior to any entry upon said lands or 
the commencement of the construction of said works: Provided, also, 
That whenever said right of way shall cease to be used for the purposes 
aforesaid the same shall revert to the United States. 

Wings 5 That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal 

s act. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONTRIBUTIONS FOR POLITICAL ELECTIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4563) to 
prohibit corporations from making money contributions in con- 
nection with political elections, which was, on page. 2, line 2, 
to strike out all after the word “shall” down to and including 
dollars,” in line 3, and insert “upon conviction be punished by 
a fine of not exceeding one thousand and not less than two hun- 
dred and fifty dollars, or by imprisonment for a term of not 
more than one year, or both such fine and imprisonment, in the 
diseretion of the court.” 

Mr. FORAKER. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like to inquire if that is the bill 
which was reported originally by our Committee on Privileges 
and Elections? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; it came originally from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, and there is an amendment from 
the House which is in entire harmony with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio to concur in the amendment 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DONATION OF OBSOLETE CANNON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4423) pro- 
viding for the donation of obsolete cannon with their carriages 
and equipments to the University of Idaho, which was, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to deliver 
to the University of Idaho, at Moscow, Idaho, two obsolete cannon, with 
their carriages and equipments, now in 5 of said University of 
Idaho, to become the property of the said university for ornamentation 
of the grounds of the said university: Provided, That no expense shall 
be incurred by the United States in the delivery of said cannon. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 208, by Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. TELLER rose, 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I understand that 
the Senator from Ohio is bringing up the resolution about which 
there has been a long discussion. I haye yielded the appro- 
priation bills, so far as I am concerned, so that this subject 
may be taken up and gotten out of the way. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know what the order is. I am try- 
ing to find out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By virtue of the unanimous-consent 
agreement made this morning, the Chair has laid before the 
Senate resolution No. 208, introduced by the Senator from 
Ohio, respecting the Brownsville matter. The Senator from 
Colorado is recognized. > 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Florida [Mr. MAL- 
LORY]. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the questions presented by 
the various resolutions that have been pending for several weeks 
past relating to what is commonly known as the Brownsville 


Is there objection to the present 
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incident involve a question of the power of one of the coordi- 
nate branches of the Government, the authority and power of 
the President to do what was done by his order, namely, the 
discharge of the enlisted men of a battalion of the Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, stationed at Brownsville at the time of the attack 
on that sleeping town. The Senate has had the benefit of the 


views of some of its ablest members upon that question. The 
discussion has revealed not only a great diversity of view, but 
has revealed the fact that views here are entertained regarding 
the power of the President that are utterly inconsistent with 
and contradictory of each other. 

A portion of the membership of this body believe that the 
President has the power, under the authority conferred on him 
by the Constitution in making him Commander in Chief of the 
Army, to discharge a soldier at any time, whenever, in the judg- 
ment of the President, it is for the good of the service that such 
action should be taken. Another part of the membership of 
this body hold the view that under the fourth article of war, an 
enactment of Congress, the President possesses the same power, 
vested in him by the will of both bodies of the Congress of the 
United States; that he has been inyested with a discretion to 
act or not act, as in his judgment seems proper; and that when 
he does exercise that discretion it is beyond the power of any- 
one or any set of men to question his authority and his right 
to so act. 

This proposition, Mr. President, is one that is not confined to 
the personality of any Executive. It is a broad question of 
power to be exercised by one of the coordinate branches of the 
Government. If that coordinate branch possesses that power, 
then I have no hesitation in laying down as a proposition which 
ean not be disputed that it is beyond the scope and authority of 
either of the other branches of the Government to question that 
authority. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it becomes a most important step to 
be taken at the outset to determine whether the President in act- 
ing as he did was within the scope of his power and authority. 

A third element of the composition of this body hold the view 
that the President has no power, either under his constitutional 
designation as Commander in Chief or under the fourth article 
of war, unlimited and unqualified as it is, to dismiss a single 
enlisted man of the Army without giving him an opportunity to 
be heard. 

Those of us who stand in the second category I have indicated 
and those who stand in the first can not, in my judgment, con- 
sistently vote for this resolution. If they believe, as they claim 
they do believe, that the President acted within the scope of his 
power and authority, then they will place themselves in an atti- 
tude that can not be justified or explained if they vote for this 
resolution. 

But, Mr. President, there is another point of objection to it, 
and that lies in the fact that whether it is in fact or not an 
equivocal use of language, it nevertheless has impressed Sen- 
ators of great learning and ability, lawyers of standing and 
reputation, as being susceptible of two very different and con- 
flicting interpretations. To illustrate that I will read an extract 
from some remarks made by the brilliant Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker] on yesterday, when called upon to give his con- 
struction of the meaning of his resolution. He said: 

Mr. President, I want to say, in answer to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope], that my understanding of this 
language is that it does not commit the Senate on this proposition in 
any sense whatever, except only to let the whole matter stand in abey- 
ance so far as this investigation is concerned. That is the theory Spon 
which I am willing to bone | the resolution. with that understanding. 
In other words, the effect will be precisely the same as though we were 
to say “ neither affirming nor denying the legality.” 

There is a clear-cut exposition of the meaning, purpose, and 
intent of this resolution, and, coming from the distinguished 
gentleman who has offered the modification, which seems to 
have met the approval of a majority of this body, it must 
be given the weight which it necessarily derives from such a 
source. 

On the opposite page of the Recor I read from the remarks 
of the very able and clear-headed Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. McCumper], who, after discussing at some length the 
meaning of the resolution, closes his remarks in the following 
language : 

I can vote for this, not on the false assumption that it means some- 
thing else than what its words are, but I can vote for it upon the as- 
sumption that it means that we do not question in any way, so far as 
this case is concerned, the legal power or the constitutional power of 


the President of the United States to dismiss without honor either in 
time of peace or in time of war. 


Mr. President, it is true, if we are to believe the statements 
made in the press, that the amicable arrangement whereby 
this resolution seems to haye been accepted by a majority of 
this body has been inspired by information received to the effect 
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that the Executive is willing for it to be adopted in its present 
shape. I for one do not wish to be understood as permitting 
an Executive or anyone else to shape my action in this body 
on a matter of this supreme importance. We are not legislat- 
ing here for any particular Executive; we are not legislating 
here in the interests of any particular party; we are enacting 
laws and passing resolutions for the purpose of doing all that 
is necessary for the good and the welfare of the people of the 
country. Our action upon this resolution is not limited and will 
not stop at Theodore Roosevelt. It goes beyond and will stand 
as a guide and a mark for his successors for generations to come. 
Therefore, viewing it as I do, I have no hesitation in saying 
that I would feel that I. had stultified myself if when this vote 
is had it would appear that I had cast my vote in favor of the 
resolution. 

Viewing it, therefore, Mr. President, ‘as I do, and desiring 
to give an opportunity,to those who agree with me to give an 
expression to their best judgment upon those views, I have drawn 
up a resolution which at the proper time I shall propose as a 
substitute for that of the Senator from Ohio, and for the in- 
formation of the Senate I will read it now: 

Resolved, That in the 8 of the Senate the recent action of the 
President In discharging without honor enlisted men of Companies B. 
C, and D of the Twenty-fifth Infanty was within the scope of his au- 
thority and power and a proper exercise thereof. 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Military Affairs is hereby 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take and have 
printed testimony for the purpose of ascertaining all the facts with ref- 
. erence to or connected with the recent attack on the town of Browns- 
ville, Tex., on the night of August 13-14, 1906. Said committee is au- 
thorized to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to sit dur- 

e 


sessions of the Senate, and, if deemed advisable, at Brownsville 
be paid from the contingent fund of the 


or elsewhere, the expenses to 
Senate. 

Mr. President, I have thought proper to authorize the cóm- 
mittee to go into an inquiry into the facts after I have provided 
for a declaration that, in the judgment of the Senate, the Presi- 
dent has acted within the scope of his powers and has acted 
properly. My reason for doing that is that the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. McCumsrr] said yesterday it is possible 
that in a case of the importance this one is it may be proper 
and right for the Senate to investigate the facts, not for the 
purpose of hereafter questioning the power and authority of the 
President, but for the purpose of gaining all information that 
may hereafter be useful in legislation pertaining to the Army; 
and with that purpose in view and with that purpose only jisti- 
fying such an addendum to the first part of- the resolution, I 
have thought proper to permit the investigation. 

Mr. President, I offer the resolution I have just read as a sub- 
stitute for that of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. TELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator to withhold that a moment. 
I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will do so. I enter the motion, but I 
will withhold it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed as a substitute by the Senator from Florida. 

The Secretary read as follows: ° 


Resolved, That in the ee of the Senate the recent action of 
the President In discharging without honor enlisted men of Companies 
B, C, and D of the Twenty-fifth ccm am was within the scope of his 
authority and over and a proper exercise thereof. 

* Resolved further, That the Committee on Military Affairs is hereby 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take and 
have printed testimony for the purpose of ascertaining all the facts 
with reference to or connected with the recent attack on the town of 
Brownsville, Tex., on the night of August 13-14, 1906. Said committee 
is authorized to send for persons and N ge to administer oaths, to 
sit during the sessions of the Senate, an deemed advisable, at Browns- 
ville or 8 —9 the expenses to be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Sennte. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. FORAKER. It has been suggested that I made my mo- 
tion out of order, the Senator from Colorado having the floor 
and it not having been yielded to me. Now that he yields to 
me the floor for that purpose, I enter my motion to lay the res- 
olution on the table. , 

Mr. BACON. I wish to suggest that the entering of a motion 
necessarily would preclude debate. 

Mr. TELLER. That is a fact. 

Mr. FORAKER. I withhold the motion. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator can reoffer it at any time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I enter the motion, but withhold it until 
Senators can discuss the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will 
proceed. 
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Mr. TELLER. The amendment of the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Mattory] is to do what it has been claimed the resolution 


which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraxer] offered yesterday 


would do. I wish to call the attention of the Senate for a mo- 
ment to the wording of his resolution: 

That, without questioning the legality or justice of any act of the 
President, ete. 

That is a negative form of indorsing the President's action, 
in my judgment. The Senator from Ohio, who sits some dis- 
tance from me, shakes his head; but it certainly was claimed 
on the floor of the Senate here yesterday that those words 
meant or were equivalent to saying, “ We do not question your 
authority; we leave that; we admit your authority.” 

Mr. President, this debate began about the 3d of December, 
and every resolution that was put in here except one proceeded 


upon the theory that they only wanted the facts, and the ques- 


tion of law was not to be and ought not to be considered. I 
made up my mind in the beginning that I would vote for get- 
ting the facts, and I am not concerned about the law at the 
present time. I thought at a later timie we might determine 
that phase. 

I read over some of the arguments made by the friends of the 
President's authority, and I was particularly struck by a state- 
ment made by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lobdk], that the President had the authority without any statu- 
tory or constitutional authority by way of inheritance from the 
King of Great Britain. I have an idea myself that there is not 
anybody in any official position anywhere who can fall back 
upon the inherited right to do certain things. I believe that 
when we cut loose from Great Britain we cut loose from the 
prerogatives of the King; and if we did inherit them, we cer- 
tainly inherited them by mistake, because we did not intend to 
do it. If anyone will take the Declaration of Independence and 
read it over, he will see that the authors of the Declaration 
certainly were not anxious to inherit anything from the King, 
whom they denounced from the beginning to the close of the 
Declaration. 

Mr. President, it is a new doctrine that you are inheriting 
from the King, though I expect to live long enough to see that 
doctrine become popular in certain circles and in certain politi- 
cal parties. A year ago last fall I was present in the supreme 
eourt of Colorado when a lawyer of great ability, who could 
make a speech on one side as good as he could on the other, 
who could defend a law that he did not believe in as well as he 
could one that he did, stated to the court that they had in- 
herited all the prerogatives of the King’s court. He said that 
when we went into the organization of the United States in the 
shape we did the King’s prerogative, or the King’s court’s pre- 
rogative, was floating around and that it had to lodge some- 
vas and so it had lodged in the supreme courts of the seyera 

tates. z 

Mr. President, it seems to me that any lawyer making that 
statement to the supreme court ought to have been rebuked, 
either for his ignorance or for his unfairness. The court seemed 
to take it all in and looked on with great pleasure when he said 
to them: “It is not in the power of the legislature to limit your 
authority at all; they can give you authority; but what you get 
by inheritance they can not interfere with.” ‘That being re- 
ceived by the court rather graciously, he added: “Nor is it 
possible for the people of this State to take it away from you 
even by constitutional amendment.” And, Mr. President, six 
of that court held that that is good law. 

I have not much patience with anybody who talks about in- 
herited prerogatives or inherited rights. This is a country of 
law, and every man who has the power to do anything, whether 
Federal or State, derives it either from the Constitution or from 
some statute. If the President had the authority to dismiss 
these men—and I do not intend to discuss that question, because 
I am not able to do so to-night—he derived it from some posi- 
tive statute or from some provision of the Constitution. 

I do not know whether he had that authority or not; I have 
not looked into the question, and I do not want to look into it, 
because it is not necessary to do so; but I do not want to com- 
mit myself to the statement that I do not question his right. I 
am ready to meet any legal question when it comes before me, 
but I have never been in the habit of volunteering my judgment 
on such questions when there is no occasion for it. 

I. haye looked over some of the speeches which have been 
made on this subject. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Knox] quoted the case of Blake v. The United States, which is 
found in 103 United States Reports. It has been quoted by 
nearly every Senator who has spoken, I think—I am not cer- 
tain whether the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] quoted 
it or not—but it has been quoted by others on the floor. That 
is the only case at which I have looked. I thought I had some 
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recollection of that case, because that case involved a question 
which we had before us when Mr. Cleveland was President, 
upon the right of the President to make removals; and while I 
am pretty hoarse and do not wish to talk for more than a mo- 
ment or two, I want to say that that case was simply this: A 
chaplain, who is not strictly a military officer, but a civil offi- 
cer, thought he had been improperly treated. So he wrote to 
the Department stating that if they could not rectify the treat- 
ment he had received, he would resign, and he sent in his res- 
ignation. The President thereupon accepted his resignation, 
sent the name of his successor to the Senate, and the Senate 
confirmed him. Later the friends of the former chaplain con- 
cluded that he was insane when he sent in the resignation, and 
so could not have properly resigned, and that he was still in the 
Army. What did the court say? The court simply said that 
when the President made the nomination and this body con- 
firmed it, the chaplain was out of the Army, and that was all 
there was of it. That has nothing in the world to do with the 
question of the dismissal of private soldiers. I presume a little 
attention to some of the other quotations might show that they 
were more applicable to this case than was that decision. But 
that is not what I want to talk about. 

Mr. President, I want to know what this resolution means? 
I understood the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] to say that 
it was simply a declaration that we did not intervene; that 
we did not say anything about it—hands off. I can not read it 
in that way. I could understand very well if the Senator had 
said “ without asserting or denying the legal right of the Presi- 
dent,” it might have been left for future consideration; but 
when some lawyer raises a question and I say “ I do not question 
your law,” I think I admit that the law is as he quotes it. I 
do not want any examination of the question whether the 
President was correct or not. That can be done at another time. 
I only want to say we have so often provided by statute as 
to how the President should act in such cases that it seems to 
me pretty late to say we can not do it, or that we could not have 
done it in that case. 

I have sometimes been pretty free in my criticisms of the 
Zxecutive; especially I have felt that I had the right to criticise 
his legal statements, as every lawyer has, but I can imagine a 
case very readily, and so can any Senator if he will think for 
a moment. Suppose that something is done by the President, 
and we take it up and declare with solemnity that he has not 
transcended the law. The House of Representatives takes it 
up and concludes that he has. They send over articles of im- 
peachment, and the President is to be tried by a tribunal that 
has already adjudicated the case. 

Suppose we should say, on the other hand, that he had not 
transcended the law, that he had not committed any wrongful 
net because it is not a mere question of law; you can have the 
same thing and the same necessity for supporting the President's 
acts when the law has nothing to do with it—suppose we say 
the President is right, and we all agree to it, and the other 
House sends over a message to the effect that they do not think 
so. We should then witness the spectacle of the Senate sitting 
down gravely to consider what it had determined beforehand. 
It seems to me that a little consideration would indicate that 
unless a case is exceedingly important and we should be obliged 
to intervene—and I am not able to imagine a case where we ought 
to be required to do that—we ought to let the President alone. 

I would not yote, Mr. President, for a resolution saying that 
the President had not the right to do what he has done, nor 
would I vote to say he has the right, and that is what I think 
this resolution means. 

I want to say that I desired to vote for the other resolutions. 
They all went upon the theory that we wanted the facts. There 
was only one resolution, and that was formed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope], which indicated that we were 
declaring that the President had the constitutional and legal 
authority to do these things. That, I think, did not meet the 
approbation of the Senate, and it was withdrawn. So up to 
yesterday, or perhaps I ought to say up to the time the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] offered his amendment, there 
had been no question before the Senate of the President’s being 
right or wrong in the matter. Of course it was debated exten- 
sively by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] and by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] in response, and by several 
Senators on this side of the Chamber; but I supposed that that 
was simply an oratorical display or a display of their knowledge 
of the law, and that all the resolutions, with the exception of 
that offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, simply called 
for an investigation of the facts. 

Now, do we want the facts? We do not want the facts so as 
to pass upon the question whether or not the President is right. 
The yery act itself is all we need to know. We can then look 


at the law and determine that question for ourselves. 
do we need the facts? 

Here is a most remarkable case. The Army is supposed to 
be in extreme cases the suppert of the law. In a town of a 
neighboring State, where this battalion was stationed—and it 
is immaterial whether the troops were white or black—they got 
into an émeute. They “shot up” the town, as it would be 
called in the western part of the country; and in shooting up 
the town they killed one man and wounded others. So far as 
I am concerned I do not want any facts as to who did that 
shooting. I have not the slightest idea in the world but that 
those soldiers did it; but, Mr. President, I do want the facts 
in order to determine what particular men were guilty of that 
crime. I want those facts, because I want adequate punish- 
ment meted out to those murderers; for, under the law, we all 
know that, having been participants in an illegal transaction 
which resulted in murder, every man connected with it is guilty 
of murder. 7 

Mr. President, we are told that the murderers would not ad- 
mit that they had been engaged in this émeute, and the men 
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who knew who had been engaged in it would not admit it.“ 


Who knows how many men knew about it? I believe I have 
heard it said once or twice that probably twenty men were 
engaged in the affray and that perhaps twenty more were- cog- 
nizant of the fact that these soldiers had been out on this shoot- 
ing expedition. Does anybody here say that there has been such 
an investigation made as ought to have been made, not in the 
interest of the colored man, but in the interest of the American 
Army? We want to know whether we are putting into the 
American Army men of that character, and we want to punish 
the men who did the shooting. Does anybody here pretend 
that there might not haye been an investigation that would 
have brought out the facts? 

Mr. President, is it not our duty to go to the fullest possible 
extent to find out who the guilty men are? 

I have never been a criminal lawyer, but I have seen a great 
many criminal cases tried, and in my youth I have tried a few; 
but I will guarantee that I could select agents who would have 
gone there, if the soldiers had been retained, or would have gone 
in after they had left, and ascertained all the facts. Twenty 
men were guilty as principals, it is stated, and 20 more were 
guilty as accessories, who should be punished if they should fail 
to disclose the facts—40 men in all out of 167 men, citizens of 
the United States. I do not care what their color is, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Every citizen of the United States is entitled to the same 
protection of the law, whether he is white or black or red. Now, 
those 167 men are sent out, branded as murderers; and is it not 
the duty of this Senate to provide some method, if a method is 
available, by which we may determine the facts, so that we may 
punish the guilty, and, Mr. President, what is important to me, 
that we may acquit the innocent? 

Mr. President, I was brought up under the old idea that it was 
as much the duty of the Government to protect the man who 
was put in the box to be tried for a crime as it was to prose- 
cute him; that it was the duty of the judge, and that it was the 
duty of the district attorney, if he found during the trial that a 
man ‘vas not guilty, to insist upon his discharge. But, Mr. 
President, that may not be the law; and I presume it is not now, 
but it ought to be the law. It has been the law of our English- 
speaking people ever since civilization fairly began in Great 
Britain. It likewise was the law in Normandy, whence the 
ancestors of many of our people came. 

It is said that the dismissal of these soldiers was not a 
punishment. I understand one of the men had been twenty- 
seven years in the public service and had had a good record dur- 
ing all of that time. I think, Mr. President, the Government 
owes it to him to provide, if possible, some method to find out 
whether he had guilty knowledge of the facts. Nobody, I be- 
lieve, claims that he was engaged in the émeute; and if he is 
turned out of the Army and disgraced, he will be turned out and 
disgraced simply because it is not considered of sufficient im- 
portance to send a committee down there to investigate this 
ease as it ought to be investigated. I do not suppose anybody 
thinks that dismissal from the Army is a proper punishment for 
the men who haye been guilty of murder, nor is it a proper 
punishment for the men who concealed the murderers’ guilt. 

Mr. President, since this debate began I heard some Senator 
say—I do not remember who it was—that the Army was a 
posse comitatus. I want to enter my protest against that state- 
ment. It is not a posse comitatus at all. The Army of the 
United States can only be used where the statutes or the Con- 
stitution provide that it may be used. The posse comitatus con- 
sists of the people themselves who are called upon to support the 
sheriff. My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] will agree 
with me, I know, that that is the law. 
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Mr. SPOONER. It is the power of the county. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; some years ago, Mr. President, right after 
the civil war, the Army was used as a posse comitatus, and one 
day there came from the House of Representatives a bill pro- 
viding that the Army should not be used except when there 
was positive authorization of law for it. The Democrats had 
a majority in the House then and the Republicans had a ma- 
jority in the Senate; but yet that bill became a law, and it is 
on the statute book to-day. Nobody, I believe, would question it. 

Mr. President, we must have an army, I suppose, and probably 
we shall always have some colored men in it as well as some 
men who probably ought to be dismissed, whether they be white 
or black; but there is one thing that ought to be understood, 
and that is that we have got to maintain the character of the 
Army for order and for decency, or else the time will come when 
the people of the United States will see to it that you do not 
have an army. F 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as I will favor the substitute 
proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY], I deem 
it proper to say that, while that is so, I do not agree with the 
Senator as to all the reasons which he urges in adyoeacy of 
that resolution. I agree that the President has the power. I 
think, however, that he has the power subject to the lawmak- 
ing power of the land, and that he has no power in the command 
of the Army, except the right to be its commanding officer, 
which is not under the control of the lawmaking power. 

I do not desire, Mr. President, to go into that, because I ex- 
pressed my views—not at length, but succinctly—in the debate 
which I had with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] a 
few days ago, and since then the Senator from Ohio [Mr. For- 
AKER] has discussed the question with more elaboration. I 
simply mention it now in this connection in order that, voting, 
as I shall, for the resolution of the Senator from Florida, I 
may not be considered as agreeing with the proposition an- 
nounced by him in regard to the source from which the Presi- 
dent derives the power. 

I am the more particular, Mr. President, to do so because I 
regard it as one of the gravest questions which could possibly 
be submitted for the consideration either of the President or of 
the Houses of Congress. I think if the President of the United 
States is not bound to recognize as meaning in its full extent 
what is recited in the clause which I read in the former debate 
to the Senate, that there is no limit to be set to his power in 
the use of the Army, except such limit as he himself may con- 
strue to be that limit. There is no place to draw the line. I 
will again read the section of the Constitution upon which I 
base my contention. In the enumeration of the powers of Con- 
gress there is, in the first article of the Constitution, this sen- 
tence: 

To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and 
naval forces. 

I believe that to be a grant of power without limitation. I 
believe it to be a grant of power intended to be exclusive of the 
exercise of that power by any other department, unless with the 
consent and under the direction of the lawmaking power. 

Mr. President, the other day when I announced that view the 
Senator from Wisconsin said that he had heard me make that 
speech before. I do not think there is anything to be gained in 
iteration and reiteration, but there are some things so essential 
that their assertion can not be made too often, certainly not too 
often whenever there is any contradiction of them, and if it be 
necessary daily to make assertion in favor of the exercise of the 
power of the lawmaking department of the land and in contra- 
vention of the claim of the exercise of the power by any one 
man, then it can not be made too often if it is made every day. 
And. Mr. President, I want no higher encomium, so far as my 
public career is concerned, than that I was always opposed to 
the exercise of one-man power and in favor of the exercise of 
power by the legislative department, which the Constitution set 
up for that purpose. That is the branch of the Government 
which is the distinctive republican feature. Both the execu- 
tive and the judicial departments are found even in unlimited 
monarchies where the legislative branch is frequently wanting. 
But, Mr. President, I shall not dwell upon that. 

I want to say something with reference to the propriety of the 
adoption of the substitute proposed by the Senator from Florida. 
This matter originally was brought before the Senate by resolu- 
tions—I am speaking now of when it was first brought here to 
the Senate—by resolutions which reflected the sentiments of 
those who condemned the action of the President. That condem- 
nation was put upon several grounds. In the first place, that, 
as a legal proposition, he had no right to make the order dis- 
charging the soldiers of these three negro companies; that 
he had no right to discharge without honor; but that that was 
the function of a court-martial. In the second place, that the 
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order involved the innocent as well as the guilty. That as 
a question of law it should be said that the President had no 
right to make the order, and that in the exercise of the power, 
whether he possessed it rightfully or not, there was injustice 
done by indiscriminately confounding the guilty with the inno- 
cent. Those are the two propositions, and around those two 
propositions this debate for weeks has revolved. 

When that proposition was first announced there was no 
doubt about the fact that there was a distinct cleavage in the 
Senate, not only among the Democrats in some degree, but in a 
still more pronounced manner among the Republican Senators. 
There were Senators who did not believe that the President had 
the power, whether he drew it as an inherent power from the 
Constitution or whether he received it by power granted by 
Congress. There were other Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber who believed directly to the opposite, that the President 
did have the power, some of them thinking that it was a power 
drawn directly from the Constitution and others thinking that 
it was a power granted to him by the action of Congress, or at 
least not denied to him, and in the exercise of the usual func- 
tions of every commanding officer. 

Mr. President, Senators on the other side of the Chamber are 
to-day giving an illustration of their extreme dexterity in 
framing measures for which they can all vote, although among 
themselves directly opposed in sentiment and opinion as to the 
matter to which the measures relate. The Senaters who believed 
in the beginning that the President did not have the power, from 
whatever source it was derived, to promulgate that order, believe 
so to-day. The Senators who in the beginning believed that the 
President did haye the power, believe so to-day. They are in 
opinion divided as distinctly and as radically as they were two 
weeks ago, and yet they have agreed upon—I say they have 
agreed, but possibly all have not—but, speaking generally, it is 
understood that they have agreed upon a resolution for which 
they can all vote. Why? Because it is a resolution framed in 
ambiguous language, under which those who believe that the 
President did have the power can constrne it according to their 
opinion and vote for it, and those who believe that the President 
did not have the power can also construe it to mean their way 
and yote for it. 

Mr. President, I am not saying that haphazard; I am saying 
it because Senators have so announced on the floor. I will pro- 
ceed to read to show that Republican Senators on the one side 
and the other of this contention have so stated. 

Senators will remember that on yesterday when the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] was on the floor giving rea- 
sons why he would support the modified resolution which had 
been introduced by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKer], 
which is in these words: 


Resolved, That without questioning the legality or justice of an 
of the President in relation thereto, the Committee on Military 
is hereby authorized and directed, ete. 2 


E asked the Senator from Massachusetts whether that meant 
the same thing as the amendment which had been offered by 
the Senator from Kentucky, which is in these words: 


Without 1 or denying the legal right of the President to 
Soares without honor enlisted men from the Army of the United 
States. p 

And the Senator from Massachusetts made a reply, to which 
I rejoined as follows: 

Mr. Bacox. So I understand, then, that the Senator construes the 
modified substitute proposed by the Senator from Ohio to mean all that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky means and to 


go still further? 
Mr. LODGE. I do. 


That was as emphatic and as explicit and as unqualified as 
the Senator could make a reply in language. The Senator 
from Ohio was not content with the answer made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, so he interjected : 


Mr. Foraker. I want to suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that, according to my understanding, the two amendments do not mean 
the same thing. 


There, in direct opposition, are the statements of the two 
Senators, and the Senate will remember that the Senator from 
Massachusetts had in this debate previously ayowed his opinion 
that the President did haye the power, and that the Senator 
from Ohio had as emphatically and as explicitly avowed that, 
in his opinion, the President did not have the power. That was 
the condition before this resolution was framed, the modified 
resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio, and, as disclosed 
by that colloquy, that is the position they occupied after the 
resolution was framed. 

In other words, the one who believed in the beginning that 
the President did not have the power avows that he believes so 
still, and the one who believed and had announced beforehand 
that the President did have the power announces that that is 
still his opinion, and yet the two Senators, directly opposed and 


act 
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in this avowal asserting still that opposition, agree upon that 
single resolution. Why? Because, as I say, the language is 


ambiguous. One Senator can construe it one way and vote for 
it and another Senator can construe it directly in the opposite 
and yote for it. 

I read. further to show that that is the construction of the 
two Senators. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Let me read this first. On the same page the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loba] said: 

The resolution as it stands— 

That is, the modified resolution— 
is absolutely satisfactory to me. It states— 

Now, listen— 

It states that we do not question the President's right either to dis- 


charge the troops or in any act relating thereto. Nothing can be plainer 
than that, in my judgment. 


Now, in the same colloquy, on the next page, the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] used this language. Without reading it all, 
I will read his concluding sentence: 

In other words— 

Speaking of the modified resolution proposed by him 

In other words, the effect will be precisely the same as though we 
were to say “neither affirming nor denying the legality.” 

In one case the words “not questioning” are construed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts to mean there is no doubt 
about it, and in the other case the Senator from Ohio says that 
“not questioning” means that we are not passing on that at 
all, himself asserting that the reason why he does not pass 
upon it or does not favor a resolution which will admit of the 
construction put upon it by the Senator from Massachusetts 
is that he believes directly opposite to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper], 
with the candor which always characterizes him, says that he 
believes that this “not questioning” means that it is beyond 
question, and not to be doubted or denied. 

Mr. President, I am yery much in sympatby with the sugges- 
tion made, I think, first by the Senator from Wisconsin and 
repeated by the Senator from Colorado to-day, that the investi- 
gation is, from some points of view, not a proper thing for us 
to make, and I would be willing to pass it without any resolu- 
tion whatever and leave it where it is. But the Senate does 
not propose to do that. Here, with a challenge in the Senate 
as to the power of the President to discharge these soldiers, as to 
the propriety of it, this resolution proposes to pass that challenge 
and at the same time pursue the course which is proposed 
by those who deny the right, to wit, to make an investigation 
for the purpose of establishing the propositions which were 
announced originally in the resolution, that the President has 
not the right, and if he has the right that it has been improperly 
exercised. $ 

I have no interest in this matter so far as it may relate to 
the personality of the President. Certainly if he is willing that 
those who particularly represent him in this Chamber shall 
agree to an ambiguous resolution, to a resolution the language 
of which can be construed directly the opposite by those who 
support him and by those who oppose him, a resolution not 
only susceptible of that, but as to which Senators on this floor 

ounce these opposing views—if the President is content with 
that, it is.not for me to stand in the breach or to attempt to 
do so in his defense. But there is a great question and a great 
principle involved which goes beyond the question of the per- 
sonal fortunes of any man who may occupy the White House. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Rhode Island will pardon 
me, I think it is a strained construction that action upon these 
questions is to be considered as an indorsement or condemnation 
of the Administration in other matters which have no relation 
to it whatsoever. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BACON. With much pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from Georgia 
to say that the question whether the President is content with 
this language should be the main question to be decided? 

Mr. BACON. I did not hear the Senator plainly. I heard him 
partially only. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from Georgia 
to contend that whether the President of the United States is 
content with the language is the main question to be decided by 
the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Rhode Island could scarcely 
hare heard any words from me which would be susceptible of 
any such construction, On the contrary, I said it was a ques- 


tion far superior to the personal fortunes or the personal wishes 
of the President; that if the President is content with the 
resolution as it has been drafted by his friends upon this floor, 
it did not become me to attempt to stand in the breach for 
the defense of his prerogative. I think I have made myself 
quite plain on that, and I flatter myself that my distinguished 
friend the Senator from Rhode Island had but one purpose in 
asking me the question, and that was to enable me to empha- 
size what I had said to the contrary of what he suggested. It is, 
however, a most remarkable fact that through the dextrous 
management of somebody on the Republican side, all of the 
adherents of that party in this Chamber have been put in a 
position where, by agreeing to support a certain resolution, they 
will be compelled to vote against an unreserved and unlimited 
endorsement of the President’s action, as expressed in the sub- 
stitute of the Senator from Florida. 

But, Mr. President, I was saying that this is an important 
question. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] 
in his speech yesterday said that southern Senators had tumbled 
over each other, or he krew they would tumble over each other, 
to go to the defense of the President in this case, because they 
were opposed to having any negroes in the Army at all, thereby, 
I think, impugning motives and the good faith of those of us 
who occupy that position, not intentionally, of course. 

Mr. President, I desire to say frankly that when this debate 
began I very gravely doubted the right of the President to make 
the order, and if the inclination of my mind had continued I 
should have voted in favor of saying that he did not have the 
right to make the order. It had never been my fortune or duty 
to examine particularly law questions relating to the Army, 
especially as to the effect of Army regulations and the rules for 
the government of the Army, and the first inclination of my 
mind and impression, I may say, was that in discharging with- 
out honor the President -had inflicted a. punishment, and I did 
not believe that in that case or any other it was according to 
the genius and spirit of our law, to say nothing of its explicit 
provisions, that any one man should have the right to be judge 
and jury and executioner. 

It was only after the debate had progressed, particularly 
after I had heard my learned friend the Senator from Texas 
[ Mr. CULBERSON] as to that legal proposition, that I became 
convinced that the first impression of my mind was wrong and 
that the discharge without honor is not a punishment; that it is 
simply the exercise of a power necessary in a great many in- 
stances and on a great many occasions, but particularly neces- 
sary as a fundamental proposition for the good of the Army, for 
the good of the public, and for the protection of the public, and 
that the discharging of a man without honor from the Army 
wis no more than turning off a seryant and failing to give a cer- 
tificate of character. So the Senator from South Carolina is un- 
just, I say again, unintentionally so, in attributing any such dis- 
position and unworthy motive to Senators on this side. 

I wish to say that the reason why I desire that there shall be 
an expression of opinion in this matter is somewhat twofold. 
In the first place, I have no belief that there will be any other 
occasion which will furnish an opportunity for the Senate to 
say that it thought the President acted within his power and 
acted properly, and I am unwilling for the opportunity to pass 
without so saying. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. As I always do, with pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator from Georgia to 

say that he is in favor of the Senate expressing an opinion, as 
this is probably the only opportunity which would be afforded 
for the Senate to do so. I understood the Senator a few mo- 
ments ago to express very grave doubt as to the propriety of the 
expression of any opinion by the Senate as to the legality of 
the Executive act. . 
Mr. BACON. I did not express it quite so strongly as the 
Senator does. I did not say I very gravely doubted. I think 
my exact language was that I was very much in sympathy with 
the suggestion that there might be such impropriety in the gen- 
eral investigation proposed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not the Senator just as much in sym- 
pathy with the suggestion that we ought not to pass a resolution 
approving expressly an executive act, with reference to his 
power, as he is with respect to one disapproving it? If it is 
proper to pass one approving it is proper to pass ona disap- 
proving. Is not really the right thing for the Senate to do 

Mr. BACON. Will not the Senator allow me to answer one 
question at a time? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will add only this little questien. 
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Mr. BACON. Well. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not really the proper thing for the Senate 
to do to express no opinion and to limit itself to an investigation 
of the facts? I think my friend 

Mr. BACON. You ask me a question, and then you go on to 
argue it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. BACON. I would be more than glad to hear the Senator 
argue it afterwards, but I want the question and the argument 
separate. 

The Senator will remember that when I said that with refer- 
ence to what was the inclination of my mind, or the presentation 
with which my mind was in sympathy, I accompanied it with 
the further statement that while that might be the proper course 
to pursue and might be the one which would most commend 
itself to my mind, that is to say nothing, that it was also true that 
the matter had been brought into the Senate by those who were 
hostile to the act of the President, and they had assumed two 
positions here. One was that there was no legal power vested 
in the President to issue the order, and the other was that in 
the issuance of the order and in the action taken under it there 
had been great injustice done to these men. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me a moment until I finish the remark. 
I will yield to the Senator from Ohio in a moment. 

Therefore I said that it was not proper that there should be an 
elimination of the consideration and enunciation by the Senate 
on the question of the existence of power, when the Senate pro- 
posed to adopt a resolution which was in furtherance of the mo- 
tion of those who were unfriendly to this act, based upon the 
ground that it was an abuse of power, if the power existed, and 
that it confounded the guilty with the innocent. That was my 
proposition. h 

If the Senate is willing to accept what has been done by the 
President and say no more about it, I will join hands. But if 
you are going to say anything, then for reasons which I will 
give later if I have an opportunity, we ought to speak here em- 

.phatically as to the propriety of that conduct, both as to law 
and as to fact. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood the Senator from Georgia to 
say two or three times in the course of his remarks, and par- 
ticularly just when I rose to interrupt him, that this question 
as to the power of the Executive had been introduced into the 
debate by those Senators who denied this power to the Presi- 
dent, or words to that effect. I call the Senator’s attention to 
the Recorp in that respect. 

On the 19th day of December the President sent us his mes- 
sage transmitting information in answer to resolutions which 
had been previously adopted by the Senate. A motion was then 
made to refer that message, with all exhibits and documents 
attached, to the Committee on Military Affairs for consideration, 
and the committee was directed, in connection with that con- 
sideration, by the resolution which was then offered, which, of 
course, has not been adopted, if it deemed it advisable to do so, 
to take further testimony in regard to the discharge of the 
members of these companies. 

What was before the Senate, therefore, was the President's 
message, coming up in the way I have indicated, and it was in 
that message that the question about the President’s power was 
first raised, and it was because of what was said in that mes- 
sage that, in discussing the motion then offered, that question 
was properly up for discussion. In other words, the question 
was not introduced into this debate by Senators who questioned 
that power. I did not introduce it. My resolution then offered 
was modified, I believe, on the following day—it has been modi- 
fied two or three times—but in every modification it has been re- 
stricted to an inquiry as to facts. But when it came up for 
consideration the next time, although it was confined strictly to 
facts, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe] offered an 
amendment, which again raised the question of power; and then 
when it came up again after that had been withdrawn and was 
modified the second or third time, on the 17th day of this month, 
the question of power was again raised by the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

So it is. We have had that question and have had debate 
on that proposition, but the proposition itself was not embodied 
in the resolution I offered and was not precipitated in this de- 
bate by anything I said, except only what was in answer to what 
had been said by others. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, I do not want to misrepresent the 
Senator in any particular. 


Mr. FORAKER. I am sure of that. 

Mr. BACON. And I will accept the full statement of what 
he said as to the particular way in which the matter came be- 
fore the Senate. But I do not think there can be any question 
of the fact that the Senator from Ohio has been recognized as 
the champion, and the very formidable champion, the untiring 
champion, of these soldiers who have been thus discharged, and 
that he has been, with the utmost earnestness, constantly in- 
sistent upon the fact that the President did not haye the power, 
and that he had exceeded his power. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not changed my mind about it. 

Mr. BACON. He has not changed his mind, and in that con- 
nection he demands the investigation. 

Mr. FORAKER. Of the facts. 

Mr. BACON. Now, it makes no difference, so far as this par- 
ticular presentation is concerned, whether he is the first one 
who brought it in issue in this Chamber, but he has based his 
most powerful advocacy of the cause of these colored soldiers 
upon the proposition which I have stated, that the President did 
not haye the power, and even if he had the power it had been 
abused, in meting out punishment both to the innocent and the 
guilty. 

Mr. President, when in the course of this debate as the matter 
goes along there is gradually an evolution in which there is an 
attempt to separate those two questions, with this assault upon 
the act of the President, this denial of the right and of the pro- 
priety of his action, and there is an endeayor made to break the 
force of what there might be in an indorsement of the act of the 
President, and simply a direction for an investigation at the in- 
stance of those who deny the power, while I am not an advocate 
or defender of the President, I say it is an injustice to the 
President. 

Mr. President, what makes the matter important to my mind, 
again disayowing any effort on my part to stand as the cham- 
pion or defender of the President, even if I had the adequate 
power to do so, is that there has never been an incident con- 
nected with the American Army in time of peace which has so 
challenged the attention and awakened the interest of the Amer- 
ican people as this particular incident and the questions that 
grows out of it. I am very frank to say that there is not a 
section of the country in which that interest is deeper than in 
the section of country which I have the honor in part here to 
represent. That section of the country is not inflamed, as the 
Senator from South Carolina would suggest, simply by the fact 
that this outrage was committed by negroes, and with hostility 
to the race, and for that reason, this attitude is assumed. The 
southern people haye no such blind, unreasoning race hatred. 
It matters not whether they are white or black. The action 
was taken by a battalion of the United States Army, which was, 
as the President has denounced it, the most brutal act of say- 
agery ever known to the American Army, and, I may say, the 
most brutal act of savagery ever known to the United States by 
any band of people legally organized together. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator, I know, does not want to mis- 
represent me. I did not say, because I have never thought it, 
that the attitude of the South toward the discharge of the 
negro soldiers was due to hatred of the race, but due to hatred 
of negro soldiers as negro soldiers because of the infamies per- 
petrated by them upon the southern people in 1866 and 1867. 

Mr. BACON. I will accept the Senator’s direct statement, 
in his own words. I say that is an injustice, and it matters not 
whether these men are white or black. I am frank to say that 
in my opinion the southern people think it better that for good 
reasons there should be no negro soldiers, and in that view I 
personally concur; but that is not the reason of the attitude of 
the South relative to this action by the President. It is a mat- 
ter, after what has occurred, of the supremest importance’ for 
the peace and security of the country and for the confidence of 
the country in the fact that they will not be subjected to such 
outrages, to know, as alone it can know by the utterance of the 
Senate after what has occurred here, that the power does rest in 
the President, and that whenever a proper man is in that office 
it will be exercised promptly, without a word and without hesi- 
tation, to rob such men of the power to commit such outrages in 
communities in which they may be stationed. 

That is the thing which makes it important, Mr. President, 
that the Senate, after the denial of that power, after the con- 
troversy that has been had here, after the attention of the whole 
country has been attracted to it, that these negro soldiers and 
white soldiers, knowing that that question is in issue and in 
the balance, shall not permit to go forth the impression that, after 


1508 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 22, 


all, the Senate was in doubt and refused to say the President 


did right. For myself one principal objection that I had to the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio was that it would deprive 
me of the opportunity to say to the country and to the Army 
that it was the opinion of the Senate that the President did have 
the power and had rightfully exercised it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BACON. I do. ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does not the Senator think that it is of a 
great deal more importance that the people of the country should 
be made to understand that the law of the country, the civil law 
which deals with such crimes, shall not be interfered with by 
Executive orders, and that troops, black or white, who shoot up 
towns and murder citizens shall be subjected to those instru- 
mentalities to detect the true criminals and punish them? 

Mr. BACON. There are two questions in one, which I will 
answer. I think if the Senator from South Carolina or I had 
had the direction of those matters we might have pursued the 
course which would have more readily led to a detection of 
those who were guilty, and I wish to God they could be detected 
and could be hanged as high as Haman, as they ought to be, 
a spectacle and an example for all others who might so betray 
and abuse a trust as those soldiers did. But it does not end there. 

Mr. President, in my opinion, if it could to-day be ascertained 
who these twenty men were, and if they could be hanged, as they 
should be, none the less would it be the duty of the President 
to say that the balance of these soldiers should no longer wear 
the uniform of the United States. Why? Because I myself 
have not the shadow of a doubt that every single enlisted man 
of those three companies knows who those guilty parties are. 


and any man who is familiar with the race characteristics will“ 


agree with me, I think, in greater or less degree as to the fact 
that there is not a man in either of these three companies who 
does not know who it is of his comrades who perpetrated this 
monstrous and unspeakable outrage of savage cruelty and bru- 
tality upon a peaceful community. And, Mr.-President, if they 
know it, even though the guilty should have a greater punish- 
ment, they should no longer be allowed to wear the uniform of 
the Army, no not for one day or hour. 

It is for that reason, Mr. President, and with that response 
that I think the Senator’s suggestion does not controvene the 
propriety and correctness of the proposition which I make, that 
it is due to the country, that is is due to the future peace of the 
country, that it is due to the confidence which our people will 
have in troops stationed in their midst, that there should be an 
announcement in no uncertain terms by the Senate, after all this 
controversy and after all the attention which has been drawn 
to it, and after the direct challenge which has been made to 
the power, that, in the opinion of the Senate, the President 
had the power and properly exercised it. 

I am glad of the opportunity, which I feared had been lost 
when it appeared we were going to vote simply upon the modi- 
fied resolution of the Senator from Ohio, now presented for me 
to vote directly on that question. I wish Senators would have 
the nerve to let us yote on the question and not move to lay it 
on the table. Let us vote on it direct. Is it true that the 
President had the power and that he properly exercised it? If 
so, like men let us say so and not evade it and get under the 
cover of a motion to lay on the table. 

If the motion of the Senator from Ohio to lay on the table is 
pressed, I hope it will be voted down, even by those who propose 
to vote against the substitute offered by the Senator from 
Florida, in order that unflinchingly we may face our duty and 
say to the American people and say to the American Army—for 
the future confidence and security of the public, on the one hand, 
and for the admonition and guidance of the Army, on the other— 
whether we believe that the President under such circum- 
stances has the power under the law to discharge summarily, 


and whether under such circumstances as this he has properly 
exercised it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that my motion to lay on the table 
may be put. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
lay the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] 
on the table. 

Mr. MALLORY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that the resolution may be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment, at the request of the Senator from South Carolina. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert as a substitute for 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio the following: 


well, That in the judgment of the Senate the recent action of 
tne ‘President in dischar; 3 honor enlisted men of Companies 


B, C, and D of the Twenty-fifth Infantry was within the scope of 
his authority and power and a proper exércise thereof. 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Military Affairs is hereby 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take and 
have printed testimony for the purpose of ascertaining all the facts 
with reference to or connected with the recent attack on the town of 
Brownsyille, Tex., on the night of August 13-14, 1906. Said com- 
mittee is authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer 
oaths, to sit during the sessions of the Senate, and, if deemed ad- 
visable, at Brownsville or elsewhere; the expenses to be pald from 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio to lay the amendment of 
the Senator from Florida on the table. j 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH (when Mr. Atttson’s name was called). The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ArLıson] is necessarily detained from 
the Chamber. He requested me to announce his pair with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin]. I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dor- 
LIVER], and will vote. I vyote “yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. ELKINS’s name was called). The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] is required by a law- 
suit in which he is involved to be absent from the Chamber, 
and requested me to announce that he is necessarily absent. 
He is paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN LI,. 
and I withhold my vote. Â 

Mr. KITTREDGE (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Par- 
TERSON]. If he were present, I should yote “ yea.” 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Derrew]. 
were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], 
who is not present. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. Morcan’s name was called). My- 
colleague [Mr. Morean] is paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scorr]. He is not on the floor, and I withhold my vote. If 
he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. By agreement I transfer my pair with 
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson] to the junior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN], and will vote. I vote 
s rea.” 

Mr. MALLORY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Pnocron] to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin], who, I understand, is not paired. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have been requested to announce that the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. Prarr] is paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. GEARIN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 22, as follows: 


I am paired 
If he 


YEAS—43, 
Aldrich Clap) Gallinger Nelson 
Alger Clark, Wyo. Hale Nixon 
Allee Crane Hansbrough Perkins 
Ankeny Cullom Hemenway iles 
Benson Dick Heyburn _ Smoot 
Brandegee Dillingham Hopkins Spooner 
Bulkeley Du Pont Kean Sutherland 
Burkett Flint Kittredge Teller 
Burnham Foraker Knox Tillman 
Burrows Frye Lodge Warren 
Carter Fulton Long 

NAYS—22. 

n Dubois McCumber Simmons 
Bacon Foster Mallory Stone 
Carmack Frazier Money Warner 
Clarke, Ark. La Follette Overman Whyte 
Clay Latimer Pettus 
Culberson McCreary Rayner 

NOT VOTING—25. 

on Dolliver Martin Proctor 
fei Dryden Millard Scott 
Beveridge Elkins Morgan Taliaferr 
Blackburn Gamble Newlands Wetmore 
Clark, Mont. Gearin Patterson 
Daniel mena Penrose 
Depew McLaurin Platt 


So Mr. Mattory’s substitute was laid on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask now for a vote on the main resolution. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to say just one word 
before yoting upon the main proposition, and to introduce a reso- 
lution, as a substitute, which I think more nearly conforms to 
the views that have been expressed on the floor. 
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In the first instance, I de ire to say that I believe that with 
pen and paper I can generally make that paper reflect my own 
ideas and what I want to do in the matter of a resolution. If I 
want a resolution to say that I shall investigate a matter for a 
certain purpose I will be able to make that resolution declare the 
purpose for which the investigation is to be made; and if I in- 
tend that the investigation shall ‘exclude some other purpose I 
will be able to so word the resolution that it will clearly exclude 
the thing I do not wish to have considered. 

If I was going to do that I certainly would adopt a form of 
words which everyone must admit has practically, in the general 
use of the words, but one meaning. If I say to a Senator that I 
question his authority to act in a given way, he understands 
and I understand that that means that I have doubts about his 
authority; that I doubt it. If I say I do not question it, then 
it means that I have no doubt as to what was his authority. 
If I state in a resolution for an investigation of this matter that 
without questioning the authority of the President we direct 
that an investigation be made, that carries exactly the opposite 
meaning th:.t it would carry if I said “ questioning the authority 
of the President,” which would mean doubting his authority we 
would direct the investigation. 

Mr. President, as has been stated, and as I would at least 
draw the inference from the statement of the Senator from 
Ohio, he wants an investigation not for the purpose of determin- 
ing whether or not the President has acted within his legal 
authority, not for the purpose of determining whether or not 
that action has been absolutely just, but for the purpose of 
„ascertaining whether or not men connected with this division 
of the Army were guilty ; and that is not all; not only for that 
purpose, but for the further purpose of ascertaining whether 
or not other than these twenty men were guilty. 

There can be but one purpose in this investigation, and that 
is, first, to determine who are guilty and ought to be punished ; 
second, to determine who are not guilty and therefore ought not 
to endure the punishment they are now suffering. If that is the 
object of the resolution, why not embody that object; and if, 
in addition to that, we want to eliminate the entire question of 
the authority of the President in the premises, so that we will 
not put ourselyes on record one way or the other, either in 
affirming the fact that he has acted within his legal authority 
or by denying the fact of it, why not say so in so many words? 

Mr. President, with that in view, and with the idea that we 
were not attempting to juggle with words in the matter of this 
investigation in order to make us all agree upon some point, I 
have prepared a further resolution. I do not think, as I stated 
before, that this matter is so important above all matters that 
we need to go outside of our regular use of language and adopt 
some character of questionable diplomacy to get all Senators to 
vote for the resolution, some understanding it one way, some 
understanding it another way, or assuming that it is to be un- 
derstood in another way, when we all agree practically that it 
has but one meaning. 

I believe, Mr. President, that after we haye cast a vote upon 
this matter and have had our investigation, the good sense of 
the people of the United States will be such that none of them 
will be fooled in the slightest degree by the language we have 
used, and afterwards we will resume our normal condition in 
the Senate, as that normal condition exists even to-day in the 
country. I for one will not attempt in any way to support a res- 
olution designed to carry a meaning other than that which its 
words clearly imply. 

Now, L ask for the reading of the resolution as a substitute. 
If the Senator from Ohio thinks it does not conform to his view, 
he can so state. He moved to lay upon the table a resolution 
that less nearly conforms to just exactly the opposite of his 
views than this one or any other one. Why? Because the res- 
olution of the Senator from Florida simply asserted the legal 
right of the President to so act. The resolution which has been 
adopted here by a few of the Senators not only asserts that the 
President acted legally, but it asserts that his act was a just act 
as well, without questioning either the legality or the justice of 
his act. Therefore you admit not only that his act was legal, but 
also that in discharging all the soldiers guilty and innocent alike 
his act was also just. 

I am not willing to go that far. I admit that the President 
of the United States probably could not have done otherwise 
than he did. He had before him a condition. The condition 
was that an investigation was made by the Army and it was 
without success. The matter was brought before the local au- 


thorities there. No indictments were found. He either had to 
continue those soldiers in the Army or dismiss them, waiting 
until some time in the future possibly he might get at the truth 
of the matter and then reinstate those against whom an injus- 
tice might have been done. From the arguments which have 


been given here it is certain that no two Senators would haye 
done exactly the same under the conditions that confronted the 
President at that time. 

It is not surprising, therefore, that the President of the 
United States would not have done what any one of the Senators 


would have done under like conditions. On my own part I 
think he acted honestly and justly, within his legal authority ; 
but I do think that an injustice has been done to at least 137 or 
147, or whatever the number may be, out of the entire battalion. 
I would rather not say in the resolution that no injustice has 
been done. 

With that statement, Mr. President, I simply ask for the read- 
ing of the resolution I offer as a substitute, and then if-the Sen- 
ate desires to Jay it upon the table they can do so, and I will 
vote for the other resolution, because I believe clearly that the 
President acted within his legal authority. I want an investiga- 
tion not so much to establish the guilt as to prove the innocence 
of those who I believe are suffering for an offense that they are 
not responsible for in any way whatever. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the Senator takes his seat will 
he allow me a moment? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Apprehensive that a motion may be made 
to table the resolution the Senator offers, I simply want to say 
that on yesterday I announced to the Senate my entire satis- 
faction with the resolution as offered in its latest form by the 
Senator from Ohio. I stand to that declaration now; and how- 
eyer much any proposed substitute now offered may commend 
itself to my judgment, I will not depart from the announcement 
I made on yesterday of my perfect satisfaction with the resolu- 
tion now pending. I shall stand by it, and my votes will be 
understood in the light of this declaration. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I certainly believe, Mr. President, that any 
Senator who believes that the President of the United States 
has acted within his authority and further believes that he has 
acted justly in this matter can conscientiously vote for the reso- 
lution in the form that it was presented here as a substitute 
yesterday. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr, ALDRICH. Let the proposed substitute be read. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask for the reading of the resolution I 
have offered as a substitute. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will withhold the motion for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read the substi- 
tute proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. à 

The Secretary read Mr. McCumeser’s substitute, as follows: 


Resolved, That for the purpose of 5 what enlisted men or 
oflicers of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, 
were bt. weg in the affray at Brownsville, Tex., on the night of August 
13, 1906, or were accessories thereto, either before or after the fact, 
and also for the pa se of ascertaining what enlisted men or officers 
thereof were not implicated therein, either by overt act, assistance, neg- 
ligence, or eee of knowledge or information relating thereto. 
and whelly independent of the goreuon as to whether the President of 
the United States acted within the scope of his constitutional and legal 
authority in discharging members of said companies, the Committee on 
Military Affairs be, and hereby is, authorized to make inquiry and to 
take testimony in regard to said affray, and that it be, and hereby i 
authorized to send for persons and papers and administer oaths, an 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

he committee or any subcommittee thereof is further authorized, if 
deemed necessary, to visit Brownsyille, Tex., inspect the locality of the 
recent disturbance, and examine witnesses there. 


Mr. FORAKER. I move to lay the substitute on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
lay the proposed substitute upon the table. . 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the Senator from Ohio to withhold 
his motion for a moment. : 

Mr. FORAKER. I will withhold it for a moment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to take this occasion, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to state my position in regard to this and the other pend- 
ing resolutions. I think the Senator from North Dakota cer- 
tainly has accomplished that which he says he professes to be 
able to accomplish, by stating in an affirmative manner the 
things that the committee proposes to do. But I do not think— 
I have not at any time thought—that I would support any reso~ 
lution that undertook to inquire or promised not to inquire in 
affirmative terms into the action of the President of the United 
States. Ever. since this discussion began I have been inter- 
ested more in considering the question of the power of the 
Senate than I have in considering the question of the power 
of the President. I was convinced early that we had abso- 
lutely no power to investigate, to criticise, or to approve or 
disapprove the act of the President when that act was a com- 
pleted act, and my opinion on that matter has not been changed. 
It would not be appropriate that we should, merely for the pur- 
pose of complimenting the President upon his action, indorse it. 
It is not appropriate that we shall take up official acts of the 
President to pass upon them either affirmatively or negatively, 
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except that in doing so we are performing some legitimate 
function of this bedy. 

I therefore was satisfied with the resolution as it stood upon 

adjournment on last Friday, which eliminated that question, 
and would have been justifiable upon the ground that either 
branch of Cengress may and should at all times inquire, through 
methods determined upon, into any condition of facts that may 
be useful for consideration in future legislation in regard to the 
subject of the inquiry. We may want to inquire in the future, 
near or distant, whether or not the Articles of War should be 
amended in order to meet such emergencies; but we can not, 
by any act of ours, undo or modify the completed act of the 

President. 

Therefore I have objected and shall be compelled to express 
that objection by my yote to the words “ without questioning 
the legality or justice of any act of the President in relation 
thereto.” The words “without questioning” are equivalent to 
waiving our right to question. That is the synonym given by 
the authorities. It is the recognized synonym for that word. 
It is equivalent to waiving our right to question. We have no 
right to waive; there is nothing to waive. It carries with it 
the implication that we have a right, if we should see fit to ex- 
ercise it, and I can not concede that. 

So I say that my vote will be governed more by the considera- 
tion of the powers of the Senate than by the consideration of 
the powers of the President. I shall net vote upon the powers 
of the President nor upon the question whether he has exercised 
them wisely or unwisely. I shall not vote upon the question as 
to whether or not he has exceeded his authority, no matter in 
what shape it may be presented in a resolution. 

If this incident is of sufficient importance as to promise profit- 
able results from an investigation of those occurrences for our 
future use, to have on hand, if I may use the expression, in the 
event that we should take up the consideration of the question 
of a revision of the Articles of War or military law, well and 
good; let us investigate; but if it is for the purpose, directly or 
indirectly, or by implication or otherwise, of criticising the 
President, then I shall vote against all resolutions. I shall be 
compelled to vote against any resolution that would intimate 
that we had a right to inquire into this matter at all or that we 
needed to do it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I moye to lay the proposed substitute on the 
table. 

Nr. STONE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. FORAKER. I will withhold the motion if the Senator 
desires. 

‘Mr. STONE. Yes; I do. Mr. President, I think it very clear 
that under the programme manifestly agreed upon the substitute 
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. MCCUMBER] 
will be tabled, and that the reconstructed resolution offered by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] will be adopted. For my 
purpose, I accept that situation. 

I desire to say a word, Mr. President—and I will only occupy 
the time of the Senate a very few moments—about the com- 
promise resolution before it is finally adopted. But, before do- 
ing that, I wish in passing to advert for a moment to that 
part of the speech made on yesterday by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], which he has eliminated from 
the Recorp. I do this that I may say in the open Senate that, 
although I am as sensitive as most men, I did not feel offended 
at what that Senator said of me. Without assuming to pass on 
the merits of the Senator’s composition or the timeliness of his 
utterance, I regarded what he said as an effort at facetious- 
ness and good-natured humor. I was not offended, because I 
was sure no offense was intended. I venture to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that except for the gravity with which the Senate treated 
the incident no importance would have been attached to the Sena- 
tor’s deliverance. The solemnity of the Senate’s action gave 
to a trivial circumstance its only dignity. I could not have 
congratulated the Senator perhaps for making such a speech in 

this presence, but having made it, I do regret that it has been with- 
held from the Recorp—and this I say, despite the opinions to the 
contrary of our elder statesmen, whose judgment on Senatorial 
proprieties I regard, as in duty bound, with deference. There 
is an old saying that : 
A little nonsense now and then 
Is relished by the wisest men, 

I am not sure that I have the quotation exactly right, but it 
is near enough right to answer the purpose. 

Mr. CLAPP. “ By the best of men.” 

Mr. STONE. My friend from Minnesota suggests that the 
quotation should be “ best of men” instead of “ wisest.” 

“ Mr. CLAPP. “Best” is the proper word. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


justly hold against this Senate. 


J ANUARY 22, 


Mr. STONE. Of course the proprieties of debate should be 
obseryed and the business of the Senate orderly conducted, but 
I should hate to see the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp converted into 
a ponderous tome of platitudes without a sparkle of fun or 
flash of humor to relieve its dull monotony. If ever it is to be 
read by anybody except some patient digger after serious data, 
there must be something in it to tempt the lips into smiling or 
the heart into quicker beating. Although the first effort of the 
Senator from South Carolina to be humorous was not a shining 
success [laughter], I can not but hope that he will abandon 
his announced resolution never to try it again. ‘That first effort 
created such a stir in the Senate and in the world that there 
is no telling what he might accomplish with patient practice 
and a little softening of his tone. No one can measure the pos- 
sibilities of the Senator in this direction. [Laughter.] If he 
adheres.to his resolution to quit, who can tell what a light the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] and the Senate snuffed 
out on yesterday; a light, it may be, that would have warmed 
the world into laughing if only it had been permitted to burn. 
I devoutly hope the Senator from South Carolina will recon- 
sider his resolution, and again and again illuminate the RECORD 
with the scintillations of his wit. If he does not, there is no 
telling how deep the grievance may be which posterity may 
With this hope and invocation, 
Mr. President, I leave this weighty matter with the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. President, a word now, and only a word, about this 
newly constructed resolution. It is manifestly a compromise 
between the warring factions on the other side of this Chamber. 
When I addressed the Senate seyeral days ago I predicted that 
their differences would be adjusted and a compromise resolu- 
tion agreed upon. This eventuation should establish my claim 
to prophesy. The Senator from Ohio, speaking for the “antis,” 
and the Senator from Massachusetts, speaking for the President, 
have shaken hands across the bloody chasm, and the cohorts of 
both are at peace. But, Mr. President, although everybody is 
agreed, we know that nobody is satisfied. It is a drawn battle. 
But then, Mr. President, our friends over there are at peace. 
Watching and waiting with muffled daggers, they are at peace; 
but with the next gale that blows from the White House we 
may again hear the clash of resounding arms. Happily this 
investigation is to go on, and the end is not yet. I am for the 
investigation, Mr. President, wholly, as a matter of course, from 
disinterested, unselfish, and purely public considerations; but 
while I shall cheerfully vote for the resolution, I desire to say 
that I for one do question the legality but not the justice of 
the President’s act in disbanding the battalion in question as 
he did. I shall vote for the resolution, but I wish now in ad- 
vance to avow that in doing so I do not commit myself to the 
proposition that the President, in all respects, acted within the 
limits of his constitutional and legal powers. I do not think 
he did. At the same time I think it perfectly clear that the 
Senate can not revise or modify, much less revoke, the orders 
or acts of the President, and this is true whether the orders 
or acts of the President were legal or illegal. But the Senate 
has an undoubted right to make this investigation for its own 
information and for its own purposes. This much I desired to 
say, Mr. President, and no more. 

Mr. FORAKER. I moye to lay the substitute offered by the 


Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] on the table, and 


on that I ask for a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
lay the proposed substitute offered by the Senator from North 
Dakota on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, notwithstanding the late- 
ness of the hour, I feel it my duty to offer a substitute for the 
resolution which has been agreed upon by certain Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber. I will read the proposed sub- 
stitute : 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate the President was 
authorized by law and justified by the facts in discharging without 
honor, with only the legal consequences incident to such discharges 
under existing law and Army regulations, the enlisted men of Compa- 
nies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, on account of 
occurrences at Brownsville, Tex., on the night of August 13-14, 1906, 
and subsequently. 

Mr. President, it will be remembered by perhaps all Senators 
present that for several days prior to the meeting of the Congress 
it was suggested in the newspapers of this city that the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Fora KER] intended to offer in this body a reso- 
lution of inquiry questioning and attacking the discharge of 
this battalion of infantry by the President. Notwithstanding 
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that publication and the apparent foundation for it, on the first 
day of the session of the Senate, December 3, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], with manifest haste, proposed a 
resolution of inquiry on the subject. We were informed by 
the press that it was done on the part of the Administration, 
so that whatever inquiry was made with reference to this trans- 
action should be made by the friends of the President. 

On the same day, December 3, but subsequently, the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] offered his resolution of inquiry. It 
was modified on December 4 and modified again on December 5. 
On December 5 the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, also offered a 
resolution on the same subject, and on the 6th day of December 
the Senator from Ohio, from his place in this Chamber, not only 
attacked the validity of the act of the President, but the suffi- 
ciency of the testimony upon which it was based. I read from 
the Recorp, on page 105: 

The broader question is one of constitutional right— 

Said the Senator from Ohio— 


The broader question is one of constitutional right. The President 
does have power, as the Secretary of War says in the statement pub- 
lished in the papers this morning, to grant discharges without honor in 
contradistinction to discharges that are dishonorable and to 8 
that are honorable. But running through all authority, and necessarily 
so because of the spirit of our institutions as well as the letter of the 
law, is this rule, that no such discharge can be granted by any order, 
from the President down, when it rests upon a conviction of a felony 
eng with imprisonment in the N under the laws of the 

nited States and when as a result of such discharge punishment is 
EY as though it had been in pursuance of the sentence of a court- 
martial. 

Whenever it comes to the point where men are charged with the 
commission of a criminal act they are entitled to a trial before they 
are condemned, and they have that right, although they may be enlisted 
men in the aroy of the United States. They have it under our consti- 
tutional aranties, and a 5 have it according to the letter of the 
statute t is applicable. shall point out, when the proper time 
comes, that the Congress of the United States has been careful, in en- 
acting the Articles of War and other statutes for the government and 
regulation of the Army, to provide that there shall be no conviction of 
any enlisted man of any offense upon which a discharge can be predi- 
cated until he has had a trial before a court-martial or some other duly 
eonstituted tribunal. 

So we have, Mr. President, the friends of the Administration 
in this Chamber seeking at the outset to take charge of this 
inquiry in preference to the Senator from Ohio, who announced 
that the President acted upon testimony insufficient and flimsy 
and in violation of the Constitution of the United States. 

Now, what else? On December 19 the Senator from Ohio 
modified his resolution, or rather submitted another one. On 
December 20 he modified his last resolution, and on the 3d of 
January, Mr. President, when the Senate reconvened after the 
holiday recess, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner], 
representing the President, sought to ingraft an amendment 
upon the resolution of the Senator from Ohio by inserting, after 
the word “ discharge,“ the words: 

By the President of the United States in the exercise of his constitu- 
tional and legal authority as Commander in Chief. 

There we see the race between the leading opponent of the 
- Administration on this subject and, as we have been told, the best 

friend of the President in the Senate. Not only that, Mr. Presi- 
dent, but the Senator from Massachusetts, as I have shown, in- 
sisted upon an amendment which would justify the legal posi- 
tion of the President. 

Without following in detail the various resolutions and amend- 
ments further, I invite the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that subsequently the Senator from Massachusetts withdrew 
his amendment, retreated from his position of expressly justi- 
fying the President under the law, and the Senator from Ohio 
introduced still another resolution, which went further than his 
original one, further in that all the other resolutions authorized 
the committee to make this inquiry, whereas this one on the 
part of the Senator from Ohio not only authorized but directed 
the committee to make the inquiry, taking away their discre- 
tion. 

What does all this signify? At the outset the friends of the 
Administration assumed charge of the inquiry. Later the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, the personal friend of the President, 
sought by amendment to justify his act as to the law. Then 
this was abandoned and the resolution of the Senator from Ohio 
was made wide-reaching both as to law and as to fact. 

More than that, Mr. President. Instead of taking charge of 
the inquiry, instead of justifying the legal position of the Presi- 

dent, the forces of the Administration in this Chamber have sur- 
rendered on the law and permitted the inquiry to pass under the 
absolute control of those who are leading the fight against this 
act of the President. 5 

Then came the amendment suggested and proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], which in itself was 
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an advance, it is true, but the merit of which has been largely 
subtracted from by the absence of the words “ or denying.” 

Now, what we propose, at least what I propose, though I be 
the only Senator who will vote for it, is, after the full discussion 
of the constitutional and legal powers of the President, after 
the full and exhaustive inquiry into the facts, and after that 
authority has been challenged and the propriety of the act has 
been questioned, to pass the substitute reso'ution justifying the 
act in law and sustaining the act under the <acts. : 

Mr. President, only a word more, because I recognize in a 
degree the impropriety of speaking at this hour. The Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TEINER] has suggested that we want the 
testimony. There was an inquiry by Major Blocksom. There 
was an inquiry by the grand jury of Cameron County. There 
was an inquiry by General Garlington. There has been a sub- 
sequent inquiry by the Department of Justice. There has been 
an inquiry exhaustive and lengthy by the friends of these sol- 
diers—the Constitutional League of the State of New York. 
Every person in Brownsville or contiguous thereto who knows 
anything about the facts in this case, every officer, whether 
commissioned or noncommissioned, and every private soldier 
stationed at Brownsville has either made a statement or made 
an affidavit in this case. . 

Let me call attention to the fact that under Major Blocksom’s 
report the affidavits of the noncommissioned officers were taken 
as well as the statements of the five commissioned officers. 
Under Colonel Lovering's report, which I had almost forgotten, 
first, there was the sworn testimony of the commissioned offi- 
cers; second, the sworn testimony of the soldiers, running from 
page 114 to 163, inclusive, and third, the affidavits of the soldiers, 
from page 163 to page 174, inclusive, as shown in the Senate 
document. Under General Garlington's report, first, the ac- 
cused soldiers who were under arrest were carefully examined 
at Fort Sam Houston, Tex.; second, many of the men were ex- 
amined at Fort Reno, and third, all of the officers and enlisted 
men of the battalion were paraded at Fort Reno and asked to 
make statements. As taken by the Constitution League of the 
State of New York, what testimony is here on the part of these 
soldiers? The affidavit of every soldier connected with this 
battalion at Fort Brown will be found from pages 222 to 234, 
inclusive, of Document 155, published by the Senate. 

So, recapitulating somewhat what I have said, we have the 
testimorfy & the commissioned officers; we have the testimony 
of the 1 zmmissioned officers; we have the testimony of every 
private dier; we have the testimony of every citizen in and 
about the city of Brownsville who knows anything in the world 
about this question. 

I have here, Mr. President, a telegram from Capt. William 
Kelly, of Brownsville, which I will read. He was the chair- 
man of the citizens’ committee of that city, is a Republican, and 
was an officer on the Union side in the civil war. It is directed 
to me from Brownsville, Tex., and dated January 15, 1907: 


Our ple believe no additional facts obtainable by further investiga- 
tion. y exhausted every clew. 

WILLIAM KELLY, 
Chairman of Committee. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, which I have hurriedly pre- 
sented, I feel it my duty to offer the substitute in lieu of the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio, so that this inci- 
dent, so far as the Senate and the discharge of these soldiers 
are concerned, will be closed. It will not be closed so far as the 
soldiers are concerned, because the President has declared that 
it is open to any man to show that he is not guilty either of par- 
ticipation in this crime or of having knowledge of the guilty 
parties, and that when such a showing is made to him he will 
permit a reenlistment under the law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the substi- 
tute offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate the President was au- 
thorized by law and justified by the facts in epider without honor, 
with only the legal con: ences incident to such discharges under ex- 
isting law and Army ations, the enlisted men of Companies B, C, 
and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, on account of occurrence at 
. ex., on the night of August 13-14, 1906, and subse- 
quently, 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to lay the substitute on the table. 

Mr. BACON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. I 
have transferred the pair to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLI- 
VER] and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. KITTREDGE (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTER- 
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son], which has been transferred to the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN], and I will vote. I vote“ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. I trans- 
fer the pair to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], and 
will vote. I vote “nay.” . . 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. MorGan’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama is paired with the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. > 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 
I transfer the pair to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. GEARIN], 
and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WHYTE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Arcer]. I understand 
there has been a transfer of the pair, and I will vote. I vote 
“nay.” 3 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have been authorized to announce that 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Newranps] is paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 19, as follows: 


YEAS—46, 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Hale Nelson 
Allee Crane llemenway Nixon 
-Ankeny Cullom Ileyburn Perkins 
Benson Daniel Hopkins Piles 
Blackburn Dick Kean Smoot 
Brandegee Dillingham Kittredge Spooner 
Bulkeley Du Pont Knox Sutherland 
Burkett Flint La Follette Tilman 
Burnham Foraker Lodge Warner 
Burrows Frye Long Warren 
Carter Fulton MeCumber 
Clapp Gallinger Millard 

NAYS—19. 
Bacon Dubois Mallory Simmons 
Carmack Poster Money Stone 
Clarke, Ark. Frazier Overman Taliaferro 
Cla Latimer Pettus Whyte 
Culberson McCreary Rayner 

NOT VOTING—25. 
Alger * Dolliver McLaurin Proctor 
Allison Dryden Martin Scott 
Bailey Elkins Morgan Teller 
erry Gamble Newlands Wetmore 

Beveridge Gearin Patterson 
Clark, Mont, Hansbrough Penrose 
Depew McEnery Platt 


So Mr. CcLBerRrsox’s substitute was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker}. . 

Mr. FORAKER. I moye that the resolution, under the rule, 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. By the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I am directed to report the 
resolution favorably, and I ask unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILD, 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, after the routine morning business, I shall call up the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, so called, in 
which is the item concerning the pay of Representatives and 
Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Notice will be entered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Janu- 
ary 23, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 22, 1907. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


William C. Besselievre, jr., of Massachusetts, to be constructor 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 


MARSHAL. 


M. Hubert O’Brien, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United 
States court for China, vice Orvice R. Leonard, resigned, 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Henry B. Price to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of January, 1907, to fill a vacancy cre- 
ated in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1903. 

RECELVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Alfred C. Steinman, of Ellensburg, Wash., to be receiver of 
public moneys at North Yakima, Wash., vice Harry F. Nichols, 
deceased. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Lee Fairbanks, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at 
Del Norte, Colo., to take effect March 3, 1907, at the expiration 
of his present term. (Reappointment. ) 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

John W. Short to be postmaster at Fresno, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California, in place of John W. Short. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 

COLORADO. 

George S. Mott to be postmaster at Telluride, in the county of 
San Miguel and State of Colorado, in place of George S. Mott. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

DELAWARE, 

Douglass C. Allee to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of 
Kent and State of Delaware, in place of Douglass C. Allee. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 16, 1907. 

FLORIDA. 

John H. Hibbard to be postmaster at De Land, in the county 
of Volusia and State of Florida, in place of John H. Hibbard. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 1907. 

William H. Northup to be postmaster at Pensacola, in the 
county of Escambia and State of Florida, in place of William II. 
Northup. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1907. 

GEORGIA. 

Henry C. Newman to be postmaster at Eastman, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Georgia, in place of William S. Waite. 
Incumbent's commission expired June 11, 1906. 

ILLINOIS, 

Adolph Fehrman to be postmaster at Pekin, in the county of 
Tazewell and State of Illinois, in place of Christian A. Kuhl. 
Incumbent's commission expired February 10, 1906. 

Theodore A. Fritchey to be postmaster at Olney, in the county 
of Richland and State of Illinois, in place of Theodore A. 
Fritchey. Incumbent's commission expired February 13, 1906. 

William A. Hardy to be postmaster at Springvalley, in the 
county of Bureau and State of Illinois, in place of Edward G. 
Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 14, 1906. 

William C. Heining to be postmaster at Red Bud, in the county 
of Randolph and State óf Illinois, in place of William C. Heining. 
Incumbent's commission expires February 3, 1907. 

Andrew J. Pickrell to be postmaster at Anna, in the county of 
Union and State of Illinois, in place of Andrew J. Pickrell. In- 
cunbent’s commission expires February 9, 1907. 

George C. Roberts to be postmaster at Greenview, in the 
county of Menard and State of Illinois, in place of George C. 
Roberts. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Charles Scofield to be postmaster at Marengo, in the county of 
McHenry and State of Illinois, in place of Charles Scofield. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Allen T. Spivey to be postmaster at Shawneetown, in the 
county of Gallatin and State of Illinois, in place of Henry M. 
Peebles. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Edwin L. Welton to be postmaster at Centralia, in the county 
of Marion and State of Illinois, in place of Edwin L. Welton. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 3, 1907. 

IOWA. 

Edward C. Brown to be postmaster at Dewitt, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Iowa, in place of Edward C. Brown. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 9, 1907. 

Charles C. Burgess to be postmaster at Cresco, in the county 
of Howard and State of Iowa, in place of Charles C. Burgess. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 1907. 

Gilbert Cooley to be postmaster at Strawberry Point, in the 
county of Clayton and State of Iowa, in place of Gilbert Cooley. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 1907. 

John J. Heverly to be postmaster at Center Point, in the 
county of Linn and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Isaac Hossler to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the county 
of Ida and State of Iowa, in place of Isaac Hossler. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Emery Westcott to be postmaster at Iowa City, in the county 
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of Johnson and State of Iowa, in place of Henry D. Overholt. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

James E. Wheelock to be postmaster at Hartley, in the county 
of O’Brien and State of Iowa, in place of James E. Wheelock. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

KANSAS. 

James S. Alexander to be postmaster at Florence, in the county 
of Marion and State of Kansas, in place of James S. Alexander. 
Incumbent's commission expires February 3, 1907. ‘ 

MARYLAND. 

Sewell M. Moore to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county 
of Dorchester and State of Maryland, in place of Sewell M. 
Moore. Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 1907. 

MINNESOTA. 

Alfred J. Gebhard to be postmaster at Lamberton, in the 
county of Redwood and State of Minnesota, in place of Alfred 
J. Gebhard. Incumbent's commission expired January 13, 1907. 

Thomas T. Gronlund to be postmaster at Tyler, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Minnesota, in place of Thomas T. Gron- 
lund. Incumbent's commission expires March 2, 1907. 

Dwight C. Pierce to be postmaster at Goodhue, in the county 
of Goodhue and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. . 


MISSOURI. 


John L. Schmitz to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 
of Livingston and State of Missouri, in place of John L. Schmitz. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1907. : 

NEW JERSEY. 

Thomas E. Hunt to be postmaster at Penn Grove, in the 
county of Salem and State of New Jersey, in place of Joseph D. 
Whitaker. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Adam Kandle to be postmaster at Elmer, in the county of 
Salem and State of New Jersey, in place of Adam Kandle, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1907. 

NEW YORK. 5 

Jay Farrier to be postmaster at Oneida, in the county of 
Madison and State of New York, in place of John J. Hodge. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 12, 1907. 

Huet R. Root to be postmaster at De Ruyter, in the county of 
Madison and State of New York, in place of Henry P. Mitchell. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Thomas H. Dickens to be postmaster at Enfield, in the county 
of Halifax and State of North Carolina, in place of Elijah C. 
Shearin. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1906. 


Onto, 

Erwin G. Chamberlin to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the 
county of Noble and State of Ohio, in place of Erwin G. Cham- 
berlin. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1907. 

Van R. Sprague to be postmaster at McArthur, in the county 
of Vinton and State of Ohio, in place of Van R. Sprague. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 12, 1907. 


D OKLAHOMA, 

Joseph V. Martin to be postmaster at Lone Wolf, in the county 
of Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1907. 

John P. Richert to be postmaster at Gotebo, in the county of 
Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

OREGON, 

George W. McQueen to be postmaster at Cottage Grove, in 
the county of Lane and State of Oregon, in place of Charles J. 
Howard, resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

William F. Brittain to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William F. 
Brittain. Incumbent’s commission expires February 5, 1907. 

James S. Kennedy to be postmaster at Grove City, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James 
S. Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1907. 

J. C. Lauffer to be postmaster at Portage, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylyania. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1906. 

William H. H. Lea to be postmaster at Carnegie, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
H. H. Lea. Incumbent's commission expires February 11, 1907. 

Luther P. Ross to be postmaster at Saxton, in the county of 
Bedford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Luther P. Ross. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 

George C. Wagenseller to be postmaster at Selinsgrove, in the 
county of Snyder and State of Pennsylvania, in place of George 
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C. Wagenseller. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 
1907. * 
RHODE ISLAND. 

Warren W. Logee to be postmaster at Pascoag, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in place of Warren 
W. Logee. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Thomas B. McLaurin to be postmaster at Benncttsville, in the 
county of Marlboro and State of South Carolina, in place of 
Frank M. Emanuel. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 17, 1906. 

TEXAS. 

Isham H. Nelson to be postmaster at Snyder, in the county of 
Scurry and State of Texas, in place of Isham H. Nelson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1907. 

Laura M. Poe to be postmaster at Santa Anna, in the county 
of Coleman and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

Jacob J. Utts to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Van Zandt and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. } 

Wilber H. Webber to be postmaster at Lampasas, in the county 
of Lampasas and State of Texas, in place of Wilber H. Webber, 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1907. 0 

David M. Wilson to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 
county of Wise and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

WISCONSIN. 

Alex Archie to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in place of Cornelius E. Dono- 
van. Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 

Ole Erickson to be postmaster at Grantsburg, in the county of 
Burnett and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ole Erickson. In- 
cumbent's commission expired January 7, 1907. 

John G. Gorth to be postmaster at Oconomowoc, in the county 
of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin, in place of John G. Gorth. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 30, 1906. 

Fred R. Helmer to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin, in place of William A. Mayhew. 
Incumbent's commission expired January 7, 1907. 

John Vilberg to be postmaster at Mount Horeb, in the county 
of Dane and State of Wisconsin, in place of John Vilberg. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. d 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 22, 
1907. 


PKOMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 


Lieut. Col. Ginton B. Sears, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel 
from January 11, 1907. 

Maj. Curtis McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel from January 1, 1907. È 

Capt. Charles Keller, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
January 11, 1907. 

First Lieut. Albert E. Waldron, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from January 11, 1907. 

Second Lieut. De Witt C. Jones, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from January 11, 1907. 


Cavalry Arm. 


Second Lieut. Robert L. Collins, Second Cavalry, to be first 
lientenant from October 2, 1906. 


Infantry Arm. 


First Lieut. Lawrence D. Cabell, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
eaptain from January 9, 1907. : 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 
Carl O. Freeman to be postmaster at Berryville, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Arkansas. 
Alexander Jackson to be postmaster at Hoxie, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Arkansas. 
Robert C. Vance to be postmaster at Benton, in the county of 
Saline and State of Arkansas. 
i FLORIDA. 
Edwin N. Bradley to be postmaster at Green Coye Springs, in 
the county of Clay and State of Florida. 


Fred M. Taylor to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county 
of Brevard and State of Florida. 
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GEORGIA. 

Halbert F. Brimberry to be postmaster at Albany, in the 
county of Dougherty and State of Georgia. 

John B. Crawford to be postmaster at Cairo, in the county 
of Grady and State of Georgia. 

Alamo B. Harp to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Butts and State of Georgia. 

Christopher E. Head to be postmaster at Tallapoosa, in the 
county of Haralson and State of Georgia. 

Frank P. Mitchell to be postmaster at Americus, in the county 
of Sumter and State of Georgia. 


KENTUCKY, 
Offa A. Stump to be postmaster at Pikeville, in the county 
of Pike and State of Kentucky. 


NEW MEXICO. 


James A. Duff to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
of San Juan and Territory of New Mexico. 


NEW YORK. 

Joseph A. Douglas to be postmaster at Babylon, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Frank W. Higgins to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the 
county of Allegany and State of New York. 

Charles C. Horton to be postmaster at Silver Creek, in the 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York. 

Benjamin C. Moore to be postmaster at Pleasantville Station, 
in the county of Westchester and State of New York. 

Robert Murray to be postmaster at Warrensburg, in the 
county of Warren and State of New York. . 

. James L. Taylor to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, in the 

county of Westchester and State of New York. 

Fred A. Upton to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Elmer E. Brown to be postmaster at Oklahoma, in the county 

of Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

John H. Bishop to be postmaster at- Millersville, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph M. Brothers to be postmaster at Knox, in the county 
of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph J. Delp to be postmaster at Windgap, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

Silas E. Dubbel to be postmaster at Waynesboro, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel H. Jackson to be postmaster at Claysville, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. G. Lloyd to be postmaster at Ebensburg, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

John G. MceCamant to be postmaster at Tyrone, in the county 
of Blair and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles A. Passmore to be postmaster at Gap, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

William H. Pennell to be postmaster at Duncannon, in the 
county of Perry and State of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas K. Pullin to be postmaster at Confluence, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania. 

Rosella M. Russell to be postmaster at Glassport, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert B. Thompson to be postmaster at Freeport, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 

Sylvester B. Wollet to be postmaster at McConnellsburg, in 
the county of Fulton and State of Pennsylvania. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. A 

James P. Bodie to be postmaster at Leesville, in the county of 
Lexington and State of South Carolina. 

Levi S. Bowers to be postmaster at Prosperity, in the county 
of Newberry and State of South Carolina. 

Benjamin H. Massey to be postmaster at Fort Mill, in the 
county of York and State of South Carolina. 

TEXAS. 


Carrie E. Hoke to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 

Williamson and State of Texas. 
VIRGINIA. 

Willard B. Alfred to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the 
county of Mecklenburg and State of Virginia. 

Robert A. Anderson to be postmaster at Marion, in tħe county 
of Smyth and State of Virginia. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


` Fannie E. Helmick to be postmaster at Thomas, in the county 
of Tucker and State of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTÅTIVES. 


TUESDAY, January 22, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock, noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupnen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

Fer MRS. ALBERTA DE LARIO. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits 
a privileged report, which will bé read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
ed to pay Mrs. Alberta De rio, widow of Louis De Lario, de- 
ceased, late clerk of the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, of the 
House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months’ pay at the rate of 
compensation received by him at the time of his death, and a further 
sum, not exceeding $250, on account of the funeral expenses of said 
8 De Lario, said amounts to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
e House. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CLARA MORGAN. 


Mr. CASSEL. I also submit the following. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Clara Morgan, 
granddaughter of James M. Kenney. deceased, late messenger in the 
offfce of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, a sum equal to six months’ 
pay at the rate of compensation received by him at the time of his 
death, and a further sum, not exceeding $250, on account of the funeral 
expenses of said Kenney. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSENGERS TO DISBURSING CLERK. 


Mr. CASSEL. Also the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

Resolved, That from the date of their employment, and until other- 
wise provided for by law, there shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House, for the services of two messengers in the offices of the 
disbursing clerks of the House, a sum equal to the rate of $900 each, 
payable monthly. 5 


The resolution was agreed to. 
NELLIE M. WAKEFIELD. 


Mr. CASSEL, from the Committee on Accounts, also presented 
House resolution 599, which was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Nellie M. 
Wakefield, the sum of $900, for services rendered as assistant to the 
docket clerk in tracing legislation and notifying Members of the House 
of the status and progress of legislation. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
EDWIN S. PIERCE. 


Mr. CASSEL, from the Committee on Accounts, also presented 
House resolution 679, which was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


Resolved, That there shall be paid, out of the contingent fund of the 
House, miscellaneous items, fiscal year 1907, payable in equal monthly 
installments, a sum —. i to the rate of $500 per annum, as additional 
compensation to Edwin S. Pierce, as Deputy Sergcant-at-Arms of the 
House, until his salary, at the rate of $2,500 per annum, shall be other- 
wise provided for by law. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what this is. 

Mr. CASSEL. This is an increase of $500 to the Deputy 
Sergeant-at-Arms, equalizing his salary with other employees 
of this character. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Casser a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and 
joint resolution of the following title; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

H. R. 23114. An act extending to the subport of Bellingham, in 
the State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section of 
the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement. 

S. R. 13. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
award the Congressional medal of honor to Roe Reisinger. 

. DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolye 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if 
points of order have been reserved? : 

Mr. COUSINS. They have. Pending that moticm, Mr. 
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Speaker, I wish to make a proposition for unanimous consent. 
I will ask if Mr. Howarp, of Georgia, is present, and if not, I 
will inquire of Mr. FLoop, of the minority of the committee, how 
much time is thought necessary for general debate on that side? 

Mr. FLOOD. I think that Mr. Howanp thought that an hour 
and a half would be ample. 

Mr. COUSINS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate on this measure may be terminated in three 
hours, one-half of the time to be controlled by the leader of the 
minority of the committee on that side and one-half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Coustns was then agreed to; accordingly 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill, with Mr. STERLING in the chair. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the. first reading of the bill. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, this measure proposed by the 
committee carries a total of $3,138,477, which is $67,816 less 
than the bill of last session and $146,000 less than the estimate. 
The occasion for the reduction in this measure below that of 
the former measure is largely represented in one item of that 
act. The fact that we purchased or provided for the purchase 
of the legation premises at Constantinople at the last session 
at a cost of $150,000 naturally makes the necessary appropria- 
tion this year less than that of last year. There are a few 
items of increase, however, proposed in this measure which I 
shall very briefly explain. 

The most important matter of legislation is the proposed in- 
crease in salaries of certain ministers now receiving less than 
$10,000 a year. ‘There are quite a number of these cases. There 
is a prevailing opinion in your committee, and I think in this 
House, that our diplomatic positions should not all be com- 
manded by millionaires, and in order that representative citi- 
zens of the middie classes, coming from the people of the coun- 
try, may be enabled to occupy these positions, it is necessary, 
as you will all agree, I think, that at least their expenses should 
be paid. In many of the legations at the present time the 
$7,500 salary is not sufficient to meet the expense. Your com- 
mittee believe that men who are competent and worthy to rep- 
resent this Government should not only have their expenses 
paid, but that they should receive at least a fair compensation 
for their time and services. Therefore your. committee have 
agreed with the recommendation of the Secretary of State that 
these positions below $10,000 should go into the ten-thousand 
class. At present we have three classes, so far as salaries are 
concerned. Six of our ministers receive $12,000. Seven receive 
$10,000 salary, and fourteen of them receive only $7,500. 1 
shall not at this time go into details concerning any of these 
missions, nor offer special reasons in the several cases until we 
reach the items on reading the bill. - 

There are a few other propositions that your committee deems 
of importance. ‘There is the increase for additional interpreters. 
The Department has the very best information that the service 
is very greatly crippled or embarrassed by reason of not having 
sufficient interpreters. There is another important proposition 
involved in the bill which your committee offers, and that is 
this: In the last appropriation bill the allowance for clerk hire 
was divided into two different sums. 

Clerk hire for one hundred and sixty odd of these consulates 
was provided for specifically and about 128 of the smaller con- 
sulates were provided for in bulk, to be paid in the discretion of 
the Secretary of State. Under the rulings whenever an amount 
of money is specifically appropriated for clerk ‘hire at certain 
named consulates, it must all be paid at the particular places 
named, even though the necessity for it might not exist at the 
end of the year or at any time during the year. Your committee, 
after thinking the matter over carefully and considering it well, 
and without any suggestion of the Department on that particu- 
lar subject, concluded that it would be wise to put the entire 
appropriation for clerk hire in the discretion of the Secretary of 
State, so that the Department can apportion it wherever the 
actual need occurs during the year, as it does now among the 
138 minor consulates, thereby making the administration more 
flexible, and if all of the money appropriated for particular con- 
sulates for clerk hire is not needed in that particular year, that 
it may be used at some other place to greater advantage, thereby 
putting the responsibility upon the State Department, for we are 
necessarily dependent for our information in regard to the ne- 


cessities of the service upon the State Department. Therefore 
it has been considered best by your committee to put the respon- 
sibility on the Department and let them use the money appro- 
priated for clerk hire to the best advantage. 

There is practically no other innovation in the bill offered at 


this time. There is an appropriation recommended of $5,000 
for a new cipher code. The code we are now using, I think, 
was made in 1874. It is practically useless, and it is said by 
those who ought to know that it is the belief of the Department 
that this sum offered to be appropriated, $5,000, will be saved 
in a single year by reason of the enonomy of a new system and 
a much more readily interpreted code. I think I have nothing 
further to say at this time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I notice on page 3 that the min- 
ister resident and consul-general to the Republic of Santo Do- 
mingo is paid $10,000 and the minister resident and consul- 
general to Liberia is paid $5,000. Could the chairman of the 
committee explain briefly the condition in the difficulties or ob- 
ligations of these two stations which seems to warrant so great 
a difference in the compensation? 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I have not thought that I 
should go into these particular missions in detail now, but I 
will answer the gentleman temporarily that the position at 
Santo Domingo is one of the most important from a diplomatic 
point of view in the service. It is one of the most expensive 
places to live; it is one of the most undesirable places for a rep- 
resentative to go. There is little of diplomatic importance at 
Liberia. It is a mere question of living there and having a 
representative there. In Santo Domingo everything excepting 
fruits and fresh meats is practically high—double in cost what 
it is in the United States—occasioned, no doubt, by the large 
import duties which they levy. Those import duties probably 
were not levied for the purpose of encouraging industries, but 
rather in times past for the purpose of being made away with 
by corrupt officials. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Howarp]. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour, or so much 
thereof as he may desire, to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SHERLEY J. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, there have recently been 
made in the House and in the Senate several interesting 
speeches on the extent of the treaty-making power conferred 
in the Constitution of the United States upon the President 
and the Senate. In this discussion, however, there has been 
omitted one rather striking fact that I desire to call to the 


attention of the committee before proceeding to the larger- 


discussion of the extent of the treaty-making power. There 
is to-day no law upon the Federal statute books that enables 
the National Government to punish violations of treaty rights 
of aliens. I hold it to be a position not to be controverted 
that to the extent that there is responsibility there ought to 
be power; and inasmuch as the National Government can 
and does confer rights upon aliens, it follows that it should 
have the power to enforce recognition of those rights and 
to punish any efforts to disregard them. If at any time 
some citizen of a foreign country resident in America should 
be injured or his rights violated, the foreign country would look 
not to the particular State where the injury occurred, but to the 
National Government for a redress of the wrong. That has 
been the history in the past and it will be so in the future. 
When this country was confronted by a claim by Italy, growing 
out of the disturbances in the State of Louisiana, Italy declined 
to receive the suggestion of the National Government that that 
was a matter that should be taken up with the State of Louisiana, 
and while the National Government did disclaim responsibility, 
it nevertheless made payment in satisfaction of that claim. 
During the term of President Harrison in a message to Congress 
attention was called to this absence of Federal law. 

He said: 

It would, I believe, be entirely competent for Congress to make 
offenses against trea rights of foreigners domiciled in the United 
States cognizable in the Federal courts. ‘This has not, however, been 
done, and the Federal officers and courts have no power in such cases 


to intervene, either for the protection of the foreign citizen or for the 
punishment of his slayers. 

President Roosevelt has also called attention to the need for 
this legislation, saying that— 

One of the Korat embarrassments attending the performance of our 
international obligations is the fact that the statutes of the United 
States are entirely inadequate. They fail to give to the National Gov- 
ernment sufficiently ample power, through the United States courts 
and by the use of the Army and Navy, to protect aliens in the rights 
secured to them under solemn treaties which are the law of the land. 

So far as his message seems to call attention to the need of 
giving jurisdiction to the Federal courts I am entirely in accord 
with him. So far as he suggests the need of giving powers to 
the Army and Navy in the matter I disagree with him, beliey- 


; ing that there can be given ample power to the Federal courts 
to control the situation, and I accordingly introduced in the early 
part of this session the following bill: 

A bill (H. R. 20540) punishing conspiracy to injure or intimidate any 


person in the exercise of a right under the Constitution or laws of 
the United States. 


Be it enacted, eto., That if two or more 8 conspire to Injure, 
oppress, threaten, or intimidate any person in the free exercise or en- 
joyment of any right secured to him by the Constitution or laws of 
the United States, or because of his haying so exe the same, they 
shall be fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned not more than ten 
years, or both. 

That is an exact copy of section 5508 of the Revised Statutes, 
except that it changes the word “citizen” to the word “ per- 
son.” It was held by the Supreme Court, in the case of Baldwin 
v. Frank, reported in 120 U. S., 678, that the word “ citizen” in 
that section did not embrace an alien and that an indictinent 
brought under that section which charged certain men with a 
conspiracy to deprive Chinese aliens, resident in California, of 
the right of residence there could not be sustained, because the 
word “ citizen” was used in the narrow sense of citizen of the 
United States or of the States and not in the broad sense of 
person; but the court said that, while there was no law 
covering such an offense, Congress had ample power to provide 


for the punishment of an offense against rights given by treaty- 


to aliens. Now, it is manifest that this may become at any time a 
very serious matter. I do not believe that we need to apprehend 
at present any difficulties, but the fact that there has been much 
discussion relative to the rights under existing treaties of aliens 
residing in America and that there have been, in certain parts 
of the country, pronounced views relative to the matter, make 
it evident that there may arise at any time a situation where 
irresponsible men, disregarding the law and the obligations im- 
posed upon us toward aliens residing in America, might commit 
some act of violence, might do something that would involve 
this nation in a very serious controversy with some foreign 
power. For this nation, then, to be put in the humiliating posi- 
tion of being held responsible by another power for a wrong 
done upon an alien residing in America and yet be unable to 
punish the perpetrators of that wrong would be a matter of 
grave concern to us all and place America in a pitiful position 
in the eyes of the world. I am not one of those who believe 
that the treaty-making power is unlimited, and I shall take 
occasion later on to state my views relative to that power, but 
I plant myself upon this firm proposition, that to the extent 
that we can confer a right upon an alien, to that extent the 
National Government that confers it ought to have the machinery 
by which it can punish any violation of that right, and I hope 
that very shortly this Congress will consider the advisability 
of passing this or similar legislation. The bill is purposely 
drawn in general terms, so as to leave to the proper department 
the power to determine what rights can be conferred by treaty. 
Under it any man indicted would have the right to raise the 
constitutional question of whether the right that he is alleged 
to have conspired against is such a right as could be conferred 
by treaty, and it would thus enable the Supreme Court in any 
given case to determine how far the treaty power goes and what 
rights are conferred under any particular treaty, because I do 
not believe that there is anyone now who will seriously contend 
that the Federal courts have not the power to declare a treaty 
unconstitutional, the same as they might declare any law of 
Congress unconstitutional. 2 

It is true that one of the most recent writers on the treaty- 
making powers, a gentleman who has gathered together much 
useful information and data concerning it, does doubt that 
power and bases the doubt upon the fact that Judge Chase, in 
rendering the decision in the case of Ware v. Hylton, said that 
if the court had the power it would not exercise it except in 
a clear case; and upon that flimsy ground he contends that the 
court itself has disposed of the idea that it would haye such 
power, forgetful of the fact that that decision was rendered 
at a time when the Supreme Court had not determined its 
right to declare any law unconstitutional. And of course it is 
manifest that in regard to a treaty, as in regard to a law, 
eyen more so perhaps, the courts would be very slow to declare 
unconstitutional such a solemn’ compact. But that it has the 
unquestioned power no thinking man, acquainted with the 
theory of our Government, can long doubt. 

And this brings me properly to a discussion of what rights 
can be conferred, because while I do not believe that the opinion 
gentlemen may have as to the extent of the power ought to in 
any wise influence their judgment relative to the proposition 
to give the National Government the power to enforce treaty 
rights, still it is probable that some, dreading the extreme 
power that is claimed under the treaty-making clause, would 
hesitate to give to the National Government the power to en- 
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force offenses against such rights, because they think that 
even though the right may exist it ought not to be exercised. 

In the House but a few days ago a very elaborate speech 
was made by my friend from Vermont [Mr. Foster] dealing 
with this whole question. I did not have the pleasure of hear- 
ing it, but I have read it with great care. It is full of learn- 
ing, but it proceeds upon a theory of government to which I 
must give my most emphatic dissent. The gentleman in his 
remarks stated that he considered that the question of whether 
the treaty-making power rests in sovereignty or rests in grant 
is an immaterial question, or, as he puts it, an academic ques- 
tion. To my mind it is a fundamental question. Once admit 
that the treaty-making power exists not by virtue of the grant 
in the Constitution, but as an inherent part of the nationality of 
the United States Government, and you then admit that there is 
no limitation that can be put upon that power. If it is true 
the treaty-making power arises from the sovereignty of the 
nation, and if it be true that this nation has all powers that 
any nation can possess, then it must follow absolutely that the 
treaty-making power extends to every subject without regard 
to our division of powers among the States and the nation and 
among the different departments of the nation. It follows for 
this reason, because while the Constitution declares the power, 
the power is not born of the Constitution, but is born of a 
right inherent in national sovereignty. 

Now, the fundamental mistake in that argument, as it is in 
many that proceed upon a similar theory, relative to power in 
the Federal Government not declared in the Constitution, is 
that the sovereignty of the American people rests in the 
National Government. The sovereignty of the American people 
rests neither in the national nor State governments nor in all 
together. It rests in the people, and only to the extent that 
they have given to the State and to the National Government a 
part of that sovereignty do those governments possess it. I 
can not state the case better than to quote a statement made 
by Justice Brewer in an address before the Virginia Bar Asso- 
ciation, in which he says: 


I fully believe that this nation as a nation has all the powers which 
any nation esses, but I as fully believe that those powers are 
vested in the people and that only such as they haye enumerated in 
the Constitution have they granted to the Government. 


And again, in delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court 
in the recent case of Hodges v. United States, reported in 
203 United States Reports, he says: 


The National Government still remains one of enumerated powers, 
and the tenth amendment, which reads, “the powers not delegated to 
the United States are reserved to the States respectively or to the 
people,” is not shorn of its vitality. 


In very truth it may be said that upon these two statements 
hang all the law and the prophets. They represent to my mind 
the right theory of this Government. The National Government 
has only the powers delegated to it. Now, it is true that the 
treaty-making power is delegated in general terms; but it js not 
the only power delegated in general terms. It says “that the 
President shall have power, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senute, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present concur,” and it also declares that “this Constitu- 
tion and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made 
under the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land.” In regard to treaties the phrase is used 
“under authority of the United States,” and some have claimed 
that the words “under authority” give greater power than 
if the Constitution had said, as it does in regard to the laws, 
“jn pursuance thereof.” But the reason for using the phrase 
“under authority ” is easy to be ascertained. 

At the time of the adoption of the Constitution there were 
many treaties in effect. It was desired to validate all of these 
treaties and give them binding effect so far as they were in 
accord with the theory of the Government as set forth in the 
Constitution. If it had simply said made under the Consti- 
tution” or “made in pursuance of the Constitution,” it would 
have excluded treaties already in existence, and therefore there 
was used the phrase “under authority.” It was not used in 
the sense of meaning that once you determine that the Presi- 
dent and Senate had acted in making a compact with a foreign 
nation the question of its validity could not be raised. To as- 
sume that was to assume that the great fight in the Constitu- 
tional Convention had been waged in yain. They undertook to 
counterbalance the great States with the little ones. All the 
States were given equal representation in the Senate. They were 
given this as a safeguard against the fear that the great States 
would soon swallow them up. But as counteracting that there 
was given to the House of Representatives, which has its repre- 
sentation based not upon the State but upon population, the 
exclusive right to raise revenue bills, and it was further de- 
clared that no appropriation of money shall be made except by 
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authority of Congress. Now, if the treaty-making power was 
given supreme power, it, in its power, could assert both of 
these prerogatives, and then we would have the Executive and 
simply two-thirds of the Senate (who might represent a mi- 
nority of the people, because even to-day there can be found 
two-thirds which represent much less than a majority of the 
people) able to enter into treaties with other nations, by which 
this vital right given to the House of Representatives, to hold 
the purse strings of the nation, would be abrogated and done 
away with. 

Most students of the Constitution now agree that the treaty- 
making power is limited by this right in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, though some insist that when a treaty requires an 
appropriation of money Congress is morally bound to make the 
appropriation, but this House has ever maintained the right to 
freely decide for itself whether the appropriation should be made, 
and one has but to read the elaborate reports of the House 
Judiciary Committee, written by that great constitutional 
lawyer, Randolph Tucker (H. Repts. Nos. 2680-2721) to have all 
doubts removed. And it is also generally conceded that what 
is especially prohibited by the Constitution can not be done 
under the treaty-making power. It is manifest that no title of 
nobility could thus be conferred. It may also be considered as 
settled that where the right to do a giyen thing is given to Con- 
gress—as to coin money, regulate the militia, establish bank- 
rupt laws—Congress alone can act, and the treaty-making power 
can not touch such subjects. But while these limitations sre 
admitted by all save a few extremists, it is now being urged 
that the tenth amendment is in no sense a limitation upon the 
treaty-making power. The basis for this position I am unable 
to find. As said by Mr. Tucker, “ The instant it is admitted that 
the power has limitations, even as to what is rightfully subject to 
it, the question at issue is narrowed to determining all these 
limits on principles of justice and of fair interpretation of the 
Constitution.” 

There is no reason that is good in logic that I know of that 
justifies you in taking part of the Constitution as superior and 
above the rest of the Constitution. 3 

The very fact that the tenth amendment was adopted after the 
treaty-making power was conferred would indicate that it was 
intended that that power, along with all national powers, was to 
be exercised subject to the reservation stated in the tenth amend- 
ment. When this amendment was proposed the friends of the 
Constitution declared that it stated nothing that was not already 
the law, but those who were fearful of the power that was being 
given to the National Goyernment said: “If that is true, it 
could do no harm, and we insist on an affirmative declaration ; 
and inasmuch as you have got in the Constitution as already 
drawn many affirmative declarations of the rights of the people, 
we insist on this additional one; we insist that except to the 
extent power is expressly given it is reserved to the States and 
people, respectively.” 

Now, the treaty-making power is unquestionably a very exten- 
sive one. It is unquestionably true that the very most pro- 
nounced evil in connection with the Confederacy as it existed, 
aside from its inability to tax, so necessary an attribute of a 
virile government, was its inability to enforce the treaties then 
made and existing with foreign nations. It is true that there 
was constant complaint on the part of the Federal Government 
that the States disregarded these treaty obligations, and it is true 
that some of the States claimed that, while the treaties might be 
morally binding upon them, they were not legally binding, and 
claimed the privilege to regard or disregard them, as they saw fit. 
That proposition was effectually denied when it was put into the 
Constitution that not only the laws, but the treaties, should be 
the supreme law of the land, anything in the constitutions or the 
laws of the States to the contrary notwithstanding. That clause 
determined that question, and only that question. It determined 
that a legal treaty—that is, a treaty which is not ultra vires; a 
treaty made within the power—is the supreme law of the land. 
Nobody can dispute that. Nobody now claims that it is not. 
But it is the supreme law of the land in no other sense than any 
law made by Congress that is within its constitutional limita- 
tions the supreme law of the land. And the best proof of that 
fact is the fact that Congress can, by enactment, repeal a treaty. 
If a treaty possessed a power peculiar to itself, if the treaty rose 
superior to a law and was supreme in any other sense, then it 
would follow inevitably that, being superior to the lawmaking 
body, it could not be repealed by the lawmaking body, and only 
the power warranted in making the treaty would be warranted 
in annulling it. And yet the Supreme Court decided, in the 
Chinese-exclusion cases, that the acts passed by Congress, in so 
far as they were in conflict with the treaty then in existence 
with China, abrogated that treaty, the rule being that a treaty 
of later date abrogates a law in conflict with it and a law of 
later date abrogates the treaty. 


Now, if the treaty has only the power and none other than the 
law, it becomes important to determine, as we haye determined 
many questions relating to the power of legislation in Congress, 


what are the limitations upon it. This is not an easy task. 
It is easy in general terms to recite limitations, but it is exceed- 
ingly difficult to determine the exact line and say, “ Thus 
far shalt thou go and no further.” It is true that there has 
never been a treaty declared by the Supreme Court to be un- 
constitutional, although there have been very many reviewed 
by that Court, and it is true that some of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court as to one subject-matter would seem in their 
logic to carry the conclusion that the clause relative to the 
reserved rights of the States did not apply; because they have 
held that it is within the power of the treaty-making power to 
remove by treaty the alienage of a foreigner, so as to enable him 
to inherit and transmit real estate. I should have said, as an 
original propesition, that that was a matter that remained 
within the States. I should have said, as Mr. Bayard when 
Secretary of State said, that if the guestion was to arise anew, 
he doubted very much whether the Supreme Court would hold 
as it has held; but I am faced with the fact, I recognize that 
they have decided; and in Chirac v. Chirac, and in many other 
decisions by that court, they have heid that a treaty which 
conferred upon an alien the right to inherit and dispose of real 
estate overrode any State law or constitution. I realize that 
in the first great case of Ware v. Hylton, the Supreme Court 
held that where the State of Virginia had passed acts escheat- 
ing the property of aliens who were British subjects, and had 
also undertaken to put impediments in the way of their right 
to recover debts, that the treaty overrode those acts of the legis- 
lature and the constitution of the State of Virginia; but I am 
unwilling to concede any more in that line than needs to be 
conceded. The proposition that is involved in the present case, 
growing out of the controversy between Japan and California, 
is that the treaty-making power is not only able to remove 
alienage so far as it relates to residence, and so far as it relates 
to inheritance and transmission of property, but that it can go 
to the extent of conferring upon an alien every right enjoyed 
by a citizen of the United States or of any particular State. 
That I deny. It is manifest that no treaty could undertake to 
confer upen an alien the right to hold office within a State. It 
is manifest that no treaty could confer upon an alien the right 
to the suffrage within a State; because, gentlemen, the treaty- 
making clause must always be held subject to the general pur- 
pose and scope of our Government, State and National. It is 
unthinkable that the makers of the Constitution, who were so 
careful to guard the powers of every particular department, to 
offer check against check, and counterbalance against counter- 
balance, were yet so impressed with the necessity of having 
facility of contract with foreign nations that they were willing 
to give to one man and two-thirds of the Senate present—not 
even two-thirds of all elected—the power to make a law that 
could override all State enactments and rule. The National 
Government could, if it saw fit, as it did see fit in the Chinese 
treaty, give to the citizens of a foreign country the right to 
education in the public schools of the National Government, 
because that is a matter that rests with the nation. 

The burden is upon the nation in maintaining these schools, 
and it might be proper that the nation should impose the addi- 
tional burden of education of aliens. But how can it be said, 
where the obligation is one that belongs to the State pri- 
marily, that is subject to the State's will, so subject that the 
State could to-morrow, if it saw fit, do away with its public- 
school system, make what appropriation it saw fit, or none at all, 
that the National Government could confer upon an alien such 
right? Once you concede that right, I see no reason in a logical 
way why you should not concede any other particular right that 
may be desired in regard to the internal affairs of a State. 

Now, I desire to draw the attention of the committee to an- 
other argument, and I do it with a great deal of hesitancy and 
some reluctance. What I am about to say may seem foolish, and 
I confess it is novel. I am not satisfied in my own mind, but I 
am unable to detect the flaw in the logic if it be there. The Con- 
stitution provides that the President, with the consent of the 
Senate, may make treaties and also provides that “no State shall 
enter into any treaty, alliance, or confederation.” Now, if this 
was all, it would be manifest that whatever agreement might be 
had with other nations would have to be had by virtue of a 
treaty made by the National Government. But this is not all. 
The prohibition upon the States to make treaties is contained in 
the beginning of section 10 of Article I of the Constitution, and 
in the last division of that section it is declared that “no State 
shall, without the consent of Congress, * * + enter into an 
agreement or compact with another State, or with a foreign 
power.” Of course it is clear that the negative form of this dec- 
laration admits the affirmative, and a State can with the consent 
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of Congress enter into an agreement with another State or with 
a foreign power. But yesterday this House passed a bill giving 
the consent of Congress to an agreement between two of the 
States. Now, if an agreement can be made between a State and 
a foreign power, it follows that such an agreement must be one 
not included within the scope of a treaty, because a State is, as 
we have seen, prohibited from making any treaty. 

That of itself is a further indication that the treaty-making 
power does not embrace all contracts of every kind which can be 
thought of between the people of one country and the people of 
another. What seems to my mind to have been the view of the 
makers of the Constitution was that the treaty power should 
relate to those subjects naturally belonging to treaties; should 
relate to those subjects that pertain to the country as a whole. 
It was proper—aye, it was necessary—that one voice should speak 
as to its contracts with other nations when it spoke on behalf of 
all the people, and it was further manifest that when that voice 
spoke within its domain, the voice of every State must be 
silent, that no discordant note might be heard to limit or deny 
the solemn compact of the General Government. But it is evi- 
dent that there are many things that may pertain peculiarly to 
one locality, to one section of the country, and to its relationship 
to foreign nations that do not pertain to the balance of the 
country and should not be embraced within a treaty. We have 
States adjoining Canada, we have States adjoining Mexico, and 
it might be proper—and I do not know but what it has been 
done; I was unable to find any case—for one of those States, 
by consent of Congress, to enter into an agreement with a 
foreign nation relative to such matter local to it. I even con- 


- sider that this very subject-matter that has given rise to this 


discussion is a case that would more properly fall into an agree- 
ment between a State and a foreign power than it would under 
the treaty-making power. It might well be that one State would 
be willing to concede to the citizens of a foreign country the 
right of education within the schools of that State in considera- 
tion of the same right, for instance, being given to the citi- 
zens of that State in the country with which the agreement is 
made, but that the National Government should have the power 
to confer upon a foreigner a right which imposes an obligation 
not upon the nation, but upon an individual State, seems to me 
utterly illogical. There is to my mind a distinction in an agree- 
ment removing a disability from one creating an affirmative 
right. The Supreme Court has said, and therefore I accept it, 
that the treaty-making power can confer the right, or, to put it 
more accurately, that it can remove the disability of alienage 
so that the foreigner may inherit what he would inherit if it 
were not for his alien birth. That is simply the removal of a 
disability and confers no burden upon the State; it simply de- 
clares an equity, dees away with the old harsh view that the 
outsider, the barbarian, as the Greeks called all that lived out- 
side of their borders, should have no right of property within a 
state. Modern international law does not recognize such treat- 
ment. It says foreigners should be treated in their rights of 
property as if they did not have the disability of alienage. To 
hold, however, that our treaty-making power goes to the extent 
of giving an affirmative right that imposes an obligation not upon 
the United States, but upon a particular State; that requires the 
taxation not of all the people; seems to my mind to carry it 
very much too far. This I do know, that if that be the extent 
of the treaty-making power, the sooner the people of the United 
States demand of their representatives in the other branch of 
Congress a strict and careful limitation of the contracts that are 
entered into with foreign nations the better. I hold very much 
to the theory that the less of contact between nations and the 
more of contact between people the better. I believe that a 
treaty does not always help, but is very apt to hamper, the 
friendly relations between nations. Certainly if the construction 
that is being put by the Administration upon this particular 
treaty be the true one, and I shall. not discuss that question, 
though it seems to me to be open to much question, then it fol- 
lows that a right that was not considered by the parties at the 
time it was given, at least not considered to the extent of hay- 
ing an express declaration about it, is liable to be made the 
cause of disturbing relations that haye existed harmoniously 
for more than half a century between the two countries. Such 
a result flowing from ill-considered treaties is to be greatly de- 
plored, and the people of America should demand of the treaty- 
making power the most careful scrutiny of any treaty entered into. 

Mr. Chairman, an examination of the decisions and the text 
writers on this subject will, I believe, confirm these views of 
mine, It so happens that the debates at the time of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution are singularly silent in regard to the 
matter, but when the Constitution came before the various State 
conyentions for adoption there occurred considerable debate, 
particularly in Virginia. Patrick Henry, opposed to the Con- 
stitution, believing sincerely that it was robbing the States of 


all their rights and depriving the people of liberty, seized upon 
every possible thing as an argument against ratifying the Con- 
stitution. Among other things he took hold of the treaty-mak- 
ing power. He made then the very claim that is made by the 
advocates of an unlimited power now. He declared that the 
treaty-making power was sufficient to swallow up all the rights 
of the States and of the National Government; that all they 
needed to do was to enter into some agreement with a foreign 
country, and what they could not do by ordinary act of legis- 
lation they then became empowered to do. He was answered by 
Madison, Randolph, Nicholas, and several others of the members 
of the convention, and in answering him they declared that such 
reasoning was not warranted; that the treaty-making power 
was limited, must be considered as being subject to the express 
limitations in the Constitution, and further limited by the na- 
ture and character of our dual form of government. The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Foster] quoted Calhoun as authority 
for his position. Some seem to think that because Calhoun 
enumerates certain limitations, therefore all other limitations 
not enumerated do not apply. This does not follow; because 
he does, in the enumeration of specific cases, also put as a limi- 
tation the nature and the character of our Government, and the 
Supreme Court, when quoting Calhoun in the case of Geoffroy v. 
Riggs (133 U. S., 258), a case growing out of the treaty made 
with France, where the court again confirmed the power of a 
treaty to give an alien the right to inherit and transmit property, 
said that the treaty-making power was not only limited by 
these express provisions, but limited “by the nature of the Gov- 
ernment itself and of that of the States.” If it be limited by the 
character of the government of the States, what conclusion can 
you draw other than that the reserved powers of the States 
are a limitation upon the treaty-making power? For if it does 
not mean that, it means nothing. 

I might continue to cite cases and writers, and I had origi- 
nally intended so to do, but within a few days a gentleman of 
my city, a distinguished lawyer, the judge of our chancery court, 
and a professor in our law school, has delivered an elaborate 
lecture upon this subject. He has summarized so well all of the 
opinions of the writers, from the adoption of the Constitution 
down, that for me to undertake it would be either to repeat 
what he has said or to poorly do what has been superbly done, 
So I shall content myself with filing as a part of my remarks, 
with the permission of the committee, this elaborate lecture upon 
that question, and I trust the House will read it most carefully. 
I have spoken without manuscript, save a few notes, and of 
necessity have not therefore been always accurate or concise, 
but there will be found the exact quotations from the men who 
made the Constitution and from the great writers and judges 
who have construed it ever since. In conclusion, may I be par- 
doned for saying that it seems to me that in this day, when we 
are told that if the exigencies of the case demand it we must 
either giye to the National Government more power or the 
National Government must in some way take it to itself, the 
House should view with particular care the claim that is being 
made that this power extends over all others. I utterly abhor 
the man who is so narrow, whose love of his State is so petty, 
that he can not rise to a realization of the obligations and duties 
imposed upon all of us as members of the nation, but I abhor 
in even greater degree the man who, out of pressure of the im- 
mediate moment, out of the exigencies of the case, is willing 
to twist and pervert the fundamental law of the land in order 
to have his way and in order to give the National Government 
unwarranted power. [Applause.] I believe more and more 
each day that the salvation of America and of America’s people 
lies in getting back to the old doctrine of self-dependence and 
independence [applause], of teaching the people that not by stat- 
ute can they be made upright, but out of themselyes must come 
the grace that is to reform and redeem. I believe we must have 
the people check the constant tendency to put off somewhere else 
the doing of an obligation that rests at home. It has been my 
fortune in this House to frequently oppose the power of the 
National Government. Sometimes it may have seemed that in 
doing so I would wish to take away from it all of its real 
strength, but this is in no sense true. If I had been a member 
of a State legislature I should most likely have been just as 
pronounced in my opposition to much of the legislation there. 
I believe that the States should only do those things that the 
individual can not do, and that the nation should only do those 
things that the State and the individual can not do, and I always 
approach every proposition of legislation with a feeling of hos- ` 
tility. The burden is also on the man proposing legislation when 
he asks me to support it. 

I think we are a law-ridden Government. We have so much 
law that we have ceased to obey any law. Why, it has gotten 
to the point where our very notices give an indication of our dis- 
regard of the law. We publish not only that a thing is prohib- 
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ited, but in order to make somebody really believe that we mean 
it we say that such and such a thing is positively prohibited, as 
if there could be degrees of prohibition in a law-abiding com- 
munity. And it all grows out of the fact that we pass laws 
that result in bringing about a condition that, being obeyed, 
would not be livable under. It is one of the great eternal truths 
of life that the remote results of legislation are always greater, 
more far-reaching in their effect upon people, than the imme- 
diate results. We pass some act for a particular purpose, and 
after we have passed it for that purpose we awake to find-that 
the effect of it is being felt in a hundred other directions that 
were never contemplated, and we are forced either to disregard 
the law or to repeal it, and then the inertia of Government in 
regard to the repealing of laws makes us disregard them, and 
we become a nation of lawbreakers. 

Therefore I believe that one performs no higher duty than 
when he insists on the strict construction of powers; not with 
the idea of detracting from the vigor of the nation, but because 
he believes, as said by Justice Brewer, that this nation as a na- 
tion has all the powers that any people have, but that those 
powers rest with the people, and only to the extent that they 
have delegated them do they rest in the National Government, 
and that we have made provision for the extension of those pow- 
ers; and because it would be better to wait until that extension 
was legally given and suffer the particular evil that exists than 
to disregard the highest law of the land. 

Gentlemen, if you permit the disregard of your Constitution, 
how, in the name of common sense, can you expect the people 
to regard the law supposedly made under the Constitution? 
[Loud applause.] 


APPENDIX. 


In accordance with 8 ted me NI the commies I 
2 the lecture delive: by 4 ckleford Miller, of Louisville, 

„ before the Jefferson School of Law: 

The recent disturbance in California, brought about by the action of 
the school authorities of San Francisco in closing the doors of the 
public schools of that city against Japanese students residing there, 
naturally provokes a discussion of the treaty-making power under the 
Constitution of the United States. The Japanese claim the right to 
attend the San Francisco public schools under the treaty of 1894 be- 
tween Japan and the United States, which provides as follows: 

“The citizens or subjects of either of the two high contracting par- 
ties shall have full liberty to enter, travel, or reside in any part of the 
territories of the other contracting party, and shall enjoy full and 
8 protection for thelr persons or seater In whatever relates 

rights of residence and travel, to the possession of goods and effects 
of oar kind, to the succession to personal estate by will or otherwise 
and the disposal of property of any kind and in any manner whatso- 
ever which they may lawfully acquire, the citizens or subjects of each 
eontracting cami shall enjoy in territories of the other the same priv- 
Ueges, liberties, and rights, and shall be subject to no higher imposts 
or charges in these respects than native citizens or subjects of the 
most-favored nation.” 

It will no doubt readily be conceded that the right of the Japanese 
students to attend the lic schools must be founded upon this treaty 
right of residence or it does not exist. There is no other right or 

rivilege mentioned in the board which could even be remotely claimed 
o embrace the right of attending the public schools. It would seem 
however, that a fair construction of the treaty would scarcel extend 
the privilege of the public schools of a State to unnaturalized for- 
3 If the Federal Government had so intended, it is but reason- 
able to assume that the treaty would have so provided in express terms. 
It was careful to cover the rights of entry, travel, residence, the suc- 
cession of personalty, and the disposition of property of all kinds, but 
it nowhere appears that school privileges were ever considered. 

Under the present treaty, therefore, it would seem reasonably clear 
that the Japanese residents of California have no right to have them- 
selves and their children educated at the public schools and at the 
public expense. 

But the lar question arises: Can the President and Senate consti- 
tutionally make a treaty with Japan that would confer this right upon 
the Japanese residents of California? 

The answer to this question turns upon the extent of the treaty- 
— nents granted to the Federal Government under the Federal 

ons on. 

This power is found in the following provision : 

“He [the President] shall have power, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the 
Senate present concur.” (Const., Art. II, sec. 2, cl. 2.) 

“This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall 
be made in pursuance thereof, and all the treaties made or which shall 
be made under the authority of the United States shall be the supreme 
law of the land; and the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, 

thing in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” (Ib., = VI, cì. 2.) 

It may be interesting to consider briefly the origin of the clause and 

how it has been viewed in the light of American history. 
NOT DISCUSSED IN CONVENTION. 


Strange though it may now appear, the question of the extent of the 
treaty-making power was not discussed at all in the Federal convention 
of 1787. The right to enter into “ treaties and alliances,” under some 
slight restrictions upon treaties relating to commerce, was given to the 
Congress under the Articles of Confederation (art. 9). The clause re- 
lating to the subject of treaties or in the “committee of de- 
tail“ and in the later stages of the convention. Prior to that time 
the subject had not come up for action, but had only been referred to 
incidentally in the consideration and discussion of other subjects. It 
first formally 7 as the first clause of article 9 in the commit- 
tee's report of August 6, 1787, wherein “the power to make treaties” 
was | d in the Senate alone. (5 Elliott’s Debates, 379.) After a 
short consideration on August 23, the clause was referred back to the 
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“committee of detail ; ” but as that committee made no further report, 

the clause went to the “committee on unfinished portons which re- 

ported it on September 4 substantially as we now have it, by transfer- 

ying dans power to the President, with the advice and consent of the 
nate. 

At no time, however, did the convention discuss the scope or extent 
of thes power; it merely considered the question as to where the power 
should be lodged—who should exercise it. The same is true as to the 
“ Federalist,” written in support of the pro constitution while it 
was before the State convention for ratification. The authors of that 
able work confined their discussion of the subject of the treaty-makin; 

wer not to its extent, but to an effort tending to show that it ha 

n properly lodged in the President and Senate. (Nos. 64 and 78.) 

But when the Constitution came on for ratification by the State con- 
ventions it was to be expected that its opponents would carefully scan 
it with the view of determining, if osin e, precisely what powers the 
several provisions carried and what limitations they 8 

The scope and extent of the provisions of the Constitution were more 
elaborately discussed in the Virginia ratifying convention of 1788 than 
in any of the other similar conventions. 

In the 2 ratification of 1788 it was strongly contended by Pat - 
rick Henry, William Grayson, George Mason, and the other leading op- 
ponents of the Constitution that the 88 power was unlimited 
and therefore unwise and inconsistent with the proclaimed theory of its 
friends that the proposed Federal Government was one of delegated 
powers, specifically defined or necessarily implied. In the course of the 
debate Mr. Henry said: 

“We are so used to speak of enormity of powers that we are famillar 
ae PS me this power appears s destructive, for they can make 
any treaty. 

“Tf Congress forbears to exercise it, you may thank them, but they 
may exercise it if they please and as they please. They have a right 
roe fell to the lot of Madison, Governor Raadeiph 

ell to the lot o adison, Governor Ran , and George Nichol. 
to meet this argument, and in doing so Nicholas said: = N 


NOT REPUGNANT TO CONSTITUTION. 


“The worthy Member says that they can make a treaty relinquishin 
any rights and inflicting punishments, because all the 8 de 
clared paramount to the constitutions and laws of the States. An at- 
tentive consideration of this will show the committee that they can 
do no such thing. The te Big an of the sixth article is that this Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made under 
the authority of the United States shall be the supreme law of the 
land. They can by this make no treaty which shall be repugnant to 
the spirit of the Constitution or inconsistent with the delegated powers. 
The treaties they make must be made under the authority of the 
United States to be within their province. It is sufficiently secured 
because it only declares that in pursuance of the power given they 
shall be the supreme law of the land, notwithstanding anything in the 
5 or laws of the particular States.“ (3 Elliott's ates, 

É 


15 closing the re re ee said: 
I am persua at when this power comes to be thoroughly a 
candidly viewed it will be found right and proper. As to ite ie 
perhaps. it will be satisfactory to the committee that the power is pre- 
cisely in the new Constitution as it is in the Confederation. In the ex- 
isting confederacy Congress is authorized indefinitely to make treaties, 
Many of the States have recognized the treaties of Congress to be the 
supreme law of the land. Acts have passed within a year declaring 
this to be the case. I have seen many of them. Does it follow be- 
cause the power is given to Congress that it is absolute and unlimited? 
I do not conceive that power is given to the President and Senate to 
dismember the empire or to alienate any great essential right. I do 
not think the whole legislative authori ave this power. The exercise 
of the power must consistent with the object of the delezation, 
One objection apnar the amendment proposed is this, that by im- 
lication it would give power to the legislative authority to dismem- 
r the empire—a power that ought not to be 5 8 but by the neces- 
n that would force assent from every man. think it rests on the 
safest foundations as it is. The object of treaties is the regulation of 
intercourse with foreign nations and is external. [ do not think it 
possible to enumerate all the cases in which such external regulations 
would be necessary. Would ít be right to define all the cases in which 
Congress could exercise this authority? The definition might and prob- 
ably would be defective. They might be restrained by such a defini- 
tion from exercising the authority where it could be essential to the 
interest and safety of the community. It is most safe. therefore to 
1 — Ss a mei as contingencies may arise.” (3 Elliott’s De- 
tes, 514. : 
The views of Madison prevailed in the Virginia convention, as they 
have generally prevailed upon constitutional questiors in the country 
at large. (Pomerox's Constitutional Law, sec. 34.) 


FIRST IMPORTANT DISCUSSION. 


The Constitution went into operation in 1789. The first important 
discussion of the treaty-m: power arose in connection with Jay’s 
treaty concluded with Great Britain on November 19, 1794. It was 
approved — the Senate on August 18, 1795; proclaimed by the Presi- 
dent on February 29, 1796, and this proclamation was communicated 
to both Houses of Congress on March 1, 1796. Money was necessary 
to carry its provisions into effect, and as money could be only appro- 
priated by both Houses of Congress, differences of opinion et once 
arose as to the extent of the treaty-making power and the obligation it 
im upon the House of Representatives : 

“On the one side it was tained that the power of the President 
and Senate as to treaties was absolute, and that the House of Repre- 
sentatives was bound, under the Constitution, to make the appropria- 
tions necessary to ca the treaty into effect. On the other side it 
was contended that, under the Constitution, the consent of the House 
was requisite to pass appropriations to carry the treaty into effect, and 
that this was as much known to the other contracting party as was 
the consent of the Senate to the preliminary adoption of the treaty.” 
(Wharton’s Int. Law Dig. 17.) 

On March 21, 1796, Jefferson wrote to Monroe, then in France, as 


follows : 

“The British treaty has been formally at len laid before Con- 
gress. All America is a tiptoe to see what the House of Representa- 
tives will decide on it. 

“We conceive the constitutional doctrine to be that, though the 
President and Senate have the general power of making treaties, yet 
wherever they include in a treaty matters confided by the Constitution 
to the three branches of —— an act of legislation will be requi- 
site to confirm these articles, and that the House of Representatives, 
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as one branch of the legislature, are perfectly free to pass the act or to 


refuse it, governing themselves by their own judgment whether it is 
for the good of their constituests to let the treaty go into effect or not. 
On the precedent now to be set will depend the future construction of 
our Constitution, and whether the powers of legislation shall be trans- 
ferred from the President, Senate, and House of Representatives to the 
President, Senate, and Piaminigo, or any other Indian, Algerine, or 
other chief.” (4 Jefferson's Works, 134.) 

Henry Adams, a grandson of that stout old Federalist, John Quincy 
Adams, has written a life of Albert Gallatin, who was then a Member 
of Congress from Pennsylvania. In describing the debate in the House 
of Representatives, Henry Adams says: 


CHECK ON TREATY-MAKING POWER. 


“The debate began on March 7, 1796, and on the 10th Mr. Gallatin 
spoke attacking the constitutional doctrine of the Federalists and laying 
down his own. He claimed for the House, not a power to make treaties, 
but a check upon the 5 power when clashing with the 
— —.— powers expressly vested in Congress by the Constitution; he 
showed the existence of this check in the British constitution, and he 
showed its necessity in our own, for if the treaty-making powa is not 
limited by existing laws, or if it repeals the laws that clash with, or if 
the legislature is obliged to repeal the laws so clashing, then the legis- 
lative power in fact resides in the President and Senate, and they can, 
by employing an Indian tribe, pass any law under the color of treaty. 

„The argument was irresistible; it was never answered; and, indeed, 
the mere statement is onus to leave only a sense of surprise that the 
Federalists should have hazarded themselves on such preposterous 
ground. Some years later, when the purchase of Alaska brought this 
subject again before the House on the question of appropriating the 
8 money stipulated by the treaty, the Administration abandoned 

e old Federalist position; the right of the House to call for papers, 
to deliberate on the merits of the treaty, even to refuse 71 7 ations 
if the treaty was inconsistent with the Constitution or with the estab- 
lished policy of the countty, was fully conceded. The Administration 
only made the reasonable claim that if, upon just consideration, a 
treaty was found to be clearly within the constitutional powers of the 
Government, and consistent with the national policy, then it was the 
duty of each coordinate branch of the Government to shape its action 
accordingly. See the speech of N. P. Banks of June 30, 1868, Cong. 
Globe, vol. 75. appendix, p. 385.”—(Life of Albert Gallatin, p. 161.) 

Gallatin’s views prevailed in the House by a vote of 57 against 35. 

While Jefferson was Vice-President he prepared his now famous 
Manual of Parliamentary Practice. It has ever since remained the 

hest 1 in this count upon that subject. The work was 

lished in 1800, and contains this note under the head of treaties : 
“ By the Constitution of the United States this department of legis- 
lation is confined to two branches only of the ordinary legislature ; the 
President originating and the Senate having a negative. To what 
subject this power extends has not been defined in detail by the Con- 
stitution, nor are we entirely agreed among ourselves. (1) It is ad- 
mitted that it must concern the foreign nation, party to the contract, 
or it would be a mere nullity, res inter alios acta. (2) By the general 
power to make treaties, the Constitution must haye intended to com- 
prehend only those objects which are usually regulated by treaty, and 
can not be otherwise regulated. (3) It must have meant to except out 
of these the rights reserved to the States, for surely the President and 
Senate can not do by treaty what the whole Government is interdicted 
from doing in any way. (4) And also to except those subjects of 
legislation in which it gave a participation to the House of Representa- 
tives. This last exception is deni by some on the ground that it 
would leaye very little matter for the treaty power to work on. The 
less the better, say others.” ` 
REASON FOR RESTRAINT. 

“The Constitution thought it wise to restrain the Executive and Sen- 
ate from entangling and embroiling our affairs with those of Europe. 
Besides, as the negotiations are carried on by the Executive alone, the 
subjecting to the ratification of the Representatives such articles as 
are within their acne pape ig is no more inconvenient than to the 
Senate. But the ground of this exemption is denied as unfounded. 
For example, e. g., the treaty of commerce with France, and it will 
be found that out of thirty-one articles there are not more than small 

rtions of two or three of them which would not still remain as sub- 
ects of treaties, untouched by these exceptions.” (Jefferson’s Works, 


X, 80.) 

The first formal treatise upon the Constitution of the United States 
was published by Judge St. George Tucker in 1803 as an appendix to 
his edition of Blackstone. In that work Judge Tucker says: 
= “Treaties, as defined by Pufendorf, are certain agreements made 
by sovereigns between one another, of great use both in war and peace. 
Of these there are two kinds: The one such as reenforce the observance 
of what by the law of nature we were before obliged to, as the mutual 
exercise of civility and humanity, or the prevention of injuries on either 
side; the second, such as add some new engagement to the duties of 
natural law, or at least determine what was before too general and 
indefinite in the same, to something particular and precise. Of those 
which add some new engagements to those duties which natural law 
imposes upon all nations, the most usual relate to, or in their opera- 
tion may affect, the sovereignty of the state, the unity of its parts, 
its territory or other property, its commerce with foreign nations, and 
vice versa; the mutual privileges and immunities of the citizens or 
subjects of the contracting powers, or the mutual aid of the contract- 
ing nations, in the case of an attack or hostility from any other 
quarter, To all these objects, if there be nothing in the fundamental 
laws of the state which contradicts it, the power of making treaties 
extends and is vested in the conductors of states, according to the 
opinion of Vattel. 

“In our Constitution there is no restriction as to the subjects of 
treaties, unless perhaps the guaranty of a republican form of govern- 
ment and protection from invasion, contained in the fourth article, 
may be construed to impose such a restriction in behalf of the several 
States against the dismemberment of the Federal Republic. But 
whether this restriction may extend to prevent the alienation, by ces- 
sion, of the western territory, not being a part of any State, may be 
somewhat more doubtful.” (1 Tucker's Blackstone; appendix, 332.) 

During the years 1790 and 1791 Mr. Justice Wilson, of the United 
States Supreme Court, delivered a course of lectures on law before the 
College of Philadelphia. These lectures were published in 1804, after 
his death, by his son. Part II of that work relates to the constitu- 
tions of the United States and of Pennsylyania, and chapter 2 thereof 
treats of the executive department. ustice Wlison dismisses the 
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treaty-making power with the following scant consideration: 


MUST BE KEPT DISTINCT. 


“The President has power to nominate and, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint ambassadors, judges of the Supreme 
Court, and, in general, all the other officers of the United States. On 
this subject there is a very striking and important difference between 
the Constitution of the United States and that of Pennsylvania. By 
the latter the first executive magistrate possesses, uncontrolled by either 
branch of the legislature, the power of appointing all officers whose ap- 
pointments are not, in the constitution itself, otherwise provided for. 
On a former occasion I noticed a maxim which is of much consequence 
in the science of government—that the legislative and executive powers 
be preserved distinct and unmingled in their exercise. This maxim I 
then considered in a variety of views, and in each found it to be both 
true and useful. I am very free to confess that with regard to this 
point the proper principle of government is, in my opinion, observed by 
the constitution of Pennsylvania much more correctly than it is by the 
Constitution of the United States. In justice, however, to the latter, it 
might be remarked that, though the appointment of officers is to be the 
concurrent act of the President and Senate, yet an indispensable prereq- 
uisite—the nomination of them—is vested exclusively in the President. 

“The observations which I have delivered concerning the appointment 
of officers apply likewise to treaties, the making of which is another 
power that the President has with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate.“ — (2 Wilson's Works, 191.) 

It seems strange that this total failure to discuss either the nature or 
extent of the treaty-making power in a formal set of lectures which 
covered the whole field of the Constitution, could be the omission of one 
who was a distinguished member of the Federal Convention of 1787, 
and a justice of the Supreme Court of the United States in 1796, when 
that court decided the important case of Ware v. Hylton, reported in 
Third Dallas. In fact Justice Wilson delivered a short concurrin 
opinion in that case. Nevertheless, he ignores a great constitutiona 
question that had been ably debated in Congress when Jay's treaty was 
under fire, and in the Supreme Court by John Marshall, and before Jus- 
tice Wilson himself. 

In 1821 Mr. Wert, Attorney-General, gaye an official opinion, in 
which he said: 

“The people seem to have contemplated the National Government as 
the sole organ of intercourse with foreign nations. It ogus to be 
armed with power to satisfy the fulfillment of all moral obligations, 
perfect and imperfect, which the law of nations devolves upon us as a 
nation. In this respect our system seems to be crippled and imper- 
fect."—(1 Opins. Attys. Genl., 392.) 

In 1825 William Rawle, a distinguished lawyer of Philadelphia, pub- 
lished A View of the Constitution of the United States. T wle 
had been United States district attorney for Pennsylvania under Wash- 
ington, and had been offered by him the Attorney-Generalship of the 
United States. He was a firm supporter of the Administration of John 


Adams. In discussing the treaty-making power, Mr. Rawle says: 
MUST BE SOUGHT FOR IN PRINCIPLE. 
“The most general terms are used in the Constitution. The powers 


of Congress in respect to making laws we shall find are laid under 
several restrictions. „There are none in respect to treaties. * * + 
To define them in the Constitution would have been impossible, and 
therefore a general term could alone be made use of, which is, how- 
ever, to be n confined to its 5 7 interpretation. 
Whatever is wanting in an authority expressed must be sought for in 
principle, and to ascertain whether the execution of the treaty-making 
power can be supported we must carefully apply to it the principles 
of the Constitution from which alone the power proceeds. oa 

“There is a variance in the words descriptive of laws and those of 
treaties. In the former it is said those which shall be made in pur- 
suance of the Constitution, but treaties are described as having teen 
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the United 
States. 

“The explanation is that at the time of adopting the Constitution 
certain treaties existed, which had been made by Congress under the 
Confederation, the continuing obligations of which it was proper to 
declare. The words ‘under the authority of the United States’ were 
considered as extending equally to those previously made and to those 
which should subsequently be effected. But, although the former could 
not to be considered as made pursuant to a constitution which was not 
then in existence, the latter would not be ‘under the authority of 
the United States’ unless they are conformable to its Constitution” 


(p. 66). 
as 1833 Judge Story published his “Commentaries upon the Con- 
stitution of the United States,” in which he says: 

“The power to make treaties is by the Constitution general, and 
it, of course, embraces all sorts of treaties, for peace or way, for com- 
merce or territory, for alliances or success, for indemnity for injuries 
or payment of debts, for the recognition and enforcement of prin- 
ciples of public law, and for any other purposes which tye policy 
or interests of independent sovereigns may dictate in their intercourse 
with each other. But though the power is thus general and unre- 
stricted, it is not to be so construed as to destroy the fundamental laws 
of the State. A power given by the Constitution can not be construed 
to authorize a destruction of other powers given in the same instru- 
ment. It must be construed, therefore, in subordination of it and 
ean not supersede or interfere with any other of its fundamental pro- 
visions. Each is equally obligatory and of paramount authority within 
its scope, and no one embraces a right to annihilate any other, A 
treaty to change the organization of the Government or annihilate 
its sovereignty, to overturn its republican form, or to deprive it of 
its constitutional powers would be void, because it would destroy 
what it was designed merely to fulfill—the will of the people. Whether 
there are any other restrictions necessarily growing out of the strue- 
ture of the Government will remain to be considered whenever the 
exigency shall arise.” (See. 1508.) 2 

Judge William Alexander Duer, of New York, delivered a course of 
lectures on the constitutional jurisprudence of the United States at 
Columbia College for many years. n 1833 he published the substance 
of his lectures under the title of ‘ Outlines of Lectures,” etc.; and in 
1843 he published a and enlarged work on the same subject 
entitled “ Lectures on the Constitutional Jurisprudence of the United 
States.” In this last and most complete statement of his views Judge 
Duer said: 

CAN’T DESTROY OTHER POWERS. 

“ More general and extensive terms, also, are used in vesting the power 
with respect to treaties than in conferring that relative ta laws; and, 
while the latter is laid under several restrictions, there are none im- 
posed on the exercise of the former, notwithstanding it Is committed te 
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the President and Senate, in exclusion of the House of Representatives, 
and is executed through the instrumentality of agents delegated for 
that orpona: And, although the President and mate are thus in- 
vested with this high and exclusive control over all those subjects of 
negotiation with foreign powers, which in their co uences may af- 
fect important domestic interests, yet it would have n im ible 
to have defined a power of this nature, and, therefore, general terms 
only were used. ese general expressions, however, ought strictly to 
be confined to their legitimate signification; and, in order to ascertain 
whether the execution of the treaty-making power can be supported in 
any given case, those principles of the Constitution, from which the 

wer proceeds, should carefully be applied to it. The power must, in- 
eed: be construed in subordination to the Constitution; and, however 
in its operation it may qualify, it can not supersede or interfere with 
any other of its fundamental provisions, nor can it ever be so inter- 
2 as to destroy other powers granted by that instrument.” (2d 


228. 

Probably the best attempt at formulating a general rule for the exer- 
cise of the. treaty-makin Lower is that framed by Mr. Calhoun, in 1851, 
in his “ Discourse on the Constitution and Government of the United 
States.” It reads as follows: 

“Although the treaty-making power is exclusively vested, and_with- 
out enumeration or specification, in the Government of the United 
States, it is nevertheless subject to several important limitations. It 
is, in the first place, strictly limited to questions inter alios; that is, 
to questions between us and foreign powers which require negotiation 
to adjust them. All such clearly appertain to it. But to extend it 
beyond these, be the pretext what it may, would be to extend it beyond 
its allotted sphere. and thus a palpable violation of the Constitution. 
It is, in the next place, limited by all the provisions of the Constitution 
which inhibit certain acts from being done by the Government or any 
of its departments, of which description there are many. It is also 
limited by such provisions of the Constitution as direct certain acts to 
be done in a particular way, and which prohibit the contrary, of which 
a striking example is to be found in that which declares that ‘no money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropriations 
to be made by law.’ This not only imposes an important restriction 
on the power, but gives to Congress, as the law-making power, and to 
the House of Representatives as a portion of Congress, the right to 
withhold a propriations ; and thereby, one important control over the 
treaty-making power, whenever money is uired to carry a treaty into 
effect, which N the case, especially in reference to those of 
much importance. 5 

MORE IMPORTANT LIMITATION. 

There still remains another and more important limitation, but of a 
more general and indefinite character, It can enter into no stipulation 
calculated to change the character of the Government, or to do that 
which can only be done by the Constitution-making power, or which 
is inconsistent with the nature and structure of the Government, or the 
objects for which it was formed. Among which it seems to be settled 
that it can not change or alter the boundary of a State or cede an 
portion of its territory without its consent. Within these limits all 
questions which may arise between us and other powers, be the subject- 
matter what it may, fall within the limits of the treaty-making power 
and may be adjusted by it. (Calhoun’s Works, I, 203.) 

This definition was used in Hauenstein v. 3 100 United States, 
483, and in People v. Gerke, 5 California, 381. 

Perhaps the ablest and most accurate law writer of the past fifty 
years was Judge Thomas M. Cooley, of Michigan. He always undertook 
to state the law as it had been settled by the decisions of the courts. 
Writing in 1880, he reached this conclusion : 

“The President has power, by and with the consent of the Senate, to 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators concur. The Consti- 
tution imposes no restriction upon this power, but it is subject to the 
implied restriction that nothing can be done under it which changes the 
Constitution of the country or robs a Department of the Government 
or any of the States of its constitutional authority.“ (Coustitutional 
Law, 3d ed., p. 117.) 

A more extended discussion of this subject is found in the late work 
of John Randolph Tucker on The Constitution of the United States,” 
published in 1899. After stating the question to be “ Whether the 
exclusive power of treaty making, vested in the President and Senate, 
is unlimited in its operation upon all the objects for which a treaty 
may provide,” he gives the respective contentions with respect to the 
power; quotes Vattel’s saying that “it is from the fundamental laws 
of each state that we must learn where resides the authority that is 
capable of contracting with validity in the name of a state,“ and con- 
cludes as follows: D 

“A treaty therefore can not take away essential liberties secured by 
the constitution to the people. A treaty can not by the United States 
do what their Constitution forbids them_to do. We suggest a further 
limitation: A treaty can not compel any Department of the Government 
to do what the Constitution submits to its exclusive and absolute will. 


o, according to Mr. Wharton, has given to the subject a degree of 
elaborate and extended exposition which it has received from no writer 
in our own tongue. 

Doctor Meier was a professor of jurisprudence in the University of 
Halle, and gave his conclusions as follows: 

POWER NOT ABSOLUTE. 

“Congress has, under the Constitution, the right to lay taxes and 
imposts as well as to regulate foreign trade; but the President and the 
Senate, if the treaty-making power be regarded as absolute, would 
be able to evade this limitation by adopting treaties which would com- 
pel Congress to destroy its whole tariff system. According to the 

‘onstitution Congress has the right to determine questions of naturalt 
zation, of patents, and of copyright. But, according to the view 
here contested, the President and Senate, by a treaty could on these 
important questions utterly destroy the legislative capacity of the 
House of Representatives. The Constitution gives Congress the right 
of declaring war. This right would be illusory if the President and 
Senate could by a treaty launch the country into a foreign war. The 
pore of borrowing money on the credit of the United States resides 
n Congress; this power would cease to exist if the President and 
Senate could by treaty bind the country to the borrowing of forei 
funds. By the Constitution ‘no money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury but in consequence of appropriations made by the law; but 
this limitation would cease to — 5 f by a treaty the United States 
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Congress 
would cease to be the law-making power as is prescribed by the Con- 
stitution. The law-making power would be e President and the 
Senate. Such a condition would become the more dangerous from 
the fact that treaties so 1 being on this particular hypothesis 
8 to legislation, would continue in force until superseded by 
other treaties. Not only, therefore, would a Congress consisting of 
two houses be made to give way to an oligarchy of President and 
Senate, but the decrees of this oligarchy when once made could only be 
changed by concurrence of President and of senatorial majority of two- 
thirds.”—(Ueber den Abschluss von Staats vertragen.) 

As a conclusion to this résumé of the views of authors and pub- 
review by Prof. von Holst, the 
both pertinent and in- 


CAN NOT BE UNLIMITED. 


“As to the extent of the treaty power the Constitution says noth- 
ing, but it evidently can not be unlimited. The power exists oniy 
under the Constitution, and every treaty stipulation inconsistent wit 
a provision of the constitutional law is ipsi facto null and void. aan 
and self-evident as this principle is in theory, yet it may be very dif- 
cult under certain circumstances to decide whether or not it has been 
trans in fact. Indeed, the chief difficulty arises from the ques- 
tion of the relation of the treaty power of the President with the 
concurrence wer of the Senate bears to the legislative power of 
Congress. The question is answered by saying that these powers must 
be coordinate, for treaties, like laws, are soverei acts,’ which 
differ from laws only in form and in the organs by which the soverei 
will expresses itself. It follows from this principle that a law can 
repealed by a treaty (Foster v. Neilson, 2 Peters, 253) as well as a 
treaty by a law (The Cherokee Tobacco, 11 Wallace, 616). If a treaty 
and a law are in opposition, their respective dates must decide whether 
the one or the other is to be regarded as repealed (Foster v. Neilson, 2 
Peters, 253, 314; Doe v. Braden, 16 Howard, 635). Neither the 
principle nor the correctness of these conclusions from it can well be 
disputed, and they are, at any rate, valid constitutional law. But in 
spite of this, it must be admitted that the doctrine has its. doubtful 
side both in theory and practice. It must be called at least an anom- 
aly that, by the ex parte action of the President and two-thirds of the 
Senators present (who may be only a minority of the whole Senate), a 
law can be repealed the passage of which required the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives with the Senate and President, or.a two- 
thirds majority of each House of Congress. The repeal of a treaty by 
the enactment of a law may, however, lead the more easily to serious 
consequences, because the incompatibility of the law and of the treat 
may not be so clearly manifest that the foreign power concerned will 
immediately take notice of the law. It is in nowise inconceivable that 
Congress itself might know nothing of what it had done, so that only 
after a long time would the fact be established by judicial decision that 
in this direct manner a treaty was overthrown, the repeal of which 
had not been contemplated by either of the two contracting parties. 

“On still another side of this question of the direct relation between 
the treaty power and the legislative power makes it difficult to fix the 
limits of the treaty power. It is certain that no authority granted by 
the Constitution to any of the factors of government can be drawn 
from it by treaty, for that would be a change of the Constitution, and, 
as such, unconstitutional. But Congress may be bound by a treaty not 
to exercise in a certain way a power belonging to it, although it might 
exercise it in that way if not bound by the treaty. The freedom of 
action of the House of Representatives can thus easily be restricted by 
a treaty to such a degree that the restriction must be admitted to be a 
violation of the constitution, even if not strictly of its letter, yet still 
of its spirit. Thus, for instance, the framers of the Constitution cer- 
tainly did not wish that duties should be fixed in a way repugnant to 
the views of the House of Representatives, and yet this might be brought 
about at any moment by a commercial treaty. Of course, it must not 
be inferred that, in general, there should be no commercial treaties, 
But Daniel Webster was certainly right in advising his countrymen to 
consider carefully before beginning to handle questions of duties in 
Pear aa with treaties.” (Constitutional law of the United States, 


CONFINED BY DECISIONS OF COURTS. 


The text of a sound treatise on any subject of law is based upon and 
confined by the decisions of the courts upon that subject. I have fol- 
lowed this historical treatment of the treaty-making power from the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787 to the present time, 8 quot- 
ing any direct mention of the decisions in order that we mig t see what 
effect those decisions had from time to time upon the definitions and 
descriptions of the power as given by subsequent writers. The result is 
interesting and peculiar. In 1802 Tucker, the first author, cited no au- 
thority except the text of the Constitution; thirty years later Story 
cited Tucker, Rawle, and Jefferson, while in 1880 Cooley cites Tucker 
and Story, as herein quoted, in support of his text. e reason for 
this is plain, since the judicial decisions have been only so many appli- 
cations of general rule to specific states of fact. For it is readily seen 
that while many of the decisions contain broad general statements to 
the effect that treaties are the supreme law of the land, there is always 
the accompanying qualification that it must be a constitutional treaty 
in order to be so considered. 

It is clear that there may be an unconstitutional treaty, just as there 
may be an unconstitutional act of Congress. This point is well illus- 
trated by the treaty negotiated in 1854 at Caracas by the United States 
minister and the Venezuelan Government, which provided, in its twenty- 
fifth article, that in case a citizen of either country should accept a 
commission in the service of an enemy at war with the other country 
he should be deemed a pirate and so punished. Mr. Marcy, Secretary of 
State, promptly repudiated the treaty, which was satisfactory in other 
respects, upon the ground that the Constitution provided that Congress 
should define the crime of piracy and its punishment, and that it could 
not be made the subject of a treaty. If the treaty had been ratified, 
1 can be no doubt that the courts would have sustained Mr. Marey's 
vlew. 

Cooley recognizes the right of the House of Representatives to annul 
such a treaty in the following express terms: 

“An unconstitutional or manifestly unwise treaty, the House of Re 
resentatives may possibly refuse to aid; and this, when legislation 
needful, would be equivalent to a refusal of the Government, through 
one of its branches, to carry the treaty into effect. This would be an 
extreme measure, but it is conceivable that a case might arise in which 
a resort to it would be justifiable.” (Constitutional Law, 3d ed., 175.) 

Some of the opinions go further and expressly declare that treaties, 
like laws, are bound by the provisions of the Constitution. Thus, in 
1847, in the License Cases (5 How., 613), Mr. Justice Daniel said: 


could be bound to pay money to a foreign power. * 


licists upon this subject the Zollowing 
well-known German-American historian, is 
structive: 
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“ By the sixth article and second clause of the Constituti 


it is thus 
declared: ‘That this Constitution and the laws of the United States 
made in 1 thereof and treaties made under the authority of 
the United States shall be the supreme law of the land.“ 

ac provision of the Constitution, it is to be feared, is sometimes 
— 7 5 or expounded without those qualifications which the character 

the parties to that instrument and its adaptation to the purpose for 
which it was created necessarily imply.” 


IS COINCIDENT WITH RIGHTS OF STATES. 


“Every power delegated to the Federal Government must be ex- 

unded in coincidence with a perfect right in the States to all they 

ve not delegated; in coincidence, too, with the possession of every 

wer and right 8 their existence and preservation, for it 
s impossible to believe t these ever were, in intention or in fact, 
ceded to the General Government. Laws of the United States, in order 
to be binding, must be within the legitimate powers vested by the Con- 
stitution. Treaties to be valid must be made within the scope of the 
same powers, for there can be no authority of the United States save 
what is derived mediately or immediately and regularly and legiti- 
mately from the Constitution. A treaty, no more than an ordinary 
statute, can arbitrarily cede away any one right of a State or of any 
citizen of a State.” 

It therefore makes little difference whether the power is restricted 
“jn subordination to the Constitution and can not supersede or inter- 
fere with any of its fundamental provisions,” as Judge Story puts it; 
or to “the principles of the Constitution from which alone the power 
proceeds,” as Mr. Rawle says; or we agree with Judge Duer that 
those principles of the Constitution from which the wer proceeds 
should carefully be applied to it;” or with Justice Field that the 
power is limited by those restraints which are found in that instru- 
ment against the action of the Government or of its departments and 
those arising from the nature of the Government itself and that of 
the States; for they, in substance, are all equivalent to Cooley's 
statement of the rule that the power “is subject to the implied re- 
- striction that nothing can be done under it which changes the Con- 
stitution of the country or robs a department of the Government or 


we find the usual limitation in the late case of De Geofroy v. 
(183 U. S., 258) decided in 1890. The court, speaking through 
Mr. Justice Fi this language : 


limited except by 

t the action of the Government or its departments, and those 
arising from the nature of the Government itself, and that of the 
States. It would not be contended that it extends so far as to author- 
ize what the Constitution forbids, or a change in the character of the 
Government or in that of one of the States, or a cession of any portion 
of the territory of the latter, without its consent. But with these 
exceptions, it is not owe that there is any limit to the questions 
which can be adjusted touching any matter which is properly the 
subject of negotiation with a foreign country.” 


TREATY-MAKING POWER. 


strued to extend to the pe erage of property belonging to the citizens 
of each in the territory the other: À 

e e e e e OE 
v. m. . = o v. 

v. Bize, 105 Fed., 485; 148 5 


* to enable 
aliens to purchase and hold lands (Chirac v. eres 3 eat., 259); 
al., 4 


Texas, 162 U. S. 
88; R. I. v. Mass., and accepting os 
awards 5 (Frevail v. Bache, 14 Pet., 97; Bachman v. W. 
son, 109 II. S., 

(Cross v. Harrison, 16 How., 164; U. 8. v. Rhodes, Fed. Cas. 16, 151). 

I have not attempted to cite all the decisions in pome but only 
some of the leading cases that support the statement. It will be 
noticed that all of these instances are properly within the fair exercise 
of the power, and neither interferes with a department of the Federal 
n aoe roe a State—to use Judge Cooley’s phrase—of its con- 
stitutional authority. 

It is hardly 3 to cite authority to show that the Federal Gov- 
ernment is one of enumerated powers, and that the States retain control 
of their domestic and local affairs. But if it be thought necessary, the 
following language of Mr. Justice Brewer, in the current number of the 
advance sheets of the United States Supreme Court Reports, may suf- 
fice. In 3 to iene effect 5 the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments, Judge Brewer said: 

“ Notwithstanding the adoption of these three amendments the Na- 
tional Government still remains one of enumerated powers, and the 
tenth amendment, which reads the powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution nor prohibited by it to the States are re- 
served tò the States respectively, or to the people,’ is not shorn of its 
vitality.” (Hodges v. United States, 203 U. 8.) 

To what extent, then, may a State control its public schools in the 
ration of different races of pupils? 

In People v. Gerke (5 „ 381), and that class of cases which 
permit aliens to Mherit contrary to the provisions of State laws, it was 
contended that the treaty, in effect, nullified the State laws upon that 
subject. But in the Gerke case this objection was answered as follows: 
One of the arguments at the bar against the extent of this power of 
treaty is that it permits the Federal Government to control the internal 
policy of the States, and, in the present case, to alter materially the 
statutes of distribution. * * © I think, however, that no such con- 
sequence follows as is insisted. The statutes of distribution are not al- 
tered or affected. Alienage is the subject of the treaty. Its disability 
results from political reasons which arose at an early period of the his- 
tory of civilization, and which the enlightened advancement of modern 
times and changes in the political and social condition of nations have 
rendered without force or consequence. The disability to succeed to 

perty is alone removed, the character of the N is made po- 
Heieatt to undergo a change, and then the statute of distribution is left 
to its effect, unaltered and unimpaired in word or sense.” 

FOREIGNERS MIRELY TAKE THEIR OWN. 


Treaties of this kind do not confer any or t upon the for- 
algner; they merely permit foreigners to — that eich is their own. 


admission or exclusion or se 


But the grantin 


to unnaturalized foreigners the right to attend the 
public schools o 


a State, either with or without charge, is something 
more. it, in Judge Cooley’s language, rob the State of its con- 
stitutional authority,” and is it the language of Justice Fiel 

within those restrictions “ arising from 
itself and of that of the States?” Are the local public schools of a 
city, maintained exclusively by local taxation and presumably for the 
exclusive use of citizens, “ properly the subject of negotiation with a 
foreign country?” (Geofroy v. R „ 133 U. S., 258.) The answers 
to these questions all turn upon the nature of our Government and 
the relation of the State governments to the United States Government 


under the Constitution. 

It may be considered as fairly well settled that the establishment of 
separate schools for white and for colored children does not violate the 
constitutional right of either class to the equal privileges and immuni- 
y the Federal Constitution, previa equal advantages 


agher, 93 N. X., 438; 45 
Am. R 


the nature of the Governmen 


514; Lehew v. Brummell, 103 Mo. 546; 11 L. R. A., 828; State v. 
8 N ete, 87 Md., 643; Roberts v. City of Boston, 5 
sh., 3 $ 
Equality, and not identity, of privileges and rights is what is guaran- 
teed to the citizen. If the right claimed be not guaranteed by the Fed- 
eral Constitution, but is reserved to the States, it is difficult to see how 
the Federal Government can constitutionally control it either by treaty 


or otherwise. 

Likewise it has been repeatedly decided that State laws r ring sepa- 
rate coaches for white and for colored passengers on railroad trains 
within the State violate no privilege or immunity of either class and 
places no 4 of slavery apon the colored passenger, 

L., N. O. & T. R. Co. i . S., 587; 


( v. 9 133 Epa Plessy, 
45 La. Ann., 80; 18 L. R. A., 639; Plessy v. Ferguson, 103 U. S., 537; 
Civil Rights cases, 109 U. S., 3; Ohio Valley R. Co. v. Lander, 104 


Ky., 431. 
8 le the class of Parrott’s Chinese case (6 Sawyer, 349)—and 
there are many of them—are not in point and do not come up to the 
question. ‘The laws of California prohibited the employment of Chinese 
by any corporation, and Parrott, the president of a mining company, was 
indicted for violating the law, pon habeas corpus he was properly 
discharged, because he had a perfect right to hire a Chinaman or any 
other kind of a man. Moreover, the court held that the Chinaman’s 
right to work was a property right Bde by the fourteenth amend- 
ment, which extends not only to citizens, but to all persons within the 
jurisdiction of the United States. In Parrotts case California at- 
tempted to act under an unconstitutional law; in the school cases she is 
quite within her constitutional rights. 

f the control of local schools can not be taken from the States and 
cities by a law passed by both Houses and approved by the Presidént, 
because the power to do so is not grated, it would seem that the dis- 
cussion is at an end, for if the power is wanting it clearly can not be 
done in any way, much less by the President and the Senate only. 

And of this limitation of power all nations must take notice. 
lor’s International Public Law, secs. 158, 361, 364.) 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. FOSTER]. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, in the course of 
my remarks last week upon the treaty power of the Govern- 
ment, in response to a question from the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Garnes], I stated that aside from the disability 
affecting the right of suffrage the Government had undertaken 
to deal with nearly all the disabilities of alienage by treaty 
stipulations. I did not make myself quite clear in that state- 
ment. I was not quite accurate. What I meant to say was 
that aside from those disabilities of alienage which affect polit- 
ical rights the Government had dealt with nearly all, if not 
quite all, of the disabilities of alienage. That is to say, Mr. 
Chairman, there are two classes of disabilities of alienage. The 
first class relates to civil rights, and the second class relates to 
political rights. Our Government has dealt with and has un- 
dertaken to remove by treaty stipulation the disabilities of 
alienage affecting civil rights; but it has never, so far as my 
knowledge goes, undertaken to deal with or to relieve foreigners 
of the disabilities of alienage affecting political rights. By po- 
litical rights I mean those which enable one to participate in 
the management of the Government. I wish to make myself 
clear upon this subject. I claim that the National Government 
through its treaty powers has the right to remove the first class 
of disabilities. I deny that it has the power to remove the disa- 
bilities of alienage of the second class. In this respect we can 
not differ from that constitutional government which confess- 
edly exercises its treaty-making power as the result of sover- 
eignty, for no one would claim, I believe, that such a goyern- 
ment through its treaty-making power could admit foreigners 
to participate in the management of its government. 

Mr. GARRETT. Why? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Because, among other reasons— 
and I have not the time now to go deeply into the subject— 
that subject is not a proper one for international agreement. 
The other disabilities of alienage, as has been shown, I think, 
by myself—certainly has been shown by my distinguished 
friend the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]—are 
proper subjects for international negotiation. 

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman’s reasons, then, are not 
found in the structure of the Government? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes. I could go further and 
point out that the limitation of the treaty power which Mr. 
Calhoun mentioned, and which I quoted—that is, the form of 


(Tay-. 
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our Government—would prohibt the treaty-making power of 
the Government ‘from attempting to say by treaty stipulation 
that foreigners might participate in the management of the Goy- 
ernment, either State or nation. This is a goyernment by the 
people, a government by people who owe allegiance to the 
National Government, and therefore to the State governments. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COUSINS. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask the gentleman whether he 
does not think it to be the duty of one of the Members of Con- 
gress to introduce a bill, and the Foreign Affairs Committee 
to report it, declaring that this Government will not stand by 
any treaty, or will revoke any treaty, that permits the States 
to be requfred to educate any children of any citizen of any 
other government, and declaring that no person shall have any 
right that is not guaranteed to the citizens of the State in which 
the foreigner may reside? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I would hardly 
undertake to say what bills Members should introduce; but I 
will say that the Foreign Affairs Committee as now constituted 
will carefully consider all bills which are introduced by any 
Member of the House and referred to that committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will try to furnish the gentle- 
man with a bill. 

Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, in view of the fact that nine States of the Union now 
allow foreigners to vote and participate in the political man- 
agement of their affairs without being naturalized, merely hay- 
ing made the formal declaration, whether or not, if these 
States haye the power to do that now, they would not have 
power to do it under an agreement with a foreign nation? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I should very much doubt it. 
They might with the consent of Congress. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit me. You say 
that a State can, with the consent of Congress, make such an 
agreement with a foreign government. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I said they might, if you are cor- 
rect in your position. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Assuming that the State could do it, would 
not the fact that the State could do it preclude the idea that the 
treaty-making power could do it? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman answer this question? 
If an agreement to do a certain thing might be stated and made 
to have all the binding force of a treaty, then in that particu- 
lar instance a treaty and an agreement would be the same, 
would it not? It does not matter whether you call that an 
agreement or a treaty, if they both accomplish the same pur- 
pose they are exactly the same thing. Well, if that be true, 
how does the gentleman get around the proposition that a State 
can not make a treaty? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I haye not said at any time during 
my remarks that it can not make an agreement with the con- 
sent of Congress. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But the Constitution so states. The Con- 
stitution says that no State shall enter into any treaty, and it 
could not be put any clearer than when it says that no State, 
without the consent of Congress, shall enter into an agreement. 
The point I make is this: That this necessarily shows that a 
treaty and an agreement were different things, embracing dif- 
ferent subjects. s 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I so understand it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman consider it a fair con- 

` struction of one provision of the Constitution that will deny the 
yalidity of another proyision of the Constitution? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I shall not undertake to say what 
the fathers had in mind when they provided that a State should 
enter into no such agreement without the consent of Congress. 
There are text-book writers and distinguished members of the 
legal profession who claim that every international agreement 
is a treaty. Whatever they may have intended by that provi- 
sion, it is plain that the fathers placed the treaty-making power 
in the National Government. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
print, as a part of my remarks, the address referred to in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio such time as he may desire. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to trespass 
upon the good nature of the House by submitting some remarks 
this afternoon upon a subject somewhat new to the Congress of 
the United States, the subject of the tariff in its various forms and 
developments; but I am not in a physical condition to do myself 
justice, and therefore, with very many feelings of obligation to 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cousins], chairman of the com- 
mittee, who has yielded this time, I will yield back my time to 
him, and to-morrow, if opportunity offers, I will proceed with 
my remarks, 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I will now ask the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Howarp] to use such time as he may desire. 

Mr. HOWARD. We are not in a position on this side to use 
any further time now, and unless the gentleman from Iowa can 
go on on his own side we will have to yield back the time. 

Mr. COUSINS. There is no further request for time on this 
side. I therefore ask that we take up the bill for consideration 
under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
> The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 

ollows : 

For the payment of the cost of tuition of student interpreters at the 
legation to Japan, at the rate of $125 per annum each, $750. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I should like to ask, Mr. Chair- 
man, in what manner these student interpreters are chosen, as 
a matter of fact. 

Mr. COUSINS. They are chosen by the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
tion? 7 

Mr. COUSINS. All consular appointees, and all other ap- 
pointees to the foreign service now, except ambassadors, are re- 
quired to be examined, and have been for some time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. And are these students ex- 
amined? 

Mr. COUSINS. They are. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. How are they called to the at- 
tention of the President? 

Mr. COUSINS. They are appointed directly by him, and then 
appear at the State Department, where they are examined as to 
their fitness. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Their appointment is entirely 
in the discretion of the President. 

Mr. COUSINS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not provided by a recent order that these 
consular positions, and positions of that sort, shall be dis- 
tributed to a certain extent according to the population of the 
different States? 

Mr. COUSINS. In the new regulations I understand there 
is some such provision. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. By whom are these examinations con- 
ducted? 

Mr. COUSINS. There is a committee, and I think one of the 
Civil Service Commissioners is included in that committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GROUND RENT OF LEGATION AT TOKYO, JAPAN. 


Annual ground rent of the legation at Tokyo, Japan, for the year 
ending March 15, 1908, $250, or so much thereof as ay be asthe ey: 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “necessary,” in line 8, page 9, amend by adding: 


For the purchase of ground and the erection of an embassy buildin 
in the City of Mexico, $60,000.” á S 


Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, of course I must reserve a 
point of order against that. But I should like to hear what the 
gentleman has to say on the subject. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I thank the gentleman from Iowa for his 
courtesy. The City of Mexico is the one capital of a foreign 
and friendly country with which I haye great personal famil- 
iarity. In the prosecution of business enterprises I have occa- 
sion to visit the Republic of Mexico frequently, and almost 
amnually I am in the City of Mexico and spend some time there. 
It has been a source of some mortification to me when I have 
found that other governments less important—in my view, of 
course, which may be a partial one—than the United States 
have splendid residences in which to house their legations, 
while whenever there is a change of ambassador from the 
United States the new ambassador must go house hunting. 
And, Mr. Chairman, it is not an easy thing in the City of Mex- 
ico to find a comfortable or suitable residence for the American 
ambassador. 

Now, some time or other we will undoubtedly rise to the 
right plane and do our duty in this matter. Some time or other 


Is there any sort of examina- 
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we will unquestionably provide for the purchase of ground and 
the erection of buildings in which to house our ambassadors 
abroad, and this, I think, sir, is as good a time as any to begin. 
The City of Mexico, for many reasons it seems to me, is the 
most desirable capital in which to make that beginning. 

Last fall sensational newspaper correspondents and timid 
travelers came flocking out of Mexico with the cry of an im- 


pending revolution. They stated that this revolution was 
more aimed at American citizens than at the Government of 
Mexico. I happened to be in the country at the time, spent 
some weeks there, and was there when the outbreak was ex- 
pected. I never saw a more peaceable country; I never saw a 
more orderly people; and in all my visits to Mexico I never 
received more consideration nor was I ever more courteously 
treated than on that oceasion. 

Recently, and indeed at the present time, in my own home a 
trial is being had of some reyolutionists who were charged with 
conspiring against a friendly government, the Republic of 
Mexico. Now, our laws, which make this Government a haven 
for political agitators, are not thoroughly understood by the 
Latin people who direct the destinies of Mexico. They can’t 
see why a friendly country should harbor their avowed enemies. 
I think it is due them that we should make some recognition 
of their importance as a friendly people, and we can not do it 
better than by giving to our embassy the advantage of a house 
of its own. There ought to be in the great City of Mexico a 
piece of territory belonging to the United States. The compen- 
sation of the ambassador is not very great, as he is compelled 
out of his limited official income to hire a house for himself. 
That ought not to be the case. 

Mr. Chairman, the commerce between this country and Mexico 
is large and is growing marvelously. Our commercial and social 
relations with that country are upon a closer and closer basis 
from year to year. Our railways cross the river on the border 
of Texas and through Arizona into Mexico without interruption 
and without vexatious delays at the custom-houses. Mexico 
realizes the importance of our commerce and the desirability of 
maintaining closer relations with us. This will be a grateful 
compliment and concession to that Government and put our em- 
bassy on a proper plane. I sincerely hope the gentleman from 
Jowa will not make a point of order against the amendment. 
Nr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I am in duty bound to make 
the point of order. I will say further to the gentleman from 
Texas that on the request of your Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs at the last session the State Department, only a day or two 
ago, furnished a report on the probable expense of building 
buildings for some of our legations, but that report is not yet 
printed. When we come to consider that subject we shall con- 
sider it on its merits altogether. I think the gentleman will 
agree with me that that will be the better way to do it. I am 
quite agreeable to the idea of our country owning its premises 
at the various embassies and legations, but I think we should 
take it up at some time and consider it aside from the general 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Does not the gentleman think it will be 
more difficult to get a general plan adopted than it would be to 
provide one location in one capital where it is urgently needed, 
for comfortable and suitable houses are scarce there? 

Mr. COUSINS. It might or might not be more difficult, but 
it would certainly be more intelligent to consider it on its 
merits. The idea of slipping in one here and there from time to 
time would not result, I think, in the end favorably. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Well, Mr. Chairman, the amendment calls 
for a very modest expenditure. It will not build a palace, and it 
is needed, and I wish the gentleman would give the House an 
opportunity to vote upon it. 

Mr. COUSINS. I have no doubt that in the near future, in 
the next session, we shall consider that subject, and it is the in- 
tention of your committee to take it up and present it to the 
House for consideration. . 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want these buildings built before the 4th 
of March, 1909. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salary of consul-general at Boma, Kongo Free State, class 5, 
N 5 ‘salary of consul at Calgary, Canada, class 9, $2,000. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill whether this is a new consul-general’s office? 

Mr. COUSINS. To which one does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. MANN. Well, you provide in the bill a paragraph under 
the act of reorganization of last year, and then provide for a 
salary of a consul-general at Boma, and also for the salary of a 
consul at Calgary, Canada. If these were provided for in the 
reorganization act, why are they segregated here? 


Mr. COUSINS. They were not provided for in the reorgani- 
zation act, but were in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANN. But they are not provided in the reorganization 
act. There is no law for their provision. 

Mr. COUSINS. The law is in the appropriation act. 

Mr. MANN. The law of an appropriation act is not sufficient 
law for next year. 

Mr. COUSINS. Oh, I think so, as a basis for another ap- 
Propriation. 

Mr. MANN. Well, let the Chairman rule on that, if neces- 
sary. What is the reason for this? It is true that last year, 
immediately following the reorganization act, where everything 
was included as consulates and consuls-general that anybody 
could think of at the time, the bill went over to the Senate and 
some additions were made, almost before the ink was dry on 
the President’s signature. What is the occasion for that? 

Mr. COUSINS. I will say to the gentleman that it very 
often happens it becomes necessary to place men at new points. 
For instance, we abandoned eight last year. We expect to 
abandon many others. I am told by the Department that cer- 
tain consulates can be from time to time abandoned. It became 
necessary, in the opinion of the President, to send a man to 
Boma to make certain investigations now going on, and that 
was the reason it was provided for at the last session. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says they abandoned eight at 
the last session. There were not eight abandoned except in the 
reorganization of the consular department. * 

Mr. COUSINS. Well, that was at the last session. 

Mr. MANN. I understand—a law was passed providing for 
the omission of certain consulates and the addition of certain 
consulates. That law was a very late expression of opinion 
on the part of the Department of State as to the necessities, 
and gentlemen say that the President advised this. As a matter 
of fact, the item was added in the Senate, and I have often 
seen items udded in appropriation bills in various legislative 
bodies that were not asked for by the Executive and not asked 
for by anyone, except somebody in interest. 

Mr. COUSINS. I will say to the gentleman that there was 
a very great influx of Americans to this point in Canada, and 
it was deemed necessary that we should haye 2 representative 
there. I was very much surprised that more were not pro- 
posed, that only two were added to the entire list provided for 
in the so-called“ consular reform bill;“ and it seems to me that 
these two that were added were absolutely needed. As I said 
before, from time to time it is thought by the Department that 
other consulates can be discontinued. Our service must neces- 
sarily he to a greater or less extent flexible, and wherever the 
interests of our own citizens require it and the interests of the 
country we should have at least enough flexibility to establish 
a consulate if necessary or a consular agency. 

Mr. MANN. What the gentleman says is entirely true; but, 
on the other hand, here is a bill reorganizing the service that 
is approved on April 5, and immediately thereafter recommen- 
dation is made to add two new consulates that nobody had 
thought of up to that time. That is very rapid work. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
gestion, which I think will appeal to him? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us take the consul-general in the Kongo 
Free State. The gentleman is certainly familiar with the very 
considerable degree of agitation there has been in this country 
in reference to the condition of the Kongo. This body has been 
flooded with petitions asking for action in reference to situa- 
tions existing in the Kongo. Questions of considerable diplo- 
matic delicacy have arisen, and it was to furnish further infor- 
mation, to furnish further facilities for dealing with the ques- 
tion, which was a new question and which had risen in its 
importance since the consular bill was passed, that this new sta- 
tion was established. That illustrates the way in which, in the 
constant changes of trade and of diplomatic relations between 
different governments, new situations arise which require the 
action of new officials. I am sure that, in view of all the far- 
reaching questions that are raised with reference to it, the gen- 
tleman will thoroughly agree in the wisdom of the Government’s 
action in sending to the Kongo a special representative of the 
United States. I am not familiar with the one in Canada, but 
doubtless, as has been suggested by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Cousins], exigencies have arisen there or necessities of 
trade have suggested it. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman recall that there was any 
special difference in the situation as concerning the Kongo Free 
State between the 5th of April and the adjournment of the last 
session cf Congress? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I would be very glad to have the gentleman's 
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recollection refresh mine. I had, and I haye no doubt the gen- 
tleman had, stacks of petitions and letters upon the subject long 
before the consular reorganization bill was brought into the 
House at all. I do not recall any special consideration of the 
subject between the time of the passage of that bill and the 
adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. PERKINS. We all of us had stacks of correspondence 
and many missives prior to the passage of that bill, and those 
haye continued to follow in not lessening yolume. Perhaps it 
might have been well a year ago to have decided upon the ap- 
pointment of this officer, which has since been made, but the 
State Department at that time had not reached the point of 
thinking it was judicious to have this special examination made. 
Since then, in view of the continued agitation, in view of the 
continued interest in questions in reference to the internal condi- 
tion of the Kongo, it has decided upon this appointment, and 
surely the gentleman does not think that if a step is thought to 
be wise now the fact that it had not been decided upon a 
year ago should for all time bar the Government from adopt- 
ing a measure the wisdom of which I am quite sure will appeal 
to the gentleman himself. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? Has he 
ever made any investigation of the subject, and is he prepared 
to say, upon his investigation, it is a wise step to take? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; I think it is. 8 

Mr. MANN. From personal inyestigations or simply be- 
cause it is in the bill, which? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no; not because it is in the bill, but 
because I have read with great care volumes of evidence bear- 
ing upon this question, and I have also read documents and 
petitions innumerable from citizens of thé United States, to 
whose requests we are certainly bound to yield proper deference. 

Mr. MANN. Let us see what the situation is. Here is a 
bill—I do not remember now whether the consular reorganiza- 
tion bill as it came to the House was a Senate or House bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was a Senate bill. 

Mr. MANN. It passed the Senate; it was a Senate bill, and 
it came to the House and was largely amended. Reasons were 
given for the action in the Senate in the first instance and for 
the action in the House making the amendments. The amend- 
ments were numerous. It went back to the Senate, went into 
conference, and changes were made in conference. Reasons 
were given. The bill became a law. No reason has ever been 
given to either House of Congress for inserting either one of 
these items in the bill. The gentleman assumes that there 
be reason for it. No reason has ever been communicated by 
the Executive to either House of Congress showing any neces- 
sity for putting these items in the bill. Now, I am assuming that 
if the Executive asked for it there may be reason for it, but the 
gentleman knows as well as I, and we all know, that often places 
are created not because there is a necessity for the position 
from the public-service standpoint, but because there is a neces- 
sity for the position to put somebody in. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, that is not at all applicable to this 
place. The gentleman is wrong in his statement. There have 
been abundant reasons for the appointment of this consul-general 
to the Kongo Free State given to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, which reported the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Well, if the committee had any hearings we will 
be glad to have them. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, I am endeavoring in a weak and in- 
effectual way to transmit the information which the committee 
has received to the House when this item comes on for consider- 
ation, and it seems to me that in every way it is properly 
brought before the House. It was the opinion of the State De- 
partment, it is the committee's opinion now, I think it will be 
the opinion of the entire community, and I hope it will be the 
` opinion of this House that, in view of the conditions existing in 
the Kongo Free State, it is proper for this Government to ap- 
point a consul-general there whose duty shall be to look into 
and consider these questions, and also to have under his charge 
the largely increasing American interests in the Kongo Free 
State. The gentleman, a careful student of every political ques- 
tion 

Mr. MANN. Do not get sarcastic. 

Mr. PERKINS. Knows that important contracts have been 
made between the Belgian Government and American citizens 
in reference to very important branches of trade in the Kongo 
Free State, contracts, of great size and importance, and I am 
sure the gentleman will see the eminent propriety of the appoint- 
ment of this officer. There may have been offices created not 
for public need but for private advantage, but surely there has 
been no addition made to the force of consuls for a long time 
which it seems to me was more justified alike by political and by 
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business considerations than this particular appointment to 
which the gentleman calls attention. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New: York has my entire 
confidence at all times. I am perfectly willing to take the judg- 
ment of the Committee on Foreign Affairs as to the needs of 
consular places, but I do not believe myself that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs has expressed or has any judgment in reference 
to this office or this place. 

It is put in the bill this year simply because it was in the bill 
last year. It was inserted in the bill last year because the com- 
mittee in charge of it had to yield in conference, not because 
they inserted it, not because they asked for it, not because they 
thought it was right. It was yielding to another body. Now, 
if the gentleman can give us any statement that his committee 
has considered the matter, I am perfectly willing to take the 
judgment of the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman’s remarks, although he has 
always been most courteous, are to me very painful, because 
when I had endeavored as best I could to state reasons for the 
appointment of this consul-general in the Kongo Free State 
which seemed to me to be very satisfactory the gentleman says 
we had no reasons and we give no reasons. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has the ability to give reasons 
on any subject, and at any time that he has to do so. But 
that is not the question. The question with me is whether the 
committee had any reason and gave any consideration to this 
question. Of course the gentleman can give reasons based 
upon some petitions they had. 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee had reasons, which I have 
endeavored to state to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], 
and those reasons by the committee were deemed sufficient, as I 
hope they will be by the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order upon that item. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. 
Cousins] or the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] a 
question for information. Having served a long time on that 
committee, I take a great deal of interest in its affairs. Has 
anybody observed any improvement in the consular system of 
the United States since that consular bill was passed here re- 
modeling it? 

Mr. COUSINS. The time of its operation being so very lim- 
ited perhaps yery little can be obseryed so soon. However, I 
will say to the gentleman that the Chief of the Consular Bureau 
has stated that largely by reason of the elimination of fees and 
turning them over to the Government instead of letting them be 
retained by the consuls has resulted in a situation which places 
it about $19,000 ahead so far. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One more question. As to these 
numerous papers that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Prr- 
Kins] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] were talk- 
ing about receiving, it was constantly stated by boards of trade 
and other self-constituted advisers that the consular service in 
the United States was loaded up with a lot of weaklings and 
incapables. Now, have any of those undesirable consuls been 
weeded out of the system since this law was passed? 

Mr. COUSINS. I do not concede the truth of those state- 
ments that were made from time to time by the gentleman and 
by the papers referred to. I have saved some of those utter- 
ances, and the difference of opinion that existed at that time 
concerning our consular service is remarkable. There was one 
gentleman who used to appear before the commiitee, when the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], now upon the floor, was 
a member of the committee, and whose name I do not care to 
mention in connection with his words which I shall quote, who 
spoke in a city not far from Washington along about that time 
in this fashion: 


As now conducted, although it possesses some virtues and includes a 
few good men, our service, as a whole, is a blot on the political and 
commercial records of this country. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The chances are that that man 
has learned a good deal better since then. 

Mr. COUSINS. It is to be hoped he has. However, there 
was another class of men that appeared in the city of Washing- 
ton when they had their meeting a year or more ago, and I will 
read the utterances of one of those gentlemen, which I think is - 
far more of a credit to the association he represented and to 
our country and to the truth than the miserable utterance I 
read a moment ago. This gentleman, who is from the city of 
Brooklyn, said: z 


From personal observation and acquaintance with many consuls 
abroad, I believe that in intelligence and faithful performance of duty 
our consuls compare well with those of other nations. However, we 
should striye to improve this standard and endeavor to obtain adequate 
compensation for our consuls, which compensation seems to be at 
present meager. 
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This convention, representing the leading commercial interests of 
this country, is called for the purpose of carefully considering the sub- 
ject and urging Congress to adopt measures which will prove beneficial 
to the consular service. 


That is the character of utterance that is worthy of the or- 
ganization and of the gentleman who made it. It is worthy of 
this country, and it comes more nearly representing the truth 
at that time and at the present time than the wild utterances of 
other gentlemen contemporaneous with these that I have 
quoted. 

I could go on further and give the opinion of foreigners con- 
cerning our consular service, and I think that since the subject 
has been raised I will read briefly from Doctor Vosberg-Rekow, 
a well-known economist. He has this to say of American 
consuls: 


The Americans have acted 8 in establishing a system which 
is of the greatest advantage to themselves, but costly and inconvenient 
to their competitors. In all countries with which it has trade rela- 
tions the United States has stationed consuls and consular agents. 
Every shipment of goods to a United States port must pass through 
the hands of these officials, and the amount, value, place of origin, 
market price ruling in the country of production, method of produc- 
tion, etc., are noted. The consuls thus dive deeply into the economic 
condition of their districts and obtain information the result of which 
is discernible in the steadily increasing exportations of their home 
country. R 

I read further from the Frankfürter Zeitung commenting on 
our system and on our foreign service: 


The American does not wait until a report is due,“ but makes it 
when an cecasion occurs. These opportune reports, which are being 
adopted in England more and more, may be inferior to ours in scientific 
thoroughness and accuracy, but their practical value is twice as great. 
The Commercial Museum of Vienna gives some examples of the prompt- 
ness of these reports. On the 10th of June a German vessel was plun- 
dered by pirates at Maracaibo. On the 20th of June the American con- 
sul sends a report about the equipment of a ship necessary to evade the 
pirates. The consul in Venezuela notices that there is an excellent 
opening for American coal at La Guaira and writes his report, exactly 
a page long, but containing all necessary information. Those in- 
terested receive prompt and exact information. Can not our officials 
do the same? Certainly they can do it, if they are informed as to the 
real needs of home industries, but it requires, of course, special training. 

I quote further from the London Daily Mail of September 27: 

One can not fail to notice the admirable business promptitude of 
American consuls, who are so alert that within a few weeks of the open- 
ing of a new establishment they pay a visit, and immediately report to 
their countrymen new openings that are arising in countries where they 
are located. How many of our consuls would take such steps as these? 
Possibly the solution is to be found in commercial attachés to the con- 
sulates. 8 something should be done to keep home manufac- 
turers as much abreast of foreigners and as well informed on foreign 
openings as our American cousins are kept by their alert consuls. 

I quote further from Mr. Robert P. Yates, chairman of the 
Birmingham Chamber of Commerce, After expressing his ap- 
preciation of American consuls, etc., Mr. Yates was asked by 
the reporter: 

„So you think the American consuls make themselves more useful to 
their country than the British do to theirs?” 

“Yes; there can be no doubt of it. The United States consul, to be- 
gin with, has fewer traditions. That is a great advantage. He has 
also, in my experience, a far keener eye to industrial and commercial 
affairs and a better capacity for details, technical and otherwise. In, 
1 believe, sixty towns and cities cf the British Isles there is an Ameri- 
can consulate. About half of these are in charge of American citizens, 
the others being English; but these latter are mostly at the unim- 
portant places. The thirty Americans have taken to the duties of 
ambassadors of commerce with a zeal which can not, I think, be too 
closely followed by British consuls in foreign countries. Of course it 
is b of late years that manufacturers of the United States have 
generally laid themselves out for a foreign trade. But, like new be- 
ginners at most things, they have put a lot of enthusiasm into the work 
and have spared no trouble. This enthusiasm is shared by the consuls, 
and they take a pleasure in acquiring information likely to_be useful, 
even though it may entail a good deal of trouble and expenditure of a 
lot of time. Yet the American consuls are not given to the writing of 
long-winded reports or to explaining at length the 88 upon 
which American merchants should conduct their port msiness.” 

“But,” I inquired, “in what way do the United States consuls get 
better information than the British?” 

„1 should say they take a great deal more trouble over getting in- 
formation and go to work in a different fashion. The American con 
sul, as a rule, is the sort of man to cultivate the acquaintance of busi- 
ness men in his district, and of course we know that the citizens of 
the Stars and Stripes are champions at the gentle art of questioning, 
and their questions are usually, very much to the point. If a man in 
a large way of business is willing to open out’ at all, the American 
consul will stick to him until he has got all the essential facts likely 
to be useful to the traders supplying the particular description of 
goods used. Then again, when he gets anything he thinks of impor- 
tance, he does not wait for a month to include the information in a 
comparatively lengthy report. He writes out the statement concern- 
ing the matter promptly, perhaps even the same night, as was the case 
in one instance that came under my notice; he eatches the next mail, 
it is published in Washington in two or three weeks, and it is cir- 
culated all over the United States with no longer interval from the 
time the information was acquired than would be taken by many of 
our consuls in preparing the report.” 


I might go on and read numerous expressions of foreigners 
concerning the American consular service and American officers 
that represent us. I am very glad that this question has been 
raised. I believe that by reason of the consular reform bill of 
last session and by what we are doing from time to time by way 
of appropriations our service will be very greatly improved. 
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It had been characterized by one whose opinion is very good, 
in my judgment—the Secretary of State—as “uneven.” I think 
that came nearer describing our foreign service than any other 
term I have heard. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One more question. Was not that 
consular bill, or bill reforming the consular service, gotten 
through both Houses of Congress by reason of just exactly such 
articles as you have been reading, condemning the consular 
service as then existing? 

Mr. COUSINS. I think that the agitation at the time, per- 
haps, aided in hastening the legislation which the committee 
had formerly recommended. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I moye to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to have the consent of the House to pro- 
ceed for ten minutes. It is entirely possible that I would not 
use all that time, but I would like to have the privilege of pro- 
ceeding ten minutes. 

Mr. COUSINS. I hope that the gentleman will be given that 
privilege. The gentleman had asked for time in general! debate, 
but was not given it, and I hope that he will have that privilege 
extended to him now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, any man who occupies the 
position of President of the United States is an ebject of in- 
terest to the people at large. The present occupant of that high 
office would be a striking figure even if he did not have the aid 
of the pomp and circumstance of the Presidency. He is never 
commonplace; he is always interesting and usually picturesque. 

Mr. MANN. And right. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Picturesque. Indeed, there have been times 
in which I would like him to haye been less picturesque than 
he was. He is a leader among men, takes his rightful station 
as a leader of men, and seems to be equally at home in a 
prayer meeting or a political powwow. Recently he made an 
extremely interesting speech here in the city of Washington to 
the national convention for the promotion of foreign commerce. 
Among other interesting things which he said upon that occa- 
sion was that he had by rules promulgated by the Department 
of State put the consular and diplomatic service upon a non- 
partisan basis. He even went further and made the more sur- 
prising statement that it had been put upon a nonsectional 
basis. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that statement is interesting if true; 
but the President of.the United States, like all men who talk 
a great deal and vehemently, is occasionally apt to get his 
facts all wrong. I do not believe that he means to be inac- 
curate; but any man who talks volumes can not always be 
accurate, and he certainly has been inaccurate in some instances. 

Impressed by the importance of his statement that the con- 
sular and diplomatic service had been put upon a nonsectional 
and nonpartisan basis, I went to the Department of State to 
make an inquiry as to the facts, and this is a memorandum, 
Mr. Chairman, of the facts which I discovered in my visit to 
the Department of State. I submit this list, which is an enu- 
meration of the diplomatic and consular service. In this list 
there is a record of 743 diplomatic and consular employees. It 
also shows that they were appointed from the various States 
and Territories as follows: Alabama, 2; Arkansas, 0; Florida, 

Georgia, 2; Louisiana, 10; Mississippi, 1; Tennessee, 9; 
Texas, 10; Virginia, 4. 8 4 

On the other hand, Mr. Chairman, leaving these orphan chil- 
dren of the South and crossing the river, we find the following 
to be the facts as to appointments. But first I will have to run 
over to the Pacific coast, because it comes alphabetically at the 
head of the list. California has 21, Connecticut 19, Indiana 19, 
Illinois 40, Iowa 23, New Jersey 25, Ohio 28, Pennsylvania 61, 
Massachusetts 53, New York 134. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that based on the population of the States 
or the voting population of the States, or is it on merit? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That, I think, Mr. Chairman, is based purely 
upon political prejudice. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. It would scem to me to be apportioned on merit. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will take 
the pains to investigate the census returns, he will either admit 
that he spoke in jest or was ill informed when he advanced the 
idea that it was probably done on the merit basis according to 
population. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I have only ten minutes, and 
I want to know before I yield to my friend from Illinois whether 
I can get an extension or not. 

Mr. MANN. We will get the gentleman an extension. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Go on. 
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Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman feel happler if we should 
say that in the South they send their best men to Congress, 
while in the North we send our best abroad? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, it would probably be less em- 
barrassing to those of us who have been sent to Congress if 
we could send some of our talent abroad. There would be less 
competition. I shall not take the time to read all of these fig- 
ures, because I could not get these remarks into my ten minutes, 
but I will ask the privilege of printing them in the RECORD. 

I ask my friend the distinguished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means [Mr. Payne] to listen to these figures. 
Of these 733 employees, 134, or about one-fifth, were appointed 
from the State of New York, which has approximately one- 
twelfth of the population of the United States. Six States— 
New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Ohio, California, and Massa- 
chusetts—have 377 appointees in the consular and diplomatic 
service, or twenty-one more than half of the total, while Penn- 
sylvania and New York combined have 195 of their citizens in 
this foreign service, twelve more than one-quarter of the entire 
number. And it is a comparatively easy matter to turn to the 
census tables and see what proportion of the population of the 
country these two great States have. The Southern States, 
with nearly one-third of the total population of the United 
States, are credited with only forty-nine appointees out of the 

733 in the service, or about one-fifteenth of the whole. Of these 
forty-nine, eleven were born in Northern States and nine are 
from foreign countries. Mr. Chairman, even when they come to 
dole out the very slender slices of pie that they give to the South 
in the consular and diplomatic service they give them to carpet- 
baggers rather than to the home-grown talent. 

The relative importance of these appointments is shown in 
the fact that from the South we find one ambassador at a salary 
of $17,500 per year; two ministers at salaries of $7,500 per year; 
one consul at $5,000, one at $4,500, four at $4,000, and then there 
are others running on down until finally there are ten consular 
agents out of the forty-nine. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? How many appointments does the gentleman know 
to have been made to the consular service since the 27th of 
June last, and how were they divided? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I am reading from a bul- 
letin issued by the State Department since that time. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But that covers the entire consu- 
lar service, no matter how far back they were appointed. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is my information. Among the other 
appointees from the South were ten consular agents who live 
upon fees ranging from $2,684.50 a year down to $310. There 
were ten consular agents, vice and deputy consuls, who received 
no salaries and collected no fees during the year which it was 
intended to cover by that report. 

But even in the appointments made in the Southern States 
themselves there is a certain degree of discrimination mani- 
fested. Tennessee, which State elects two Republican Congress- 
men always, and hàs occasionally sent three, has one ambas- 
sador. at $17,500 per year, one consul at $4,500, one at $3,500, 
one at $2,500, two at $2,000 per year, and two consular clerks 
at $1,200 per year. This is quite the lion’s share of southern 
appointments. North Carolina, another State which has a 
Republican Representative upon this floor, is treated fairly well, 
having one minister with a salary of $7,500, one consul at a 
salary of $5,000, one whose salary is $3,000, two consular agents 
who collected fees last year amounting to $2,064. Texas, with a 
population greater than Massachusetts, with her fifty-three ap- 
pointments in this service, or California, with its forty-one ap- 
pointees in the consular and diplomatic service, is rewarded, 
possibly because of her persistent and large Democratie majori- 
ties, with ten appointments, the importance of which is shown 
by the following table—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks for the 
extension of the gentleman’s time five minutes. Is theré ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman if he knows how many appointments Missouri has? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will put that in the Recorp in the morn- 
ing. These appointments from Texas are of some interest to 
me, and therefore I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the appointments from that State; There are two consuls, one 


at $4,000 and one at $4,250. There are three consular agents, 
whose fees are as follows: The largest one was $689 for the last 
year; $399 for the man who had the second best place, and 
$123 for the man who had the least profitable office. 


There 


were three vice and deputy consuls who received no salaries 
and collected no fees. Fifty per cent of the appointees of Texas 
may haye enjoyed the honor of an appointment, but certainly 
had no emoluments to enjoy. 

Arkansas, one of the great States in this Union, important 
for the high character of her people and the great value of her 
contribution to the commerce of the country, has no appoint- 
ment in either the diplomatic or consular service. 

Mr. BOUTELL. In justice to the State of Arkansas it 
ought to be stated to the country that she has been singled out 
to receive for one of her distinguished citizens, U. M. Rose, of 
Little Rock, one of the greatest gifts in the diplomatic service, 
the appointment as a representative at the great agne peace 
conference that is soon to meet. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I understand that, and I have no doubt 
the bar and the people of the South are grateful for the honor 
that was bestowed upon the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to add in this 
connection that Arkansas has had for a great many years—up 
to a short time ago—the ambassador to Mexico. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes; she has. Mr. Chairman, Nevada, like 
Arkansas, is shut out entirely; she has no representative in 
either the consular or diplomatic service. I presume that as 
the service has been put on a nonsectional and a nonpartisan 
basis it is a mere oversight of the State Department, just as the 
vast preponderance of appointments in the persistently and oyer- 
whelmingly Republican States is a mere accident. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not complain of this state of affairs; I am 
simply reciting them as being of interest. I would, if I had the 
power enjoyed by the President, do just what he has done. It is 
a Republican Administration, and very properly the appointees 
are Republicans. If I had the power I would turn them all ont, 
bag and baggage, and in six months the Federal pay rolls in the 
consular and diplomatic service, as well as other branches of the 
Government, would be a sweet and faint memory to all the Re- 
publicans in the country. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman 
that the whole matter is easily explainable. When Mr. McKin- 
ley was first elected President he adopted the policy of examina- 
tion for every candidate for a consular appointment, and unless 
that candidate could pass an examination he was not appointed. 
Now, since the beginning of McKinley’s Administration down to 
the present time it has been the policy of the President and of 
the State Department to make these appointments depend more 
and more upon the qualifications of the various candidates; and 
when this principle is understood I presume eyen my friend 
from Texas will understand why there is such a great pre- 
ponderance of appointments from New York and so few from 
his own State. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from New York that if he opens the door of hope based on 
an intellectual, competitive, and academic examination it will 
forever bar Republicans from the South anywhere. [Laughter.] 

The following are the diplomatic and consular appointments 
by States and Territories; 

Alabama, 2; Arkansas, 0; 8 Fy Colorado, 2; Connecticut, 
19; Delaware, i; Florida, 3; Georgla,’2; Idaho, 1; Ilinois, 40; In- 
; Kansas, 9; Rentcky, 2 Louisiana, 16; Main e, 
an, 15; Minnesota, 1 
Natasa’ 


i, New Jersey, 25; New ‘York, 134; North Carolina’ 
Ivania, 61; A cso 


Island, 11; South Carolina’ = South Dakota, 5; 58 9; Texas, 
10; Utah, 2; Vermont, 13; V liginta, 4; Washington, 9 West Virginia, 
Arizona, 2; H 1. 2 New Mexico, 


8 "Wisconsin, 16; Wyoming, 0; 
Oklahoma, 1; District of Columbia, 21. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of saying that, as far as New 
York is concerned, during the last two years there have been 
only two appointments to the consular service from that State. 
One of them was appointed at the request of the pottery in- 
terests from the interior of the country, and the only backing 
that man had of a political character was that of a Senator 
from West Virginia. The other one was a colored man, ap- 
pointed to a very inconsiderable post in South America to suc- 
ceed another colored man. 

Within the last two weeks the question came up in the State 
Department as between a man from New York State and a man 
from Louisiana, both equally qualified, and because of the fact 
that New York is more abundantly represented in the service 
than Louisiana the appointment was given to the Louisiana man. 

I think it ohly fair to the Secretary of State to say that this 
policy of promotions within the service, so far as it is a regular 
and determined thing, has been in existence only since the 27th 
of June last, and that there has been no further opportunity of 
carrying out the present purpose of the President and of the 


Secretary of State of putting the whole matter on a nonparti- 
san and nonsectional basis; that that one instance that I cite, 
where the decision was against the State of the President and 
of the Secretary of State and in fayor of Louisiana, looks to 
me as though the President and Secretary of State were carry- 
ing out their express purpose of putting this service on just 
the basis that the President in that speech which the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. StaypEN] has quoted said the service would 
be put on. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I also wish to say for the in- 
formation of the gentleman from Texas that four of the min- 
isters whose salaries have been this day raised by your com- 
mittee come from the Southern States—a very fair apportion- 
ment, I should think. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I should like to supple- 
ment what has been said about the various States with a refer- 
ence to the statement often heard that Ohio monopolizes most 
of the Federal patronage. Ohio to-day has not a single repre- 
sentative in the diplomatic service of the United States, unless 
it be a secretary of one of the legations, perhaps an assistant, 
whose name I do not know and whose whereabouts I can not 
locate. That is the situation in that great office-seeking State. 
We did have a representative at one of the European courts, 
but he was retired some time ago from the public service, and 
we are left absolutely without any representative whatever. 
We are satisfied with the situation, however, from the fact 
that we do not rise in rebellion for the “ last of the Mohicans,” 
and the fact that New York has so nobly and so successfully 
borne subsiantially all the burden of the diplomatic work of the 
country. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. When the President made the remarks which have been 
referred to by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] in ref- 
erence to putting the consular service upon a nonpartisan and 
nonsectional basis, he told the truth, and it seems peculiar that 
in receiving this act of courtesy and propriety on the part of 
the President the gentleman from Texas should now repeat the 
speech of the other gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON], who 
originally called attention to the gross injustice in the way of 
distribution. What is the fact? Does the gentleman from Texas 
Mr. StaypeNn] expect that the President of the United States, 
in putting the consular service upon a nonpartisan and nonsec- 
tional basis, proposes at once to put it upon a sectional basis and 
thereby discharge from the public service men now in office be- 
cause they come from a certain State—men who are performing 
the duties of their offices well and faithfully—in order to put 
men into office from another State who now know nothing about 
the subject? That would be something that the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] himself would be one of the last men in 
the House to indorse. What is the situation? The President 
has, by an order through the Department of State, provided that 
hereafter in the appointments to the consular service they shall 
be made from a competitive examination; that there shall be 
assigned certain persons to take that competitive examination; 
that in making the assignment of these persons preference shall 
be given to those States which do not now have their numerical 
proportion of the consular appointments. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, if the sfatement of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] be correct, that these 
people that are now in the consular service—and they are sub- 
stantially the same ones who were in there prior to June 27 
last—are discharging their duties faithfully and intelligently, 
then does not the bottom fall out of the propaganda we had here 
that this thing ought to be remodeled, because we have the con- 
sular service stocked with a lot of incapables? 

Mr. MANN. I made no statement to begin with that they all 
are performing their service intelligently, although I have no 
doubt that that is, in the main, the fact. What I said was, 
Would the gentleman have a person who is performing the sery- 
ice intelligently discharged from the service merely because he 
comes from New York in order to place in the office a raw re- 
cruit from Texas or Missouri or any other State in the Union? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest to 
the gentleman that I was told in the Department of State some 
time prior to that date in June to which he refers, as to the 
period of the adoption of this policy, that such a policy was in 
practice; that, as a matter of fact, they then made their selec- 
tions upon a nonpartisan basis and a nonsectional basis. I 
knew of seyeral gentlemen from Texas who had special qualifica- 
tions, who made an effort to get into the consular service and 
who failed to do it, and in my travels I have never seen a man 
in any of those posts anywhere in any country who was not a 
Republican. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that in the past 
it has been the practice of a Democratic Administration to ap- 
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point Democrats to consular offices and of a Republican Admin- 
istration to appoint Republicans. But it is the very reason that 
the President has now initiated a new proposition, that these 
men shall be selected for examination regardless of politics, the 
only limitation on the selection being capacity, and local prefer- 
ence being given to those States which do not haye their numer- 
ical proportion. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. StaypEN] in 
all sincerity ought to be here speaking words of praise about the 
first President, in recent times at least, who has endeavored in 
any way to put the consular service upon a nonsectional basis. 

I think he is right. Now, it is the fact if to-day you go to 
the Department of State and ask for the assignment for exami- 
nation of a person from New York State you will be told that 
he has no chance at all, because New York State’s quota is over- 
filled. The gentleman complains about Illinois. I will say to 
the gentleman that forty-one representatives in the service is 
not in greater proportion than twenty-five Members of the House 
of Representatives in this body, so that the only place probably 
where there has been an excess has been in certain States where 
people are possibly a little more ambitious to go abroad; but 
the President, in the very purpose of making the consular serv- 
ice an able body, in aid of a commercial enterprise, has endeay- 
ored to remove from it a partisan and sectional aspect, and the 
gentlemen on this side of the House ought to be praising him 
for what he has done and is endeavoring to do and hold up his 
hands in this matter, as they would be doing in some other mat- 
ters at present, instead of condemning him for doing the thing 
which they want him to do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


REWRITING CONSULAR REGULATIONS. 


For services, rewriting the consular regulations as authorized by the 
act of March 3, 1905, provided that the provisions of sections 170, 
1763, 1764, and 1765, Revised Statutes, and section 3, act of June 20. 
1874. shall not be applicable, the $3,000 appropriated by the said act of 
March 3, 1905, is hereby made available, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserye the point of order on 
this paragraph for the purpose of asking a question. Is it in- 
tended that this rewriting of the consular regulations shall 
be completed within the cost of $3,000? 

Mr. COUSINS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any objection to so stating in the bill? 

Mr. COUSINS. None whatever. 

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman be willing to accept an 
amendment of this kind: “Provided, That the said work shall 
be completed within the limit of the said appropriation?” 

Mr. COUSINS. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order and offer that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


rags the word “ayailable,” in line 18, page 21, add the following 
wo 

“Provided, That said work shall be completed within the limit of this 
appropriation.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


CIPHER CODE. 


Cipher code, $5,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that paragraph. I will reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina 
makes the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There is no law providing for it, and I 
want to get some information. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. COUSINS. I will state frankly te the committee that 
this paragraph is subject to the point of order, technically speak- 
ing, being new legislation. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Now, what I want to find out from the 
chairman of the committee is this: Is it contemplated that this 
cipher code shall be prepared by somebody who has now employ- 
ment in the State Department? 

Mr. COUSINS. It is contemplated to employ an expert to as- 
sist those in the State Department. It is designed to have the 
very best and most modern code that can be devised. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is this expert already on the pay rolls of the 
Government? 

Mr. COUSINS. No; there is no expert of that kind on the 
pay rolls of the Government. It will be necessary to employ 
somebody outside. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to say I have no objection to the 
preparation of the new code, but if anybody who is connected 
with the State Department is to have the work I desire to enter 
my protest against it. I believe that the practice of allowing 


men who are already on the pay rolls of the Government to pre- 
pare digests, indexes, codes, and such work as that under special 
appropriations is wrong in principle and damnable in practice. 
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Mr. COUSINS. I will say to the gentleman that such is not 
contemplated in this at all. I will read what the Secretary says 
on that subject: 

The cipher code of the Department was published in 1874, and is now 
entirely unfit for such a purpose. The two great needs for a cipher 
code, namely, secrecy and economy, are not served by the use of our 
present code. The great need is for a code on the model of the best 
commercial codes now in use, made with special reference to the par- 
ticular needs of the Government, which is now scarcely served at all by 
the Department code. It is confidently believed that the saving to the 
Government in one year by the use of an up-to-date code will pay for 
the expense of preparing a new code. It is desired to employ experts 
in preparing a new code, and the appropriation of $5,000 for this pur- 
pose is earnestly urged. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am in perfect sympathy with the proposi- 
tion to prepare a code, but I wanted to know whether somebody 
who is already in the employ of the Government is at Govern- 
ment expense to prepare this code and then receive double pay. 

Mr. COUSINS. No; it could not be done. 

Mr. MANN, I take it that the $5,000 is sufficient to complete 
the work? 

Mr. COUSINS. We hope so. 

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman be willing to accept an 
amendment providing that said cipher will be completed in the 
limit of the appropriation hereby made? 

Mr. COUSINS. Personally I would; but I think that might 
not be wise, as it might cost a little more and we would find the 
work crippled. It may cost less. 

Mr. MANN. It appeals to me, from the reason that they are 
going to employ somebody on the outside to do this work. If 
they find they can not do it, then it is a matter that Congress 
will stin have jurisdiction over. 

Mr. COUSINS. It would simply hold the matter up; that is 
all, 

Mr. MANN. They think they can do it for $5,000, and we 
make an appropriation of $5,000, and we have a right to know 
whether that is the beginning of an expenditure or whether it 
is a completion of an expenditure. 

Mr. COUSINS. Oh, no; it is not a work of that character. 
It is not a work like the erecting of a building or anything of 


that sort. It is a simple matter that they think can be done for 
that money. I hope the gentleman will not ask for that amend- 
ment. 


Mr. MANN. Very well; I will not. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of 
order. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
lowing amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loxa- 
wortH] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 22, at the end of line 5, insert: 

“For the acquisition in foreign capitals of proper sites and buildings, 
which shall be used by the embassies and legations of the United States 
and for the residences of the ambassadors and enyoys extraordinary and 
ministers plenipotentiary of the United States to foreign countries, to 
be expended by the Secretary of State, $500,000.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order upon that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against that. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is the gentleman willing to waive his 
point of order for an amendment? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Did not the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
make a point of order against it? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I thought that the Chair did not hap- 
pen to hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the point of 
order was made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is right. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, of course I admit that 
the point of order is well taken, and yet I think I am justified 
in asking the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to refrain 
from making it. It is a matter of history that practically all 
the improvements in the diplomatic service haye been made by 
legislation on the diplomatic’ and consular appropriation bill. 
We even went so far as to raise our ministers to the rank of 
ambassadors by legislation on the diplomatic appropriation bill, 
and I think that for these reasons and because of the fact that 
so many Members of this House are convinced that this Gov- 
ernment should own its legations and embassies, or, at least, 
provide leased premises for the use of our ministers and am- 
bassadors, that we should be allowed to vote on this amendment. 
Of course the amount provided in this amendment is absolutely 
inadequate to provide more than possibly one or two resi- 
dences. It is the principle of the Government owning and main- 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the fol- 
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I do not intend to 


taining these residences that I advocate. 
spend more than a moment or two in advocacy of this amend- 
ment, because I haye already on several occasions spoken at 


considerable length upon this subject. It would, in my opinion, 
take not less than ten times the amount provided in my amend- 
ment to do the thing that we are ultimately striving to do. 

So I shall confine myself to discussing a few facts with rela- 
tion to our diplomatic service to-day. There is not a nation 
on earth anywhere approaching our wealth and power that does 
not pay to its diplomatic envoys from two to six times as much 
as we do to ours. One of two things must be true—either that 
their system is right or that our system is right. Either the sys- 
tem of compensation provided by foreign countries is grossly 
excessive or our compensation is grossly inadequate. Now, this 
is no longer a matter of argument, for it is a fact that many 
ministers and ambassadors from the great European nations 
have retired from the service simply and solely because they 
cona not afford, with the compensation paid to them, to remain 
in It. 

Only last year the English ambassador for this country asked 
for and received an increase of $5,000 a year in his salary, 
bringing it up, so I am informed, to $45,000 a year, in addition 
to which he receives his residence rent free, the costs of the up- 
keep of the embassy being paid by the British Government, and 
in addition to all this a substantial amount for entertaining. 
Whatever may have been said in the newspapers against the 
late ambassador, certainly it has never been charged that he 
lived with any undue display or in any other manner than as a 
dignified gentleman and in a manner to properly represent a 
great and friendly power. When we compare the compensation of 
the British ambassador here with that of our ambassador to 
England, who is paid $17,500 a year, with no other allowances 
whatever, the comparison becomes utterly and outrageously 
absurd, and simply brings us to the fact, which has not been and 
can not be denied, that under our system no one but a man of 
great wealth can under any conceivable circumstances represent 
this Government in high diplomatic office. It is a system that is 
utterly un-American, indefensible, and abhorrent to all our 
institutions. 

We have spent some time this year in the discussion of the 
salaries of various Government officials, including our own. We 
have raised the salaries of the Vice-President, the Speaker of 
the House, and members of the Cabinet to $12,000 a year, and 
we have raised the salaries of Senators and our own to $7,500 
a year. These increases, in my opinion, are just and proper. 
No salary paid to any official of this Government should be so 
large that the office should be sought for the money to be made 
out of it, and on the contrary no salary should be so small that 
men of ability, learning, and patriotism should be deterred from 
taking public office because they can not live properly upon their 
salary. The test of fitness of any man to hold public office 
should be his intellectual parts, not his financial circumstances. 
While it is true that the salaries to-day paid to many of our 
important public officials are inadequate, and that many men 
otherwise eminently well fitted are deterred from going into 
public life because of the very small salaries attached to these - 
offices, yet it is also true that these offices have always been 
held and are to-day held by men of limited financial resources. 

The great men in the history of our country haye been almost 
without exception poor men, or at least men of yery moderate 
means, This is as it should be. It is in accord with the spirit 
of our institutions, that it is the man and not his money that 
should determine his fitness for public service. It is utterly 
abhorrent to our institutions that wealth should ever be a nec- 
essary qualification to holding any public office, and yet there 
is one office under this Government for holding which wealth 
and wealth alone is the one absolutely necessary qualification. 
No man, however great be his ability, however profound his 
learning, or of however great distinction in the service of his 
country, can be chosen to represent this country as ambassador 
or minister to any great power unless he be a rich man, and not 
only rich, but very rich. In other words, under our system, we 
have to-day a class of offices reserved only for men of wealth, 
the only absolutely necessary qualification for which is wealth. 
If George Washington or Thomas Jefferson or Abraham Lincoln 
were alive to-day, they could not hold the office of ambassador 
to Great Britain or to any other great post. 

Is there any possible defense for such a system? Is it not 
time that Congress should do something to remedy this condi- 
tion? Can we much longer continue to vote to support, or, 
rather, to neglect to vote to abolish, an office-holding aristoc- 
racy, an aristocracy more repugnant than one of blood, an aris- 
tocracy of wealth and wealth only? ; 

If we are prepared to do this, the way is simple. We have 
only to provide compensation sufficient to pay the cost of our 
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ambassadors or ministers living in foreign capitals in a way 
that the Americans demand that they shall live—in other words, 
a compensation large enough to pay the difference between the 
sajary he now gets and his necessary expenses. 

This could be done either directly or indirectly. The plan 
that I advocate would indirectly increase his compensation. It 
would provide a suitable and dignified residence and eliminate 
the item of rent, which is the principal expense to which he is 
subjected. The advantages of this method are that it would 
involve little, if any, ultimate cost to the Government, for suit- 
able buildings which we would acquire in foreign capitals could 
not fail to advance in value. 

This is true of all the legation property that we own to-day. 
It has, without exception, since its acquisition increased in 
value. And permit me to call attention to the fact that it was 
all acquired by legislation on appropriation bills. The same is 
true in the experience of almost every other country. To give 
one instance, I am informed on good authority that the ground 
upon which the British embassy in this city stands was pur- 
chased some years ago at the rate of 40 cents a square foot, 
and that property to-day, I think, in the estimation of experts, 
is yalued at not less than $10 a square foot. 

Another advantage of this plan would be that it would pro- 
vide a building which would always be the residence of the 
American minister or ambassador, a building over which the 
American flag would always fly, and which would properly rep- 
resent the power and dignity and influence of this nation in the 
affairs of nations. The residence of the representative of this 
nation would then always be the same, and externally, at least, 
would not reflect the condition of the pocketbook of each par- 
ticular incumbent. And last and most important of all, it 
would enormously enlarge the range of eligibility for these 
offices. It would create a condition under which men of mod- 
erate means might represent us abroad. It would go far 
toward making it possible for men of ability, learning, and pa- 
triotism to hold these offices, among the most important and 
dignified in the gift of the American people, regardless of what 
their financial circumstances may be. 

Mr. Chairman, I will again ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if he does not think that it is consistent with his duty as a 
Member not to press his point of order? [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio on this 
subject is always interesting, and he may be right. I do not pro- 
pose to discuss at this time the question as to the advisability 
of housing our foreign ambassadors. I wish the gentleman from 
Ohio would stop for a moment and remember this: Our ambas- 
sadors abroad probably have no more expensive duty to perform 
in the way of living than ambassadors from abroad here. The 
ambassadors from abroad in Washington are put to no greater 
expense than the Cabinet officers of the President of the United 
States. A few years ago a young man without money and 
without influence came over from New York and went into one 
of the Departments here in a very humble capacity. He has 
been a Cabinet oflicer representing one Department of the Goy- 
ernment, is a Cabinet officer representing another Department 
of the Government, and is about to be a Cabinet officer repre- 
senting the chief Department of the Government. He is leading 
the simple life, and I often wish that some of the, American 
representatives abroad would show to the world that they could 
lead the simple life. I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill, with amendments, favorably to the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. STERLING, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 24538, 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House with an amendment, 
and with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Coustns, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 22334) to amend an act 
to regulate the sitting of the United States courts within the 
district of South Carolina. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the regular terms of the circuit court of the 
United States for the district of South Carolina shall be held in each 
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year as follows: In the city of Greenville, on the third Tuesday in 
April and on the third Tuesday in October; in the city of Columbia, on 
the third Tuesday in Tenney and on the first Tu y in November, 
the latter term to be solely for the trial of civil cases; in the city of 
Charleston, on the first Tuesday in April, and in the city of Florence, 
on the first Tuesday in March. 

Sec, 2. That the regular terms of the district court of the United 
States for the western district of South Carolina shall be held in each 
year in the city of Greenville, on the third Tuesday in April and on 

e third Tue: 4 in October. 5 

Sec. 3. That the regular terms of the district court of the United 
States for the eastern district of South Carolina shall be held in each 
year in the city of Charleston, on the first Tuesday in June and on the 
first Tuesday in December ; in the city of Columbia, on the third Tues- 
day in January and on the first Tuesday in November, the latter term 
to be solely for the trial of civil cases, and in the city of Florence, on 
the first Tuesday in March. 

Sec. 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


With the following amendments recommended by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary: 


Strike out the word “ first,” in line 9, and insert the word “ third.” 
Strike out the word “April,” in line 10, and insert the word “ March.” 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ‘ 
There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHICAGO DRAINAGE CANAL. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a joint resolu- 
tion passed by the legislature of the State of Illinois on the 
subject of limiting the flow of water from the Great Lakes 
through the Chicago Drainage Canal. I ask unanimous consent 
to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp a joint resolution of the 
legislature of the State of Illinois. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

{Forty-fourth general assembly, 2 sesslon, Chicago Drainage 


Cana 


Whereas the Congress of the United States is now considering the 
report of the International Waterways Commission; and 

Whereas said report contains a recommendation that the amount of 
water to be diverted from the Great Lakes through the Chicago Drain- 
age Canal be limited to 10,000 cubic feet per second; and 

Whereas said limitation would in the future render futile the ex- 

nditure of $50,000,000 RTE expended by the sanitary district of 
*bicago and render impossible he completion of said project and en- 
Sanger the health of the people of Illinois and of the city of Chicago; 
an 

Whereas the amount of water to be diverted for domestic and sani- 
tary purposes should under no circumstances be limited by a treaty 
with a foreign power, or by any legislation to be enacted by Congress, 
thus placing the sanitary district of Chicago—organized to preserve 
the health of the people—upon the same plan as commercial enterprises 
organized for private gain: Now, therefore, 


Be it resolved by the senate of the forty-fourth general assembly of 
the State of Illinois, convened in extraordinary session (the house of 
representatives concurring therein), That in any treaty to be hereafter 
entered into, no statement whatever, gine: the trustees of the Sani- 
tary District of Chicago, shall be made, and the local conditions of such 
canal and the volume of water to be accommodated therein should be 
left wholly and solely to the regulation of the Federal Government, as 
the conditions of the canal’s drainage may require; and be it further 

Resolved, That In any legislation to be hereafter enacted by Congress 
a provision should be included permitting the Sanitary District of Chi- 
cago to use such water as may be necessary in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War, and such legislation, if any, should specifically pro- 
vide that that portion of the report of the said International Water- 
ways Commission referring to the Sanitary District of Chicago and the 
amount of water to be diverted through its channels should entirely 
ignored; and be it further 

Resolved, That the two Senators and the Members of Congress, re 
resenting this State be, and they are hereby, respectfully requested 
do all in their power to incorporate the provision above referred to in 
any legislation to be passed by Congress and prevent the incorporation 
of any statement in any treaty to be entered into with a forei ower 

lacing any restriction upon the amount of water to be withdrawn 
rough the drainage canal of the Sanitary District.of Chicago; and be 
it further 5 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded immediately by 
the secretary of state to each Senator and Representative in Congress 
from this State and to the President of the United States. 

Adopted by the senate May 15, 1906. A 

Concurred in by the house of representatives May 15, 1906. 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY or STATE. 
UNITED STATES or America, STATH or ILLINOIS, 88: 


I, James A. Rose, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby 
2 that the foregoing joint resolution of the forty-fourth general 
assembly of the State of Illinois, and adopted at the second ses- 
sion thereof, is a true and co copy of the original joint resolution 
now on file in the office of the secretary of state. 

In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal 
of state, at the city of Springfield, this 14th day of June, A. D. 1906. 

[SEAL.] James A. ROSE, Secretary of State. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the reference of House bill 23571, to 
ratify and confirm elections held under and by virtue of the 
provisions of an act to amend an act to prohibit the passage 
of special or local laws im the Territories, to limit the Terri- 
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torial indebtedness, etc., was changed from the Committee on 
the Territories to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 24537) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on the 
bill. 

Mr. HULL. All points of order have been reserved. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. CRUMPACKER 
in the chair. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to take the time 
of the House on this bills It has been very carefully consid- 
ered by the committee. There is one item, however, that I 
would like to call the attention of Members to before the read- 
ing begins, and that is the provision at the beginning of the 
bill on the top of page 2, as follows: 


Provided, That hereafter cadets be (ae to the Military Academy 
at West Point, N. Y., may be admitted on the Ist day of March in place 
of the ist day of June. 


I want to call the attention of Members to the fact that now 
cadets go ihere at the time of the graduating exercises, when 
there is a great deal of confusion at the Academy, when one 
class is going out and all classes are engrossed in passing ex- 

‘aminations, and then they go into camp for the summer months. 
The evidence was that if we would admit them the Ist of 
March it would cost the Government the pay of the cadets 
from the 1st of March to the ist of June additional to what 
they now pay, but it gives the cadets three months of attend- 
ance which is of the greatest value in the preliminary studies 
at a time when they can lay the foundation for their course. 
The professors state that they believe it would be worth more 
to the cadets than any six months’ time that they might have 
afterwards in the Academy. ‘There are large numbers of these 
cadets all over the country who have not had the advantages 
that those cadets have from the city of being thoroughly pre- 
pared to enter the Academy. This would largely equalize that 
by being in the nature of preliminary instruction so that they 
would be entirely fitted to enter their course, and from the 
testimony given before us we would have fewer failures at the 
January examination than we have to-day. 

I have no desire to take up any more time unless some gentle- 
man desires to ask a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr, Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I notice that the clause to which the gentle- 
man referred, near the top of page 2, reads as follows: 


Provided, That hereafter cadets appointed to the Military Academy 
at West Point, N. Y., may be admitted on the Ist day of March in place 
of the Ist day of June. 


I want to inquire whether that would require cadets for this 
year to go there the 1st of March, or whether it was intended to 
have this apply after the year 1907? ; 

Mr. HULL. It would apply after this year, for this bill may 
not become a law before the ist of March. It does not prohibit 
their coming the Ist of June. The testimony was that if they 
liad the privilege of being admitted in March they would all 
come that could possibly get there. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio that if he thinks there is any question about this I 
would be willing to say “after the ist day of June, 1907, all 
cadets may be admitted.” etc. 4 

Mr. KEIFER. I think some amendment of that kind should 
be offered, because there are appointees to cadetships at the 
Military Academy at West Point who are expecting to take their 
examinations in June, and probably they would feel unprepared 
to take it as early as the Ist of March. 

Mr. HULL. There was no idea that they should be taken 
the 1st of March this year; this bill is for the fiscal year begin- 
ning July 1. 1907. 


Mr. KEIFER. As the bill reads the bill may become a law in 


February, and I am not sure but the construction would be that 
they should go the Ist of Mareh, 1907. 

Mr. HULL. Well, if there is any doubt about it, it can easily 
be corrected. 


Mr. KEIFER. I think it ought to be corrected. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the bill be read. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy any time 
myself, but I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, for ten years I 
have had a great deal of trouble in getting a country boy to go 
to West Point or to Annapolis. He must adyance the cash to 
go, and if he Fars all the expense of his going to the academy 
from Tennessee and back to Tennessee comes out of that country 
boy’s pocket. He returns home broken-hearted and “ broke.” 
While making many speeches on this tobacco-tax question and 
against the tobacco trust last year, not only in the edge of Ken- 
tucky that touches on Tennessee, but in Tennessee and in my dis- 
trict, I on each occasion announced from the platform that I was 
looking for a farmer boy, regardless of whether the boy was a 
Democrat or Republican or whether his father was a Democrat 
or Republican, to appoint to West Point who was capable of 
entering West Point. 

Finally away over in Stuart County, where Fort Donaldson is 
situated, away in the edge of that county somewhere, I heard 
of such a young man who was recommended as a highly ambi- 
tious boy and wanted the appointment. He had gone through 
the course at the Cumberland City Academy—a very bright 
young fellow and who was very ambitious to go. I immediately 
appointed him. I told him to “rub up” in his studies. His 
old professor kindly and with pride agreed to teach him and 
did so, so that he might be better prepared to enter West Point. 
When the time came for the young man to go to his examination 
he did not have money enough to pay his expenses to and from 
West Point. The result of it was that the young man was 
deeply disappointed. I knew nothing of his financial trouble 
until he wrote and told me—after the day to appear had passed. 
Stuart County, over 100 years old, had never received a 
Federal appointment or Federal recognition of any kind. I 
did not know the boy’s politics, I do not know now and do not 
care. I can not even recall the young man’s name. The alter- 
nate went. He was another country boy, from Robinson County, 
which had never received a Federal appointment before that I 
recall. All of the appointees from my district, except one, I 
believe, since the civil war have come from the city of Nashville 
or near Nashville, because they were educated and able to pay 
their way. 

This young alternate went up to West Point, took his en- 
trance examination, and passed except as to a physical defect, 
caused by being hurt once when a boy at school—a little dent 
on the side of his eye socket. He was “turned down,” and 
went home to help take care of his father, who has reared six- 
teen or. eighteen children on a farm at the edge of Robertson 
and Davidson counties. He paid his son’s expenses. And now 
to my point. 

1 do think that Congress should provide a reasonable allow- 
ance for transportation and necessary expenses to cover such 
cases—that is, when these appointees fail. Here is that splen- 
did young fellow, of fine character and high morals, with a first- 
rate country education, who had been “ rubbed up,” as it were, 
by this kind teacher at the academy, and yet who fails because, 
as he wrote me, he did not have money enough to go to West 
Point and pay expenses. This game and manly alternate 
failed—both tried to help their country and themselves in- 
cidentally. 

Now, wheneyer we have had a war we have always had to go 
to the country to get a large portion of our soldiers, and some 
of the best soldiers that we have ever had have come from the 
counties of Stewart and Robertson. 

The soldiers who fought the battle of New Orleans in a large 
measure came from this section of the country. They came 
from the mountains of East Tennessee and middle Tennessee, 
and their fathers were poor people. They have had large fami- 
lies, and it is a Hard thing for them to educate their children 
sufficiently high for the boys to even haye a plain education 
and at the same time take care of their wives and families, A 
college country-reared boy is the exception. I have alluded to 
this condition in a general way before. ‘To aid such appointees 
would not take very much public money. It would only be done 
in the cases of the boys who are not able to pay their expenses 
and fail. Suppose the boy is an orphan boy—and I would 
rather appoint an orphan boy than one who was not an orphan— 
what chance has he to go to West Point if appointed? God 
knows I have tried for ten years to get a boy appointed from my 
district, one who was reared and educated in the country and 
who wants to educate himself to fight for his country. For ten 
years I haye tried and failed. I have made fiye or six appoint- 
ments from the country, an one of the reasons why the boys. 
fail if educated is that the country boy has not the means to 
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defray the expense of going to and from West Point or An- 
napolis and at the same time pay some teacher to coach him in 
the five or six months that intervene between the time of his 
appointment and the date that he must stand his examination. 
I hope that the intelligent and patriotic and industrious chair- 
man of this committee and its members will think about what 
I have said and cure this evil. I speak from my own personal 
knowledge and experience as a Member of this House, and I 
do think that a great Government that calls on these boys, whose 
parents have been called on ever since the beginning almost of 
the Government, should pay a reasonable sum for necessary ex- 
penses to these young men, who, in the morning of their ambi- 
tion and the heyday of their hope, wish to prepare to serve their 
country in fighting its battles upon land and sea. [Applause.] 
We call on them in time of war to defend our homes and the 
flag, bear the burdens of war, let us make it possible for them 
to share in the honors we distribute in time of peace. [Ap- 
plause. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For pay of cadets, $260,000: Provided, That hereafter cadets ap- 
pointed to the Milftary Academy at West Point, N. Y., may be admitted 
on the Ist day of March in place of the Ist day of June, 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
that. 
Mr. KEIFER. I propose to amend it. 
Mr. MANN. I want to ask a question, if I may. 

Mr. KBIFER. L think the gentleman had better ask the ques- 
tion before I make my proposition. 
Mr. MANN. What effect will this have this spring in refer- 
ence to appointments to West Point? 
Mr. KEIFER. That is the very question that I am dealing 
with. 
Mr. HULL. We have the impression that it would have none, 
that it would apply after this year, but the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Kirn] wants to guarantee that, and he proposes to 
amend it so as to fix the date. 
Mr. MANN. Is that satisfactory? 
Mr. HULL. Absolutely. No one expected it to apply this 
year. 
Mr. MANN. So that there will be no question about the 
amendment. 
Mr. HULL. No; it would be impractical to make it apply 
5 year. This bill probably will not pass before the ist of 

arch. 
Mr. MANN. The reason I ask is because the bill in effect— 
of course it is not mandatory—says that the cadets may be ap- 
pointed the Ist of March, and I did not know whether the 
gentleman had a construction from the War Department as to 
whether they would be required to be appointed or not. 
Mr. HULL. No; I have not. I want to answer this one 
question. We had a construction from the superintendent of 
the academy that it would apply after this year. That is all. 
Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 
Mr. HULL. This will do no harm. 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, my proposition is to amend 
line 2 on page 2, the proviso, by striking out of that line the 
word “ hereafter,” and then to add in line 4, after the words 
“New York,” the words “after the year 1907.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 2, line 3, strike out the word “ hereafter;" and in line 4, 
bag he words New York,” insert “after the year 1907;" so that 
paragra h will read: 
b That cadets appointed to the Military Academy at West 
Point, N Y after the year 1907 may, be admitted on the ist day of 
March in place of the ist day of June.” 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I have no, disposition to dis- 
cuss at any length—— 
Mr. HULL. That is entirely satisfactory. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For purchase of one counting machine for use in the office of the 
quartermaster and disbursin cer, United States Military Academy. 


and cabinet for same, to be edel available and to be be purchased 
without advertising, $425. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ioe ved line 8, page 26, amend by inserting an additional item, as fol- 


For maintaining the children's school, the Superintendent of the 
285820. Academy being authorized to empoy the necessary teachers, 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
the amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on that. 

Si HOLLIDAY. Will the gentleman reserve the point of 
order 

Mr. HULL. I will reserve the point of order if the gentle- 
man desires to speak on his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa reserves the 
point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. HAY. I raise the point of order. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Do I understand the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia makes the point of order? 

Mr. HAY. If the gentleman wishes to make a speech, I will 
reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. I reserved the point of order on account of the 
gentleman’s desire to make a x 

Mr. HAY. I did not know that. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to make a 
speech, but I simply wanted, in this connection, to present a few 
facts in regard to this school at West Point. There are 250 
children of school age: Nearly all of those children are the 
children of enlisted men. They have a schoolhouse there, and 
the only teachers they have are enlisted men who are detailed 
to teach. The nearest schoolhouse from that is at Clinton Falls, 
about 1.6 miles from the place where the soldiers’ barracks are 
at West Point. The authorities there have been notified fre- 
quently that the school authorities at Clinton Falls are not 
willing to take the children of West Point. They haye not the 
facilities for them, and they have not room for them, and they 
protested not only to the authorities at West Ppint, but to the 
Board of Visitors last year against the children of the reserva- 
tion going to the Clinton Falls school, and there is no other in 
that vicinity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this Government of 
ours is big enough and rich enough to hire teachers for these 
250 children. It is inconceivable to me that little girls of 
tender age should have to be taught by enlisted men. There is 
no other such condition in the United States, so far as I can 
learn, and we ought to have women teachers there, especially for 
the little children. And for a mere paltry sum we can hire 
them. The only argument I have heard against the proposition 
is that these soldiers, who are paid sometimes extra-duty pay, 
ought to hire the teachers themselves. Well, Mr. Chairman, this 
argument could be made anywhere. The workingmen are now 
receiving good wages, and we could make the argument that we 
ought to abolish taxation for maintaining schools and let every- 
body hire his own teacher. I believe that the education of the 
young of this country is a governmental function. I think a 
State, where it is possible to do so, should take care of the 
education of the young, and when it is not possible for the State 
to do it, when it becomes a part of the nation, then the nation 
ought to take care of the children of its defenders. 

It has been sometimes said that this may involve the building 
of schools at other places. I do not know whether it will or 
not, and I do not care. If it is necessary, we should make an 
appropriation to build a school at every post where there are 
children of soldiers to be educated and to hire teachers to edu- 
cate those children. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a schoolhouse at West Point now built 
by Government funds. The plan which we have adopted and 
for which we are making appropriations to-day contemplates 
building a very fine schoolhouse and an elaborate one, not for 
the purpose of educating cadets, but for the purpose of teach- 
ing the children upon the reservation, and yet we have the 
anomalous condition, after putting several thousand dollars into 
a schoolhouse, of refusing to appropriate to pay the teachers. 
Now, I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point of order. 
This is a small sum, a mere trifle, a bagatelle. We are appro- 
priating in a lump sum twelve hundred thousand dollars for 
buildings at West Point, and it seems to me that it is not a 
proper thing for the Government to keep the children of those 
soldiers in-ignorance, and that we ought to make an appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HorLmay] yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask my colleague on the 
committee if he would be willing to accept an amendment pro- 
viding similar appropriations for every post throughout this 
country and begin the policy thereby of establishing schools at 
all the posts? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I would say in answer to my colleague 
from Texas that I am willing to support a proposition to build 
a school at every Army post in the United States where there 
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is a sufficient number of children to warrant it. I do not 
think it would be appropriate or germane to add that to this 
proposition, because we are legislating now upon the academy 
bill and not for the Army at large. It is a governmental func- 


tion, as I said before; it is a part of the general plan. It is a 
part of the theory of this Government that the Government 
should educate those children, and the Government of the 
United States is setting a mighty bad example when it refuses 
to educate the 250 children of soldiers who are now at West 
Point. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, just one word and not to go into 
the matter fully. The whole theory of Army legislation has 
always been that we legislated for those belonging to the Army 
and not for the families of those who are in the Army, and if 
you are going to extend it now and include in the Army all the 
women and children who may hereafter be attached to it by 
marriage or otherwise, you are entering upon a very broad 
scope of legislation. 

The gentleman says it is a function of the Government to pro- 
vide education. I think that is true, but his mechanics in his 
district own their little homes, pay their taxes, and help to sup- 
port the common schools of his section of the country, and so 
with every other section. These soldiers at West Point are 
almost invariably extra-duty men, getting not only the pay of 
the soldier, but they get quarters for themselyes and their 
wives, something that is not done at other places, and they get 
their rations, they get their allowances, and they get their ex- 
tra-duty pay; and they are better paid one year with another 
without loss of time than the average workingman in the United 
States of America. That does not apply so much to other posts 
as it does to this, but if you will look at this bill you will see 
there is one whole detachment on extra-duty pay, and a large 
part of the bill deals with extra duty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman pardon a question? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Has not the State of New York some 
schools right there to which these people can go? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; but it is a hardship on the little village to 
take them, The Government has a building now assigned, and 
all the expense these men would have, in lieu of paying taxa- 
tion—for they have nothing to pay for medical attendance for 
themselves and families—would be to pay these teachers. Now, 
if you commence it at West Point, where the conditions are away 
beyond favorable conditions of soldiers in any other part of 
the country, you might as well recognize that you are entering 
upon Army legislation that will not stop at West Point, but will 
gradually absorb every woman and child connected with the 
Army. I am not in favor of it, and I insist upon my point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing the work of increasing the efficiency of the United 
States Military Academy, West Point Y., and to provide for the 
enlargement of buildings, and for other necessary work of improve- 
ment in connection therewith, authorized cane acts of 8 a aoe 
June 28, 1902 (Public, 181); ae 28 Public, 192), March! 
1905 (Public, 137), and June 906 babie blic, 310), in accordance with 
the general plan approved by t K Secretary ot War January 27, 1904, 
to remain available until expended, $1,200, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the last word. I 
wish to inquire whether the rebuilding and enlargement of this 
building will be completed within the limit of cost? 

Mr. HULL. These buildings are part of the plan adopted by 
Congress, and I suppose the buildings will all have to be com- 
pleted within the estimate formed for the whole and for each 
of the buildings. The committee has only had a submission 
made on the building they wanted to build this year. They 
asked for $1,500,000, but, after hearings, we have only provided 

for $1,200,000, which will be ample for the next fiscal year. 
Now, whether all the buildings will be completed within the 
estimate or not the gentleman is as able to say as I. We can 
only say this, that the bill limiting the total cost of the im- 
provement of the academy provided it should not go beyond the 
amount of the plan which was adopted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That was in the original provision. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And after the plans were prepared, it 
necessitated an increase in the limit of cost by several millions 
of dollars. 

Mr. HULL. We increased last year the total amount of cost 
for the entire completion of the plans and provided it should not 
exceed the amount so fixed. Now, these buildings will not all 
be completed under this appropriation. It is a continuing con- 
tra 


et. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there any indication that it will be 
necessary to increase the limit of cost of these buildings? 

Mr. HULL. No, sir; but this appropriation will not complete 
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the buildings begun now. This is all that can be used in the 
next fiscal year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. When is it contemplated these buildings 
will be completed? 

Mr. HULL. No time has been fixed, but the number of build- 
ings and the character of improvements were settled upon by 
the adoption of the plan the Secretary of War submitted to us, 
and the total cost of the entire improvement is limited. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from Iowa have any 
idea when these improvements will be completed? 

Mr. HULL. I should say, taking the rate at which they are 
going on, it will be two years after this. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, after a conference with the 
chairman of the committee, I ask unanimous consent to go 
back to page 2 of the bill, and ask unanimous consent to insert 
before the words that I asked before to have inserted, and 
which were inserted, in line 4, the words “for admission;” 
so that it will read “that cadets appointed to the Military 
Academy at West Point, N. X., for admission after the year 
1907 may be admitted on the ist day of March instead of the 
Ist day of June.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman restate his request? 

Mr. KEIFER. I only desire to make clear what I supposed 
was clear, but about which some doubt is expressed as to the 
amendment which was inserted on page 2, line 4. The object is 
to make the cadets appointed to go to the academy after this 
year and fix it so that they go on there on the ist of March. 
My amendment allowed it to apply to persons appointed after 
this year. So I desired it to be. They may be appointed to the 
academy the next year, and this is only to make it clear, so 
that it will apply to cadets appointed to the Military Academy, 
at West Point, N. Y., for admission after the year 1907, may 
be admitted on the 1st day of March in place of the ist day of 
June. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first conclude the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total buildings and grounds, $1,236,025, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to recur to page 2 of the bill and submit an amendment, which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 4, after the word “ New York,” insert the words “ for 
admission ; ;" so that it will read: 

5 That cadets appointed to the Military Academy at West 


Point, N. ¥ „tor admission after the year 1907, may be admitted on the 
1st day of March in place of the Ist day of June.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not even reserve the right to 
object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I wanted to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio was this: Why do you want the thing done? 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that question, I 
find that the Military Committee has left this proviso, which 
left it in doubt as to whether it would apply generally to the 
appointments that were made in this year. But I do not want 
it to apply, because some of us have cadets appointed that would 
not be prepared to go there until June, and if this goes into ef- 
fect as amended let it go into effect next year. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I agree with the gentleman, if the 
thing is to be done at all. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa why he wants it done at all? 

Mr. HULL. I tried to explain that, when the matter was up, 
and succeeded well enough so that no point of order was made 
on it, and it was agreed to by the Committee of the Whole 
House. The reason is that if cadets can enter on the Ist of 
March, they will get the benefit of three months’ extra tuition, 
and the evidence was that this would be in the nature of a pre- 
paratory school for those who have not had the advantages of 
the best education, and that they would have more benefit from 
their summer studies in camp than if they went there on the 
30th of May, entered on the Ist of June, and immediately went 
into camp without the preparatory three months’ study. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Must they not already have the 
qualifications to enter before they can get in? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; and I will say to the gentleman that a 
great many who have entered heretofore on the Ist of June, 
when it has come to the Ist of January, on account of not having 
the benefit of proper preparatory studies, have failed to pass 
the mid-winter examinations. The instructors all believe that 


Does the gentleman reserve the point of 
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with this additional three months there will be a considerable 
decrease in the number of those unable to keep up with their 
classes. A great many go there who are barely able to enter. 
They are boys who have not had the advantages of the best 


schools. They are ambitious and anxious. They strain a point 
to get in and then fall down at the end of the first six months. 
It is believed this will make it so that they will—a much larger 
proportion of them—be able to continue through their course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to go 
back to line 23, page 5, to strike out the word “of” and insert 
the word “on.” It is a misprint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to line 23, page 5, for the purpose of 
offering an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, line 23, the second word, change “of” to on.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill to the House with the amendments 
and with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 24537, 
the Military Academy appropriation bill, and had directed him 
to report the same to the House with sundry amendments and 
with the recommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hun, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 6898. An act concerning licensed officers of vessels ; 

S. 6299. An act for the relief of Pollard & Wallace; 

S. 6166. An act for the relief of Edwin S. Hall; 

S. 5675. An act for the relief of Maj. Seymour Howell, United 
States Army, retired; 

S. 5560. An act for the relief of Matthew J. Davis; : 

S. 5531. An act for the relief of Francisco Krebs; 

S. 5446. An act for the relief of John Hudgins ; 

S. 4948. An act for the relief of W. A. McLean; 

S. 4926. An act for the relief of Etienne De P. Bujac; 

S. 4860. An act for the relief of Peter Fairley ; 

S. 4348. An act for the relief of Augustus Trabing; 

S. 3820. An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler ; 

S. 350. An act for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Sierra, 
deceased ; 

S. 319. An act to reimburse Abram Johnson, formerly post- 
master at Mount Pleasant, Utah; 

S. 4975. An act giving the consent of Congress to an agree- 
ment or compact entered into between the State of New Jersey 
and the State of Delaware respecting the territorial limits and 
jurisdiction of said States; 

S. 3923. An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of 
the artillery of the United States Army; 

S. 2724. An act for the relief of Delia B. 
John Stuart; 

S. 1231. An act to reimburse the Becker Brewing and Malt- 
ing Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss resulting from robbery 
of the United States mails; 

S. 1218. An act for the relief of Louise Powers McKee, ad- 
ministratrix ; 

S. 538. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader; 

5 1169. An act for the refund of certain tonnage duties ; 

S. 505. An act for the relief of Jacob Livingston & Co.; 

S. 503. An act to reimburse James M. McGee for expenses in- 
curred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange; 

S. 2262. An act for the relief of Pay Director E. B. Rogers, 
United States Navy ; 

S. 1933. An act for the relief of George T. Pettengill, lieuten- 
ant, United States Navy; 

S. 1668. An act for the relief of the administrator of the es- 
tate of Gotlob Groezinger ; 


Stuart, widow of 


S. 1648. An act for the relief of the Hoffman Engineering and 
Contracting Company ; 

S. 1544. An act for the relief of John M. Burks: 

S. 1236. An act to authorize payment to the Henry Philipps 
Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to and ac- 
cepted by the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 

S. 3581. An act providing for the payment to the New York 
Marine Repair Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., of the cost of the 
repairs to the steamship 5 necessitated by injuries 
received from being fouled by the U. S. Army transport Crook 
in May, 1900; 

S. 3574. An act for the reljef of John H. Potter; 

S. 2964. An act for the relief of the L. S. Watson Manufactur- 
ing Company, of Leicester, Mass.; 

S. 2578. An act for the relief of Alice M. Stafford, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Capt. Stephen R. Stafford; 

S. 2368. An act for the relief of the Postal Telegraph Cable 
Company ; and 

S. 1894. An act for the relief of P. S. Corbett. 

FRANK d. HAMMOND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3980) 
granting a pension to Frank G. Hammond, with a Senate amend- 
ment thereto. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM W. BENNETT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
15769) granting an increase of pension to William W. Bennett, 
with a Senate amendment thereto. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

: Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 23 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an es- 
timate of additional appropriation for temporary quarters for 
public offices at Cedar Rapids, Iowa—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the president of the Spanish Treaty Claims 
Commission submitting an estimate of appropriation for certain 
awards—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the president of the Spanish Treaty Claims 
Commission submitting an estimate of appropriation for taking 
testimony abroad—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an es- 
timate of appropriation for additional compensation in the as- 
sistant custodian and janitor service of the Department—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Raleigh Sherman, administrator of the estate of William P. Lea- 
man, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George W. Pearson, administrator of estate of Charles Gott- 
hardt, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a memorial 
of agriculturists of La Carlota, province of Negros Occidental, 
P. I., praying for repeal of the Dingley tariff law and the estab- 
lishment of an agricultural bank—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury submitting a draft 
of proposed legislation in relation to the inspection of accounts 
of clerk and marshal of the Supreme Court and of the officers in 
the District of Columbia by the Comptroller and Auditor of the 
Treasury—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, resolution of the following 
title was reported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Calendar therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the joint resolution of the 
House (H. J. Res. 207) declaring Sturgeon Bay, Illinois, not 
navigable water, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6595) ; which said joint resolution and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills of the following 
titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(II. R. 20490): for the relief of Frank J. Ladner, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6589) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11279) to re- 
moye the charge of absence without leave from the military 
record of Oscar O. Bowen, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6596) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 24747) 
providing for the hearing of cases upon appeal from the district 
court for the district of Alaska in the circuit court of appeals for 
the ninth circuit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 24748) granting pensions to 
certain enjisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 24749) for the resurvey of 
township 27 north, range 16 west, sixth principal meridian, in 
the county of Holt and State of Nebraska—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 24750) amending section 553 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 24751) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a monument to Gen. U. S. Grant at 
Point Pleasant, Ohic—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 24752) to regulate the issue 
of certain stocks and bonds of common carriers engaged in 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 24753) for the recog- 
nition of the military service of the officers and enlisted men of 
certain Pennsylvania military R the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 24754) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to accept a building erected upon a piece 
of land known as the land office reserve, in the city of Perry, 
Okla.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 24755) to 
encourage private salmon hatcheries in Alaska—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 24756) for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Xenia, in the State of Ohio—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 24757) to provide 
an annual appropriation for industrial education in agricultural 
high schools and in city high schools and for branch agricul- 
tural experiment stations, and regulating the expenditure there- 
of—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 24758) granting pensions 
to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24759) to amend 
the acts to regulate commerce so as to provide that interstate 
railroads may grant free or reduced transportation to bona 
fide members of the Old Time Telegraphers’ and Historical 
Association and the Society of the United States Military 


Telegraph Corps while attending annual reunions—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 24760) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a dam across the Pend d’Oreille River, 
in the State of Washington, by the Pend d’Oreille Development 
Company, for the development of water power, electrical power, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 24761) to amend section 46 
of the act of Congress approved August 27, 1894, entitled “An 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes —to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 24762) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a new post-office in the city of 
New York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 24763) granting pensions 
to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served in the 
Sya war and the war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 24764) to amend section 9 
of the act approved July 12, 1882, entitled “An act to enable 
national banking associations to extend their corporate exist- 
ence, and for other purposes —to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 
24765) in relation to costs of proceedings in error in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: A resolution (H. Res. 784) increasing com- 
pensation of the House printing and document clerk to $2,500 
per annum—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 224) 
directing the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to investigate 
and report to Congress concerning existing patents granted to 
officers and employees of the Government in certain cases—to 
the Committee on Patents. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 24766) for the relief of 
Louis Kahn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 24767) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Nickel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24768) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24769) granting an 
increase of pension to John George—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 24770) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph A. Fretter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24771) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Polhamus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 24772) granting an increase 
of pension to Hoba B. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 24773) granting a pension to 
Jacob Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24774) granting an increase of pension to 
James Amick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 24775) grant- 
ing a pension to R. J. Hiner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 24776) granting an increase 
of pension to David T. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24777) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John R. Miller—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 24778) granting an 
increase of pension to John Wikel—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24779) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24780) granting an increase of pension to 
N. C. Rueker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 24781) granting a pen- 
sion to John S. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24782) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Willis, jr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 24783) granting an increase 
or pension to Sarah Jackson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 
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By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 24784) granting 
an increase of pension to Willis W. Wilkerson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24785) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia C. Pickard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 24786) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary J. Merwin—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24787) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas T. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 24788) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph A. Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 24789) granting an increase of 
pension to James T. Bonnifield—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 24790) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret E. Lewis—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24791) for the relief of John L. Hayes— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 24792) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Penfield—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (II. R. 24793) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 24794) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret J. Wood—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24795) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Ð. Arris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 24796) granting a pension 
to Fred M. Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 24797) providing for the re- 
moyal of the legal disabilities of James Terrapin, a member of 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians in the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24798) to reimburse Thomas P. Tobin for 
excess postage paid on the Indiahoma Union Signal—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 24799) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel K. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24800) granting an increase of pension to 
Septimus Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 24801) granting an increase of 
pension to George G. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 24802) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24803) 
for the relief of the estate of Enoch R. Kennedy, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24804) for the relief of the estate of 
Marcus M. Massengale, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24805) for the relief of Burwell J. Curry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24806) for the relief of the heirs of A. E. 
Mills, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 24807) granting an increase 
of pension to Horace E. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 24808) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan E. Skinner—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. ; 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 24809) authorizing the 
President to nominate and appoint Wiliam Lay Patterson a 
captain and quartermaster, United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 24810) for the relief of J. T. 
Blackman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, WEISSE: A bill (II. R. 24811) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel W. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 24812) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred Douglas Proctor—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24818) granting an increase of pension to 
James E, Chadwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24814) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Hurley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as folloyys: 

A bill (H. R. 1556) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Wigley—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11669) granting a pension to William J. Ree- 
ords—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14384) granting an increase of pension to John 
Miller—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22636) granting an increase of pension to Isane 
Williams—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23532) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Slemp—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23971) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. C. Butler—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3215) granting a pension to Raymond P. Snow— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, BTC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of T. Hoeninghausen, of New 
York City, against interference in the Kongo Free State af- 
fairs—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of the Atlanta (Ga.) Wholesale 
Grocers’ Association, for legislation to secure recipfocal de- 
murrage on railway cars—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. ö 

By Mr. BANNON: Petitions of Lawrence Council, No. 193; 
Rockwood Council, No. 105; Portsmouth Council, No. 88, and 
Gallipolis Council, No. 269, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARCHEFELD: Petitions of citizens of Lawrence, 
Ind.; Cook County, III., and Westmoreland County, Pa., against 
bill S. 5221, regulating the practice of osteopathy in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Palmer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. 
Fretter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Michael Evert—to the Committee on Pensions. ° 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Bethel congregation, of Mun- 
cie, Ind., against restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Horatio N. Peabody, William L. Snider, and Lucinda F. Slater— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Massachusetts board of 
agriculture, for an appropriation to suppress the gypsy moth— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DRESSER : Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Maginnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
C. B. Kinnett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William McGee— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Monroe Godby and 
Sarah Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George W. Willis, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the Evening News, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Hiram King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Samuel Holmes, for the ship- 
subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Illinois, for protection c 
the interest of the Chicago sanitary drainage district in its 
drainage canal in any legislation relating to deep water—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John G. Tiff, for an annual appropriation of 


$50,000,000 for improving waterways and for a deep waterway 
from the Lakes to the Gulf—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors.. 


By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 


relief of W. W. Wilkerson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce 


of New York City, for bill H, R. 17347, increasing the efficiency 
of the artillery arm of the service—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of women principals of New York City public 


schools, for appointment of a Secretary of Education—to the 


Committee on Education. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Basel Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank 
Maloney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
'T. Bonnitield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Templeton, Cal., and 
the Paso Robles Improvement Club, for purchase of the Henry 
ranch, San Luis Obispo County, as a military reservation—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. K. Bryant et al., citizens of California, 
against employment of Asiatic coolies on the Panama Zone and 
for the Chinese-exclusion law to apply to Japanese—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Graduate 
Nurses’ Association of Connecticut, for the bill providing for 
regulation and control of professional nurses—to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Samuel Gom- 
pers, favoring restriction of immigration and for an educational 
test in the immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of the New Jersey Society, Sons of the Reyolu- 
tion, for an appropriation to preserve the records of the Conti- 
nental.Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of the Nebraska 


Duroc Jersey Breeders’ Association, against free distribution of 


seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the Nebraska State Swine Breeders’ Associa- 


tion, against free distribution of seeds—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 85 citizens of Omaha, indorsing the Hamilton 
prisoners-of-war bill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of Frank W. Gratten 
et al., against employment of Asiatic coolies on the Canal Zone— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Trades and Labor Council of East Liver- 
pool, Ohio, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Elbel Company, of Canton, Ohio, for an 
appropriation for a waterway from the Lakes to the Gulf—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Parlett Lloyd, of Baltimore, Md., against any 
claim of pension attorney for securing pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, petition of the joint executive committee on the improve- 
ment of Philadelphia Harbor, for an appropriation to deepen 
Delaware River to a 30-foot channel—to the Committee on Riy- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the National Private Commercial School Man- 
agers’ Association, for revision of the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Review, Alliance, Ohio, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Calvin 
J. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry C. 
Vedder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Massachusetts State Board 
of Agriculture, for an appropriation to suppress the gypsy 
moth—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Bertrand Rockwell, for legislation to increase 
Re pay of the Regular Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the New Jersey So- 
ciety, Sons of the Revolution, for an appropriation to print and 
publish papers of the Continental Congress—to the Committée 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens, churches, Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union, and Epworth League, of 
Richmond, Mich., for the Littlefield bill, to limit the effect of 
the regulation of commerce between the States—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
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By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the Nebraska State Swine 
Breeders’ Association, against free distribution of garden seeds— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the National Encampment òf 
the United Spanish War Veterans, for restoration of the canteen 
in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Black 
Bridge, Grayson County, Tex., for an appropriation for the upper 
Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Sangamon County, 
Ill., for reciprocal demurrage on cars—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Business Men's Association of Win- 
chester, III., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
bills for relief of estate of Enoch R. Kennedy, Burwell J. 
Curry, heirs of A. A. Mills, and estate of Marcus M. Massen- 
gale—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
of Joseph W. Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Massachusetts board of agri- 
culture, for an appropriation to stay the gypsy moth—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. > 

By Mr. SCOTT: Pétition of the Department of Kansas, 
Grand Army of the Republic, urging equalization of pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of citizens of Garvin, Okla., for 
an appropriation to improve upper Red River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
heirs of Charles T. Alexander and Jane B. Alexander, Nancy P. 
Garrison, estate of W. M. Ham, and estate of John Housten— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Laura A. McKesell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of the New Jersey Society, 
Sons of the Revolution, for preservation of records of the Con- 
tinental Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WILSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Min- 
nie Mae Blackburn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William McKinley Camp, No. 12, Spanish 
War Veterans, for restoration of the Army canteen—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, January 23, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

Mr. ANSELM J. MCLAURIN, à- Senator from the State of Mis- 
sissippi, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


THE PHILIPPINE TARIFF, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a cablegram from 
the governor-general of the Philippine Islands containing an 
appeal of the agriculturists of La Carlota, province of Negros 
Occidental, for the repeal of the Dingley tariff and for the es- 
tablishment of an agricultural bank in that province; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Philippines, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browninea, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

H. R. 3980. An act granting a pension to Frank G. Hammond; 
and 

H. R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Bennett. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 22334. An act to amend an act to regulate the sitting 
of the United States courts within the district of South Caro- 
ina ; 

H. R. 24537. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 24538. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 319. An act to reimburse Abram Johnson, formerly post- 
master at Mount Pleasant, Utah; 

S. 350. An act for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Sierra, 
deceased ; 

S. 503. An act to reimburse James M. McGee for expenses in- 
curred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange; 

S. 505. An act for the relief of Jacob Livingston & Co.; 

S. 538. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader; 

S. 1169. An act for the refund of certain tonnage duties; 

S. 1218. An act for the relief of Louise Powers McKee, ad- 
ministratrix ; 

S. 1231. An act to reimburse the Becker Brewing and Malt- 
ing Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss resulting from robbery 
of the United States mails; 

S. 1236. An act to authorize payment to the Henry Philipps 
Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to and ac- 
cepted by the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 

1902 ; 

S. 1344. An act for the relief of John M. Burks; 

S. 1648. An act for the relief of the Hoffman Engineering and 
Contracting Company ; 

S. 1668. An act for the relief of the administrator of the es- 
tate of Gotlob Groezinger ; 

S. 1894. An act for the relief of P. S. Corbett; 

S. 1933. An act for the relief of George T. Pettengill, lieuten- 
ant, United States Navy; 

S. 2262. An act for the relief of Pay Director E. B. Rogers, 
United States Navy ; 

S. 2368. An act for the relief of the Posral Telegraph Cable 
Company ; 

S. 2578. An act for the relief of Alice M. Stafford, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Capt. Stephen R. Stafford ; 

S. 2724. An act for the relief of Delia B. Stuart, widow of 
John Stuart; 

S. 2964. An act for the relief of the L. S. Watson Manufactur- 
ing Company, of Leicester, Mass. ; 

S. 3574. An act for the relief of John H. Potter; 

S. 3581. An act providing for the payment to the New York 
Marine Repair Company, of Brooklyn, N. X., of the cost of the 
repairs to the steamship Lindesfarne, necessitated by injuries 
received from being fouled by the U. S. Army transport Crook 
in May, 1900; 

S. 3820. An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler; 

S. 3923. An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of 
the artillery of the United States Army ; 

S. 4348. An act for the relief of Augustus Trabing; 

S. 4860. An act for the relief of Peter Fairley ; 

S. 4926. An act for the relief of Etienne De P. Bujac; 

S. 4948. An act for the relief of W. A. McLean; 

S. 4975. An act giving the consent of Congress to an agree- 
ment or compact entered into between the State of New Jersey 
and the State of Delaware respecting the territorial limits and 
jurisdiction of said States; 

S. 5446. An act for the relief of John Hudgins; 

8. 5531. An act for the relief of Francisco Krebs; 

S. 5560. An act for the relief of Matthew J. Davis; 

S. 5675. An act for the relief of Maj. Seymour Howell, United 
States Army, retired ; 

S. 6166. An act for the relief of Edwin S. Hall; 

S. 6299. An act for the relief of Pollard & Wallace; 5 

S. 6898. An act concerning licensed officers of vessels; 

H. R. 23114. An act extending to the subport of Bellingham, 
in the State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section 
of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate 
transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement ; 
and 

S. R. 13. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
award the Congressional medal of honor to Roe Reisinger. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the credentials of Henry E. 
BurNHAM, chosen by the legislature of the State of New Hamp- 
shire a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 
4, 1907; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. MILLARD presented the credentials of Norris Brown, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Nebraska a senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Washington Camp, No. 17, 

Patriotic Order Sons of the American Reyolution, of Elmira, 
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N. Y., praying that an educational test be included in the immi- 


gration bill; 
gration. 

He also presented a petition of the American Federation of 
Labor, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York 
City, N. Y., and a petition of the Albany Ministerial Association, 
of Albany, N. Y., praying for an investigation into the existing 
conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Lyon Mountain and Hopkinton, N. Y., and 
a petition of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of 
Jamestown, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEARIN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Union, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Portland, 
Sheridan, Lake Creek, Svenson, Clackamas County, and Mult- 
nomah County, all in the State of Oregon, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday ; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Ennis, Tex., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a-petition of the Improvement Club, 
of San Miguel, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the purchase of the so-called Nacimento ranch,” 
for Army maneuvers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Barnet Village, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rupert and 
Dorset, in the State of Vermont, praying for an investigation 
into existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Nashua, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the West Washington Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to divert the extension of Prospect avenue 
NW. so that it will form a junction with the Foxhall and Con- 
duit roads; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Southwest Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, of the District of Columbia, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to amend the existing smoke law so as to include 
locomotives of steam railroad companies operating within the 
District of Columbia, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the congregation of 
the United Evangelical Church, of Verdon, Nebr., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transpor- 
tation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Satsop, Wash. praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
eating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Hildebran, N. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. d 

He also presented the petition of Hugh Kirkman, of North 
Carolina, praying for the enactment of legislation for the re- 
lief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers ef the Philip- 
pine Volunteers ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Caldwell 
County and Blowing Rock, in the State of North Carolina, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
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Mr. CARMACK presented a petition of sundry citizens of 


Tazewell, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Waltham, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas G. Grandfield, of 
Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the 
Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Madison and Albany, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions the bill (H. R. 24541) making appropriations to supply ad- 
ditional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, with an 
amendment. I shall call up the bill the first thing after the rou- 
tine morning business to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committeg on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment ; 

A bill (H. R. 23383) to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River,” approved June 25, 1906; and 

A bill (II. R. 23939) to authorize the board of commissioners 
of Lake County, Ind., to construct a bridge across the Calumet 
River in the State of Indiana. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R.-19758) granting an increase of pension to Jose- 
fita Montano ; 

A bill (H. R. 19807) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Marean; 

A bill (H. R. 19818) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Clinkseales ; 

A bill (H. R. 19858) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard E. Clapper ; 

A bill (H. R. 19871) granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
G. Kean, alias Cain; 

A bill (H. R. 19872) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard E. Hassett ; 

A bill (H. R. 19873) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 19891) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
D. Bates; 

A bill (H. R. 19915) granting an increase of pension to Green- 
or W. Crossman ; 

A bill (H. R. 19923) granting an increase of pension to Berno 
Ferguson; - 

A bill (H. R. 19949) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Van Ostrand; 

A bill (II. R. 19963) 
Charles Carter ; 

A bill (II. R. 19990) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
F. Christie; 

A bill (H. R. 19998) granting an increase of pension to Eunice 
Cook ; 

A bill (H. R. 19651) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Prendergast ; 

A bill (H. R. 19661) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
MeWilliams ; 

A bill (II. R. 19639) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
A. Kephart; 

A bill (H. R. 19672) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McDermott ; 

A bill (H. R. 19703) granting an increase of pension to Seth 
Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 19708) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Lefler; - 

A bill (H. R. 19713) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
B. Mason ; 

A bill (H. R. 19715) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Brunson; 


granting an increase of pension to 


A bill (H. R. 19716) granting an increase of pension to.Mary 
F. Johnson ; 

A bill (H. R. 19722) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Burns; 

A bill (H. R. 19788) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin St. Clair; and x 

A bill (H. R. 19885) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Scherer. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 20029) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Maison ; 

A bill (H. R. 
liam C. Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 
ter M. English; 

A bill (H. R. 20085) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lafontaine ; 

A bill (H. R. 20087) granting an increase of pension to Cas- 
sia C. Tyler ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 20088) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Thurmond ; 

A bill (H. R. 20096) granting an increase of pension to The- 
resia Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 20117) granting an increase of pension to Pres- - 
ton J. Michener ; 

A bill (H. R. 20129) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lemly: 

A bill (H. R. 20146) granting an increase of pension to Iar- 
riet C. Kenney ; 

A bill (H. R. 
George II. Dyer; 

A bill (II. R. 20166) granting an increase of pension to Satah 
Salmon; ; 

A bill (H. R. 20198) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Maddox; 

A bill (H. R. 20199) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
N. Cadieux ; 

A bill (H. R. 20219) 
Downing; 

A bill (H. R. 20222) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Joseph: 

A bill (H. R. 20229) granting an increase of pension to Jehu 
F. Wotring: 

A bill (H. R. 
Thomas McBride; 

A bill (H. R. 20269) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Galloway ; 

A bill (H. R. 
L. House ; 

A bill (H. R. 20279) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
mund Hostetter ; 

A bill (H. R. 20292) granting a pension to Howard William 
Archer; 

A bill (H. R. 20303) granting an increase of pension to John 
Crowley ; 

A bill (H. R. 1144) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin MeF alls; 

A bill (H. R. 
Downie ; 

A bill (H. R. 20350) granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore F. Reighter; 

A bill (II. R. 20351) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
M. Simon; and 

A bill (H. R. 20357) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Auldridge. 

Mr. BURKETT. The bill (H. R. 12560) for the relief of John 
C. Lynch was referred to the Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tions, The committee have been unable to get a quorum, I may 
say, and the Senator who introduced the bill is very anxious 
that it shall be considered at the present session. I therefore 
report back the bill and ask that the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations be discharged from its further consideration and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7495) to define the status of certain patents and 
pending entries, selections, and filings on lands formerly within 
the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation in North Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 23889) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue deed of conveyance to Lyman Ballou to certain lands 
in Custer County, S. Dak.; and 


20064) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


20078) granting an increase of pension to Wal- 


20154) granting an inerease of peasion to 


granting an increase of pension to Ellen 


20250) granting an increase of pension to 


20272) granting an increase of pension to James 


20327) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
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A bill (H. R. 23927) excepting certain lands in Pennington 
County, S. Dak., from the operation of the provisions of section 
4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled “An act to provide 
for the entry of agricultural lands within forest reserves.” 


PROTECTION OF CERTAIN ENTRYMEN. 


Mr. FULTON. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
190) extending protection of second proviso of section 1 of 
the act of December 21, 1904, to certain entrymen, to report 
it favorably without amendment, and I submit a report thereon. 
I ask for the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It provides that where entries were al- 
lowed by the local land office prior to December 21, 1904, of 
lands purchased from persons who were bona fide settlers on 
March 5, 1904, such entrymen shall be entitled to the protec- 
tion extended by the second proviso of section 1 of the act of 
December 21, 1904, if they haye continued to comply in good 
faith with the requirements of the settlement laws. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN IDAHO. 


Mr. CARTER. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 85) 
authorizing temporary leaves of absence for homestead settlers, 
to report it favorably without amendment. I call the attention 
of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heyeurn] to the report. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint-resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It grants homestead settlers upon the 
public domain in the State of Idaho a leave of absence from 
their land for a period of three months, and provides that the 
period of actual absence under the resolution shall not be de- 
ducted from the full time of residence required by law. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 8014) to authorize 
the National Safe Deposit, Savings and Trust Company of the 
District of Columbia to change its name to that of National Say- 
ings and Trust Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 8015) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel B. Hunter; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 8016) to increase the 
pension of Wesley Coppock ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 8017) granting an increase 
of pension to Watson L. Corner; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 8018) to limit the 
hours of employment of telegraph and telephone operators on 
all railroads engaged in interstate commerce in the United 
States to eight hours in each day of twenty-four hours, and to 
prescribe the time of their eligibility; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 8019) granting a pen- 
sion to Dempsy Hill; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 8020) for the relief of 
John D. Toppin and George W. Beard, United States Navy, 
retired; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 8021) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Martine; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 8022) for the relief of the 
Baptist Church of Dardanelle, Ark.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 8023) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harry N. Medbury; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8024) granting a pension to Susan J. Rogers; and 

A bill (S. 8025) granting an increase of pension to Jedediah 
S. Cronkhite. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 8026) for the relief of the First Baptist Church 
of Jacksonville, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 8027) for the relief of the trustees of the Bethel 
Baptist Church (colored) of Jacksonville, Fla. ; and 

A bill (S. 8028) for the relief of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Jacksonville, Fla. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 8029) granting an 
increase of pension to Martin B. Bartholomew; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
tlie Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 8030) to correct the 
military record of Hezekiah A. Wood; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

5 A bill (8. 8031) granting an increase of pension to Smith F. 
arroll; 

A bill (S. 8032) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Barnharat ; 

A bill (S. 8033) granting.an increase of pension to Henry A. 
White ; 

A bill (S. 8034) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
M. F. Roberts; and 

een (S. 8035) granting an increase of pension to William 
Nichols. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 8036) for the relief of S. 
Kate Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8037) for the relief of Bernice 
Farrell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 8038) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John F. Ackley; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 88) author- 
izing the building of dams and locks Nos. 9, 10, and 12 in the 
Ohio River, West Virginia and Ohio; which was read twice TRI 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $7,200 to purchase certain land for park purposes 
in the District of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$9,000 for paving Second street NW. from U street to Bryant 
street, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment relative to the employ- 
ment by the Court of Claims of additional employees, intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr, GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $3,000 for the purchase of additional ground for a 
site for a municipal almshouse, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to grant in- 
creased rank to certain officers on the retired list of the Army, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES IN DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY TRACKS. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to giye notice that 
on Monday next, immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness, if there shall be no appropriation bill under consideration, 
I will ask the Senate to further consider the bill (S. 6147) au- 
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thorizing changes in certain street-railway tracks within the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. This is the bill 
which proposes to extend the street railway tracks to the Union 
Station. It is a matter which has become acute, and I hope to 
be able to have the bill passed at that time. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE AT PORT OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7146) to provide for the compensation 
of the appraiser of merchandise at the port of New York, which 
was reported favorably from the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with 
amendments, in line 3, after the first word“ That,“ to strike out 
the words “from and after the approval of this act;” in line 5, 
after the word “ be,” to strike out the words “ the same as that 
paid to the naval officer and the surveyor of said port, to wit;” 
and in line 6, after the word “ dollars,” to insert “ per annum; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Bo it enacted, ctc., That the compensation of the appraiser of mer- 
chandise at the port of New York shall be $8,000 per annum. 


‘The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R. 24538. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

II. R. 24537. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 22334. An act to amend an act to regulate the sitting of 
the United States courts within the district of South Carolina 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Larrs, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presl- 
dent had approved and signed the following act: 

On January 222 

S. 6578. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amendatory 
thereof approved June 20, 1906. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the appropriation bill now on the 
table be taken up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the action of the House of Representatives on the legislative, 
etc., appropriation bill. À 

Mr. CULLOM. If that bill is up, I desire to state that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Brvertpce] has given notice that 
he wishes to speak this morning, but in view of this appropria- 
tion bill being on the table, and as it has been here for some 
time, he has very kindly consented to defer his speech until 

after the bill is disposed of. 

* Mr. BERRY. I can not hear the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. BACON. There is so much conversation in the Hall it is 
impossible to hear what is going on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Business will be suspended until 
the Senate is in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Arkansas says he did not 
hear what I said. I stated that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Beveripce] desires to speak this morning, but the appropriation 
bill having been here for some time, he has very kindly con- 
sented to allow the appropriation bill to be disposed of before 
he enters upon the speech he desires to make. Of course I 
understand that the appropriation bill has the right of way, 
but I like te be accommodating to Senators, as I was yesterday, 
when they ask such favors. > 

Mr. BERRY. Do I understand that the appropriation bill 
goes on now or does the Senator from Illinois yield to the 
Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; it goes on now. 

Mr. CULLOM. The appropriation bill is now up for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well, Mr. President. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Even if under the rules the appropriation 


bill did not haye the right of way, of course, in view of the fact 
that it has been on the table so long, I would be very glad to 


yield. I would yield, under the circumstances, even if it was 
not a matter of right upon the part of the Senator from Illinois. 
I have been assured, however, by the Senator from Illinois and 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber that the bill will proba- 
bly not take very long, probably not more than until half past 
1 o'clock. I merely desire to express the hope that that is true, 
for the reason that the remarks which I wish to submit to the 
Senate were to have been submitted a week ago, and were then 
postponed until Monday on account of the absence of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. Dortiver], and from Monday until to-day 
because of the Brownsville discussion. 

I am very glad to yield to the Senator, but I again express 
the hope that the appropriation bill will not take longer than 
until half past 1. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to make a remark or 
two. 

This bill passed the House and was considered by the com- 
mittee of the Senate and reported to the Senate and passed the 
Senate and again went to the House. The House made an 
amendment to it, which is in the nature of an increase in the 
salaries of Cabinet officers, Speaker of the House, and Vice- 
President, and the Members of both Houses of Congress. The 
first part of that provision was in the bill as sent to the Senate, 
and was disagreed to by the Senate. The House has amended it, 
and disagreed to the other amendments of the Senate. It is 
back here in that shape. 

So far as our committee is concerned, we desire that that 
subject shall be submitted to the Senate itself for consideration, 
and it is before the Senate on the question of agreeing to the 
House amendment respecting these several salaries, and on my 
motion. I moved that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment as made, and that is the question now before the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let it be read. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Colorado desires to have the 
amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the action 
of the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In Tun HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 18, 1907. 

Resolved, That the House disagrees to all the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, except amendment No. 222, to the bill Su R. 21574) makin appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other pur- 
poses, and agrees to amendment No. 222 with the following amendment: 
AB oa hss matter stricken out by the said amendment and insert the 

That on and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, the Vice-President of the United States, 
and the heads of Executive Departments, who are members of the 
President's Cabinet, shall be at the rate of $12,000 per annum each, 
and the compensation of Senators, Representatives in Congress, Dele- 

ates from the Territories, and the Resident Commissioner from Porto 
ico shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum each.” 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me 
to make a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire if the report is now 
open to an amendment in this body—that is, that particular part 
of it which has just been read relating to the increase of sal- 
aries? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that it is 
open to amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. I haye an amendment to offer, which I will 
offer now. 

Mr. BERRY. I trust the Senator will not offer the amend- 
ment until after I finish my remarks. 

Mr. MALLORY. Very well. The Senator from Arkansas de- 
sires me to wait until he finishes his speech before I offer the 
amendment. I will do so. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I saw it stated in one of the city 
papers this morning that I was going to speak in favor of an 
increase of the salaries of Members of Congress. In view of the 
fact that I haye always been opposed to such an increase and 
have stated it more than once on the floor of the Senate—one 
time, I remember, as long as five years ago—and that I have . 
been against it continually, and on Monday last, when the bill 
was up, I stated—and it is in the Recorp—that I was opposed 
to it, I regret that the newspaper men were misinformed. 
What remarks I shall make, and it can hardly be called a 
speech, shall be against an increase of the salaries. 

I regret that the Senator from Illinois has determined to have 
this amendment disposed of in a way different from the usual 
method of the Committee on Appropriations. So far as I re- 
member, wherever a general appropriation has come to the Sen- 
ate and amendments were offered to it—and there always are 
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numerous amendments—and went back to the House and they 
disagreed to the amendments in whole or in part or agreed to 
an amendment with an amendment, in all such cases, I think, 
heretofore when the bill came back to the Senate the rule was 
for the Senate to insist upon its amendments and let the bill go 
to conference. Why a difference should be made in this par- 
ticular bill I do not understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, 
me—— . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr, BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand it, the same course has been 
frequently followed. I want to say that, so far as I was con- 
cerned in having anything to do with it, my chief purpose in 
taking this course is to have the Senate-settle the question 
whether this increase of salary shall be made. Instead of going 
to conference to be considered by the conferees, it is only open 
and fair that the Senate itself should have a vote on that par- 
ticular question, so as to settle it. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois that it ought to be settled by the Senate and 
by a vote of the Senate; but after the bill had gone to confer- 
ence and the other amendments to it had been disposed of it 
would have been easy to have reported back this amendment, 
leaving it to the Senate, the conferees declining to take the re- 
sponsibility. However, that is not very material except that 
it has precipitated this matter somewhat, and it looks like in 
a hurried way at a time before it was generally expected. 

Mr. President, I wish to state the history of the bill as con- 
nected with this amendment. I presume it is in order for me 
to state, as they appear in the Recorp proceedings of the 
House of Representatives. This is the general legislative ap- 
propriation bill which was passed by the House of Representa- 
tives. While it was pending in the House an amendment was 
offered to increase the salaries of Senators and Members to 
$7,500 a year, not to take effect, however, as I remember it, 
until the Sixty-first Congress. There was a yea-and-nay vote 
had upon that proposition in the House of Representatives, and 
it was beaten by a majority of eighty-one, I think. The House, 
however, did put a provision in the bill which provided for the 
increase of salaries of the Vice-President, the Speaker of the 
House, and the Cabinet officers to $12,000. When the Senate 
committee met there was no question before that committee in 
regard to the increase of salaries of Senators and Members, but 
the committee unanimously disagreed to the provision in the 
bill providing for an increase of the salaries of the Vice-Presi- 
dent, the Speaker, etc. The bill was reported back to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate made no effort whateyer to place this pro- 
vision in regard to Senators and Members of the House upon 
the bill. There was no amendment offered in the committee, 
none offered in the Senate, to make this increase. 

When the bill went back to the House they disagreed to all 
other amendments of the Senate, except the amendment which 
struck out the increase of salary for the Vice-President and 
Speaker, etc. To that they agreed with an amendment. They 
proceeded to strike it all out, to retain the provisions in regard 
to the increase for the Vice-President, the Speaker, and the 
Cabinet officers exactly as they were put there before, and to 
add to it the provision that is now under consideration—to in- 
crease the salaries of Senators and Members of the House to 
$7,500. 

The Recorv shows that on the question of adopting this 
amendment in the House of Representatives no yea-and-nay 
vote was taken; that only 34 Members, I think, rose to second 
the demand fer the yeas and nays; the Speaker declared that 
was not a sufficient number, and it passed without a yea-and- 
nay vote, the difference between the other amendment which 
they had voted down and this being that the other amendment, 
I think, did not go into effect until the Sixty-first Congress, 
while this takes effect in the Sixtieth Congress, on the 4th day 
of March next. Those are the facts connected with this bill. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, in a matter so delicate as the 
one of Members of Congress raising their own salaries, it 
would have been far better if it had been in a separate bill, 
thoroughly considered, and a direct vote by the yeas and nays 
taken in each of the Houses to see how they stood on the ques- 
‘tion. That is my view of it. However, I have no desire to 
criticise the other House, because they have a right to take such 
procedure in regard to the passage of amendments to bills as 
they desire. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, that I am opposed to this in- 
crease, and have always been opposed to it, for several reasons, 
In the first place, I deny that $5,000 is grossly inadequate as 
compensation to a Senator or Member of the House, I deny 


if the Senator will allow 


the statement so often made that they can not live on it. Num- 
bers of them have lived.on it for years. But a few years ago, 
I do not remember how many, Senators and Members received 
the same compensetion and were compelled out of their own 
pockets to pay for the clerk hire and for the messenger service, 
whatever it was, that their business demanded. Since that time 
in the Senate a clerk with a salary of $1,800 a year is allowed 
each Senator, and each Senator is allowed a messenger at $900 
a year; so the least of them—those who are not chairmen of 
committees—have a secretary and a messenger, whose pay com- 
bined amounts to $2,700. That has taken off each Senator the 
burden of paying for his clerk hire and for his messenger 
service. 

In this bill there is a provision for an allowance of $1,500 
for each Member of the House of Representatives for clerk 
hire; so that Representatives, as well as Senators, do not any 
atin we have to pay out money, as they once did, for the services 
of a clerk. 

I repeat that, while there are a number of Senators here who 
doubtless could make more than $5,000 a year, yet, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am inclined to the opinion that, taking the other House 
and the Senate together, there is not one-half of them who ever 
has made or who ever could make $5,000 a year if engaged in 
any other business. ‘That is my judgment about it, though I 
may be wrong. 

As I said before, while it is true that a Senator or a Member 
of the other House can not save money from his salary, it is 
not true that he can not live upon it. 

Besides that, Mr. President, it ought to be remembered that, 
as a rule, it is scarcely otherwise than that we are not in ses- 
sion for more than twelve months in every two years. The 
short session lasts but three months, and the long session rarely 
ever lasts over nine months. That would make but one-half 
the time of a Congress only that Senators and Members of the 
other House are required to be here. In the meantime they 
have the right, or at least they exercise the right, of practicing 
law or engaging in any other business which they may see 
proper. They are enabled in that time to increase the amount 
of their salary. x 

Again, when I am told that for members of the Senate and 
of the other body the salary of $5,000 a year is wholly insufli- 
cient, I will say’that I do not think the statement is borne out 
by the facts. But even if the salary be too small, I insist that 
an increase of 50 per cent on that salary can not be justified. 

It is often said that there has been an increase in the cost of 
living. That is true; but every clerk in the Government De- 
partments, every carrier of rural mail throughout the United 
States, all mail clerks, many ef whom stand on their feet for 
ten or twelve hours continuously during the twenty-four, have 
likewise to pay for the increased cost of living. They, too, can 
come with the same complaint and say that their salaries ought 
to be increased. Indeed, I see that the Department clerks are 
now asking for an increase of 20 per cent, as are also the car- 
riers engaged in the rural free-delivery service. If the cost of 
living has been increased to Senators and Members of the other 
House, it has also been increased to every other man engaged 
in any kind of business, Government employees as well as 
others; but though the cost of living has increased, Mr. Presi- 
dent, those men have not the power to increase their salaries 
as we propose in this bill, and have the power to do, to increase 
our salaries. I think that is another reason why this amend- 
ment should not be adopted. 

But the main reason, the principal reason, the greatest reason 
for my opposition to the proposition is that, as to any man who 
knew what the salary was when he came here, who sought the 
office and urged the people to elect him to it, who knew pre- 
cisely what the law allowed, I do not believe that it lies in his 
mouth to say, “I can not live on this salary, and I propose to 
yote to take money out of the Treasury to increase it.” 

It seems to me that it is not a proper thing for any man to 
say that he will take this money while others claim that they 
are equally entitled to an increase; that we alone should have 
increased salaries, although we agreed to serve at the salary 
fixed at the time of our election, and every man here and in the 
other House knew what it was at the time he accepted the posi- 
tion. I say, under the circumstances, that eyeryone ought to be 
held and bound by that understanding. 

Besides that, there is no reason on earth, so far as I can see, 
why any man here who is unable to live on the salary and who 
it is claimed can make so much more money at home should 
remain here. If he does not desire to stay, he can resign at 
any minute or any hour. 

Will any Senator stand upon this floor and say that he believes 
that a salary of $7,500 per annum will get a better class of men 
in the other House and in the Senate than we haye to-day? 
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Does he think that the ability of Senators or Representatives or 
the efficiency of the service here will be increased by increasing 
salaries? - I do not think so. : 

Mr. President, this is a matter for each Senator to settle for 
himself. I have felt constrained to give my reasons because of 
the peculiar surroundings. I wanted it known and have it go 
into the Record that this is no new idea with me, as I think 
every member of the Committee on Appropriations will bear wit- 
ness. For years I have always opposed such an increase on 
every occasion, even when I had five years of service ahead of 
me in the Senate at the time when I made such opposition. 

But it is said, Mr. President, that the people of the country 
are demanding this increase; that they are urging it; that they 
are pressing their representatives in this body and in the other 
to vote for it. Some of the men who yoted “nay” on the first 
vote in the House of Representatives, when the yeas and nays 
were called, have told me that they thereby incurred the dis- 
pleasure of their constituents at home, who did not approve of 
their yoting “nay.” It may be, Mr. President—I do not know— 
that the fear if they continued to vote “nay,” as no doubt their 
judgment dictated was the right vote, may have been one reason 
why there were only 34 Representatives who then stood up 
on the demand for the yeas and nays—the fear that they 
might be criticised for voting“ nay” on this proposed increase 
of compensation. I do not say that that is the reason, but I say 
that the Recorp shows the fact to be as I have stated. 

I simply desire to repeat once more, Mr. President, that I want 
each and every Senator to understand that I am not here to try 
to dictate in any way or to assume the right to criticise his 
action, whatever his vote may be. I could have, and can have, 
but one purpose in view, and that is the good name of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives. I think that this proposed 
amendment ought not to be passed and I think, if it is passed, 
the Senate would be flooded with applications for increase’ of 
salaries by every clerk and every mail carrier, by all the 
officials in the consular service, and practically by every man 
who is in the service of the United States. It is impossible for 
me to see how any Senator who supports this amendment can 
refuse to give to them the same increase on the ground that the 
cost of living is increased, that being the reason why he votes 
it to himself. 

But, Mr. President, the Senate must settle this matter for it- 
self. I simply wanted to give the reasons why I will not vote 
for the amendment. There has never been a day in the twenty- 
two years I have served here when I would have voted for such 
a proposition. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I move to amend the amend- 
ment—and that motion takes precedence of the motion to agree 
to it—by striking out all after the word “each;” that is, all 
that part of the amendment which relates to the salaries of 
Senators, Representatives in Congress, Delegates from the Ter- 
ritories, and the Resident Commissioner from Porto Rico. 1 
send the amendment to the desk, and upon that amendment I 
shall have a few words to say, and only a few. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Minnesota will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out from the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives the following language: 
and the compensation of Senators, Representatives in Congress, Dele- 
gates from the Territories, and the Resident Commissioner from Porto 
Rico shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum each. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I have been curious and some- 
what interested in looking into the compensation paid to the 
members of various legislative bodies in different countries of 
the world. I find, by examining into this question, that we are 
to-day receiving a higher rate of compensation than is allowed 
to the members of any legislative body in the world. 

To the members of Parliament in Great Britain, as is well 
known, no compensation is paid, while in the Congress of the 
United States Senators and Representatives receive $5,000 per 
annum each, with 20 cents mileage, counting each way, coming 
to Washington and returning to their homes. 

The senators and deputies of France receive only $1,800 per 
annum, with free transportation on the state railroads. The 
members of the upper and lower houses of Hungary receive 
$1,000 per annum and $333.33 for house. rent. In the Nether- 
lands the members of the first chamber who do not reside at 
The Hague during the sessions receive $4 a day, and the mem- 
bers of the second chamber receive $800 per annum and actual 
traveling expenses. In the German Parliament or Reichstag 
the members are allowed a compensation of $800 per annum, 
provided they are in attendance. In Italy there is no compen- 
sation for the members, but free transportation is given them. 
In Sweden the compensation of the members is $327 per annum, 
With mileage for each session. In Greece the members receive 


a compensation of $360 per annum. In Belgium the members 
of the lower house receive a compensation of $800 per annum, 
with free transportation, while the members of the senate serye 
without compensation. In Portugal the members receive no 


compensation. In Austria actual traveling expenses are al- 
lowed, and a per diem compensation of $4.16. In Switzerland 
the members of the lower chamber receive a per diem of $3.80 
and have free transportation. In Norway the members of the 
Odelsthing and Lagthing receive a per diem allowance of $4.29, 
with their actual traveling expenses and medicines and medical 
attendance while they are in session. In Denmark the mem- 
bers of the Landsthing and Folkething are allowed a per diem 
compensation of about $2.40. In Roumania the members of the 
senate and house receive a per diem of $4.75 when in actual at- 
tendance. In Bulgaria, if living at the place of session, the 
members receive a per diem of $3, and, if living out of the place 
of session, traveling expenses are allowed and a per diem of $4. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. In comparing the salaries paid to members of 
legislative bodies in foreign countries and the salaries paid here, 
does not the Senator find the proportion to be about the same 
as that between the wages paid to laborers in foreign countries 
and the wages paid to laborers in this country? 

Mr. NELSON. Not at all. 

Mr. President, I have called attention to these figures not 
so much to compare the amount of salaries paid in each of 
these different countries with the amount paid here, but for 
the purpose of calling the fact to the attention of the Senate 
that throughout all these rates of compensation runs the same 
central idea, that it is not intended to pay the members of 
these legislative bodies a salary, as you would to a hired man 
or a clerk or employee or the head of a department, but it 
is simply to give them a sufficient compensation to pay their 
actual expenses. 

The position we occupy is distinct from that of perhaps any 
other public functionaries. We are not simply here hired out to 
work for the Government for a given amount of salary, but 
we are here because, first of all, we feel our position to be a 
post of honor, one of public duty; and if the Government of 
the United States gives us sufficient compensation for a modest 
living, I think we are amply compensated. Our position in 
this respect is very much like that of the soldier in our Vol- 
unteer Army in time of war. No one will contend that the 
compensation which the Government pays the soldier in such 
an emergency is a sufficient compensation for the actual work 
he performs and the danger he incurs. Most of them would 
receive more if engaged in almost any other employment. But 
they agree to accept it because it is a great public duty, and 
the Government gives them a modest and moderate compensa- 
tion not at all commensurate with the work, but by way of 
aiding them to support their families in comfort. 

In our case I am aware of the fact—and we can not disguise 
it or mince matters here—that we are not here like great diplo- 
mats from foreign countries, who feel it to be a part of their 
duty to enter into the social field, expend liberally in various 
directions and in great social functions, thereby incurring large 
expense. ‘There are some of our brethren here who are fortu- 
nate enough to be able to enter that field and to follow in the 
course of such diplomats. We are very glad that we have such 
members in eur body; we are very glad that they are able to 
occupy that position; but the most of us are not in that posi- 
tion, and we ought to be content that the Government of the 
United States gives us a compensation to provide us with a 
modest and respectable living, and not be ambitious to shine 
like diplomats in the social world. 

There are other fields, Mr. President, where we could. in- . 
crease salaries, in my opinion, to much better advantage. Take 
our poor rural mail carriers, who only receive a paltry compen- 
sation of $720 a year for their services, and they have each to 
furnish from two to three horses. We had better take the 
amount it is proposed to confer upon members of this body in 
the way ef increased salary and confer it upon the rural mail 
carriers, instead of adding it to our salaries. 

If this had been a modest increase of a thousand dollars a 
year, so as to make the compensation $6,000, it would not have 
been so bad; but it is proposed by this amendment to increase 
our salaries 50 per cent, to add to them $2,500 per annum each. 
I feel, Mr. President, in view of the position I occupy here, in 
view of the honor that the people of my State have conferred 
upon me, that, if the Government pays me a sufficient compen- 
sation so that I can live here and at home in a modest way, I 
should be quite content. I do not want to be degraded into the 
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mere position of an employee who is simply working for the 
sake of a salary. 

There is another thing that came to my attention in connec- 
tion with the Panama Canal. It seems to run through some 
spheres of this Government and through other circles that a 
man’s usefulness, a man’s value in the public service, is 
mensured by the compensation you give him; that the bigger 
the salary you put up the greater the results you will obtain. 
I think our experiences go to show that it is not always the 
highest-priced men or the men who get these enormous salaries 
who perform the most valuable service for the Government. 
We find many times in the Departments here an humble clerk, 
receiving a salary of from twelve to fourteen or fifteen or six- 
teen hundred dollars a year who performs more valuable 
service than the head of his division, or the bureau officer, or 
eyen the head of the Department, in some instances. 

To my mind, Mr. President, above all things else, it seems to 
me degrading the high status of the position of a Senator or 
Representative in Congress to put us on such a basis that we 


are simply here working to get a salary, simply seeking the 


office for the sake of getting a large salary. I can not for the 
life of me concur in that idea. 

As I said at the outset, this is a post of honor. We are 
not here as mere hired men of the Government. Our value 
here and the efficiency of our service is never measured by 
the amount of salary. In the early days of the Republic, when 
the salaries were much more modest than they are to-day, I 
think nobody would contend that the public service was not as 
faithfully performed by the Members of the two Houses of 
Congress as it is to-day. 

Mr. President, I trust the amendment that I propose may be 
adopted. I have no intention to take up the time of the Senate 
further, though there is a good deal I should like to say on the 
subject; but in view of the fact that my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. BEVERIDGE] is about to enter upon the discussion of a very 
important bill, I feel unwilling to delay the Senator any further 
on account of this matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust, Mr. President, that the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
may not be agreed to. I am one of those who have no fear of 
doing justice to myself and my associates as I see the matter of 
justice. I have been of opinion all through my public career, 
and especially of late years, that the compensation given to 
members of the two Houses of Congress was utterly inadequate, 
and I have never hesitated to give expression to that view. 

Mr. President, it must be remembered that if added compen- 
sation is to be given it can only be given by the Congress itself. 
That is the only remedy within our reach. The First Congress 
submitted a proposed amendment to the Constitution in these 
words: 

No law varying the compensation for the services of the Senators 
and Representatives shall take effect until an election of Representa- 
tives shall have intervened. 

That proposed amendment, Mr. President, was defeated in 
the First Congress, and it was defeated by the votes of some men 
who, had helped make the Constitution itself. 

Salaries of Members of Congress were first fixed by the act of 
September 22, 1779. Salaries were changed March 10, 1796, 
March 19, 1816, June 22, 1818, August 16, 1856, and again in 
1866, when the present compensation was fixed. The act of 
July 28, 1866, reads as follows: 

That the compensation of each Senator, Representative, or Delegate 
in Congress shall be $5,000 per annum, to be computed from the first 
day of the present Congress, and in addition thereto mileage at the 
rate of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route usually 
traveled in going to and returning from each regular session, etc. 

Mr. President, every one of the acts to which I have called 
attention were retroactive acts. That, I think, is a matter that 
has possibly not been called to the attention of Senators as a 
rule. The act under which we dre now drawing our salaries 
provided retroactive pay from March of one year to July 28 of 
the next. That feature is eliminated from the bill now under 
consideration, and if the proposed increase is allowed it will be 
the first law on the subject that has ever received the approval 
of Congress and the Chief Executive that did not carry back 
pay in some form or to some extent. A 

It will be remembered that on the 3d day of March, 1873, an 
act was passed known as the “salary-grab act,” which in- 
creased the compensation from $5,000 to $7,500. That act was 
approved on the 3d day of March, one day before the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, as I remember, and it carried back pay for 
that Congress. It attracted the attention of the country be- 
cause of that fact. A great uproar was raised, and at the next 
Congress the act was repealed and the act of 1866 was reen- 
acted, under which act we are now receiving our compensation. 

The First Congress, Mr. President, fixed its salary ; the Second 


Congress fixed its salary, and so on from the foundation of the 
Government watil the present time. That being the fact, it will 
be seen that the proposed legislation is no innovation. 

Mr. President, I have been a somewhat attentive student so 
far as this matter is concerned. I have read the papers of the 
country, and I think I have some knowledge of the public senti- 
ment on this question. Perhaps I ought not to undertake to 
speak for any other State than the one which I in part repre- 
sent, but I am pleased to be able to state that so far as I know 
there has been no discordant sound in the State of New Hamp- 
shire. The people of that State and the press of that State 
have, with a unanimity that has been exceedingly gratifying, 
stated that the proposed increase was an act of simple justice 
and that the law ought to pass. 

I have here a little country newspaper, Mr. President, edited 
by an old soldier—the Bristol Enterprise—published in a small 
town in my State, and in a brief editorial I find this: 

Senator GALLINGER has opened the fight in the Senate for the in- 
crease of the salaries of Members of Congress to $7,500. This is none 
too large, and, indeed, $10,000 would oniy be reasonable. 

I think that every newspaper in New Hampshire, certainly 
every one that has come to my attention, has said that the pro- 
posed increase was one that ought to be granted and to which 
no exception ought to be taken. 

We have been increasing salaries, Mr. President, all along the 
line except our own salaries. There is a proposition before 
the present Congress to increase the salaries of our ministers 
to foreign countries, or of those of them who are receiving the 
same salaries that we propose to give ourselves, to $10,000. 
Why, Mr. President, there are some private secretaries receiv- 
ing almost as large salaries as Members of the two Houses of 
Congress are, and that will be found by an examination of the 
bill that is now under consideration. The heads of various 
bureaus of the Government get more than Senators are re- 
ceiving. The members of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
get twice as much. So do certain judges, and their pay con- 
tinues during life, whether they are on the bench or not. 

I will not call attention to the salaries that are being paid 
in connection with the building of the Panama Canal, because 
they are rather startling in some instances, 

Mr. President, there is one feature of this matter that I 
think it is well to say a word about, and that is that the ex- 
penses members of the two Houses of Congress must necessa- 
rily meet are not to be measured by hotel bills, or by the cost 
of travel, or by any of the ordinary expenses of life. There are 
political expenditures that we can not escape. It would be of 
interest, I think, to some people outside who are criticising this 
proposed legislation if they could examine the check books of 
some Senators and see what expenditures they have been called 
upon to meet and which they could not refuse. 

The members of the Interstate Commerce Commission, the 
judges on the bench, those who represent us in foreign countries 
are not required to make political contributions, but there is not 
a Senator or a Representative in Congress who has not to do so 
at every election, and it is right that he should do it, but it 
takes a very considerable amount out of the small salary he re- 
celves. 

I think I am stating the exact truth when I say that there are 
on my desk now three calls for money that I can not refuse to 
give—small in amount in each case, but nevertheless a burden. 
“The delegation” are always the ones who are called upon first 
to contribute to all sorts of things in their States, and they have, 
as a matter of fact, to treat those calls with the consideration 
that a man who owes his position to his fellow-men must of 
necessity do. The proposed increase, as I said, Mr. President, 
is an act of simple justice to ourselves, and we ought not to 
further discriminate against ourselves. 

It is said by some that we can resign. Of course we could. 
Mr. President, I venture to say that if every official of this Gov- 
ernment from the President down should resign to-day the 
places could be filled by men who would not exact one dollar in 
the matter of salary. I think I am not mistaken in saying that 
every place in this body can be filled by men without salaries. 
The Presidency itself can be filled by men who would not count 
the salary a matter worth considering for a moment. But that 
is not any argument why when men are called to high official po- 
sitions they should not be adequately paid for their services. 

Mr. President, I talked more than once with the late Senator 
Hoar concerning this matter. He was very insistent upon secur- 
ing what, I think, was a proper increase in the salaries of the 
judges, and he gave a great deal of time to that matter and suc- 
ceeded in getting the salaries of the judges increased. He said 
to me not long before his death that he intended to offer a bill in 
the Senate increasing the salaries of the members of the two 
Houses of Congress, and it is interesting to refer to his Auto- 
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biography of Seventy Years, where, in volume II, page 267, is 
found the following: 


The sarary of Senators and Representatives is shamefully small. 
This is & great injustice, not only to members of the two Houses, but 
it is a great public injury, because the country can not command the 
service of able men in the prime of life unless they have already ac- 
gauen large fortunes. It can, not be expected that a lawyer making 
rom $25,000 to $50,000 a year, or a man engaged in business whose 
annual income perhaps far exceeds that amount, will leave it for $5,000 
a year. In that way he is compelled not only to live 8 himself, 
but, what is more disagreeable still, to subject his household to live 
in the bumblest style in a costly and fashionable city into which 
9 are coming from all parts of the country. 

The Members of Congress haye a great many demands upon them 
which they can not resist. 

+ * » * * LAT * 

The English aristocracy understands this pretty well. They give no 
salary at all to the members of their House of Commons. ‘The result 
is that the poor people, the working people, and people in ordinary life 
can not get persons to represent them from their own class. That will 
soon be true in this country, if we do not make a change, I suppose 
nearly every member of cither House of Congress will tell you in pri- 
yate that he thinks the salary ought to be raised. 


Mr. President, those were the views of a great Senator who 
served his country long and who left this body a much poorer 
man than he was when he entered it. I think the words on this 
subject of Senator Hoar, whom we all loyed and whose memory 


we all revere, ought to have great weight with us in determining. 


our votes on this question. 

I do not think there is any argument whatever in the statis- 
tics of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] showing that 
those who represent other countries are getting even less salary 
than we are getting at the present time. The conditions are all 
different; the circumstances are all different, just as they are 
different in every other department of life; and it seems to me 
that the only thing we ought to look at in this connection is the 
question whether or not our experience has taught us that we 
ought to have a salary adequate to enable us to meet the 
obligations of life in this great city, where everything is ex- 
ceedingly expensive, and where we ought as Senators of the 
United States to be put in a position where we can at least do 
the decent thing toward our families and toward those who have 
a right to exact from us some consideration when they come to 
the great capital of the nation. 

I trust that all amendments to the House amendment will be 
voted down, and that the Senate will agree to the motion made 
by the Senator from Illinois to concur in the amendment made 
by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire merely to say a few 
words, as I am obliged to go to a conference committee; but I 
do wish to say something on this subject, because it is one 
which I have had much at heart for a good many years, from 
my observation of the extreme inadequacy of the present salary 
in very many cases, and in both branches of Congress. 

In England, as the Senator from Minnesota Mr. NELSON] 
pointed out, they do not pay their members of the House of 
Commons at all. It is the tradition—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is usually so accurate that I. 


dislike to question his statement, but unless I am very much 
mistaken, since the last election and the entry into Parliament 
of a very large number of representatives of labor unions or 
what are known as the “ working classes,” I recall having seen 
in some paper a statement that Parliament has passed a law 
giving salaries for the first time in the history of their Parlia- 
ment. I may be mistaken. It may have been merely intro- 
duced and not passed. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, I am certain, is mistaken, 
such act has passed. 

The English system came down from the time when the 
House of Commons was made up almost exclusively of land- 
owners, men of considerable income. In later times poor men 
have entered the House of Commons, notably among the Irish 
members, and many of the Irish members in the House haye 
been paid by contributions from their own countrymen and 
from their sympathizers in this country. Now, they have a 
large number of labor members, and those men are at this 
moment paid, unless I am greatly misinformed, by contributions 
of their labor unions. That seems to me the worst possible sys- 
tem, and it is bound to come in any representative government 
where there is a large democratic representation, because other- 
wise poor men can not serve in the representative bodies, and I 
think we shall find that England will perceive under present 
conditions the mistake that has been made and will come to the 
system of paying. 

We have always paid in common with all the other represent- 


No 


ative bodies, and it seems to me perfectly plain that what we 
want to do and what we should aim at doing is to pay to Sen- 
ators and Representatives a salary which will enable them to 
live becomingly, in accordance with the great position of trust 
which they hold, which may relieve them, if they desire to be 
relieved, of the effort to make money in other ways. 

Mr. President, we have not raised the salaries for forty years. 
The salary was fixed at $5,000 in 1866, and except for a brief 
interregnum of the bill of 1873 it has not been raised. It is 
perfectly clear, I think, that to the great body of Representa- 
tives and Senators $5,000 is a wholly inadequate salary. There 
may be a few here and there to whom it is entirely sufficient. 
To undertake to pay men for Government service what they 
could earn outside, at the bar or in business, would of course be 
an absurdity and no one would suggest it for a moment. But 
it is proper, and it is not only proper but merely decent, to my 
mind that Senators and Representatives should haye a salary 
which would enable them to live here as they ought to live, 
and not feel as my colleague, Mr, Hoar, felt at the close of his 
life, when he had come to be an old man, the continual pressure 
of a narrowness. He gave his entire life to the service of the 
country. He laid aside a great practice at the bar in order to 
continue in that service. I never knew a man who cared less 
about money than he did, and yet I know that in his latter 
years it was a continual pressure, living even as simply as he 
did in this city, to get along with the salary that was allowed. 

The scale of living has advanced greatly since 1866. We 
pay more to our Representatives and Senators than is paid 
abroad, because the whole scale of wages in this country is 
much higher and it is more expensive to live in this country. 
I hope that the amendments will be voted down, and that the 
Senate will concur with the House. The American people are 
a generous people. ‘They have no desire that men whom they 
consider fit to represent them should scramble along as best 
they may with a pittance in Washington. I am certain they 
desire them to be justly and properly paid, and I think, Mr. 
President, that it is for the dignity and the decency of official 
life here to pay a salary proportionate to the importance of the 
oftice which is held by Senators and Representatives, and which 
will enable them to live not extrayagantly, but simply and 
decently with their families in a manner becoming to their 
situation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in view of the situation 
in which the Senate finds itself this morning, if I knew the 
yeas and nays on these questions would be ordered, I should 
perhaps say nothing. As it is uncertain, however, whether such 
a vote will be ordered by the Senate, I simply desire to say, 
without stating reasons or elaborating those reasons, that I 
raver the amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota 
| Mr. NELSON J, and am opposed to the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I rise simply for the same pur- 
pose, If a yea-and-nay vote shall be taken, I shall vote against 
the entire amendment of the House of Representatives. I do 
not think I have a right to come here upon a salary of $5,000 
and then yote to raise that salary. I am opposed to it upon 
principle and on policy. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, this is a very important ques- 
tion, and more important to the country, in my judgment, than 
it is to the individual Senators. I hold to the opinion, which 
has guided me during almost twenty years of life here, that a 
Senator ought not to be engaged in any business which can be 
affected by his vote, and if he finds himself confronted here 
with a proposition in the determination of which he is pecun- 
iarily interested, if his private business is such that it will be 
affected by his yote on that proposition, I think he ought to 
withhold his vote. 8 

The country is entitled to the best service we can give it 
and to our undivided attention. I do not agree with the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] that the vacation belongs to 
Senators and during those vacations they can engage in some 
other business in order to make additional money, 

Mr. BERRY, Will the Senator from Idaho permit me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I said that, at any rate, they did engage in 
ether business during the vacation, and I say again that they 
will equally do so if the salary is raised. It would not preyent 
them from doing so. 

Mr. DUBOIS. There is not a time during the year when a 
Senator ought not to think of the public business. There are 
90 men here to legislate for 80,000,000 people. They are se- 
lected men. They are picked men. But it has now come to the 
pass where every Senator is forced to make money outside of 
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the salary which he receives unless he has an income from some 
other source. 

There are, I am sorry to say, not a great many left who be- 
long to the class of Senator Hoar who go into public life early 
and devote their undivided attention to public questions and 
not to the amassing of a fortune. I think our legislation ought 
to be in the line of getting that class of men when young into 
the public service and keeping them there. Every Senator 
here knows that you can not properly live on the present salary. 
There is not a Senator here who is married and has a family 
whose family has not occupied in his community a good social 
status. They have been the leaders at home almost in every 
instance in all social matters. By that I mean that the wife 
has interested herself in charitable and worthy things at home. 
She has helped to upbuild, the same as the husband has, and it 
is not fair that when she comes here she shall be excluded en- 
tirely through lack of funds. She must accept social atten- 
tions. She must discharge the obligations which are imposed 
upon her by the office which her husband. occupies. 

A young man now properly hesitates, if he is engaged in a 
business which is bringing him several thousand dollars a year, 
in the law, or any other, to accept this high position, knowing 
that his business will be dissipated and that at the end of his 
service he will be left without anything, either money or busi- 
ness. I think the twenty-five hundred dollars additional would 
enable a Senator to live comfortably and also to keep up his 
social obligations in a creditable way. I am talking now of 
poor Senators. I know, of course, that the salary is nothing to 
a great many, but I do not want it to come to pass that no one 
can aspire to a seat here or enter upon a public career which 
will be permanent unless he has money. The tendency is too 
strongly in that direction. We should employ all proper means 
to check it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I interrupt the Senator from Idaho sini- 
ply for the purpose of stating what I meant to state when I cc- 
cupied the floor before, and that is that the proposed increase 
to members of the two Houses of Congress will impose a per 
eapita burden upon the people of this country of-just 1 cent 
and 4 mills. If we make this increase, each person in the 
United States will be taxed 1 cent and 4 mills more than each 
person is taxed at present. 

Mr. RAYNER. How much is the whole annual amount—the 
whole annual increase? 

Mr. GALLINGER. About $1,000,000. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I do not think the people will figure this out 
in dollars and cents. If I read the signs of the times correctly 
and accurately measure the trend of events, the people want 
good service, undivided service, and honest service. They do 
not want to force their Representatives to go on the lecture 
platform, to write magazine articles, or to look around here and 
there for a business opening to eke out the salaries which they 
receive here. They want them to devote their attention to the 
interests of the people, with a mind free, so that they will not 
belong to this class or to the other and can legislate equally 
for all of them. 

I think the $2,500 a year will make a tremendous difference 
to Senators. They can not live on $5,000 a year, because they 
must maintain two homes. They must contribute, as the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] says, to campaign 
expenses. Their friends come here. Our western people ap- 
preciate that more than those who live close by. Good friends, 
close friends, call on us. The least we can do is to ask them to 
take luncheon with us or to take them to the theater, and every 
time a little church is to be built we are called upon for a 
small contribution. There are innumerable things which con- 
front us in the way of demands for money, owing solely to the 
position we occupy, and the additional $2,500 would not only 
enable us to meet those as we should meet them and to meet 
our social obligations as we should meet them, but it would also 
enable that class of Senators to carry a fair life insurance. 

In my opinion, it is of more interest to the people of the coun- 
try than it is to individual Senators and Members that this bill 
should pass as reported by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, for the same reason that 
actuated the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cursperson] and the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] to state how they pro- 
posed to vote upon this amendment, I beg the indulgence of the 
Senate for a few moments. 

Mr. President, this is an exceptional piece of legislation. It 
affects every Senator very intimately and affects him in a pe- 
cuniary way. I do not propose to set up my judgment in a 


matter of that kind against the judgment of my colleagues in 
this body, but I think, nevertheless, that by reason of the 
peculiar character of the question it is one which can be judged 
of only by ourselves individually, each one for himself. 

I will say that I am inclined to think that under existing 
conditions in this country the present salary of Senators and 
Representatives is insufficient for the majority of those gentle- 
men. I will go further and say that were I to vote for the 
pending amendment, I do not believe any considerable number 
of my constituents would find fault with me for so doing. 
Nevertheless, Mr. President, I feel under obligations to myself, 
without reference to anybody else or to my constituents, to vote 
against the amendment. 

It occurs to me that we are here in a position somewhat anal- 
ogous to that of a trustee. The people of the United States 
have confided to Congress the power to invade the Treasury and 
to appropriate the money therein for any purpose that in the 
judgment of Congress is desirable or proper. There is in that 
position a sacredness and a sanctity that in my judgment should 
never be oyerlooked and never be abused. In passing such a 
measure as this we will establish a precedent. The trustee 
who takes the funds of the cestui que trust and applies it to the 
payment of his own services is reprobated whenever it is 
attempted. 

Mr. President, as briefly as possible, because I am aware that 
no one wants to hear a lengthy discussion of this matter, I 
will say that I believe the difficulty which presents itself to my 
mind can be obviated by an amendment I propose to offer. 
That amendment simply makes the proposed law take effect 
after the expiration of the term of every Senator who votes on 
the passage of the amendment. If my amendment to the amend- 
ment is adopted, I shall vote for it. My amendment I will read 
for the benefit of the Senate. It is as follows: Strike out the 
words “nineteen hundred and seven” and insert “ nineteen 
hundred and thirteen” in lieu thereof. If it is adopted I shall 
be very glad to vote for the amendment as amended. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, merely a word. I can not 
conceive that the Senate will so demean itself as to refuse to 
give anybody who wants the yeas and nays an opportunity to 
show just how he stands. I have just been reelected to this 
body. If I live I shall stay here six more years. I shall vote 
for an increase of the salary because I think it is right, not 
because I will get more money by it. I would have much pre- 
ferred to have voted for it last year before my election for a 
third term, without opposition, so that those of my constituents 
who might object could haye had a chance to determine 
whether or not they would continue me here. If we are ever 
to have an increase, men must vote here sometime affecting 
themselves, because the Senate being a continuous body we 
could never have any increase at all unless some Senators 
shall vote to increase their own salaries. 

The proposition of the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] 
to have this take effect six years hence is ludicrous, because 
no one expects it can get many votes but his. Possibly others 
may agree with him, but I do not see it in that light. I be- 
lieve that the people are much more concerned 

Mr, MALLORY. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. ‘TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I intended no humor at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was not speaking of humor. The Senator 
could not by any possibility be supposed to indulge in humor. 

I was just saying I believe the people are very much more 
concerned about the character of the work we do here and the 
genuineness of the representation of the people, the honesty 
and loyalty of their Senators; than in any other quality of a 
Senator or about a proper and just increase of pay. There is 
great complaint that this body represents corporations and 
wealth and does not represent the people. If that be true, 
more’s the pity. 

It is not a question of the million dollars which this increase 
will take from the Treasury. It is a question whether we 
shall have men here who will fritter away hundreds of millions 
on favored interests, on special classes, on this job or that, 
rather than to subserve the public welfare by trying to watch 
the Treasury and do that which is just. I did not consider the 
question of salary when I asked to be sent here. My constituents 
are not considering it now. They want the best service, and I 
have tried to give it to them. 

So far as the responsibility for this lies, I am prepared to 
take it, and if any considerable number of my constituents find 
any fault I am ready to resign and let the people pass upon 
the question. 
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Mr. DANIEL. The Constitution of the United States, Mr. 
President, has confided to one body, the Congress of the United 
States, the obligation and duty of fixing its own salary. In 
doing so the people contemplated and have a right to require 
that every man shall deliver his honest judgment, whether he 
puts himself in a disagreeable position or no. I am well aware 
that most of us have an interest in the question of salary. 
The people knew that when they sent us here, and they knew 
it was one that we could neither avoid, dodge, nor confer upon 
anyone else, 

It is exceedingly painful to a man of delicate sensibilities to 
take part in a matter in which he inevitably is interested. That 
should not constrain his mind, but he should remember that he 
is but one of many who are in a similar case, and he should act 
according to his own judgment and responsibility and do ex- 
actly what he thinks right, whatever its consequence. 

There are 90 Senators and 386 Representatives. We must 
give our judgment as to all of these public servants and say 
what is right for them, and self should not sway the scale 
either to make anyone of them increase the salary or shrink 
from voting as he thinks. We can not be higher than the 
Constitution. That has made us the judges. We can not, if 
we would, rise higher than the Constitution. Accepting its 
truth, we should exercise it without suspicion of ourselves and 
fearless of those who may take counsel of suspicion. 

It is my conviction that the interests of this country require 
that it should enlarge the salaries of its Senators and Repre- 
sentatives; and so thinking and believing, I wish to stand and 

be counted on that side. 

è So far as the House of Representatives is concerned, there is 
one thing that we should remember. Of all the hundred thou- 
sands of officeholders and appointees whom we have in this coun- 
try the House of Representatives is the sole body of public serv- 
ants who are chosen by the people. They are the people's im- 
mediate representatives. While for years and years they have 
swollen the salaries of judicial and executive officers they have 
kept themselyes down at so low a rate that they can not with 
such a salary support their families in the appropriate way in 
this city and conduct themselyes in the most efficient way to 
serve the people without the strictest economy nor often with- 
out a certain niggardliness that is foreign to their duty, dispo- 
sition, and spirit. 

I believe it is in the interest of popular government that those 
intimate and immediate servants whom the people haye sent here 
to represent them amid an environment which may be tempting 
to the weak and which is a burden to the strong should haye 
the tools of their trade to work with in a workmanlike way. 
Only thus can they fulfill their office. 

In a great body there will be diversified classes of men, but 
we must suppose every member to be worthy of his place. 
There is no man who is intellectually, morally, and in educa- 
tion and ability worthy of his place in the Congress who could 
not, in my humble judgment, with a due disposition of his tal- 
ents, support himself more comfortably with a less salary at 
home or realize more if he bestowed upon his private business 
the talents which he bestows upon the public service. At least 
such is the rule. But there are some men eminently qualified 
for duty who have not money sense. They may be scholars 
profoundly versed; they may possess great knowledge of law 
and of men and things, but they may know rot common neces- 
sities nor possess the faculty that takes in the mechanics of 
money. Daniel Webster was of their kind, and both Clay and 
Calhoun were of a sort of kindred spirit. Such men may make 
great Senators and great Representatives, and haye done so. 

All should be paid a reasonable amount, not in extravagance, 
not In penuriousness, not in excess, and not in meanness, but 
the old common-law valuation, the sum that a good and intelli- 
gent man is reasonably worth. 

It is the interest of the masses of the people that those poor 
in fortune but sound in character and of patriotic and able mold 
should come to Congress. They can not do it without sacrifice 
as matters now stand, nor can they do it without stinting the 
means of accomplishment and haying anxious minds as to their 
present situation. Sacrifice is right when needful, but govern- 
ment should not organize sacrifice. 

As to the Senate, it is a body which in some respects has 
larger burdens than the House. It represents the States as 
well as the people. Each Senator has on an average nearly 
1,000,000 constituents. The Senate is both an executive body 
and a judicial one, and sometimes when the House adjourns to 
its home the Senate is retained here to consider the most difficult 
and perplexing questions that concern the nation and the for- 
tunes of the people not enly of this country, but of the whole 
world in their correlation with us. 

We will be criticised whatsoever we do, for every public man 


lives in an atmosphere of public criticism. But, Mr. President, 
there is scarcely a Senator here who does not know the fact 
that men accustomed to the plain respectabilities of life—I do 
not speak of those who belong to fashion and seek its associa- 
tion, but the men of the great middle class who are accus- 
tomed to the refinements of life—can not keep their families 
in the city of Washington and support themselyes out of the 
present salary. The incidentals of their association are those of 
constant expenditure, and this salary, $5,000 or $7,500—and in- 
deed if you should increase it to $10,000 or $12,000—would not 
enable them to go into the social whirl with the diplomat and 
the gentleman of money. They are not “in it“ now and could 
not be “in it” if the salary were multiplied by three or four. 

It is not for “ society,” in the sense that the word is used by 
those who have the means and the taste to indulge in entertain- 
ing and in the luxuries that mark the lives of the rich in great 
cities, that salaries should be raised, but for those who seek 
efficiency in their places and would not be lacking in the hos- 
pitable nature that their people have at home, and which should 
not be denied by their representatives. 

No place in the society of fashion can come in the purview of 
a $5,000 salary, nor in the $7,500 which it is proposed to give 
the Senators and Representatives, The man who strikes an even 
balance here with either sum would be a man worthy to be pro- 
moted as a financier to become the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The English House of Commons, as has been pointed out, gets no 
salary. What is the result? Less than a majority is a quorum. 
Half the members are seldom in the Parliament hall. Absentee- 
ism is the rule. Many are supported by outside interests which 
they are sent there to serve. This should never be; but it 
surely will be when the representatives of a people are not rea- 
sonably paid. We want men here in Congress who serve the 
people only, and who serye them efficiently; and in return they 
should receive a fair compensation, We do not want Senators 
and Representatives who are supported by “ the interests.” 

The executive department or its higher officials have greater 
salaries now than Senators and Representatives. The judicial 
department has larger salaries; and, more than that, those who 
fill them are taken off the billet with salaries in retirement. 

Senators and Representatives do not seek, ask, or desire that 
they be taken care of when their days are up and weakness 
comes. But they have a right to take common care of them- 
selves while serying the people whom they are to serve and 
whom they are in honor and duty bound to serve faithfully. 
What are they afraid of? The people? No. The people have 
intelligence and honor, and do not fear the honest opinion of 
those who are of them and for them. 

I believe this is all that I have to say, Mr. President, except 
to commend the speeches which have been already made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Dunots}, and the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILLMAN]. 

There is nothing to be said that could disparage the addresses 
which have been made upon the other side. There is no man in 
this body who has a higher respect for the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Berry] or the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] than 
I. I know the work of those men, and that it is a solid and sub- 
stantial work. I know the sensibilities which must actuate 
them on this occasion. While I share those sensibilities, and 
while I dislike exceedingly to be placed in a position by my pub- 
lie office in which I must pass upon such a question as is now 
presented, I must meet it in the spirit of justice to all concerned 
and deliver my judgment honestly and squarely according to the 
facts. This I have now done. On my honor as a Senator and 
a man I believe the salaries of Senators and Representatives 
should be increased that they may the better exercise their 
office. Accordingly I shall so vote without suspicion of myself, 
and not questioning the intelligent public opinion which ought 
to, and will, pass upon the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Constitution of the United 
States gives to Congress the power to increase the salaries of 
Members. It is not lodged anywhere else. The proposition 
is now made to increase the salaries. If I vote for it, I vote to 
increase my own salary from the 4th of March next until the 
4th of March, 1909, when I shall go out of public life. Am I 
justified in refusing to vote, if I think that ought to be done. 
because some person will criticise me, because some people will 
say that the Senator from Colorado voted because he wanted 
that $2,500 additional? Mr. President, I shall vote for this 
proposition upon the theory that it is right. In my twenty- 
seyen years or more of service in this body I have never been 
frightened away from a vote that I believed it was my duty to 
cast. 

Senators say that they are sensitive about increasing their 
own salary. Mr. President, I am not sensitiye in the exercise 


of any constitutional duty put upon me. I do not intend to go 
into any discussion, however. On two or three occasions be- 
fore, when I had an opportunity, I voted to increase the salaries. 
I do not claim that I would not stay here if the salary is not 
increased. I suppose if when I came here in 1876 the salary 
had been $3,000 a year I would still have been here. It has not 
been a question with me of salary, but it is a question with 
some Senators as to salary. 

I do not know for certain whether we are to have a roll call, 
but I want to have it distinctly understood that I regard my- 
geif as discharging a duty imposed upon me by the Constitu- 
tion, and-I would not flinch from it if the world was to criti- 
cise me in the severest possible degree. I do not believe it will, 
but if it did it would make no difference in my vote. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, this is my thirty-second winter 
In the city of Washington. I have known almost all the men 
in both Houses of Congress. I do not know any of my personal 
pequaintances who has ever served any length of time in either 
House who went out of it with as much money as he went in. 
My distinguished and dear friend from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] 
has been here twenty-two years. He voiced a while ago the 
honest sentiment he entertained and expressed years ago, when 
everybody thought he was here for life, and yet I venture to 
say that that gentleman goes away to-day with not one-tenth 
of the property he had when he came here, and under such 
circumstances he goes -away at his time of life to battle with 
the world for a living. I am to serve here for four years 
more from the 4th of next March, and, as far as I can get any 
assurance from the public, I would have no opposition if I 
chose to come back. I do not choose to come back. 

But, Mr.. President, in deciding this question for myself, as 
each man must (and I am not authorized to criticise any man 
for his feeling about it or his vote), I want to be put on rec- 
ord, and I want to vote. I shall vote for this proposition be- 
cause I think it is right. I do not think, speaking for myself, 
that I have a right to hold myself so close to my eye that I 
cover four hundred and eighty-odd other gentlemen whose sal- 
aries I am voting on. I can not believe that I am “it.” I am 
only a very small part of “ it —one four-hundred-and-eightieth 
of “ it.” 5 

I know, Mr. President, that this is the most poorly paid body 
of servants in the employment of the Government. There is 
not a country on the face of the globe that pays its inferior 
and subordinate officers so high and its higher officers so low 
as does the United States of America. A lieutenant in the Ger- 
man army gets $240 a year, and he can not marry without the 
consent of the colonel, and he must prove that he is able to 
take care of his wife and children or he can not marry at all. 
A telegrapher in Russia who goes to the smallest post must be 
able to telegraph in Russian, German, English, and French, and 
his stipend is $100 a year. An English postmaster does not get 
$5,000 a year for keeping a post-office, but $1,000 is paid in 
England. So with all the inferior grades. I want to say that 
I do not believe the inferior grades of the service, L mean the 
lower, are paid enough here. 

I do not see myself that there is the slightest delicacy in a 
man voting for the increased pay of all the Members of Con- 
gress because he perchance as one of them will receive an ad- 
dition to his pay. The only question is this, and in my opin- 
ion it is the only one that should be considered: Is it right? 
Is $5,000 a just and reasonable compensation, or is $7,500 a 
more just. and reasonable compensation? If any Senator here 
does not believe that he ought to have $7,500, then he should 
vote for $5,000. If any Senator here believes that the work 
calls for $7,500, then he is at perfect liberty, in my opinion, to 
vote for that amount, because he believes it is right and not 
because his interest is affected by it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will 
suspend for a moment. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated by the Secretary. : 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. I understand the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] desires to proceed with his speech upon the conclu- 
sion of the matter now pending, and therefore I ask unanimous 
consent that the unfinished business may be temporarily laid 
aside. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, it has been truly remarked here 
that a great many men sit in this Chamber whose income makes 
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this salary a mere bagatelle. I have myself personally known 
two Senators who at the end of each month handed over his 
check for $416 to his private clerk. Others here will vote for 
this measure to whom it is nothing whatever, to whom there is 
not as much in one year’s pay as a day’s pay is to me, but they 
will vote for this bill because they do not believe the present 
salary is sufficient for the work done and the character of men 
to be employed. 

With all deference to the rich men by whom I am surrounded, 
I want to say the interests of the men of this country are in the 
main in the keeping of men who have to toil with their hands 
or brains for a living for themselves and their families. It is 
true, exactly as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] and 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] have stated, that men 
would come here at a salary of two or three thousand dollars a 
year, and yet we must acknowledge that the compensation must 
justify the great class, for the talent of the country must be 
brought here for the administration of the public affairs of a 
great nation. This is a nation of 85,000,000 people; there are 
$74,000,000,000 of property here; and these vast interests are 
put into the hands of this Senate at the last. It must pass upon 
eyery measure that comes before it, and this Chamber must 
work with a free hand. 

Mr. President, I am perhaps the poorest man in the Senate. 
I do not feel ashamed of that. If I sat here a thousand years 
I do not suppose I would be worth a cent more than I am to-day. 
I would not try to be and I would not want to be. But I recol- 
lect a conversation with General Butler, when he was a Member 
of the House—— 3 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. Excuse me; I did not see the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not want the statement of the Senator 
that he is the poorest man in this body to pass unchallenged. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MONEY. I did not see the Senator when I made the re- 
mark. I except the Senator from Tennessee. He is just as 
poor as he deserves to be. 

But I was about to recall that I had a conversation with Gen- 
eral Butler in the Forty-fifth Congress. I said: “I must say 
that I am surprised at the readiness with which you meet every 
question that comes up, and how well prepared you are on eyery- 
thing.” He said: “It is no secret particularly. I haye got 
four extremely intelligent young men to whom I pay handsome 
salaries. I send those young men to ransack the libraries 
upon every question on the calendar in which I take an interest. 
They make a précis of facts; they haye references to volumes, 
citations, and so on. They come to me with the matter already 
prepared. There is very little labor for me to master these 
things when they are prepared for me in that way.” Yet how 
many of those here can afford to do anything of that sort? 
They must dig it out themselves. It is quite true, as the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas has said, that the Senate in a moment, not 
of liberality to themselves particularly, but for the benefit of 
the country that its work may be properly performed, gave an 
allowance that goes, not to the Senator, but to his clerk and to 
his messenger. That messenger is what? Generally a stenogra- 
pher or a man who reads books for him or something of that 
sort. I want to say that this assistance is not only well de- 
served on the part of a member, but it is the best investment of 
money the United States has ever made. The people of the 
United States are deriving more benefit from the assistance sup- 
plied by the clerks and secretaries than the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives themselves are receiving from them. 

If I had a great business that required so many servants and 
men of such character, if I had an expenditure of $750,000,000 
per year, as the United States Government has, I do not think 
that I would get men to manage my affairs who would serve me 
for $5,000 a year. What corporation in this country does not 
give its chief counsel from twenty-five to fifty to one hundred 
or one hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year? There need 
be no delicacy about this matter. The only thing is to act with 
conscientiousness. If it could be fixed to have a sliding scale 
of salaries so that a man who thought he was worth $5,000 
could go up and draw that much and a man who thought he 
was worth $7,500 could draw that much, I suppose everybody 
would be willing to vote for this proposition; but we can not 
have a thing of that sort, Mr. President. 

I for one have never felt in my life that I have beer suffi- 
ciently paid for anything that I have done. Montesquieu made 
a remark in his Spirit.of Laws that in a monarchy no gentle- 


man eyer felt that he was honored or dignified by any positidn J 
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the king could give him; he was always equal to it. So I do 
not believe there is a man in this Chamber to-day who is not 
worth $7,500 a year. 

As I said, I will vote for this proposition to go into effect on 
the 4th of March next or on the 4th of any other March, although 
that is not the custom in raising salaries here. Congress has 
raised. the salaries six different times, and in every single in- 
stance they were not in the future, but all retroactive. One 
was for two years, one was for four months and sixteen days, 
one was for six months, one was for six days, another one re- 
duced the salaries, and that, too, was retroactive. The only 
trouble about that was, how in the deuce did they get back the 
money from the men who had drawn it? But that is the his- 
tory of the change in salaries. So the salaries haye been put 
up and put back and put up again repeatedly, and no solitary 
act has ever been anything except retroactive. 

Now, that is not an argument in favor of retroaction, for I 
do not believe in it. I do not see how Congress did it; but not 
knowing the circumstances that environed those Congresses, re- 
spectively, I can not criticise them much. But I know this will 
take effect with another Congress, and that this Senate will 
turn out not one-third of its Members in number, but it will 
have nominally one-third of new membership every two years. 
So you would never find a time when Congress could vote this 
increase of salary, because they will be coming in and getting 
the benefit of it. But if you put it four years ahead, as pro- 
posed by the Senator from Florida, then you must calculate 
that the Representatives will not be there. There will not be 
one-third of those Representatives there in four years from to- 
day, and that one-third think they are entitled to vote for their 
successors in office. 

Mr. President, for my part I want to have a roll call on this 
question; and L want to go on the roll as in favor of an in- 
crease of salary for those who are to come after me; and for 
myself I shall accept it, if the law is passed, and it will come to 
me without the slightest squeamishness, or I would rather say, 
perhaps, delicacy upon my part about it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to read 
the amendment that I intend to offer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro- 
posed amendment. $ 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That as to the Vice-President of the United States and 
Senators, Representatives in Congress, Delegates from Territories, and 
Resident Commissioner from Porto Rico, the compensation above pro- 
vided for shall not apply for the term or terms for which either has 


already been elected or shall be elected in the year 1907, but it shall 
apply after the expiration of such terms. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I suppose as long as one 
is a member of this body his votes should be cast conscien- 
tiously. If I were to follow my impulse I would stand side by 
side with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dvusors], the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Money], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL], and the others who advocated the amendment as it 
comes from the House, 

I am not opposed to the increase of salaries for Senators and 
Members, but the view I take of the proposition is that there is 
not a Senator or Member who has not sought the position he 
now occupies and who was not elected or appointed to that 
position with the express or implied understanding that he 
would serve for the term for which he was elected at the com- 
pensation fixed by law. I take it that, with that compensation 
upon the statute books, every official mentioned in the proviso 
I have had read sought the place, and sought it earnestly, ex- 
cept, as a matter of course, the presiding officer of this body, 
whom I would not class in the category of office seekers under 
any circumstances. But it seems to me that there is not a 
Senator or Member who is not occupying his place with an 
implied contract with his constituency that he will serve out 
his term at the salary upon the statute books at the time he was 
elected. 2 

There has not been a Senator elected this winter, there was 
not 2 Representative elected in the month of November, there 
will not be a Senator elected during the year 1907, and there are 
but two or three, I understand, yet to be elected, who will not 
be in the office or who will not be seeking the office with an im- 
plied promise to his constituency that he does not seek or desire 
and will not vote to increase his salary. 

It is true, Mr. President, that when the law will go into effect 
(for doubtless it will be passed by a decided majority of this 
body) I will not be one of the beneficiaries. If I was I would 
vote and speak against it the more earnestly. But I do not 
feel that I have any greater right to vote to increase the salary 
of those who I believe or hold to have an implied agreement with 
the country te serve for a specified time at a specified sum than 
-I have to increase my own salary. I do not disagree with those 


who maintain that the present salary is not sufficient to afford 
to. those who receive it such a comfortable living as gentlemen 
of the character who occupy these positions are entitled to have. 
I do not believe that there is a Senator or Member in the present 
Congress who has not come here at a considerable financial 


sacrifice. If he is a lawyer, he must sacrifice many professional 
fees. If he is a business man, he can find no one who will give 
the same attention to his business as he is able to give to it 
himself. If he is at the head of a manufacturing establishment 
or a great commercial body, he must necessarily sacrifice during 
at least a year of each Congress interests of vast importance 
to him and that no one else can serve as he did and could. 

But, Mr. President, these positions were sought with a-knowl- 
edge of these facts. The honor and the dignity of a position 
in either House, I have no doubt, they felt were ample con- 
sideration for the sacrifices they would make in taking positions 
in either the one or the other body. Under those circumstances. 
Mr. President, it seems to me, however others may feel—and I 
make no issue with those who feel or speak to the contrary— 
it seems to me that the obligation, the implied agreement, be- 
tween the candidates and their constituencies when selection 
was made should not be broken for the sake of the compara- 
tively small increase of salary that this amendment will bring. 
I say comparatively small increase of salary, for I do not believe 
that the $2,500 per annum would deter a single Representative 
or a single Senator from seeking to acquire the position in the 
first place or to maintain it after it has been acquired. 

Nor do I believe, Mr. President, that the failure to adopt the 
amendment that comes here from the House of Representatives 
would deter any Senator or Member of the other House from 
seeking to retain the position which he now has. It is in reality 
a small matter to this great Government. The matter of a 
million dollars for two, three, four, or five years will not be felt 
in the billion dollars that is now annually appropriated for 
carrying on the affairs of the Government. It is not the sum 
that is involved, Mr. President, that I flinch at; it is a mere 
bagatelle; but why I hesitate to vote for the amendment is 
because I believe there is an implied agreement that should 
not be ignored and which I do not feel at liberty to ignore. 

This question was up, I think, about four years ago. It was 
then claimed by some of my constituents that the vote I gaye 
prevented the adoption of such an amendment as this, a pro- 
vision that increased the salaries of Senators and Representa- 
tives to the sum of $7,500 a year. The reason that vote was 
given is the reason which impels me to offer the amendment 
which I have read. There was no opportunity to cast a vote 
at that time directly upon that proposition; but the motive that 
impelled me to cast the vote was that I did not feel that I had 
a right to vote to raise my own salary or to raise the salary of 
any other Senator or Member of the House of Representatives. 
Then, as now, I was entirely willing that an amendment should 
be adopted, or a law passed, that would increase the salaries 
of Senators and Members of the other House, as new Senators 
and new Members would be elected after the law had gone into 
effect. : 

I regret, Mr. President, that I am unable to vote for the 
amendment which comes from the other House, It will give 
me great pleasure to vote for the amendment if it shall be 
amended either as is proposed by the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Marxory] or as it is proposed to be amended by the amend- 
ment which I shall offer, for $7,500 is not too much, although 
$5,000 is quite ample, in yiew of the honor and dignity of the 
position which the amendment affects, to bring to these bodies 
the very best talent of the country and men of the highest char- 
acter and most admirable ambition. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have desisted from saying 
anything on the pending proposition, and I shall not say any- 
thing upon it during the discussion. It had been announced 
that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] would make a 
speech to-day, and I supposed when we began the discussion and 
consideration of the bill that it would probably be ended inside 
of an hour or two. I am very anxious that we shall come to a 
vote on the bill as soon as possible, so that the Senator from 
Indiana may take the floor. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to occupy 
more than a moment of the Senate’s time, even if I were not 
restrained because of the fact that the Senator from Indiana 
[ Mr. BEVERIDGE] desires to speak, as the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Curros] has just stated. 

Mr. President, it does not lie in my mouth to criticise the word 
or act of any other Senator, and I do not intend to do so by 
what I am about to say. This is a question that eyery man 


must determine for himself from his own point of view. I be- 
lieve the salary now provided for Senators and Representatives 
is inadequate; but I can not, from my point of view, yote to in- 
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crease the salary during the term for which I have been elected. 
If an amendment could be adopted that would put the opera- 
tion of the law increasing salaries beyond the terms of Senators 
and Representatives now elected, I should support it, but not 


otherwise. As the matter now stands, I shall feel myself con- 
strained to vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], and if that be not agreed to, then 
to yote against the entire proposition. 

Mr, WARREN. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question. Ile admits that the present pay of Senators and 
Representatives is inadequate, but declines to be in a position 
where he yotes to raise his own pay. It seems to me that it is 
within the power of every Senator to be perfectly at ease with 
his own conscience and with his constituents, for if the salary 
is increased and he declines to vote for such increase, and he 
prefers to receive for himself the same salary as now—the same 
salary as when he was elected—he can refuse to draw the in- 
crease and can make the people understand his position in 
that way. It seems to me that would be a perfectly safe way 
out of the matter, as it is a matter between a Senator and his 
constituency and between a Senator and his own individual con- 
science. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, what I might do or some other 
Senator might do in such a contingency is not important. It 
does not affect the question of right or propriety involved in 
ve pending proposition. That is all I care to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, I did not expect to partici- 
pate in this debate on the salary question; but as it seems 
probable, from the many advocates of the pending amendment 
of the House of Representatives, that there may not be a call 
of the yeas and nays, I think it is proper and just to myself 
to say that I am not in favor of increasing the salaries of Sena- 
tors and Representatives. I shall vote for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], and if 
that is not adopted I shall vote against the amendment proposed 
by the House of Representatives increasing the salaries of Sena- 
tors and Representatives to $7,500 per annum. I am in favor 
of allowing the salaries of Senators and Representatives to re- 
main as now fixed by law, at $5,000 per annum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. 
NELSON] to the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. NELSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to have the amendment of the 
House of Representatives read as it would, read if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives as it would stand if the 
nmendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota be adopted. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, after the word “ each,” by strik- 
ing out the words: 
and the compensation of Senators, Representatives in Congress, Dele- 


gates from the Territories, and the Resident Commissioner from Porto 
Rico shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum each. 


So that, if amended, it will read: 

That on and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, the Vice-President of the United States, 
and zue heads of Executive Departments who are members of the 
President's Cabinet, shall be at the rate of $12,000 per annum each. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not desire to say anything 
at this time upon the main proposition, but as to this amend- 
ment I want to say a word. 

However I may vote on the main proposition I am certainly 
opposed to this amendment. As I have previously stated on the 
floor of the Senate, so long as the standard of compensation of 
Senators and Representatives remains as it is, I will recognize 
that as the correct interpretation on the part of Congress of 
what shouid be the standard of compensation and I will never 
vote for the increase of the salary of any other oflicer of the 
Government. The only exception I make to that is the case of 
the Vice-President. 

I think the compensation of the Vice-President is disgrace- 
fully low. I thing the compensation of the Vice-President 
should be at least $25,000 a year. I have served in the Senate 
during the Administrations of three different Presidents and 
of four different Vice-Presidents, and my deliberate judgment, 
from such obseryation as I have been able to make, is that the 
expenses of the Vice-President are larger than the expenses of 
the President of the United States. I think the Vice-President 
expends more money by reason of his office—and I am not 
speaking of this particular Vice-President, but of the four under 
whom I have served—the Vice-President expends more money 
by reason of his official position than does the President of 
the United States. It is yery natural that such should be the 


ease, because of his more intimate and wider association with 
official life than the President of the United States has, except 
in a very long-distance manner. 

So I make that exception, and I would be very glad to vote 
for that; but as to saying that, while we recognize $5,000 as a 
correct compensation for a Senator and a Representative, the 
head of a Department should have $12,000 is ridiculons to my 
mind, and I would never vote for it under any circumstances. I 
do not say this in regard to the merits or the demerits of the 
mam proposition, but I want the reason stated why I shall most 
certainly yote against the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota. I think everybody else should properly yote the 
same way. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, in view of the remarks of 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAcon] about the inadequacy of 
the compensation of the Vice-President of the United States, I 
desire to say that the amendment I offered was based upon the 
proposition that the salary of no official who is elected for a 
specific term should be raised during that term. In many of 
the States of the Union there are constitutional provisions 
against the increase of compensation to any official during his 
term of office. It is so in my State, and I regard that constitu- 
tional inhibition as a wise and a proper one. If it were a prop- 
osition to increase the salary of the Vice-President to $20,000 
or $25,000 a year, pure and simple, to make that the compensa- 
tion for that high official, I would vote to do so with the great- 
est cheerfulness, provided I could do so without infringing the 
principle upon which my amendment is based. Under the cir- 
cumstances, or, at least, in view of the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Georgia, I thought it was due that I should say 
this, 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask for a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson], on which the 
yeas and nays are demanded. Is there a second? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The Secrerary. In the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives it is proposed to strike out the following words: 
and the nies Secret of Senators, Representatives In Congress, Dele- 


gates from the Territories, and the Resident Commissioner from Porto 
Rico shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum each. 


Mr. FORAKER. I did not understand that that was the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. WARREN. As the amendment was read it sounded as 
if the salaries were fixed at $7,500. Surely that is not the pur- 
pose of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Minnesota moves to strike 
that out. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. 
I understand from his colleague [Mr. Dante] that I have a 
right to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when Mr. Martin’s name was called). I de- 
sire to say that if my colleague [Mr. MARTIN] were present, he 
would vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. > 

Mr. ALLISON. I am, paired generally with the senior Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan]. I do not know how he 
would vote on this question; but if he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Gaul. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Martin], and vote. I vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 56, as follows: 


is the 


YEAS—17. 
Berry Culberson Nelson Taliaferro 
Blackburn Frazier Patterson Whyte 
Burkett Ilansbrough Perkins 
Carmack McCreary Rayner 
Clay Mallory Stone 

NAYS—56. 
Aldrich Clark, Mont. Foraker Ia Follette 
Allee Clark, Wyo. Foster Latimer 
Ankeny Clarke, Ark. Frye Lodge 
Bacon Crane Fulton Long 
Benson Cullom Gallinger McCumber 
Beveridge Daniel Hale McEnery 
Brandegee Dick Heyburn Millard 
Bulkeley Dillingham Hopkins Money 
Burnham Dubois Kean Newlandy 
Burrows Du Pont Kittredge Nixon 
Carter Flint Knox Overman 
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Penrose Scott Spooner. Tillman 

Pettus Simmons Sutherland Warner 

Piles Smoot Teller Warren 
NOT VOTING—17. 

eee Dolliver Hemenway Proctor 

Allison Dryden McLaurin Wetmore 

Bailey Elkins 

Clapp Gamble Morgan 

Depew Gearin Platt 


So Mr. Netson’s amendment to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives was rejected. 

Mr MALLORY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives it is proposed to strike out the words “ nineteen hun- 
dred and seven“ and insert in lieu thereof the words“ nineteen 
hundred and thirteen ;” so that, if amended, it will read: 

That on and after March 4, 1913, the compensation shall be, etc. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I think the amendment of the 
House of Representatives is right, and, in order to illustrate it, 
I will take the privilege of speaking of my colleague [Mr. 
Morcan]. 

He began his education at the old field school. He has always 
been a student from boyhood. I knew him when he first be- 
came a lawyer, and I have known him ever since. I have lived 
in the same village with him for about sixty years. 

Mr. President, the senior Senator from Alabama commenced 
life without anything. You have all seen how hard he works here. 
He has worked that way all his life. I have been his associate 
and adversary for over sixty years. He has always been a hard- 
working man. He commenced life working, and he has been at 
it ever since. When he came to the Senate his income was 
something in the neighborhood of $15,000 a year. He came to 
the Senate in moderate circumstances. He had acquired some 
property. He owned a good dwelling house at Selma, and he 
owned a good plantation. He has been here now for thirty 
years. Had he worked at his profession I have no doubt in the 
world that, on an average, during the time he has been in the 
Senate his income would haye been at least $20,000 a year. 

I will not particularly speak of his work here, but I presume 

it has been as constant and laborious as that which any Senator 
in this body has ever performed. Senators may say he elected 
to do that. Certainly he did. But the question is, after having 
increased the salary of nearly every other officer under the Gov- 
ernment, and in view of the fact that there is nobody else who 
can raise our salaries but the body to which we are attached, 
shall we be denied some reasonable increase—not full compensa- 
tion, but some reasonable increase in our salaries? 

Mr. President, the senior Senator from Alabama came here in 
moderate circumstances, and he is in very moderate circum- 
stances to-day. Shall he deny himself the right to a little more 
adequate compensation? He has had none. His estate is worth 
only about as much to-day as it was when he came here, and to 
tell the truth, Mr. President, our people are proud that he is 
worth no more. It may be a singular sort of thing, but they are 
proud of him because he has not become rich. 

I merely picked out that instance by way of illustration. J do 
not mean to say there are not various other Senators in the same 
situation, but I mean to say here is one of the hardest-working 
lawyers in the United States who might have been a millionaire 
to-day if he had stuck to his profession. There are other in- 
stances of the same sort. I speak of this because I know the 
facts, and I am not so familiar with the lives of other Senators as 
Į am with his. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Mat- 
Lory]. 

Mr. MALLORY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the words nine- 
teen hundred and seven” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“nineteen hundred and thirteen;” so that if amended the 
amendment will read: 

That on and after March 4, 1913, the compensation of the Speaker of 
the House, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been stated, on which the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. s 

Mr. NEWLANDS (when his namé was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE]. I transfer 


the pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin], and will 


vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when Mr. MarrTrn’s name was called). I beg 
to state that the Senator from Virginia, if present, would vote 
“ na 2 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I should have 
stated on the last vote that I have a general pair with the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP]. 

Mr. CLAPP rose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But he has released me from the pair. I 
will yote “ nay.” I did not know he was present. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 14, nays G1, as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Berr: Hansbrough Patterson Taliaferro 
Blackburn La Follette Perkins Whyte 
Carmack Mallory Rayner 
Culberson Nelson Stone 

NAYS—461. 
Aldrich Clarke, Ark. Hale Overman 
Allee Clay Hemenway Penrose 
Allison Crane Heyburn Pettus 
Ankeny Cullom Hopkins Piles 
Bacon Daniel Kean Scott 
Benson Dick Kittredge Simmons 
Beveridge Dillingham Knox Smoot 
Brand Dubois Latimer Spooner 
Bulkeley Du Pont Lodge Sutherland 
Burkett Flint Long Teller 
Burnham Foraker McCreary Tillman 
Burrows Foster McCumber Warner 
Carter Frazier McEnery Warren 
Clap rye Millard 
Clark, Mont. Fulton Newlands 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Nixon 

NOT VOTING—15. 

Alger Dryden McLaurin Platt 
Bailey Elkins Martin Proctor 
a, Gamble Money Wetmore 
Dolliver Morgan 


So Mr. Matiory’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President s 

The‘VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Par- 
TERSON], which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment the following proviso: 

Provided, That as to the Vice-President of the United States and 
Senators, Representatives in Congress, Delegates. from Territories, and 
Resident Commissioner from Porto Rico, the compensation above 
vided for shall not apply for the term or terms for which either has 


already been elected, or shall be elected in the year 1907; but it shall 
apply after the expiration of such terms. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the sentiment seems to be 
so pronounced upon this proposition that I desire to consume no 
further time of the Senate, and therefore withdraw the amend- 
ment, although it expresses my own conviction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ili- 
nois that the Senate concur in the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. BERRY. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPOONER. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair, as I stated a moment ago, with the senior Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Morcan]. I do not know how he would 


vote on this question. Therefore I refrain from voting. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea.” 
Mr. DANIEL (when Mr. Marrrn’s name was called). I will 


state that if my colleague [Mr. Martin] were here, he would 
vote “yea,” but on this vote he stands paired with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS (when his name was called). I transfer 
my pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] to 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN], and will vote. I 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. That there may be no misunderstanding, the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] is now released and 
can vote. I announced a pair between the Senator from Vir- 
ginia and the Senator from Colorado. It can stand as the Sena- . 
tor from Nevada has stated it, the Senator from Virginia being 
paired on this vote with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
GAMBLE], and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] may 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that my colleague [Mr. DOLLIVER] 
is necesarily absent. I am not advised how he would vote on 
this question. 


The result was announced—yeas 53, nays 21, as follows: 


YEAS—53. 
Aldrich Cullom Hopkins Pettus 
Allce Daniel Kittredge Piles 
Ankeny Dick Knox Scott 
Benson Dillingham Latimer Simmons 
Beveridge Dubois Lodge Smoot 
Brandegee Du Pont Long Spooner 
Bulkeley Flint MeCumber Sutherland 
Barnham Foraker McEnery Teller 
Burrows Foster Millard Tillman 
Carter Frye Money Warner 
Clark, Mont. Fulton Newlands Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Nixon 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Overman 
Crane Heyburn 2 Penrose 

NAYS—21. 
Bacon Clay McCreary Stone 
Berry Culberson Mallory ‘Taliaferro 
Blackburn Frazier Nelson Whyte 
Burkett Hansbrough Patterson 
Carmack Hemenway Perkins 
Clapp La Follette Rayner 

NOT VOTING—16. 

Alger Dolliver yearin Morgan 
Allison Dryden Kean Platt 
Bailey Elkins McLaurin Proctor 
Depew Gamble Martin Wetmore 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its other 
amendments and agree to the conference asked for by the 
House of Representatives, the conferees on the part of the 
Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate Mr. Colton, Mr. Warren, and Mr. TELLER. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. FORAKER. I moye that Senate Document 155, first and 
second parts, which has been ordered printed and is lying on 
the table, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs for 
consideration. 3 

The motion was agreed to. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of child labor 
in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill indicated by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think, Mr. President, that the Senate 
and the country are to be congratulated that a period has been 
reached in the Brownsville discussion. Nearly if not more than 
half of the time of this session has been taken, very properly, no 
doubt, in the discussion of facts and constitutional questions in 
that great controversy ; and now that we are through with it, so 
far as taking the time of the Senate is concerned—and, as I 
have said before, it was most properly taken and was most valu- 
able to the whole country—and now that we have voted our- 
selyes an increase of salary, perhaps it is proper to call the 
attention of the Senate to some other matters of almost as much 
importance to the nation. 

We can profitably use the remainder of the session in dealing 
with other great questions of nearly equal consequence. It is to 
call the attention of this body and of the country to what I 
deem, and think that I shall be able to show, is one of the 
gravest conditions which confronts this Republic that I have 
risen this afternoon to speak. I refer, Mr. President, to the 
condition of the employment of young children in the factories, 
the mines, and the sweat shops of this country. I mean to call 
attention to precisely what it means both to these children and 
to the future of the nation. 

I do this upon an amendment which I haye offered to the bill 
to regulate child labor in the District of Columbia. This latter 
bill, upon which there has been a tacit agreement to vote, is an 
admirable measure, and I shall of course support it. And yet, 
in comparison with the general evil, it is trivial, because in 
Washington Jess than in any other spot in this country does the 
vice, and as I sliall be able to show, the crime of child labor 
exist. 

It is here no doubt, but it is here in such inconsiderable 
quantity that in comparison with the great national evil it is 
not worthy of attention. : 

Therefore, Mr. President, I have offered as an amendment 
to the District of Columbia child-labor bill the bill which I 
offered early in the session, to provide a national method for 
stopping this distinctly national eyil. 

And in order that my time may not be consumed, in yiew of 
the fact that I have begun to address the Senate at a late hour, 
I will ask permission, instead of having the bill read at this 
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juncture, that it may be inserted in my remarks. 

Briefly, however, I may state to Senators who may want to 
follow this discussion that the amendment provides for the pro- 
hibition of interstate commerce in the products of factories and 
mines where children under 14 years of age are employed; and 
it provides appropriate penalties for the violation of its provi- 
sions. This brief statement of the bill, its purposes, and its 
methods will be sufficient to bring to tke attention of the Senate 
a discussion both of the facts which describe the evil that it is 
intended to cure and of the law as to its constitutionality and 
legality. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The amendment referred to is as follows: 
Amendment intended to be proposen by Mr. BEVERIDGE to the bill (H. R. 

17838) to regulate the employment of child labor in the District of 
Columbia, viz: On page 12, after line 20, insert the following: 

Sec. 11. That six months from and after the passage of this act no 
carrier of interstate commerce shall transport or accept for transpor- 
tation, from one State or Territory to any other State or Territory or to 
the District of Columbia or within any Territory, the products of any 
factory or mine in which children under 14 years of age are employed 
or permitted to work, which products are offered to said interstate 
carrier by the firm, person, or corporation owning or operating sald 
factory or mine, or any officer or agent or servant thereof, fér trans- 
portation from one State or Territory to any other State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia or within any Territory. 

Sec. 12. That no carrier of interstate commerce shall transport or 
accept for transportation, from one State or Territory to any other 
State or Territory or to the District of Columbia or within any Terri- 
tory, the products of any factory or mine offered it for transportation 
by any person, firm, or corporation which owns or operates such fac- 
tory or mine, or any officer, agent, or servant of such person, firm, or 
corporation, until the president or secretary or general manager of 
such corporation or a member of such firm or the person owning ‘or 
operating such factory or mine shall file with said carrier an affidavit 
to the effect that children under 14 years of age are not employed in 
such factory or mine. 

Sec. 13. That the form of said affidavit shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor. After the first 
affidavit is filed a like affidavit shall be filed, on or before July 1 and 
on or before December 31 of each year, with the interstate carrier to 
which such factory or mine offers N for transportation; and 
after the first affidavit subsequent affidavits shall also state that no 
children under 14 years’ of age are employed or permitted to work in 
said factory or mine or have been ciploret or permitted to work in 
sald factory or mine at any time during the preceding six months. 

Sec. 14. That any officer or agent of a carrier of interstate com- 
merce who is a party to any violation of sections 11, 12, or 13 of this - 
act, or who violates any ‘of the provisions of sections 11, 12, or 13 of 
this act, shall be punished for each offense by a fine of not more than 
$10,000 nor less than $1,000, or by imprisonment for not more than 
six months nor less than one month, or by both said fine and im- 
prisonment, in the discretion of the court. Any person by sections 
11. 12, or 13 of this act required to file the affidavit therein pro- 
vided for who fails or refuses to file such affidavit, or who shall 
make a false statement in said affidavit, shall be punished by a fine 
not exceeding $20,000 nor less than $5,000, or by imprisonment not 
exceeding one year nor less than three months, or by both said fine 
and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act to regulate the employ- 
ment of child labor in the District of Columbia and to prohibit the 
transportation by carriers of interstate commerce of the products of 
mines and factories employing child labor.” 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr, President, the prevalence of these 
evils, I think, is hardly understood’ by the Senate. That is 
most natural, and I am not blaming any Senator or any Mem- 
ber of the House for not understanding the widespread and 
desperate character of this evil. We bave all of us been busy— 
every man of us—with great questions and large duties which 
tax our time, and it is not to be supposed, therefore, that we 
would know as well as perhaps the people of the country them- 
selves know, how far-reaching is this evil and how dreadful 
is its character. Therefore, I shall take up at the beginning 
some time in describing it. 

THE CENSUS. 

I haye been asked for the census figures. I suppose that, 
little as all of us know about the matter, we are all familiar 
with the census figures. The census figures are bad enough, but 
I shall be able to demonstrate that they are far below the truth. 

According to the census of 1900, there are not far from two 
million children in the United States under 16 years of age 
working in “ gainful occupations.” 

Of these, according to the census of 1900, nearly seven hundred 
thousand are employed in industries other than agricultural. 

This bill does not strike at the employment of children en- 
gaged in agriculture. I do not for a moment pretend that 
working children on the farm is bad for them. 

I think it is the universal experience that where children are 
employed within their strength and in the open air there can 
be no better training. All educators have now come to an agree- 
ment that the technical schools and the manual training schools 
in our cities are by far the best features of our educational sys- 
tem. 5 

And I am in favor of and look forward to the time when, as 
a part of the educational system of this country, children will 


be taught to work. For, I repeat, there is no training like 
labor. 

But, Mr. President, the evil at which this bill strikes is not 
such labor. I may say, and truthfully say, that this bill does 
not strike at such labor at all. It strikes at child toil, and 
I will emphasize it still more in saying that it strikes at child 
slavery in the mines, the factories, and the sweat shops of the 
nation. That is all this bill strikes at. 

CENSUS FIGURES TOO LOW. 

Mr. President, I said a moment ago that the census figures, 
appalling as they are, are notoriously inadequate. Two mil- 
lion children under 16 years of aze is bad enough; seven hun- 
dred thousand in factories, mills, and sweat shops is bad 
enough; but there is not a man or woman who has investi- 
gated this question who does not know that only a part of the 
children so employed were returned by the census enumerators, 
and I shall show before I am through why that is. 

But let me give to the Senate some illustrations of the inade- 
quacy of the census figures. For example, the census of 1900 
gives Maryland as haying something over 5,000 children at work. 
The census bulletins .of 1905 give 5,553 under 16 at work in 
Maryland, of which 3,666 were in Baltimore. 

Very well. In 1906 the Maryland law was amended, requir- 
ing. children under 16 to secure permits testifying to physical 
and educational requirements. The law has been in force 
about five months and a half, and already more than 11,000 
permits have been granted and between 1,200 and 1,500 refused; 
so we see that in the State of Maryland the census of 1900 is 
by the record 100 per cent below the truth. 

Then again, the census bulletin in 1905, that is even later than 
1900, gives the number of males in cotton mills in North Caro- 
lina at 31,231. The labor commissioner of North Carolina 
gives 44,222 operatives, avhich would make 52,025 for all the 
mills in the same ratio. 

Again, it is estimated and given, I think, by the census of 
1900 that the total of children employed in Southern cotton 
mills, as, for example, in North Carolina, South Carolina, Ala- 
bama, and Georgia, is something under 30,000. 

Yet the testimony of those who have investigated the con- 
ditions upon the ground and who have not taken the returns 
of manufacturers who have children in their employ is that 
the lowest possible estimate, excluding every possible fraction 
of children who were questionable, numbers at least 60,000. 

So, Mr. President, we see that the census, bad as that is— 

terrible as it is—is totally inaccurate. Anybody who has stud- 
ied this question knows why it is inaccurate. 
- False certificates, which are universal; the hiding of chil- 
dren when the factory inspector comes; the reliance of the cen- 
sus enumerator upon reports of interested parties; all these very 
naturally acted to give only a fraction of this terrible truth. 

Again, at that time the attention of the country had not been 
called to this eyil. It is the conservative testimony of men and 
women who have given years of investigation to this subject 
that there are to-day in this country not less than 2,000,000 
children at work, of whom more than half a million are employed 
in factories, mines, and sweat shops. I quote from Mr. Spargo, 
who is perhaps as accurate an authority upon this subject as 
anyone. Says Mr. Spargo: 

I am convinced that the number of children under 15 years of age 
who work is much larger than the official figures give, notwithstanding 
that these are supposed to give the number of all workers under 16 


years of age. It would, I think, be quite within the mark to say that 
the number of child workers under 15 is at least 2,250,000, z 


So, Mr. President, I suppose it is clear to everyone that we 
can see that the census figures are much below the truth. 

I suppose we may say, putting it upon a conservative basis, 
that as I speak to you there are now not less than 1,000,000 
children under 16 years of age (and I shall show by sworn tes- 
timony that some of them are five and six and seven years of 
age) at work in the coal mines, in factories, and in the sweat 
shops of this nation. 

These are figures, Mr. President; but figures give no idea of 
what this means. Of course no Senator here would permit his 
boy or girl under 16 to work in a coal breaker or in a sweat- 
shop or a factory. But it is not the children of Senators who 
are involved; it is the children of the people. 


ALL STATEMENTS SWORN TO. 

Yet if I were merely to say that so many children were em- 
ployed, that would give no idea of what this evil is. Figures 
can not, of course, describe it. Figures only giye you an idea of 
its extent. I propose now to describe it. I propose to show to 
the Senate and the country precisely what it means, and I shall 
do this by the description of these children at work, of how their 
work Is conducted, of its effect upon them, and in each instance 
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by the testimony of eyewitnesses who have personally inves- 
tigated this matter. 

And, Mr. President, I shall not give a single statement here to- 
day that is not now supported by an affidavit, or will not be 
almost immediately. For I am perfectly well aware that no 
statement which is made in the description of this evil will go 
unchallenged. Therefore, instead of stating facts by merely 
reading an article and letting the statement go at that, as is 
our custom when debating amongst each other, I have resolved 
to support each of tle incidents which I shall give by the 
sworn testimony of the man or the woman who gives it. 

Then if any of the great cotton factories, South and North, 
if any of the mining interests in Pennsylvania or elsewhere, if 
any of the railroad systems, if any of the owners of glass fac- 
tories think that they have been injured by these statements, 
they will have an opportunity to question men and women who 
are willing to stand that test of having made affidavit to the 
truth of all they state. i 

The course of this argument will be merely this: First, to 
state the facts. 

Then to state, as well as I can, the entire legality of the rem- 
edy I propose. 

For if the facts convince the Senate that this is a national 
evil of such a crying nature that it ought to be cured; and if I 
ean show that the method I propose is within the power of 
Congress, of course the conclusion is that the law must be 
enacted. — 

THE EVIDENCE OF CHILD LABOR. 


Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask to have read the 
following affidavit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN SPARGO. 


City oF YONKERS, County of Westchester, N. F. 


John Spargo, of said city and county, being duly sworn, deposes that 
he is the author of the book entitled “The Bitter Cry of the Chil- 
dren,” of which the Maemillan Company, New York City, are the pub- 
lishers and owners of copyright. Deponent swears that the instances, 
occurrences, and conversations given as illustrations or examples in the 
section of the aforesaid published work whieh bears the chapter title 
“The working child,” so far as he states that they were witnessed, 
heard, or examined by himself in person, were so witnessed or heard or 
examined by himself in person, and that each one of the same is true. 

Deponent further saith that the greater part of the section of the 


book in question being composed of documentary evidence and infer- 


ences therefrom which said deponent believeth to be reasonable and 
fair, a list of authorities for each and all the citations made and in- 
corporated Into the argument of the chapter aforesaid is contained on 
pages 314 to 319, inclusive; and that after careful expert investigation 
ke truly belieyes that the statements so specified are each and every 
one substantially true, containing no material errors. 

JOHN PARGO. 


HARTFORD, January 21, 1907. 
STATE or Connecticut, Hartford County, s8: 


Personally appeared before me, a notary public, John Spargo, and 
made oath to the foregoing affidavit. 
+ EDWARD S. STEELE, Notary Public. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


Now, before I go on I want to say that 
the examples which I am giving are by no means the worst ones, 
I do not propose to refer to what can be referred to and proved 
unless the indifference of the Senate compels it—such, for ex- 
ample, as the pouring of cold water on little children to keep 
them awake after they have worked standing on their feet ten 
hours. 

Furthermore, in reading what is sworn to in each one of these 
affidavits, I have carefully excluded everything that might be 
called the “excited sentimentality ” of the writers; “ excited ” 
by the horrible things which they witnessed themselves. Also I 
shall confine the statements that I am going to read to the 
Senate to such as are typical—not the worst nor the best, but 
such as are typical—every one of which I will support by affi- 
davits and further proof if anyone questions those statements. 

Mr. Spargo gives the following example: 

During the Philadelphia textile workers’ strike in 1903 I saw at 
least a score of children ranging from 8 to 1 years of age who had 
been working in the mills prior to the strike. 

Ten years of age, working in the mills prior to the strike, 
9 years old in Pennsylvania, in Philadelphia, where the law 
limit is 14 years, and at the lowest for such work as that for 
the last seven years, 13 years. Mr. Spargo goes on: 

One little girl of 9 I saw in Kensington Labor Lyceum. She had 
been working for almost a year. 

That is, she had been working at 8. 

Before the strike began, she said, and a “careful inquiry 
proved her story to be true.” 

Here is another example. This is from Paterson, N. J.: 


At 6 o'clock the whistles shrieked and the streets were suddenly 
filled with people, many of them mere children. Of all the crowd of 


Without objection, the Secretary 


pallid, and languid lookin 


children I could only get speech with 
little girl who claimed 


3 years, though she was smaller than 


tired, 
one, a 
many a child of 10. 

Indeed, as I think of her now, I doubt whether she would have 
come up to the standard of normal physical development either in 
weight or stature for a child of 10 


One learns, however, not to judge the ages of working children by 
their physical appearance, for they are usually behind other children 


in height, weight, and girth of chest, often as much as two or three 
years. 


I shall insert in my remarks at the proper place the difference 
in height, amounting in some instances to as much as 4 inches, 


between men and women who have worked as children and 


those who have not worked as children. Says Mr. Spargo: 


If my little Paterson friend was 13, perhaps the nature of her em- 
ployment will explain her puny, stunted body. She works in the 

steaming room of the flax mill. 

I do not think that you will find in this, as we go along, any 
particular materials. for amusement; Senators seem to think it 
very funny. Mr. Spargo continues: 

All day long, in a room filled with clouds of steam, she has to stand 
barefooted in pools of water twisting colls of wet — 1 When I 
saw her she wus dripping acct, though she said that she had worn a 
rubber apron all day. In the coldest evenings of winter little Marie 
and hundreds of other little girls must go out from the superheated 
steaming rooms into the bitter cold in just that condition. 

To that statement Mr. Spargo makes affidavit. 

Here is the description of the labor of children in a certain 
kind of glass factory. He describes how he went to this factory 
and goes on as follows: 


CHILD LABOR IN GLASS FACTORIES. 


It was a big wooden structure, so loosely built that it afforded little 
protection from drafts, and surrounded by a high fence with several 
rows of barbed wire stretched across the top. I went with the foreman 
= the factory and he explained to me the reason for the stockade-like 

‘ence. 
It keeps the young imps inside once we've got em for tho night 
shift.’ he said. 

The “ young imps" were, of course, the boys employed, about forty in 
number, at least ten of whom were less than 12 years of age. 

It was a cheap bottle factory, and the proportion of boys to men was 
larger than is usual in the higher grades of manufacture. Cheapness 
and child labor go together—the cheaper the grade of manufacture, as 
a rule, the cheaper the labor employed. 

: rps hours of labor for “the night shift” were from 5.30 p. m. to 
a. m. A 

I stayed and watched fhe boys at their work for several hours, and 
when their tasks were done saw them disappear into the darkness and 
storm of the night. 

Now, he describes—and I suppose it is of some concern to the 
Senate of the United States to know what kind of citizens we 


are going to have in the future— 

In the middle of the room was a large 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator state where the factory 
was? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know whether he states where 
the factory was. He says: 

I shall never forget my first visit to a glass factory at night. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He does not state where? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; but he makes affidavit to the effect 
that he personally examined this and it was true. Wherever he 
gives the location, of course I shall give it. However, I wish to 
stop right here and say that I will give other descriptions of 
these glass factories, almost identical with the breakers and of 
work of boys in the breakers, and a great many more of the 
cotton mills of the South. 

And if the Senate is not convinced by this mass of testimony, 
I shall present more—much more. For I warn the enemies of 
this reform that this testimony acill be only the beginning if 
more is found necessary. 

And I shall show precisely what children do in these mills 
and mines and sweatshops, and precisely what effect it has on 
them. In each instance where the author gives the place I 
shall give it, and in each instance I shall present the affidavit 
or state it in substance or why I do not give it. 

Here is Mr. Spargo’s description of a glass factory: 

In the middle of the room was a large round furnace with a num- 
ber of small doors, 3 or 4 feet from the ground, forming a sort of belt 


around the furnace. In front of these doors the glass blowers were 
working. 


Then he deseribes the labor of glass blowers: 


Then an the work of the boys. By the side of each mold sat a 
“ take-out y,” who, th t took the half-finished bottles—not 
yet provided with necks—out the molds. Then other boys, called 
15 8 took these bodies of bottles in their tongs and put the 
small ends into gas-heated molds till they were red bot. ` 
Then the boys took them out with ost incredible quickness and 
finishers ”. sha 


pans them ped the necks of the 
ttles into their final form. 
Then the “carrying-in boys,” sometimes called “carrier pigeons," 


to other men—“ 
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took the red-hot bottles from the benches, three or four at a time, upon 
big asbestos shovels to the annealing oven, where they are gradually 
cooled off to insure even contraction and to prevent breaking in conse- 
quence of too rapid cooling. 

The work of these “carrying-in boys,” several of whom were less 
than 12 years old, was by far the hardest of all. They were kept on 
bat i Ais all the time from the benches to the annealing oven and 

The distance to.the annealing oven in the factory in question was 
100 feet, and the boys made seventy-two trips per hour, making the 
distance traveled in eight hours nearly 22 miles. Over half of this 
distance the boys were carrying their hot londs to the oven: The pay 
of these boys varies from 60 cents to a dollar for eight hours’ work. 

A continued uninterrupted “ trot ”—that is the term they use 
for it—without rest, without cessation, without relaxation of 
nerve or muscle in the superheated atmosphere of the factory. 

But listen to Mr. Spargo: 

About a year ago I gathered rticulars of the pay of 257 boys in 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania; the lowest pay was 40 cents per night 
and the highest $1.10, while the average was 72 cents. 

Before I leave the subject of glass factories I wish to read a 
description of the inyestigation of the glass factory at Alton, 
III. I think it was by Mrs. Florence Kelley. Florence Kelley 
will be known, I think, to most, at least, of the older Senators 
here. She is the daughter of Congressman William D. Kelley, 
who was so long a prominent Member of the other House. 
She is a very earnest worker in the reform of child-labor laws, 
and I think it is probably due te her as much as to anybody 
else that the Illinois child-labor law, which is now perhaps the 
most perfect child-labor law in the United States, was passed. 

Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask to have read the 
following affidayit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


AFFIDAVIT OF FLORENCE KELLEY. 

I hereby certify that the statements contained in my book entitled 
“ Some Ethical Gains Through Legislation,” published by the Macmillan 
Company, are correct, except so far as certain State laws have been 
3 ed amended since the publication of the volume in Novem- 

s 2 FLorexce KELLEY. 

Sworn to before me this 28th day of January, 1907. 

[seau.] WILLIAM J. DOHERTY, 

No. III. Notary Public, Kings County. 

(Certificate filed in New York County.) 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mrs. Kelley says: 


The earnings of the glass-bottle blowers depend somewhat upon the 
speed of the boys who fetch and carry for them. These lads are there- 
fore kept trotting at the highest speed which a child can maintain for 
several hours. 

In making inspections of the glass-bottle works the writer found it 
impossible to get from a boy a consecutive statement as to his name, 

ress, or parentage. 3 

A boy would say, “ My name is Jimmie,” and then trot to the cooling 
oven with his load of bottles and returning say, in answer to a fresh 
question, I live in a shanty boat,” then trot to the molder for 
another set of bottles and returning say, I'm going to 8 next 
summer,“ and so on. , 

Among twenty-four lads questioned during one night inspection not 
m ventured to pause long enough to put together two of the foregoing 
statements. 

And the eye of the boy interrupted in his work was always fastened 
anxiously upon the blower for whom he was working. 

The blower did not pay the boy, who was carried on the pay rolls 
of the company; but when a boy was detained for the purpose of 
questioning a shrill whistle sounded and the boy would say to the 
Inspector, Don't you hear him doggin’ me?” 


Mr. HOPKINS. The inspection which the Senator from In- 
diana has just described was made before the passage of the 
present law to which he refers, I presume. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; that was when Mrs. Kelley was 
trying to get the present law passed. That inspection was 
prior to the passage of the Ilinois law; but I will say to the 
Senator from Illinois that I shall present an aflidavit of a 
woman! think the Senator knows her very well—relative to 
that very subject, in which she states that the law, excellent 
as it is, is violated now in that very town. 


CHILD LABOR IN THE COAL “ BREAKERS.” 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to leave the glass factories, so far 
as Mr. Spargo is concerned, in order to save time. I intend to 
take them up in their order and shall take each up at the proper 
time. I have given some figures about the work of children in 
the Pennsylvania mines. Here is what Mr. Spargo, who per- 
sonally investigated this thing, says about that. I think I had 
better give it now: > 

According to the census of 1900, there were 25,000 boys under 16 
ears of age employed in and around the mines and quarries of the 
Unitea States. In the —_ of Pennsylvania alone—the State which 


enslaves more any other—there are thousands of little 
A pos boys” employed, many of them not more tban 9 or 10 years 


old. 

The law forbids the empl ent of children under 14, and the rec- 
ords of the mines generally that the law is “ obeyed.” 

Yet, in May, 1905, an investigation by the national child labor 
committee showed that in one small borough of 7,000 population 
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among the boys oo in breakers: 35 were 9 years old, 40 were 10, 
45 were 11, and 45 were 12—over 150 boys illegally employed in one 
section of boy labor in one small town! 

During the anthracite coal strike of 1902 I attended the Labor Day 
demonstration at Pittston and witnessed the parade of another at 
Wilkes-Barre. In each case there were hundreds of boys marching, all 
of them wearing their “ working buttons,” 8 to the fact that 
they were bona fide workers. res of them were less than 10 years 
of age; others were 11 or 12. 


He describes the work these boys were doing, and I shall 
have several witnesses on that. 


Work in the coal breakers Is exceedingly hard and dangerous. 
Crouched over the chutes, the boys sit hour after hour, picking out the 
pieces of slate and other refuse from the coal as it rushes past to the 
washers. From the cramped position they have to assume most of 
them become more or less deformed and bent backed, like old men. 

When a boy has been working for some time and begins to get round 
shouldered, his fellows say that “he’s got his boy to carry round 
wherever he goes.“ The coal is hard, and accidents to the hands, such 
as cut, broken, or crushed fingers, are common among the boys. Some 
times there is a worse accident. A terrified shriek is heard, and a boy 
is mangled and torn in the machinery, or disappears in the chute, to be 
picked out later smothered and dead. 


He gives some examples of that. 


Clouds of dust fill the breakers and are inhaled by the boys, laying 
the foundations for asthma and miners’ consumption. 

I once stood on a breaker for half an hour and tried to do the work 
a E. eur old boy was doing day after day, for ten hours at a stretch, 
for 60 cents a day. 

The gloom of the breaker appalled me. Outside the sun_ shone 
brightly, the air was pelucid, and the birds sang in chorus with the 
trees and the rivers. 

Within the breaker there was blackness, clouds of deadly dust en- 
folded everything, the harsh, grinding roar of the machinery and the 
ceaseless rushing of coal through the chutes filled the ears. 

I tried to pick out the pieces of slate from the hurrying stream of 
coal, often missing them; my hands were bruised and cut in a few 
minutes. I was covered from head to foot with coal dust, and for 
many hours afterwards I was expectorating some of the small particles 
of anthracite I had swallowed. J could not do that work and live; but 
there were boys of 10 and 12 years of age doing it for 50 and 60 cents 
a day. Some of them had never been inside of a school; few of them 
could read a child's primer. 

+, * * * . „ * 

From the breakers the boys graduate to the mine depth, where they 
become door tenders, switch boys, or mule drivers. Here, far below the 
surface, the work is still more dangerous. 

Mr. Spargo has made an affidavit to the truthfulness of these 
statements. 

He proceeds to describe the work the boy is put to do in the 
mines. It is done many hundreds or thousands of feet, what- 
ever the depth may be, beneath the earth. 

Here is another example taken from another industry : 

In New Jersey and Pennsylvania I have seen hundreds of children, 
boys and girls, between the ages of 10 and 12 years, at work in the 
factories belonging to the “cigar trust.’ Some of these factories are 
known as “kindergartens” on account of the large number of small 
children employed in them. It Is by no means a rare occurrence for 
children in these factories to faint or to fall asleep over their work, 
and I have heard a foreman in one of them say that it was enough 
for one man to do just to keep the kids awake.” 

In the domestic manufacture of cheap cigars many very young chil- 
dren are employed. Often the “factories” are poorly lighted, ill- 
ventilated tenements in which work, whether for children or adults, 
ought to be absolutely prohibited. Children work often as many as 
fourteen or even sixteen hours in these little “home factories,” and in 
cities like Pittsburg, Pa., it is not unusual for them, after attending 
school all day, to work from 4 p. m. to 12.30 a. m. making “ tobies” 
or “ stogies,” for which they receive from S to 10 cents per hundred. 

I shall show, when I come to the point at which I shall show 
that the State laws are not enforced—shamefully not en- 
forced—that the same thing is done in York, and that children 
as young as 3 years of age are required to work nearly all day 
and at night until as late as 10 o’clock. 

I now ask to haye read the affidavit which I send to the 
Secretary’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

STATE or New YORK, County of New York, ss: 


Owen R. Lovejoy, assistant secretary of the National Child Labor 
Committee, of said city and county, being duly sworn, deposes and says 
that the instances, occurrences, and conversations given by him In his 
article in the Outlook August 26, 1905, entitled * Schoolhouse or 
breaker,” and in the Woman's Home Companion September, 1906. 
entitled “In the shadow of the coal breaker,” were witnessed or heard 
or examined by him in person, and that each one of the same is true. 

OWEN R. LOVEJOY. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 9th day 1 January, 1907. 


[SEAL] . H. Opitz, 
Notary Public for the City and County of New York. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. In addition to the fact that Mr. Lovejoy 
makes affidavit to this, I will state that this is published in the 
Outlook. 

The Outlook is not one of “them there magazines,” as a 
very prominent opponent of this bill describes these publica- 
tions. The Outlook is probably as high class a publication as 
there is in this country or in the world; and I believe it to be 
true—at least I have understood—that nothing appears in this 
magazine which its great editor, Dr. Lyman Abbott, who is 


beloved by the American people as much as he is trusted by 
them, does not feel willing to vouch for himself. 

So that the testimony which I am going to give is of the high- 
est possible character that could be adduced, unless you were 
to produce the witness on the floor of the Senate and cross- 
question him, and afterwards establish his reputation for 


truth and veracity.” Says Mr. Lovejoy, describing the breakers. 

I will cut out everything except the definite facts speaking of 
the abuse and nonenforcement of the law—and the State laws are 
utterly inadequate everywhere. 

The best inspection in this country by far is in the State of 
Illinois, as it is the second best law in the Nation and one of 
the best in the world. And yet I shall show by a great woman 
from your own town, Jane Addams, and the rest of the people 
who have investigated this will testify, that the law is not ob- 
served. 

This is a description of the coal breakers of Pennsylvania 
and the nonenforcement of the law there. This is in August, 
1905. 

Says Mr, Lovejoy, under oath: 

One group of little men, a pa 1 eas from a company of twenty 
boys, only three of whom claimed to be old enough to meet the legal 
requirements of employment, were induced to tell the truth to one who 
was neither an “inspector” nor a truant officer.“ 

The reason the author says that is because boys will get from 
their parents certificates that they are 14 years of age, which is 
the required age (although they are only 8 or 10), or whatever 
is necessary. They haye a common expression in the coal-min- 
ing regions of Pennsylvania concerning these certificates of age. 

A boy will say: “I got it of the squire.” He goes to the 
Squire,“ it seems, and pays 25 cents, or his father does, and 
he gets a “ certificate,” he, of course, “swearing” to it. But 
they are not held accountable, because they do not believe that 
their jobs are in danger. Oh, they are great things, those 
State laws! 

Here are some more of Mr. Lovejoy’s sworn statements: 

And their answers were as follows: 

Nine; goin’ on 10.” 

“Nine years old.” 

“Ten; goin’ to be 11.” 

Nine last June.“ 

Ten; goin’ for leven.“ 

An examination of the school records confirmed the statement of 
the boys. Relations of almost intimate ea ean # sprung out of a 
brief visit to this breaker, due, perhaps, partly to the cour the boys 
may have ascribed to a stranger who wouid venture into the place of 
their dally labor. 

The coal at this breaker is cleaned “dry,” and the dust arises in a 
cloud that hovers above the building sometimes for an hour after the 
day's work is done. The boys wear mine lamps in their caps 

That is in the daytime, you understand— 
to enable them to see the coal at their feet. 5 

An attempt to photograph the interior of the breaker in operation 
with time exposures varying from three to thirty seconds, made no im- 
pression on the film. At a neighboring breaker, better equipped with 
fans for drawing off the dust, a dim picture was secured. 

Here twenty-two boys were interviewed at the noon interval, of 
whom all were under 14 years except one Scotch boy—14—whose age 
by the schoo! record was found to be 10, and one Irish boy of 15, who 
has been out of school for over six years. Of the others, one was 9— 
S by the school record—three were 10, two were 11, six were 12, and 
three were 13, although the school record showed one of the 13-year-old 
boys to be 11. 

Now, Mr. President and Senators, mark the ages—8, 9, 10, 11, 
12—although the law of that State requires that it shall be 14 
at the minimum and 16 at the maximum for certain kinds of 
work in the mine. 

Now, what kind of work is it that boys of that age are do- 
ing? Let us find out. Mr. Lovejoy tells us: 

For nine hours a day these little fellows toil in the breaker— 

Nine hours, mind you— 

For nine hours a day these little fellows toil in the breaker, bending 
over the coal chute, with their feet in the coal, picking out the rock 
and slate. We are often asked whether this air is bad for the health! 
A five-minute visit to such a breaker will coat the lungs and throat 
with a black dust which twenty-four hours of pure air can not clear 
from the mucous linings. 

Boys 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 years of age work nine hours a day 
under those circumstances! 

This nine-honr day is broken by the dinner hour,“ beginning in 
some breakers at 12.05 and ending at 12.25 !— 

Are Senators willing to take such a hurried lunch as that? 
And would Senators permit their children to eat so hurriedly? 
Of course all of us are anxious to have our own children work 
like these boys work, for are we not all “self-made men?” 
But isn’t the eating a little hard? Twenty minutes for lunch 
in a nine-hour day for boys of that age in a breaker! But let 
us follow Mr. Lovejoy. He says, and under oath: 
allowing the boys twenty minutes to swallow the contents of their 
dinner pails, with unwashed hands and dust-filled throat and lungs— 
and this is the visitor's opportunity. 


Mr. Lovejoy, from having experience in the mines, from 
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having gone into the breaker and trying to do a boy’s work, 
describes just what that means. He says: 

To sit bent over a stream of coal which out a cloud of dust so 
thick that the light can not penetrate; to responsible for the exact 
separation from the coal of all slate and! rock, depending often entirely 
upon the sense of touch; to endure the incessant rattle of deafening 

antic machinery; to suffer the s summer heat and the choice 
5 the blasts that sweep these moutain tops and the cloud of 
smothering dust in the winter; to be conscious that the“ boss“ stands 
behind with a stick or small piece of coal to prompt to duty if the 
natural exuberance of childhood breaks out in playfulness or if back- 
ache induces a moment of forgetfulness; to have the hands cut and 
crippled and hardened by contact with the rough stones and bits of 
sharp-edeged coal; to learn to control the nausea caused by swallowing 
quantities of coal dust, and by the feeling that one's throat and lungs 
are never clean— 

That is the description of the work that these boys are called 
to do in the breakers. 

Mr. President, I wonder if when people find what they call a 
„linker“ in their coal, they know just what that means? This 
is what it means: It means that one boy's eye has become 
dimmed after nine hours’ work; that his fingers are bleeding, 
and he has neglected to get out the slate or the slag, which 
it is his business to pick from among the coal, and that, going 
into the coal and finally going into our furnaces, constitutes a 
“ clinker.” $ 

So every time you find a “clinker” in your grate or stove 
you may know that it represents the utter exhaustion of a boy 
from 8 years old to, perhaps, 14 years old. : 

Then Mr. Lovejoy, who is a very conservative writer, as you 
may judge from what he says, continues: 

If these were isolated instances of premature child labor, there would 
still remain cause for a protest against that which sacrifices life for 
gold, for the progress of the race waits breathless upon the unfolding 
of 3 human life. 

But this appropriation of the days of childhood to the service of ma- 
terial gain is a settled policy of the coal region, against which the best 

public sentiment has hardly ventured to express disapproval. 

Well, I think we, the representatives of the American people 
in Congress, had better stop that “ setticd policy of the coal 
regions.” The State has not and can not. 

Those who do not participate in the custom still condone it with the 
mature wisdom that “the children are better off than they would be 
running the streets," 

But, Mr. President, I have actually heard that very same 
“argument” here in conversation on the floor of this Senate. 

Then Mr. Lovejoy proceeds to describe the extent of this 
child labor in this particular instance and the extent to which 
the children are taken from school, or rather the extent to 
which the schools are emptied of children in this process of 
working in the breakers. 

There are other forms of labor for boys, both in the breaker and in 
the mine. Boys are employed to“ er ba the cars as they come 
from the shaft to the top of the breaker building, to tend to chutes, 
to turn switches, and to drive the mules that haul the cars. 

One bright little fellow, who was just 14 years old on June 6, has 
been working here, tending the chutes, for two years. He carns 6 
cents an hour. Inside the mine the boys will tell you they are tend- 
ing gate,” or “driving team,” or “spraggin’" cars and “ branchin' emp- 

es? 


One of these little boys, 14 years old, who has been employed in the 
mine two and one-half years— 

That is, that he began at 114 years of age— 
after having worked in the breaker a year and a half, seems to find 
the company of “ Baldy,” the mule, quite congenial, and is credited 
with a more unabrid command of sacred language than is possessed 
by any other man on the job. This work is better paid, but the 
angers are greater and the number of boys employed is far less. 

If the employment of little children in the breaker can be restricted, 
there will be slight difficulty in re A y the employment of children 
- under proper age at other forms of mine labor. 

On otay hand are found bright boys, and even grown youth, who 
are entirely Illiterate. This is not surprising of the newly arrived 
immigrant, but it is dificult to suppress a feeling of resentment 
against a custom which brings you face to face with English and 

elsh young men, 18 or 20 years of age—not yagrants, but steady, 
industrious toilers—who can not read a word of our language. 

The memory of one such stands out in striking relief. He is 18 
years old, and when asked to read a simple sentence said athetically, 

I can’t read; I’ve worked in the coal mines every day 2 the past 
nine years.” 

This, Mr. President, is Mr. Lovejoy's description of working 
in the breakers; and while I am on this point I might as well 
finish Mr. Spargo’s testimony. This also, which I am going to 
read, is included in the affidavit which I haye had the Secre- 
tary read from the desk. 

This is a description giving the names, places, and ages of the 
boys in the breakers of the Pennsylvania mines. It may be a 
little monotonous; it may not be as interesting as some other 
large questions—some “constitutional questions ”—but it is a 
matter of vital concern to the American people, and it is nec- 
essary to take the time to show just precisely, in detail, what 
this labor means. 

Nor would I do it if it had not been written by the most care- 
ful of men. So far as these men are concerned, I personally 
know some of them. There are some others that I do not 


know, who swear to the truth of their testimony. Quoting 
the boss of a breaker, Mr. Lovejoy says: 


“The little devils like it,” he continued, as some remark from his 
sentimental visitor expressed a protest against such work for little 
boys. They sat, about forty in number, bent over the troughs in 
which the coal came pouring down from the crushing machinery— 


I suppose everybody here knows what a breaker is. A 
breaker is a gigantic building built very high at one end and 
lower at the other, to the high end of which the coal is lifted 
from the mine. 

There are then chutes through which this coal passes by zig- 
zag paths until it enters into and runs across this chute, through 
which the coal passes in great streams. 

There are crosspieces, and on those crosspieces these boys sit 
and bend over all day long—it used to be ten hours a day, it is 
now nine hours a day. 

The boys stoop and catch the coal with their feet as it rushes 
past them and pick out the pieces of stone and slate. 

That is what a breaker is, and that is the work of the 
breaker boys. 


They sat, about forty in number, bent over the troughs in which the 
coal came pouring down from the crushing machinery, with rough 
and hardened but deft little Angers picked out the slate and rock and 
as nony from among the pieces of coal. Indeed, the jovial grins on 
the black faces of the boys as they watched the stranger feel his way 
through the dust and among the timbers of the breakers seemed to con- 
firm the eulogy upon their occupation. 


That is, the eulogy of the boss. 


The dust which blinded the eyes and filled the nasal pannen and 
choked and strangled one unaccustomed to such air had become their 
element, and one instinctively felt that were they brought into the 
sunlight they would blink and shrink from the glare of day. 

* >a s * = * * 

The breaker makes no effort to brighten its darkness or bush the 
hideous roar. In fact, the very mystery and danger of it are elements 
of attractiveness to boy life. ‘The woe sits bent over his task for eight 
or nine hours every day. His back aches with the stoop and monotonous 
swing as he throws the slate and rock aside, while the coal runs through 
between his little feet. Duri the first weeks of his labor his hands 
are cut and torn, his nalls are broken off, and the pain of handling the 
sharp stones and slate is intense. 

0 * * . * * * 

At the earliest possible age—in WARY parts of the region at 9 or 10 
years, though the law forbids his employment under 1 he is off for 
the coal breaker, with or without a few months In school, and he is 
thenceforward a trifling factor in a gigantic industrial process. 

Twelve thousand little boys, ranging m age from 9 to 14 years, are 
believed to be working in the coal breakers of the anthracite field. This 
estimate was made a year ago after an investigation by the National 
Child Labor Committee. Another investigation just completed, also 
covering an extensive area of the region, confirms the former estimate, 
although, unfortunately, no accurate figures, either official or unofficial, 
are avaliable. ‘ 


Mr. President, I next send to the Secretary’s desk and ask to 
have read the affidavit of Kellogg Durland. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

State or New York, County of New York, 88: 

Kellogg Durland, of said city and county, being duly sworn, deposes 
and says that the instances, occurrences, and conversations given by 
him in his article in the Outlook, May 9, 1903, entitled “ Child Labor in 
Pennsylvania,” were witnessed or heard or examined by him in person, 
and pot each one of the same is true to the best of his knowledge or 

et. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 22d d. 
{SEAL.] x 


KELLOGG DuRLAND. 


of January, 1907, 
. F. RIGOULOT, 
Notary Public No. 45, New York County. 


(Commission expires March 30, 1908.) 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the last affidavit which I 
sent to the desk was that of Kellogg Durland. The article of 
Mr. Durland, also is in the Outlook, the high quality of whose 
articles is very well known to the entire reading world. I am 
giving this somewhat at length, because I wish to leave no 
Senator on either side of the Chamber any excuse, even if any 
of them desire an excuse, which, of course, they do not, for not 
giving their whole attention to this mighty human evil, and also 
through the channels of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to put these 
facts before the country. 

Therefore I am going into details and shall go into more de- 
tails hereafter. This is also a description of the work of chil- 
dren in Pennsylvania. 

ANOTHER KIND OF CHILD SLAVERY. 
Helen Sisscak, a wan mite of a girl, who spoke no English, told Judge 


Gray that she cleaned bobbins at 3 cents an hour. She went to work at 
halt past 6 at night and worked till half past 6 in the morning. 


I think it is a most appropriate time to consider some facts 
like those. We have just voted ourselves $7,500 a year salary, 
and properly voted ourselves that salary. Even that does not 


pay for the work that a hard-working Senator does here, and 
every one of us knows it. Still this salary was a matter of 
mighty interest to us—it is our salary, you know. But here is a 
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girl not 9 years old, who for 3 cents an hour begins work at | tor’s convenience, but at the same time I should like very much 


half past 6 at night and works until half past 6 in the morning. 

I tell the Senate that if the Senate and the country do not give 
some serious attention to human facts like that, we need not 
wonder at the creation of a class in this country which when we 
contemplate its existence makes every one of us tremble. It is 
quite as important to stop the labor of these children in Penn- 
sylvyania and in North Carolina as it is even to vote ourselves 
$7,500 a year salary, which we bave just now so properly done. 

Mr. Durland continues: 

It took her nearly an hour to get from her home to the mill, and the 
road led across fields that were exposed to the storms that sweep down 
the valley. 

Does the Senate find that amusing—a girl going a mile or more 
across a storm-swept valley to begin work at half past 6 at 
night and work until 6 in the morning for 3 cents an hour? If 
so, I shall present some examples from other States that perhaps 
will amuse the Senate still more. 

Says Mr. Durland: 


I have gone over that very road in a winter afternoon when the 
bleak winds and snow were blowing from the hills, and it was a journey 
I should not care to make often. It was when this child had finished 
her story that Judge Gray exclaimed, with much recline > “Here we 
actually find the flesh and blood of little children coined into money ; ” 
and, shortly after, “ This matter of night Inbor by young girls should 
be thoroughly investigated by those who will not shirk the work and the 
result made known in every part of Pennsylvania.” This work has 
been done. 

That is the work that Judge Gray suggested. 


Yet the indifferentism of legislators or the lack of public pressure 
has resulted in a continuance of the system, with never a strong hand 
raised in protest. 

That particular part of Mr, Durland’s article I desire to lay 
aside until I take up the subject of the efforts of those who are 
interested in child labor to defeat child-labor legislation when 
it is presented in their respective States. 

Then Mr. Durland takes up the work of the boys on the 
breakers and describes it. 

Mr. President, it has been suggested to me that on account 
of the lateness of the hour and the importance, especially of 
the legal part, of this argument, which, I am told, Senators 
desire to hear most, I suspend to-day and go on to-morrow. 
I am willing to do that, but I see that the Senator from Mon- 
> tana [Mr. CARTER] has given notice that he will occupy the 
attention of the Senate immediately after the routine morning 
business to-morrow. If I could find the Senator from Mon- 
tana, and he would give way to me for the completion of my 
argument in the morning, I would be very glad to yield. On 
account of having gotten started so late, I see it is going to be 
impossible to reach what, I am told, will interest Senators 
most, which is the presentation of the legal portion of this case. 

Mr. CARTER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the consent and by the very great cour- 
tesy of the Senator from Montana, who has given notice of his 
intention to address the Senate upon another subject to-morrow 
morning, I will suspend for the present and continue in the 
morning. I wish to say that I regret that the appropriation 
bill took so long, for if I had had any notion that it would take 
longer than half past 1 o’clock I would have asked the Senator 
in charge of the bill to let the appropriation bill follow my ar- 
gument, because I want my argument to be complete and un- 
broken. But in view of the fact that that was nöt done—and 
of course it was quite proper for all Senators to express them- 
selves upon that important measure, a thing to which I did 
not object at all—my argument has been postponed until a very 
late hour in the day, and it is absolutely impossible to conclude 
even the question of facts this afternoon. A part of the facts 
which I shall present I desire to submit when the entire Senate 
is present, and particularly Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber, because they affect conditions in many of their States, 
whieh I know are as reprehensible in their epinion as in the 
opinion of any other Senator on the floor. I am satisfied they 
will be glad to hear it. It is absolutely out of the question to 
begin the discussion of the legal phase of the bill this afternoon. 
I shall hope to be able to show that there is no doubt about the 
legality and constitutionality of this measure. 

I want to say in advance that I am personally very much 
obliged to the Senator from Montana for his courtesy. 

- Mr. CARTER. I understand from the Senator from Indiana 
that he wi!! probably get through his remarks by the hour of 
2 o'clock to-morrow. j 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, If I begin at half past 12, I should say 
so. I might run longer, I will say to the Senator, and if that is 
not convenient to the Senator from Montana and his remarks 
are not going to be extensive, I could come in after him. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to accommodate myself to the Sena- 


to dispose of the subject I have in hand to-morrow—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ob, of course. 

Mr. CARTER. Before or immediately after 2 o’clock. If 
it can be personally adjusted between the Senator and myself 
as to the order—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; so that we can both go on to- 
morrow. I suspect it will finally take this form: The Senator 
intimated to me that it will probably take an hour for his re- 
marks. We will undoubtedly get through the morning business 
to-morrow by half past 12, and I think it might be better for the 
Senator to make his remarks first, as he would get through, 
according to his éstimate, at half past 1, and then I could take 
the floor and have uninterrupted sway for the remainder of my 
argument. 3 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator from Indiana would not be 


limited then. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. That would mean that I could go 


on at half past 1 and not be limited, as the Senator from Illinois 
suggests. 
Mr. CARTER. That will probably turn out to be the fact. 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message fróm the President of the United States; which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed : ; 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I call your attention to the great desirability of enacting legislation 
to help American shipping and American trade by . 
building and running of lines of large and swift steamers to uth 
America and the Orlent. 

The urgent need of our country’s making an effort to do someth 
like its share of its own carrying trade on the ocean has been call 
to our attention in striking fashion by the experiences of Secretary Root 
on his recent South American tour. The result of these experiences 
he has set forth in his address before the Trans-Mississippi Commercial 
Congress, at Kansas City, Mo., on November 20 last, an address so 
important that it deserves the careful study of all public men. 

The facts set forth by Mr. Root are striking, and they can not but 
arrest the attention of our people. The great continent to the south 
of us, which should be knit to us by the closest commercial ties, is 
hardly in direct commercial communication with us at all, its commer- 
cial relations being almost exclusively with Europe. Between all 
the core South American ports and Europe lines of swift and com- 
modious steamers, subsidized by their home governments, ply regularly. 
There is no such line of steamers between these ports and the United 
States. In consequence, our shipping in South American po s 
almost a negligible 1 — for instance, in the year ending June 30, 
1905, there entered the port of Rio de Janeiro over 3,000 steamers and 
sailing vessels from Europe, but from the United States no steamers 
and only seven sailing vessels, two of which were in distress. One 
prime reason for this state of things is the fact that those who now 
do business on the sea do business in a world not of natural compe- 
tition but of subsidized competition. State aid to steamship lines 
is as much a part of the commercial system of today as State em- 
ployment of consuls to promote business. Our commercial competitors 
n Europe pay in the aggregate some twenty-five millions a year to 
their steamship lines Great Britain paying 3 
Japan pays between three and four millions. By e proposed legis- 
lation the United States will still pay relatively less than any one of 
our competitors pays. ‘Three years ago the Trans-Mississippi Congress 
formally set forth as axiomatic the statement that every ship is a 
missionary of trade, that steamship lines work for their own coun- 
tries just as railroad lines work for their terminal points, and that 
it is as absurd for the United States to depend upon foreign ships to 
distribute its products as it would be r a department store to 
depend upon bag of a competing house to deliver its goods. This 
statement is the literal truth. 

Moreover, it must be remembered that American ships do not hava 
to contend merely against the subsidization of their forelgn competi- 
tors. The higher wages and the greater cost of maintenance of Ameri- 
can officers and crews make it almost impossible for our people who do 
business on the ocean to compete on 5 terms with foreign shi 
unless they are protected somewhat as their fellow-coun who is 
business on land are protected. We can not as a country afford to 
have the wages and the manner of life of our seamen cut down; and 
the only alternative, if we are to have seamen at all, is to offset the 
expense by giving some advantage to the ship itself. 

The proposed law which has been introduced in Congress is in no 
sense experimental. It is based on the best and most successful prece- 
dents, as, for instance, on the recent Cunard contract with the British 
Government. As far as South America is concerned, its aim is to pro- 
vide from the Atlantic and Pacific coasts better American lines to the 
prear ports of South America than the present European lines. Tha 

uth American Republics now see only our warships. Under this bill 
our trade friendship will be made evident to them. The bill proposes 
to build large-sized steamers of 16-knot speed. There are nearly 
200 such steamshi already in the world's foreign trade, and over 
three-fourths of them now draw subsidies—postal or admiralty or 
both. The bill will encourage our shipyards, which are almost as nec- 
essary to the national defense as battle ships, and the efficiency of 
which depends in large measure upon their steady employment in 
large construction. The proposed bill is of importance to our Navy, be- 
cause it gives a considerable fleet of auxiliary steamships, such as is 
now almost wholly lacking, and also provides for an effective naval 


reserve. . 

The bill provides for 14 steamships, subsidized to the extent of 
over a million and a half, from the A tie coast, all to run to South 
American rts. It provides on the Pacific coast for 22 steamers 
subsidized 
run to South America, most of them to M: 


seven millions. 


o the extent of two millions and a quarter, some of these to 
Australia, and Asia. 
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Be it remembered that while the Sipa will be owned on the coasts, the 
cargoes will largely be pap sc by the interior, and that the bill will 
benefit the Mississippi Valley as much as it benefits the seaboard. 

I have laid stress upon the benefit to be expected from our trade 
with South America. he lines to the Orient are also of vital im- 
portance. The commercial possibilities of the Pacific are unlimited, 
and for national reasons it is imperative that we should have direct 
and adequate communication by American lines with Hawaii and the 
1 The existence of our present steamship lines on the 


Pacific is seriously threatened by the foreign subsidized lines. Our 
communications with the markets of Asia and with our own sses- 
sions in the Philippines, no less than our communications -with Aus- 


tralia, should depend not upon foreign, but upon our own steamships. 
The Southwest and the Northwest should alike be served by these 
lines, and if this is done they will also give to the Mississippi Valley 
throughout its entire length the advantage of all trans-continental 
railways running to the Pacific coast. To fail to establish adequate 
lines on the Pacific is equivalent to proclaiming to the world that we 
have neither the ability nor the disposition to contend for our right, 
ful share of the commerce of the Orient; nor yet to protect our in- 
terests in the Philippines. It would surely be discreditable for us 
to surrender to our commercial rivals the great commerce of the 
Orient, the great commerce we should have with South America, and 
even our own communications with Hawaii and the Philippines. 

I earnestly hope for the enactment of some law like the Dill in 
question. 

THEODORE ROOSEYELT. 
THE WHITE House, January 23, 1907. 5 


TELEPHONE FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed: 
The Senate and House of Representatives: ` 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide reyenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 


enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico and approved by the 
‘President of the United States. 


Tun WHITE HOUSE, January 23, 1907. 
INTERNATIONAL MARITIME EXPOSITION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the respective Houses 
of the Congress, a report of the Acting Secretary of State representing 
the appropriateness of early action in order that the Government of 
the United States may be enabled to be fittingly represented at the In- 
ternational Maritime Exposition to be held at Bordeaux from May 1 
to October 31 of this year to celebrate the 8 of steam naviga- 
tion inaugurated by the American inyentor, Robert Fulton. 

The recommendations of this report have my hearty 7 and 1 
hope that the Congress will see fit to make timely provision to enable 
the Government to respond appropriately to the invitation of the Gov- 
ernment of France. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WHITE HOUSE, January 23, 1907. 


LOUIS CASTINETTE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with 
the accompanying bill, was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: <: 


In compliance with the resolution of the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring therein) of the 21st instant, I return herewith 
Senate bill No. 3671, entitled “An act granting an increase of pension 
to Louis Castinette.” > 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, January 23, 1907. 


DANIEL G. SMITH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with 
the accompanying bill, was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate: 


In compliance with the resolution of the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring therein) of the 21st instant, I return herewith 
Senate bill No. 5073, entitled “An act granting an increase of pension 
to Daniel G. Smith.” 


Tun WHITE House, January 23, 1907. 
COLUMBIA RIVER (WASHINGTON) BRIDGES. 


Mr. KEAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. KEAN. I do. ' 

Mr. PILES. ‘There are two little bridge bills on the Calen- 
dar which I am extremely anxious to get through. “They are 
local. I hope the Senator from New Jersey will yield to me 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


that they may be disposed of. 
I yield. 


Mr. KEAN. 


Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 23561) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Columbia River between Walla 
Walla and Benton counties, in the State of Washington, by the 
North Coast Railroad Company. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PILES. I now ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 23560) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Columbia River between Benton 
and Franklin counties, in the State of Washington, by the North 
Coast Railroad Company. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I moye that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 24, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


` NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 23, 1907. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Thomas B. Stapp, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Cavalry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. Peter S. Bomus, Sixth Cavalry, to be colonel from 
January 19, 1907, vice Godfrey, Ninth Cavalry, appointed briga- 
dier-general. 

Maj. Matthias W. Day, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from January 19, 1907, vice Bomus, Sixth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. John B. McDonald, detailed quartermaster, to be major 
from January 19, 1907, vice Day, Fifteenth Cayalry, promoted. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Passed Asst. Paymaster John R. Hornberger, with the rank 
of lieutenant (junior grade), to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 30th 
day of July, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exceutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 23, 1907. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Henry L. Hines, of Massachusetts, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Springfield, in the State of Massachusetts. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Daniel W. Patrick, of North Carolina, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Pamlico, in the State of North Carolina. 

Daniel H. Moody, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Wiscasset, in the State of Maine. 


` PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, United States Navy, retired, to be a 
lieutenant-commander on the retired list of the Navy from the 
29th day of June, 1906, in accordance with a provision contained 
in the naval appropriation act approved on that date. 

Asst. Engineer Henry E. Rhoades, United States Navy, re- 
tired, with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), to be a passed 
assistant engineer on the retired list of the Navy, with the rank 
of lieutenant (junior grade), from the 29th day of June, 1906, 
in accordance with a provision contained in the naval appro- 
priation act approved on that date. 

Chaplain George A. Crawford, United States Navy, retired, 
with the rank of commander, to be a chaplain on the retired list 
of the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 29th day of 
June, 1906. 
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POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Sheridan G. Berger to be postmaster at Ontario, in the county 
of San Bernardino and State of California. 

Nora Buchanan to be postmaster at Black Diamond, in the 
county of Contra Costa and State of California. 

Pierce J. Elliot to be postmaster at Sausalito, in the county of 
Marin and State of California. 

Crispin C. Ortega to be postmaster at Sonora, in the county of 
Tuolumne and State of California. 


CONNECTICUT. 


Thomas F. Higgins to be postmaster at Terryville, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut: 


DELAWARE. 


Douglass C. Allee to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of 
Kent and State of Delaware. 


ILLINOIS. 


Robert C. Boehm to be postmaster at White Hall, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois. 
Harry M. Martin to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Ilinois, 
INDIANA. 
Walter Bradfute to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the 


county of Monroe and State of Indiana. 

John S. Glenn to be postmaster at Huntington, in the 
of Huntington and State of Indiana. 

Seward S. Watson to be postmaster at Winchester, 
county of Randolph and State of Indiana. 


LOUISIANA. 


Benjamin Deblieux to be postmaster at Plaquemine, 
parish of Iberville and State of Louisiana. 


MICHIGAN. 


John Amesse to be postmaster at Lake Linden, in the county 
of Houghton and State of Michigan. 

Joshua Braun to be postmaster at Sebewaing, in the 
of Huron and State of Michigan. 

Charles M, Fails to be postmaster at Wolverine, in the county 
of Cheboygan and State of Michigan. 


MINNESOTA. 


Charles E. Fuller to be postmaster at St. James, in the county 
of Watonwan and State of Minnesota. 

John L. Grady to be postmaster at Cass Lake, in the county of 
Cass and State of Minnesota. 

Edward F. Gummer to be postmaster at Frazee, in the county 
of Becker and State of Minnesota. 


' NEW YORE. 


Clarence M. Bates to be postmaster at Cherry Valley, in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Willis G. Briggs to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county of 
Wake and State of North Carolina. 

William J. Flowers to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in the 
county of Wayne and State of North Carolina. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Benjamin F. Hevener to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. : 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Charles S. Robinson to be postmaster at Lonsdale, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 


VERMONT. 


John S. Sweeney to be postmaster at Island Pond, in the 
county of Essex and State of Vermont. 

Frank T. Taylor to be postmaster at Hardwick, in the county 
of Caledonia and State of Vermont. 

James H. Viele to be postmaster at Essex Junction, in the 
county of Chittenden and State of Vermont. 


WISCONSIN. 


Edward M. Crane to be postmaster at Oshkosh, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of. Wisconsin. 

Francis R. Dittmer to be postmaster at Seymour, in the 
county of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles Kimnach to be postmaster at Cudahy, in the county 
of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 

William H. Landolt to be postmaster at Wauwatosa, in the 
couzty of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, January 23, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 

De Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture, by 
the direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 24815) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and 
ordered to be printed. 
= Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of or- 

er. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that 
I will ask for the consideration of the bill to-morrow immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve inself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 24640) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1908, and for other purposes. And that I ask 
unanimous consent that the time for general debate be divided 
equally between the two sides, one half to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Sutrivan] and the other 
half by myself. À 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the pension bill, 
and pending that asks unanimous consent that the time for gen- 
eral debate be equally divided, one half to be controlled by him- 
self and the other half by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Michigan how long general debate is likely to run. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is quite impossible to say, 
now, but three hours have been asked for on this side of the 
House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Surxxvax l is not now in the House, but I will 
agree to the request made by the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SULLIVAN}, as I understand, has agreed to this. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is so understood. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINdSsTON ] is the other member of 
the minority of the subcommittee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will agree to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Michigan that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the pension bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. TOWNSEND 
in the chair. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the bill as re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations carries $137,- 
000,000 for the payment of pensions for the year ending June 
80, 1908, as against $139,000,000 for the current year. 

The total number of pensioners on the roll June 30, 1906, was 
985,971, as against 998,441 at the same date in the preceding 
year. 

The loss in civil-war pensioners during the year was 20,543. 
in pensioners in all wars previous to the civil war was 1,028, 
making the total loss 21,571. The gain in pensioners during 
the year from the civil war was 6,212, from the war with Spain 
2,130, and from the regular establishment 759, making a total 
gain of 9,102. 

The net loss to the pension roll during the current year was 
12,470, or 1.26 per cent. 

There are now 666,453 civil-war pensioners on the rolls. Of 
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these, 302,605 draw $10 or less per month, 597,905 $12 or less, 
and but 128,543 who draw over $12 per month. 

The number of applications filed in 1906 was less than in any 
year since 1884. This would indicate that there are but cóm- 
paratively few remaining in the “unknown army” of nonpen- 
sion-drawing soldiers who intend to apply. 

It is interesting to note that in eight years after the close of 
war with Spain the Goyernment had paid in pensions on ac- 
count of that war a sum equal to 22 per cent of the total paid 
to the pensioners charged to the Revolution, 34 per cent of the 
sum paid because of the war with Mexico, and 40 per cent of 
the sum total paid on account of the war of 1812-14. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. The gentleman from Michigan means new 
applications? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, New applications, showing that 
what is known as the “army of nonpensioners” has nearly 
vanished, that there will be comparatively few additional new 
applications for pensions. 

Another lesson may be learned from this, that down to 187 
the Navy pensioners were paid out of the Navy fund. 

This year the Navy fund pays less than 9 per cent of the 
amount required for the men upon this line. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman, for my 
own information, how that Navy fund was created? I notice it 
amounts to something over $14,000,000. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Generalfy speaking, from the 
sale of prizes, but, for the gentleman’s information and for the 
information of the House, I will embody in my answer a quota- 
tion from the statutes on this subject: í 

Sec. 4751. All penalties and forfeitures incurred under the provi- 
sions of sections 2461, 2462, and 2463, title, The public lands,” shall 
be sued for, recovered, distributed, and accounted for under the direc- 
tions of the Secretary of the Nayy, and shall be paid over, one half to 
the informers, if any, or captors, where seized, and the other half to 
the Secretary of the Navy for the use of the Navy pension fund; and 
the Secretary is authorized to mitigate, in whole or in part, on such 
terms and conditions as he deems proper, by an order in writing, any 
fine, penalty, or forfeiture so incurred. 

SEC. 4752. All monay accruing or which has already accrued to the 
United States from sale of prizes shall be and remain forever a fund 
for the payment of pensions to officers, seamen, and marines who may 
be entitled to receive the same; and if such fund be insufficient for the 


pores the public faith is pledged to make up the 5 Ì but 
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it should be more than sufficient, the surplus shall be applic 4 the 
olllcers, 


making of further provision for the comfort of the disab 
seamen, and marines. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I did not know. It was a stumbling block 
in my way when I struck it in the committee’s report. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think that is it. Here is 
another thought. It is to be expected that for some years there 
will be a steady increase of the widows added to the pension 
rolls from the veterans of the civil war. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will there not be a steady increase of the 
Spanish-American soldiers and soldiers of the Philippine war? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I was just coming to that now. 
It is expected also, as the gentleman from New York suggests, 
that there will be for years to come a steady increase of pen- 
sioners from the soldiers engaged in the war with Spain. 
More than that, there has been and there will continue to be a 
steady increase from the regular establishment. From these 
three sources we deriye an offset in part from the reductions 
that come because of the deaths of the ciyil-war soldiers. So 
that there will not be that marked decline in the number of 
pensioners upon the rolls that has been generally expected. 

The cnly item in the bill that is likely to provoke any con- 
siderable controversy is the recommendation of the committee 
to appropriate for the maintenance of nine pension agencies. 
There are now eighteen of these. The committee do this in the 
belief that it will add to the economy and the efficiency of the 
service. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentle- 
man again? Will he kindly tell the committee how he arrives 
at the conclusion recommending certain cities and omitting 
others which are now regular pension agencies? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I may say, Mr. Chairman, that 
the whole matter was gone into somewhat thoroughly by the 
subcommittee, and after getting the information furnished by 
the Commissioner of Pensions we asked from him a statement 
as to a proposed scheme of consolidation. He presented what 
may be termed a “tentative arrangement ”—nothing definite in 
the scheme offered by him or suggested by him as appears in 
the hearings; and yet I want to be entirely frank with the 
committee and say that if the consolidation takes place it will 
probably be along the line suggested by the Pension Commis- 
sioner in the scheme proposed. Now, why were certain cities 
omitted and others included? Take the city from which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. GouLpEN] comes. It so happens 
that there are two pension agencies in the State of New York, 


one in the city of New York and the other in the city of Buffalo. 
New York City is the only pension agency of the entire eighteen 
that now pays a rent. It costs the Government $4,500 a year 
for quarters in which to house the agency in New York City. 
In Buffalo there is no rent. Hence I assume that the Commis- 
sioner reasoned that we had better take the entire agency to 
Buffalo rather than to New York, because in the former city 
we haye free quarters in a Government building. 

Mr. DALZELL. May I. interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. If I read the report aright, the city in 
which I live, Pittsburg, is omitted as one of the agencies to be 
abolished. The pension agency in that city is in the Federal 
building, and the Government is not called upon to pay any 
rent. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. We are just completing in New 
York City a Federal building, in which unquestionably the pen- 
sion agency would be housed without paying rent, so that there 
is no ground for that excuse. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] I would say 
this, that New York, as has been stated, was eliminated in 
the proposed scheme because they had rent to pay. It is the 
only agency housed in other than a Government building, hence 
if any consolidations are to be made the remaining agencies 
must be taken from Government buildings and put with those 
now in Government buildings. Pennsylvania has two agencies. 
Pittsburg pays in round numbers $6,000,000 a year and Phila- 
delphia $7,000,000 a year. It has been shown that the larger 
agencies can be conducted with much greater economy than the 
small agencies are. For example, Topeka, the largest agency 
of the whole lot, pays 113,500 soldiers, at an average cost of 40 
cents per pensioner. Augusta, one of the smallest of the agencies, 
pays about $3,000,000, and the exact number of pensioners there 
is only 17,700. It costs 73 cents a man to pay the pensioners 
in that agency. The average cost is 53 cents—costing 21 cents 
more per pensioner in the smaller agencies than in the average 
and 31 cents more than at the Topeka agency. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why is there to be a consolidation at Phila- 
delphia? - 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Now, you ask why the consoli- 
dation in Philadelphia. 

Mr. DALZELL. On the score of economy, how much would 
it save per man to transfer the office from Pittsburg to Phila- 
delphia? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In that specific instance it is 
very difficult to estimate, but we do know this, that between 
the maximum of the Augusta agency at 73 cents per pensioner 
and the Topeka agency at 40 cents per pensioner, these repre- 
senting the two extremes, the saving is the difference between 
those two of nearly 50 per cent, and I may say further—and I 
would like to have all gentlemen note this—that there is no more 
complaint on the part of the soldiers who are paid from the 
Topeka agency than those who are paid from the Augusta or 
Concord agency. 

Mr. SULLOWAY and several gentlemen rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Michi- 
gan yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I heard the gentleman from 
New Hampshire first, I think. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
the saving would be to the Government by abolishing the agency 
at Concord, which pays New Hampshire and Vermont soldiers? 
That agency is established in a Government building, and there is 
no rental whatever. Is it his position here that because you save 
20 or 22 cents to a man that they shall wait five or six weeks to 
get their pensions? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not understand the gentleman from 
Michigan has stated in the particular instance to which I have 
referred that there would be any saving per man in transferring 
the office from Pittsburg to Philadelphia. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I beg pardon, if I interrupted the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. DALZELL. You did not interrupt me, but on the score 
of economy I have not heard from the gentleman yet any reason 
why that particular transfer should be made. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Neither have I in the case I cited. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think perhaps it may be 
made a little clearer to the gentleman if he will note, for in- 
stance, in Philadelphia there are twenty-seven clerks—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Philadelphia pays out $7,000,000 and Pitts- 
burg pays out $6,000,000, 
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Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In Pittsburg there are twenty- 
four clerks, making fifty-one clerks in those two agencies, 
paying about $13,000,000. There are thirty-nine clerks in To- 
peka, paying $16,000,000. Now, you can figure out, gentlemen, 
on the basis of the average, not the specific instance from 
Philadelphia, Pittsburg, or Concord, but the general average 
to-day is 53 cents. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Does it amount to anything practical in 
the soldier getting his pension sooner? 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
this: I do not care anything about Topeka or a comparison 
between Topeka and Augusta. What I want to know is what 
saving will there be by transferring the Pittsburg agency to 
Philadelphia? That is the only thing I am particularly inter- 
ested in at this time. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
case? 

Mr. DALZELL. In that particular case what will be the 
saving to the United States Government? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Now, the gentleman can read- 
ily see, if he has at all given consideration to the subject, that 
we can not figure out specifically what will be saved in that 
particular combination. We do know what can be saved all 
along the line. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is exactly what I want to show, that 
you ean not pick out any particular nine agencies of these 
eighteen agencies that with justice should be abolished. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan.” Yes; we will come to that 
later. I want to ask the gentleman from New Hampshire. 
He asked what is the benefit of this if it delays the soldier 
four or fiye days in getting his pension. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I said weeks; I intended to. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Is it possible? Weeks! Now, 
gentlemen, the Commissioner of Pensions shows that any place 
east of the. Mississippi River can be reached by mail in 
twenty-four hours from Washington. 

Mr. OTJEN. Why not pay them all from Washington? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. We will get to that shortly. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Is it not his purpose to consolidate the 
whole shooting match at Washington and 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will say to the gentleman 
that we had the “shooting match” more than forty years ago. 
Now, if this combination takes place the consolidation for the 
payment of all the New England soldiers will be made in a 
general office. I do not speak authoritatively, but probably in 
the city of Boston. 

Why, you can walk anywhere over in New England from 
Boston and get back again in less than five weeks. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I would suggest to the gentleman to come 
up sometime and take the exercise. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman certainly does 
not wish to stand on the proposition that the proposed consoli- 
dation will delay the New England soldiers four or five weeks or 
four or fiye days. It will not delay them twenty-four hours if 
every pensioner is paid from the city of Boston rather than 
from Concord, Boston, and Augusta. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Surely. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. How many in New England would be paid 
from the city of Boston? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In round numbers, 100,000. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Are there not more than that? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, more or less. 
more rather than less. 

Mr. GOULDEN. If the gentleman will pardon me, the num- 
ber is 94,229. This is from the figures given by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Will it lessen the clerical force one sin- 
gle individual in preparing these vouchers and sending out the 
envelopes with checks in them? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is-the belief and is in 
the statement made by the Commissioner. Now, this is the sit- 
uation: We have in each one of the eighteen agencies a force 
of clerks that are rushed, say, for ten days or two weeks, and 
then they have comparatively nothing to do for the balance of 
the quarter. Now, the scheme is to give these clerks something 
to do for more than the comparatively short time required to 
pay the pensioners under the present arrangement. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr, SULLOWAY. If that is a fact, why do you not lessen 
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ne number of clerks? Surely a lot of fellows with nothing on 
and 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I did not quite get that. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. If it is a fact that you have a lot of clerks, 
or a number of clerks, speaking more politely, in these agencies 
who have nothing to do except for a few days, why do you not 
lessen the clerical force? s 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. For the very reason that the 
gentleman has already intimated as his objection to changing 
the Concord agency to Boston, that to have a smaller force of 
clerks would prolong the period necessary in which to give 
prompt deliverance of the quarterly checks to the pensioners. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Are not all the checks written out in ad- 
vance and signed in advance, and ready to put in the envelopes 
when the vouchers arrive in proper form? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. But there is a certain set of 
machinery—— 

Mr. SULLOWAY. What set of machinery is required in 
order to draw the checks, address the envelopes, except to put 
the checks in them? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I am glad the 
gentleman suggested that. Already they are employing in the 
larger of these agencies addressing machines and folding ma- 
chines to saye help. In other words, they are doing precisely 
what one of you business men would do if you were conducting 
your own private business—using the modern labor-saving ap- 
pliances—and that is what will be done. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That means a lessening of the clerks, 
does it not? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Less expense as well, does it not? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly; the expense re- 
duced in proportion to the number of clerks cut out and agencies 
reduced. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. What is the objection to lessening the 
clerical force now? That is what I want to know. If it is a 
fact that you have a surplus of clerks on hand. 

Mr. LITTAUER. When they are subdivided they can rst be 
reduced. s 

Mr. SULLOWAY. What is the reason? 

Mr. LITTAUER. A force gathered together and working 
altogether can do the same amount of work with a less number 
of individuals employed than if they be scattered round about. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. There is nothing in that whatever. If 
you haye got to let them have less clerical force at the agency 
at Concord, it is well enough to do it, and why not discharge 
them instead of discontinuing the agency? The same clerical 
force will be needed that you now have. ‘There is no question 
about that. This is simply a question of consolidating these 
offices, bunching them, to the inconyenience of the soldiers of 
this country. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not understand in what way the gen- 
tleman means they will be inconyenienced. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. In delay. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman from 
New York to proceed with his question. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not appreciate this matter of delay 
at all. I am advised here that soldiers continue to receive their 
checks from Washington in some localities in Ohio and other 
States within thirty hours of the day in which they are due, 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It may be so in certain instances. 

Mr. LITTAUER. This whole proposition is a matter looking 
toward economy, paying less for clerk hire, by making a con- 
solidation of the work rather than having it spread all over. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I fail to understand the economy of rent, 
when the agency is in a public building that pays no rent what- 
ever. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman from 
New York. $ 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that in a letter 
of Commissioner Warner, which treats ọf the question of econ- 
omy raised by the gentleman from New Hampshire, there is 
rent of $4,500; salaries for nine pension agencies, $36,000; clerk 
hire, stationery, printing, and other items for clerks, $64,000, 
making a total saying of $104,500, as given by the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 
cord, N. H. 

Mr. GOULDEN. 


There is no rent for the agency at Con- 


No; but the rental is at New York, which 


will not continue beyond a year or two, when the new custom- 
house will be completed. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. I am not talking about New York City, 


Mr. GOULD®SN. Yes; but there is the saving of the salaries 
of the pension agents at points where the agency is abolished. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Oh, yes; there is no question about that. 

Mr. GOULDEN. And I want to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan while I am on the floor if there was no rent to be paid 
in New York City, would you recommend the discontinuance of 
that agency, when there are 10,000 more pensioners paid in New 
York than in the city of Buffalo? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In reply to the gentleman from 
New York, I will repeat my statement earlier in the discussion 
that this is a scheme presented, not by the committee, as you 
will find, but by the Commissioner of Pensions. It is simply a 
tentative arrangement; but I have no doubt in my mind that if 
New York had free quarters, as Buffalo has, the proposed agency 
would have been retained in New York rather than Buffalo. 

Mr. GOULDEN.. Ten thousand more pensioners are paid in 
New York than in Buffalo, and if we have no rent to pay, as 
suggested by my colleague from New York [Mr. Benner], I do 
not see any reason why New York should have been ** out of 
this game, as it appears to me. 

Mr. LITTAUER. What game? 

Mr. GOULDEN. That's the way it looks to the average Mem- 
ber, to favor certain places at the expense of others. 

Mr. WEEKS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mich- 
igan what the effect would be of dispensing with all pension 
agencies—whether the pensioner would be delayed in getting his 
pension, and what the saving would be in expense, if any. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that 
that is the ideal scheme, and one that will ultimately be come to. 
Every pensioner can be paid from the city of Washington, and 
after the receipt of his first quarterly stipend he will notice no 
difference from now, though he might have a pension agency 
within five doors of his residence. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. May I ask the gentleman why? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Just a moment. The interval 
between the receipt of his payment would be the same. Why, 
we have a large number of pensioners who are paid in Canada, 
Ireland, ‘and Germany. They make their vouchers and send 
them here to Washington, and the pensions are sent to people 
living in these far-away countries, who receive their pensions 
three months from the date of the preceding one from year to 
year, if they are permanent residents abroad. Now, the sav- 
ing will be very great if that can be done. That matter was 
canvassed-in the committee, and it was ascertained that there 
are no quarters obtainable in this city now that would house 
the necessary pension force without renting; but the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions says that in the course of a few years 
there will be plenty of room in the present Pension building, 
where, with the clerical force and the machinery necessary, the 
payment of pensions in every quarter of the world could con- 
venlently be made. This is a step in that direction, and the 
committee feel it is better to do this now than to delay until 
that time comes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did the committee inquire into the question 
whether it would be possible to have a pension agency in every 
Congressional district in the United States and whether that 
would not be more convenient to the pensioners than to have the 
eighteen that we now have? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I presume that men could be 
gotten to take pension agencies, if there was one in every Con- 
gressional district. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Does not the gentleman think that an amend- 
ment of that kind would be vastly more popular than one seek- 
ing to cut off a few officials here and there? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. From the questions, I think 
such an amendment as that would carry here this morning. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no pension agency in the Con- 
gressional district of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted to ask the same question that was 
asked by the gentleman from Massachusetts, when I interrupted 
the gentleman before; but I believe the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. GARDNER] has not fully answered the question of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. The question is, How much 
money would be saved if we could do away with all these pension 
agencies and let the payments all be made from the city of 
Washington? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Fully 50 per cent of the present 
cost, which is over half a million dollars. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, I should like to ask the what 
objection could there possibly be, outside of the one that he 
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has given, to such an arrangement, by which they should all 
be abolished and the pensioners all paid directly from the city of 
Washington? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. From a business point of view 
there would be no objection and everything would be in its 
favor, but politically there would be eighteen objections. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. NORRIS. If there are only eighteen objections, we ought 
to be able to pass such an amendment. It looks to me as 
though there were more than eighteen objections. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I desire fo call the attention of the chairman 
of this committee and also the attention of the House to the 
fact that under the statement made by the Commissioner of 
Pensions he shows but one rental of a pension agency to-day, 
that in New York. All the other pension agents are officially 
housed in United States Government buildings, so that there 
is only one place where they rent an office. By this proposition 
that one rental of $4,500 will be saved. Then if they abolish 
these pension agencies they save the salaries of nine pension 
agents, at $4,000 a year, or $36,000, making a total of $40,500 
saved to the Government. Now, the estimate as to clerk hire 
is simply an estimate, that they may, under this consolidation, 
save a little clerk hire; but all the facts that they can produce 
show a saving of about $40,000, and great inconvenience 
and delay to tens of thousands of old soldiers, simply to save 
$40,000. I think the saving from reduction of clerical serv- 
ices can all be effected by the Department without consolida- 
tion if they desire it. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman if it 
is not a fact, admitted by the people who understand most about 
the pension business, that they expect no delay whatever by 
the reduction of the number of agencies. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In the scheme proposed by 
the Pension Commissioner, if it should be finally settled upon 
between himself and the President, there will be no appreciable 
delay to any soldier in the country because of it. - 

Mr. BRICK. Now, if as. proposed we reduce the number to 
nine and eventually reduce the whole business into one central 
agency for the whole United States, could not the employees 
be so marshaled and kept at work that there would not only 
be no delay to the soldiers, but that they might be paid once a 
month instead of once in three months? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana has mentioned a very important feature of the 
consolidation, particularly when it comes to the consolidation of 
all the agencies. The clerical force here can pay once each 
month throughout the entire year with great economy and with- 
out any appreciable effect upon the efliciency of the service and 
the promptness with which the soldier receives his pension. 

Mr. BRICK. And if that takes place, there will probably be 
a reduction of 50 per cent in the expense. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. More than that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan what prevents under the present organization of the 
eighteen agencies the carrying out of the recommendation of Mr. 
Warner of having the work distributed by the month rather 
than by quarters; that instead of having vouchers issued only 
on one certain day in each quarter for certain States and certain 
Territories to have them issued once a month for portions of 
said sections, so as to keep the clerical force employed? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, take the Concord agency ; 
of course 
Mr. STAFFORD. I would prefer to have the gentleman take 
the average agency. The Concord agency, the Louisville agency, 
the Augusta, Me., agency are the three that have less than 
20,000 pensioners. Take the average agency that has above 


„000. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Suppose you adopt the scheme 
suggested by the gentleman from Wisconsin. Why insist on 
having eighteen agencies to do that work, when there is not a 
man on the floor who will not state if he investigates this sub- 
ject that nine agencies can do the work just as well? 

Mr. STAFFORD. If you are after consolidation, we might 
concede that one agent could do it just as well; but it would 
result in quicker consolidation into one agency if all the eighteen 
agencies should remain as they are at present, and when the 
pension roll becomes so depleted that the offices are all on a 
par with the Concord and the Augusta, Me., offices, then there 
would be no need of supervising agents at the large offices as 
at present maintained. At the large offices, like Milwaukee and 
Pittsburg, that have more than 40,000 pensioners, the argument 
of the Pension Commissioner, so far as changing the work by 
months rather than by quarters, ean be put into force to-day. 
For instance, the Milwaukee agency,, which has Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, and the Dakotas as its territory, the clerical force 
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can be applied one month to Wisconsin and the next to Minne- 
. Sota, and the other month to the Dakotas, and the same saving 

in clerical force could be made as has been suggested by the 

Pension Commissioner. Now, I ask the gentleman why that ar- 

gument does not apply to these agencies to-day and why the Pen- 

sion Commissioner can not adopt the same system in the respee- 
tive agencies and still retain the present agencies? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman's position is 
faulty in this, that he would have the same force take care of 
5,000 or 6,000 pensioners in Dakota, for example, and 20,000 
in Wisconsin. You have got the same force to take care of 
them. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is not necessary to have territorial 
boundaries. They can be distributed according to location of 
Pensioners, so as to apportion their number equally. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. May I ask why the gentleman 
abandons his position so soon as its faultiness is pointed out to 
him? That is good generalship. [Laugliter.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 am not abandoning my position. If too 
many clerks are employed in the respective agencies they can be 
reduced so as to have them only adequate to do the work re- 
quired of them. They can divide the work into sections, rather 
than to have them work for one entire section at one time dur- 
ing the quarter. I should like to ask the gentleman from Michi- 
gan another question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If it is intended to reduce these agencies 
to nine, I suppose it is contemplated to merge the Milwaukee 
agency with the Chicago agency. Is that the understanding of 
the gentleman? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think that is in the proposed 
scheme by the Commissioner. But I have explained that that 
is not a fast and loose arrangement; it may be adjusted as 
later considerations and conditions shall determine. On the 
other hand, I think it is only fair to say that something of that 
kind will take place. 

Mr. STAFFORD, Has the gentleman considered the inade- 
quacy of quarters in the Chicago Federal building to provide 
for this additional work that will be placed on the Chicago 
office? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man asks me individually whether I have considered that, I 
say “no.” That is a matter of administration that comes to 
the Pension Commissioner and not to the Committee on Appro- 
priations or to this House. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is a fact, if the gentleman will permit 
me, that the Chicago Federal building to-day is overcrowded 
for room and could not spare any room for additional quarters, 
and if the Pension Bureau wanted additional quarters they 
would haye to go outside and rent them. 

Mr. LACBY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Michigan a question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not 
true, take the Des Moines agency as contrasted with the agency 
at Philadelphia or Washington, that the clerks there work for 
one-third less than they do at Chicago or Washington, because 
of the cheaper living there, and that when you consolidate this 
work in the great cities where it is more expensive to live, you 
must increase the compensation and thus do away with prac- 
tically all the saving that you would make by consolidation? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr, Chairman, I would say in 
reply to that that these clerks are all under civil service, and 
that they are paid substantially alike throughout the country, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand the contrary. They are all under 
the civil service, but their salaries are based somewhat to meget 
the expense of living in the localities where they are at work. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is mistaken, but we can get the information 
as to that. I now yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if the committee took into consideration, so far as New 
York is concerned, the fact that every pensioner in New York 
County—in fact, in the greater city—if this agency in New York 
is abolished, will have to pay exchange on his checks if the 
checks are sent out from Buffalo. That is the fact under the 
clearing house rules of New York City. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I would ask the gentleman if it is not pos- 
sible for the Buffalo agency to make a check upon the subtreas- 
ury in New York for every pension, so that it would be payable 
in New York funds? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 


5 I am not advised as to that at 
all. > 
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Mr. PAYNE. But I am asking the gentleman from Michigan. 
Anybody ought to be able to answer that in the affirmative. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Why, certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Anyone could answer that in the affirmative, 
as I say. And I know that my colleague [Mr. BENNET] could. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman from Michigan 
got very sudden light. 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘And I want to suggest further to the gentleman 
from Michigan that he might ask some of these gentlemen 
whether there is not enough patriotism among them to try and 
save half a million dollars for the Treasury, even though they 
do have to give up the little patronage there is by maintaining 
these eighteen agencies? That is the burning question. It is a 
good deal like the question before the House some time ago 
when we talked of getting rid of one or two ports of entry in 
the United States where there were no collections. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I would like to ask my col- 
league if he would join with the rest. of the patriots in the 
House in abolishing the Buffalo office? 

Mr. PAYNE. I most certainly would. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Or the one at Auburn? 

Mr. PAYNE. I most certainly would join in abolishing them” 
all, and I would have them all paid from the city of Washing- 
ton, and I would vote for it every day in the week if I had an 
opportunity. ; 

Mr. GOULDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan what effort was made to ascertain the cost of the 
rental for the necessary building in the city of Washington so 
as to consolidate all the agencies in the one city? I ask that 
for information. The gentleman has told me that there would 
be 50 per cent saved in clerical and other expenses, and I would 
like to have the other question answered. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would say that within the 
last year the Washington agency, with which it is proposed to 
consolidate the Knoxville and Louisville agencies, has been 
housed in the Pension building. They wanted better quarters— 
and they were in very poor quarters—that would cost, say, $4,500. 
The Commissioner of Pensions said to the pension agent that 
he could make room for them in the general Pension building, 
and N they are to-day, without cost and conveniently lo- 
cated. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to my question about 
what the saving would be in case all of the pension agencies 
were abolished I understood the gentleman from Michigan to 
say about $270,000. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
propriation, which is $550,000. 

Mr. WEEKS. I want to ask the gentleman from Michigan, 
that being the case, why he does not move to abolish all pension 
agencies, hire a whole building in the city of Washington, if it 
is necessary, for, say, $20,000, and make a net saving of $250,000? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, that is a busi- 
ness man talking, and he talks just like a business man would 
talk at home in conducting his private affairs, and I am sorry 
that we do not all take the same view of it here. As I said, 
that is the ideal thing to do, and we hope to reach it some day. 
The objection is now, as urged by the Pension Commissioner, 
that he has not the room to do it, but would have it probably in 


1563 


About half of the present ap- 


two or three years. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? . 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. We have now in Pennsylvania two pension 
agencies, one at Pittsburg, on the extreme west, and the other 
at Philadelphia, on the extreme east. I live at Harrisburg, 
which is in the center of the State. We have been playing both 
ends against the middle, so to speak. I want to ask the gentle- 
man, now that he is going to abolish one or concentrate them, 
whether it would not be perhaps a good thing—and I submit 
this particularly to my colleagues from Pittsburg and Phila- 
delphia—to concentrate and haye the consolidated ‘office at 
Harrisburg, in the middle of the State? It is a most desirable 
place in which to live. We have a beautiful new capitol build- 
ing there, and I think the pensioners would be willing to come 
and get their checks personally, just to see the beautiful city 
and the beautiful capitol that we have there. You know Harris- 
burg once came very near being the national capital. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would respectfully refer the 
Pennsylvania delegation to the Commissioner of Pensions and 
the President to answer that. They will adjust the matter 
ultimately if the consolidation is approved by the Congress. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought to proceed with 
the regular discussion pertaining to this bill, and I therefore 
suggest that until the bill is taken up under the five-minute rule 
we forego occupying further time in this desultory way. 
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Mr. Chairman, there are several gentlemen who have asked 
for time. I do not see the gentleman from Ohio here [Mr. 
GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would like to speak for five or ten min- 
utes myself now. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, Mr. SULLIVAN, 
who controls the time for the minority, desires to occupy a few 
minutes at this time. ‘ 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts per- 
mit me to ask the chairman of the subcommittee a question be- 
fore he begins? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. 
nois for a question. 

Mr. PRINCE. I would like to ask the chairman of the sub- 
committee, who has this matter in charge, a question, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has yielded to me to do so. The 
question is this: You stated that in one, two, three, or four 
years’ time there will be room in the Pension Office for the 
housing of the clerks who are necessary to transact the business 
of paying soldiers their vouchers from the city of Washington. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is anticipated. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will you be kind enough to tell how the room 
is to be obtained? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I stated that 
up to comparatively recently the whole space in the Pension 
building has been occupied by the force that had to do with the 
issuing of pensions. A year ago the pension agent in this city 
made application to remove the quarters in which the business 
was carried on to more commodious and pleasanter quarters, 
and with good reason I may say. The Pension Commissioner 
ascertained that this project was on foot. He sent for the pen- 
sion agent in this city and said to him: “I believe we can make 
room for you now, for we have a less number of clerks right 
here in this building.” It was because of the reduction of cler- 
ical force in the Pension building that the pension agency in 
this city was transferred to that building, and is there now. 
That reduction, of course, is going on continually, and within a 
comparatively short time there will be an abundance of room 
for a force sufficiently large to pay all the pensions in the 
present Pension building. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, 
its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 7270. An act to establish a fish-hatching and fish-culture 
station at Dell Rapids, S. Dak. ; 

S. 7147. An act to amend section 2536 of the Revised Statutes, 
relative to assistant appraisers at the port of New York, and 
further defining their powers, duties, and compensation; and 

8. 7793. An act to fix Mie time of holding the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States in and for the northern dis- 
trict of Lowa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of 
Representatives, in e BEF with its request, the bill (H. R. 1050) 
for the relief of Edwin S. Hall. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 4423. An act providing for the donation of obsolete cannon, 
with their carriages and equipments, to the University of Idaho; 

S. 4563. An act to prohibit corporations from making money 
contributions in connection with political elections; and 

S. R. 86. Joint resolution granting an extension of time to 
certain homestead entrymen. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

II. R. 24048. An act authorizing and empowering the Secretary 
of War to locate a right of way for and granting the same and 
a right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through the 
Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to the Spokane and Inland Empire Railroad Company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns. f 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, this proposition to consoli- 
date the pension agencies is not a new one, and in a Congress 
of patriotic citizens actuated solely by a desire to save the pub- 
lic money it ought not to be a difficult plan to execute; but I 
remember some years ago hearing a distinguished Democrat 
upon a public platform declare what he conceived to be the 


Yes. I yield to the gentleman from Illi- 


difference between the Republican party and the Democratic 
party. He declared that Democracy was a faith and Republic- , 


anism an appetite. I think the justice of that characterization 
is borne out by the proceedings here this morning, for we find 
the war is confined to that side of the Chamber and that the 
prize is patronage. No man who has questioned the action of 
the Committee on Appropriations so far has said that the pro- 
posed consolidation would not work an economy, and no one 
has made the claim with any attempt to substantiate it that a sin- 
gle soldier who receives a pension would be delayed or hindered 
a single day or to the slightest degree by this proposed change. 
Therefore it results that the only reason for opposing it is found 
in the cohesive force of public plunder, and the cohesive force 
is exercised to-day upon that side of the Chamber. In order 
to show that this characterization is a just one I would like to 
read a little from the testimony of last year. I want to show 
the House that the only thing that makes for the solidarity of 
the Republican organization is patronage, and that that is well 
understood by the chief of the Republican party in the United 
States—I mean by the President of the United States—— 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? . 

Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. WANGER. You stated that no pensioner would be de- 
layed a single day by reason of the consolidation of agencies. 
I notice on page 6 of the hearings that the Commissioner of 
Pensions said: 

The pensioner at San Francisco might be delayed ten days or longer 
oe ng his pension, but after that time he would get it every ninety 

In other words, as I understand the Commissioner, there will 
be no delay simply because it takes ten days to reach him from 
the central agency, and that instead of getting his pension on the 
4th of the month hé will get it on the 14th, and the 14th will 
recur as regularly as the 4th. In other words, there will be a 
delay of ten days every payment, but that will be regular, and 
that delay more or less will exist all over, the country. Is not 
that true? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. No; the gentleman is altogether wrong, as 
I will proceed to point out. If he had read more, he would have 
reached.a different conclusion, I think. 

Mr. WANGER. Permit me a word more. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. No; pardon me; let me finish and then I 
will yield later. 

The gentleman has been reading the statement of the Com- 
missioner with reference to the proposition to consolidate the 
eighteen agencies into one, and not his statement with reference 
to this proposed plan of consolidation into nine agencies. If we 
consolidate them all into one, and have the sole agency at Wash- 
ington, then the man in San Francisco would be delayed on his 
first payment ten days. But that is not the plan that is under 
consideration, I would say to the gentleman. Under this plan 
the agency at San Francisco will not be disturbed, and the 
pensioners who receive their pay from that oflice will not be 
delayed a single day. But admitting that we went further than 
we propose to go here to-day, and advocated the change by con- 
solidating all agencies into one, his statement would still be 
substantially true—I call the gentleman’s attention to that 
fact—for although some pensioners in some parts of the country 
might be delayed ten days on the first payment, they never 
would be delayed after that. They would receive their pension 
money within three months of that first payment, and they 
would suffer no inconvenience beyond that. 

Mr. WANGER. The difference would be that while a man 
would be expecting his pension on the 4th of the month he 
would, under consolidation into one agency at a particular 
point, get it on the 14th—— 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WANGER (continuing). Instead of the 4th. 

Mr, SULLIVAN. But he would continue subsequently to 
get it upon the 14th, and the 14th would then be his golden 
day instead of the 4th. He would be looking for the 14th, and 
would be quite as well satisfied. 

Mr. WANGER. Although his certificate would tell him to get 
it on the 4th? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Even so, but his common sense would tell 
him he would get it on the 14th. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, a member of the subcommittee, what would be 
the saving in case it was consolidated into one agency—leaving 
out and excepting San Francisco—what would be the approxi- 
mate saving in this matter? That goes to the meat of it. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. That goes to the meat of a proposition we 
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are not discussing. That proposes a consolidation that is not 
before this House. We are proposing simply to cut off nine of 
the agencies out of the eighteen, and the one the gentleman is 
considering is to cut them down to one. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Two. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Or two. The Commissioner of Pensions 
did not give us a statement of the saving effected by consolida- 
tion into one agency, but did give us a statement of the saving 
to be effected by the proposed consolidation into nine, and the 
saving would be $104,500 annually. He stated that sixty-four 
clerks, at $1,000 apiece, could be dropped in the several 
agencies which were discontinued. It would also save $36,000, 
which would pay the salaries of nine pension agents. We 
would save $4,500 a year which we are now paying as rent in 
New York City, temporarily. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to say that 
within two years they will not be paying that rent, because the 
new custom-house will be completed and the agency will be 
housed in that building? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. That is all very true, but within a period 
far less than two years we will not pay it if the proposition 
goes through to-day. So, if the gentleman desires economy, he 
can better effect it by the route proposed by the committee than 
by his own. 

Mr. GOULDEN. We certainly want economy, but we do not 
want 10,000 more pensioners in New York than in Buffalo to be 
put to the trouble of getting their money from Buffalo. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I will call to the gentleman’s attention a 
statement of the Pension Commissioner, who must be admitted 
to be qualified to judge of this matter, that if we consolidate 
the two agencies in New York into one, no pensioner will 
be delayed a single day as a result of it, and that he will not 
suffer the slightest inconyenlence. But what I was about to 
say, Mr. Chairman, was that this subject is not a new one; that 
it was before the Committee on Appropriations one year ago, 
and that a motion was made, which appears by the RECORD of 
last year, to consolidate these agencies into six. That motion 
was based upon the statement of the Commissioner that six 
agencies could do the work as well as eighteen. 

When the motion was considered, it was pointed out that the 
consolidation could be effected by Executive order and that it 
did not require legislation. It was suggested then that it would 
be better not to commit an apparent trespass upon the preroga- 
tives of the President by refusing to appropriate the money for 
the agencies, and in that manner accomplish the reduction by 
indirection, but would be better to consult with him and as- 
certain whether he would not make an order for the consolida- 
tion of these agencies, and that suggestion was acted upon. As 
a result one of the members of the committee called upon the 
President, and I read now from page 19 of last year’s re- 
port a statement made to the committee by one of its members 
which gives the result of the conference between the Presi- 
dent and the members of the Committee on Appropriations: 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Gentlemen, I want to say, first, in regard 
to the instructions of e committee last Friday, that the President 
was waited upon last Saturday by the Commissioner of Pensions and 
myself in reference to the consolidation of the pension agencies as 
discussed in this committee on Friday, and my impression was, and 
indeed he said, that he would take up the matter, but could not do it 
now; he was pressed too much; but later on, right after the adjourn- 
ment, he would take up the matter with the Commissioner of Pensions 


and give to the whole subject very careful consideration, with a view 
of ucing the number of pension agencies. 


There we haye complete evidence that the matter was pre- 
sented to the President by a member of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee and by the Pension Commissioner, the Commissioner go- 
ing very soon after making his statement to the Appropriations 
Committee that these agencies should be consolidated and 
twelve of them dropped, leaving six to administer the function. 
Unquestionably, although I would not have the hardihood to 
say what the President heard and what the President said, and 
to quote the conversation that was reported, I will say this: 
That undoubtedly the Commissioner of Pensions pressed upon 
the President the expediency of reducing the agencies to six. 
The President promised to take the matter up after the ad- 
journment of Congress. We adjourned last July. The Presi- 
dent had it in his power every day since last July, by Execu- 
tive order, to consolidate these agencies. The President has 
failed to do it; and this year the Commissioner of Pensions 
comes before the committee once more and renews his proposi- 
tion to consolidate these agencies, and he repeats his testimony 
of one year ago, that these agencies can be reduced to nine and 
even to six. 

Now, then, I assert, Mr. Chairman, that the failure of the 
President to effect this saving of about $100,000, in a case 
brought directly to his attention, is a recognition upon his part, 
as head of the Republican party, that patronage is the sole 
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principle upon which the Republican party has maintained its 
organization. ) 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Iwill. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts does the President an injustice. I do not like 
to quote on the floor of the House what the President has 
said or said at that time; but I will undertake the responsi- 
bility of saying this: That he then said substantially, “I am 
ready to do anything that the Commissioner of Pensions will 
recommend; “ and I think he stands ready to do that now; but 
the reenforcement of an affirmative vote of this House would 
not only manifest to the President, but to the country, that the 
House is willing to forego some patronage as well as the 
President. 5 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, with all due respect 
to the gentleman, I think his analysis of the President's mo- 
tives is entirely wrozg; and I will proceed to point out wherein 
I think it is wrong. I will call his attention to a fact which 
is well known in this country, that the President does not 
usually wait in deference upon the Congress, but when he has 
fixed ideas which he likes to see crystallized into law he does 
not hesitate long in sending a vigorous message to Congress, 
and supplementing it with as many messages as he deems neces- 
sary to bring Congress to his way of thinking. 

If the President were convinced, as he must have been con- 
vinced by the Commissioner of Pensions, of the necessity of 
effecting this economy, and he felt that it would not do vio- 
lence to a sacred principle of the Republican party to effect 
this change himself, he would haye framed an Executive order 
accomplishing all that the Congress could accomplish by legis- 
lation. It would have been a virtuous act on the part of the 
President, for which he would have been entitled to the whole 
credit, but which now it seems he is simply asked to share 
with Congress. Usually, when the President can perform a 
meritorious act alone and without the aid of Congress, he does 
not hesitate to do so. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man allow another interruption? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I wish that politics might not 
be brought into this discussion, for only a purely business prin- 
ciple is involved; but is it not true that the last Democratic 
President of the United States issued an Executive order to 
abolish nine of these pension agencies; only in issuing the 
order he dated the time of its taking effect after the expira- 
tion of his term of office? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. That is true, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. So that even a Democratic 
President has a little idea of what patronage may be while he 
is in office. 

Mr. SULLIVAN.. That is true, Mr. Chairman. I haye no 
idea that Republicans alone have an idea of the value of pat- 
ronage. I think they could not get along without patronage 
as well as the Democratic party has got along. I think they 
appreciate the value of it more than the Democratic party does; 
but let me supplement the gentleman’s statement by saying 
that this virtuous action of a Democratic Executive in abolish- 
ing these agencies was rendered of no effect, because Presi- 
dent McKinley canceled the order when he came into office, 
showing clearly that even a virtuous action of a Democratic 
President which might effect an economy was simply intol- 
erable from the Republican standpoint. [Applause on Demo- 
cratic side.] 2 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I only want to suggest, if the 
gentleman will allow me, that the Gistinguished President, Mr. 
Cleveland, did not want the order to operate during his Admin- 
istration, when he might have applied it, but simply wanted to 
teach the Republicans in the future administration how to 
be economical and how to restrict their patronage. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. That may or may not be so, but the action 
of President McKinley and of President Roosevelt showed that 
they did not want it under any circumstances. That is the 
difference. Now, if President Roosevelt really thought that 
this economy should be effected in the interest of the taxpay- 
ers of the United States there would be no need of this dis- 
cussion. He could frame an Executive order dropping these 
agencies to-day. He would not have to wait until this recom- 
mendation of the Appropriations Committee passed through this 
House, passed through the struggle which it must encounter 
here at the hands of the friends of patronage upon that side of 


the Chamber, and then wait and watch its devious course 


through the upper Chamber after it emerges from this one. 
By a single stroke of the pen he could save the people of this 
country $100,000, but he prefers to have Congress do it I ask 
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the gentleman from Michigan, why does he prefer to have Con- 
gress do it? I will answer that question, and then the gentle- 
man may modify or qualify my answer or comment on it as he 
pleases ; but my own opinion is that he chooses to put upon Con- 
gress the responsibility for reducing the opportunity for Re- 
publican patronage. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, I would say that I have no 
knowledge, direct or indirect, hearsay or otherwise, that the 
President has spoken, directly or by -intimation, to the effect 
that he desires Congress to take any action upon this subject. 
He said to me a few days ago—I do not like to refer to private 
conversations with the President, but this seems to be necessary 
he said, I will do what the PenSion Commissioner recommends ;” 
not what the Congress recommends, but what the Pension Com- 
missioner recommends, and I think we ought to absolve the 
President of the United States from playing politics in a thing 
of this kind. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish that we could, but 
when a President is sworn to enforce laws and guard the peo- 
ple’s money, and has the power by a single stroke of the pen to 
execute an economy which will save $100,000 then I assert that 
politics is not being played upon this end of the Avenue. 
If the money ought to be sayed, and the President has the 
power to save it, why should he wait for the action of Con- 
gresss Did he wait for the action of Congress when he framed 
Executive Order 78, concerning which there were grave doubts 
as to his constitutional power? There are no such doubts here. 
He has the power under the statutes to effect this economy. 


Last year it was a subject of debate upon this floor, and a- 


resolution was offered to test the validity of Executive Order No. 
78; but by the narrow margin of three votes this House avoided 
an investigation of the validity of the President's order, al- 
though the House had a Republican majority of more than 
thirty. I simply point to that as an illustration of the fact 
that there were grave doubts on both sides of the Chamber of 
the validity under the Constitution of the action of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. He then exercised a doubtful power, 
which led to increased expenditure. He now refrains from ex- 
ercising an undoubted power in the interest of economy. But 
we are dealing now with a question that presents no such diffi- 
culties. The President's course is clear. He has the right 
under the law to effect this economy, and in order to show that 
I am entirely right in criticising the President's neglect I will 
read again from the statement of the gentleman from Michigan 
made to the Appropriations Committee and printed in the 
Recorp. He purports to give the result of conversations be- 
tween the President and the Commissioner of Pensions and 
himself and uses this language: 

The President was waited upon Saturday by the Commissioner of 
Pensions and myself in reference to the consolidation of the pension 
agencies, as discussed in this committee on Friday. My impression 
was, and, indeed, he said— 

Now, the gentleman undertakes to quote what the President 
said, and he has stated what he said in the report that he made 
to the committee of which he was a member— 
he said that he would take up the matter. 

If he intended Congress to act upon it, would it be necessary 
to tell the gentleman that he would take up the matter? What 
could he have meant by using the language, I will take up that 
matter” but that he, by Executive order, would effect this 
economy ? 

If he intended not to take up the matter, he would have said 
to the gentleman from Michigan, “I prefer not to take the re- 
sponsibility upon myself. I prefer that your committee recom- 
mend this change and the Congress accept the responsibility for 
this departure.” But he preferred to take another attitude on 
the question, and he used other language indicative of that pur- 
pose. He must have said: “I will take up this matter. I have 
not the time now; I am pressed.” Ile was pressed with the 
railroad-rate bill and other bills pending in this body; but after 
adjournment he would take up the matter with the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions and go through the whole subject, and give it 
careful consideration. 

The President of the United States came into public notice as 
a reformer, a vaunted reformer of the civil service in this 
country. Ile owed whatever political fame he enjoyed in his 
early days to the fact that he adyocated economy in the admin- 
istration of public affairs, and clinging to that principle, as he 
is reported in the press of the country, he has gained step by 
step the higher offices, until now he is in the office of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, where he has more power to effect 
reforms in the civil service in one minute of the day than he had 
years ago when he was day and night advocating these reforms ; 
and yet, with the subject brought to his attention by a responsi- 
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ble officer in charge of the Bureau, with the clear statement be- 
fore him that by a single stroke of the pen he could save $100,000 
of the people’s money, he has allowed that power to lie unused 
for a whole year, and then attempts to throw the responsibility 
of the change upon Congress. Now, I submit to the intelligent 
audience here if there could be any other possible interpretation 
of the President's motives than that? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
that the statement read from the minutes of last year is strictly 
accurate as I recollect that interview. There was no secretary 
present to take any minutes, no one but the Commissioner of 
Pensions and myself. Now, whether or not the Commissioner 
of Pensions called the President’s attention to this I do not 
know, but it would not be a surprising thing, with the very 
large responsibilities, with the exacting duties and the many 
demands made upon the President’s time, that this might have 
been overlooked unless his attention was especially called to it. 

Again, I want to repeat what I said, that there has never 
been any intimation by the President, directly or indirectly, 
that he desired, as far as I know, to shirk any responsibility in 
this matter. He is not a man who shirks his duty upon another 
person or body. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman on 
the other side may be content with that explanation, but I 
shall submit this question in all candor. If the President 
of the United States, knowing of the necessity of this change, 
failed to exercise the power which he possesses, is he not 
clearly open to the criticism that the purpose of submitting 
the proposition to effect that change to Congress must be to put 
the responsibility for the change upon that body? Will the 
gentleman from Michigan tell me of any one other motive which 
will explain his conduct in the premises? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not think in a matter of 
this kind it is necessary to go into the motives of a man. That 
is pretty farfetched, and I fear the gentleman has traversed 
very closely to that dangerous edge. It is a dangerous thing to 
stand- here and challenge the motives of any man, much less the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, there is no such thing 
as the crime of lése-majesté in this free Republic, I will remind 
the gentleman. I am fully aware of the meaning of my words, 
and I accept full responsibility for them. I have no fear of crit- 
icising the motives of the President of the United States any 
more than I would have of criticising the motives of any other 
individual in the United States. I have that right in this Cham- 
ber, I submit, and if I choose to exercise it, the only limitations 
that shall be put upon me are that I shall do it in a courteous 
manner and shall not exceed the proprieties of debate and shall 
cling to the facts of the case. I submit that I have done all 
three, that I have not exceeded any of those limitations, and 
that I am entirely within my rights. I can not retract a single 
word that I have said. I repeat that there must have been a 
motive for the failure to act, and rather than discuss it further, 
because I think it has been discussed enough, I leave it to the 
House to decide as a matter of conscience with each Member, if 
he decides to make examination, whether the gentleman. from 
Michigan [Mr. GARDNER] is right in his interpretation of the 
President's attitude or whether I am right. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. . Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman know whether or not 
these agencies were created by act of Congress or by Executive 
order originally? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. No; I do not. I can not answer that ques- 
tion. - 

Mr. KEIFER. My impression is that they were never created 
by Congress, but were generally provided for by law and fixed 
by order originally—away back. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
and that is if these economies in regard to clerk hire are possible 
únder a consolidation of offices, why are they not possible if 
made without consolidation? The bulk of the saving is by the 
reduction of clerk hire—$64,000, estimated. Can not this reduc- 
tion be just as well made by the Commissioner of Pensions with- 
out reference to a consolidation? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. No; I think not. 

Mr. GRAHAM, I can not see why. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Oh, I think the gentleman leaves out one 
element in the calculation. To illustrate, take the three New 
England agencies, Boston, Augusta, and Concord. Two of those 
three agencies now pay at the same time, the same months. and 
one at another time. If those three agencies were made into 
one, the time of payment in one of them, say, for example, the 
Boston agency, could be changed, and then the pensioners fn 
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Maine and in New Hampshire and in Massachusetts would re- 
ceive their checks at different periods from what they do now. 
Checks would go out to some part of that entire district each 
month, and the clerks, the smaller number of clerks, in the con- 
solidated agency would be employed in certain months of each 
year where they are not employed now. They now. send these 
checks out once every three months, and there does not appear 
to be a great deal of work for them to do in the intervals between 
those payments; but by consolidating three into one and making 
the dates of payment come each month, the clerks could be em- 
ployed each month. Let me illustrate further, for a moment. 
Augusta, Me., pays in March, June, September, and December, 
and Concord pays in January, April, July, and October. That 
takes up eight months of the year. Boston pays as Augusta 
does, in March, June, September, and December. By changing 
the dates of the Boston payment to February, May, August, and 
November that agency would send out these pay checks once 
each month, and the clerks could be employed constantly. In 
the same manner the same system could be applied in the other 
consolidated agencies throughout the country, and the clerks 
could be kept employed where they are now idle in these in- 
tervals of payment. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I see the force of the gentleman's argument, 
but I can not see why it can not be accomplished in another 
way by having temporary clerks. Take the Pittsburg agency, 
for example. A certain number are employed all the year 
round, and then when these payments are made an additional 
force is called in just for a month, or so many weeks—I think 
. it is a month that they employ them. Why could not the de- 
partment do the same thing in the interim, discharge a number 
of these clerks and just employ extra help during the time that 
the exigency of the case demands? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Undoubtedly the department might do 
that, but it is a question of making a large economy or a small 
economy. It would be better for the head of the department 
to save a dollar where he could rather than to save 50 cents, 
and by consolidating these agencies he -would save much more 
than he would by appointing temporary clerks, to say nothing 
of the danger with which we are all familiar, that the tem- 
porary clerk soon becomes a permanent one. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do. 

Mr. WEEKS. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 
I notice in this bill an appropriation of $4,000 a year each for 
nine agents. I presume that is the salary paid to all agents 
now. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. WEEKS. There are eighteen agents, which would make 
$72,000. Now, if all those agencies were abolished, I would 
like to ask my colleague if there would not be a saving of 
$72,000 on that question alone? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Of $68,000, because we would get rid of 
seventeen of those agencies, and that brings me to a discussion 
of the proposition which some gentlemen have brought forward 
here to-day of making one agency instead of eighteen. I am 
not sure that some of the gentlemen have brought it forward in 
good faith. I think perhaps they have advanced it in order to 
kill the proposed consolidation into nine, knowing very well 
that a proposition to consolidate eighteen into one would have 
a slim chance of passage in this House. I doubt if it could 
pass this House, but I see no reason on the merits of the case 
why we should not consolidate eighteen into one. There is a 
legislative difficulty, but there ought not to be any difficulty 
in principle. It is admitted by all who bave studied the sub- 
ject, notably by the Commissioner, that the pensioners through- 
out the country would not be delayed after the first payment 
if all the checks were sent out from one department in the 
city of Washington, and that a vast number of clerks could be 
dispensed with. 

The only objection from the Commissioner’s standpoint is 
that there is no building available for the housing of the clerks 
who would be brought here, and I, with all due respect to the 
Commissioner, do not think that objection has disposed of the 
argument in favor of consolidating into one. We are told that 
we could save sixty-four clerks by consolidating eighteen 
agencies into nine. The Commissioner's secretary being asked 
how many clerks we could dispense with if they consolidated 
into one replied that we could save the same amount. Well, 
that does not seem to me to follow. If we can save sixty-four 
by dropping nine agencies, we could save many more, if not an 
equal number, by dropping eight of the remaining nine agencies, 
and I have not the slightest doubt we could save at least a hun- 
dred thousand dollars in clerk hire and $68,000 in the salaries 


of pension agents by having the Department transact all the 
business in the city of Washington. If we had not the build- 
ing, I think it would be economy to hire one temporarily and 
effect this saving. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Does the gentleman know just what was the proposition put up 


‘to the President on the question—whether to reduce 


eighteen to nine or from eighteen to one? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. No; I do not. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. You do not know but that if we do not re- 
duce these agencies to nine the President may reduce them to 
one? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I suppose the President may do it. I would 
be glad to have him carry his power that far. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. You do not know whether the suggestion 
was made to the President ‘at that time to reduce the number 
from eighteen to nine or from eighteen to one? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do not know, but the proposition before 
the committee was to consolidate into nine or six. ‘The visit to 
the President was for the purpose of discussing the question of 
consolidation, and I do not know whether he discussed it upon 
the proposition to reduce it to nine or six or one, but I as- 
sume, and I do not think it is a violent assumption, that there 
was a discussion of the proposition to reduce it either to nine 
or six. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts permit me 

Mr. SULLIVAN, Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. To ask if he knows what President created 
these 18 pension agencies? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Well, I have already stated I do not know 
whether they were created by order of the President or by act 
of law. . 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will call his attention to the act of March 
3, 1885, which is as follows: z ’ 

The President is authorized to establish agencies for the payment of 
pensions whenever in his judgment the public interests and the con- 
venience of the pensioners require, but the number of pension cies 


in any State or Territory shall in no case be increased hi to 
exceed three. 


That is, not more than three in any one State. I read this 
simply to disabuse the gentleman’s mind of the idea that this 
was for the benefit of Republican patronage. This was the last 
act of an expiring Republican Administration—the act was ap- 
proved by a Republican President on the very last day of his 
term—authorizing a Democratic President, who was to be 
sworn in the next day, to establish these 18 pension agencies. 
That would benefit his own patronage, not Republican pat- 
ronage. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would like to correct the gentleman’s im- 
pression by citing a later chapter of history, namely, that in 
the last Democratic Administration the Democratic President 
issued an order for the consolidation of the 18 agencies into 9, 
which order was revoked by his successor, who was a Repub- 
lican President. 

Mr. OLMSTED. After he had created the 18 agencies and 
appointed the 18 agents he desired to abolish them, so as to pre- 
vent his successor from having the same privilege. > 

Mr. DALZELL. And when he was going out he did i 

Mr. SULLIVAN. His successor, not at all impressed with his 
act, with the principle of economy, refused to consolidate the 
agencies. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me? The order - 
made by the Democratic President was made expressly to take 
effect after he went out of office and when the Republican 
President came in. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. ‘That is true; and the only criticism I 
would make of President Cleveland in that direction is that he 
seemed to possess too much faith in the virtue of a Republican 
Administration. [Laughter.] 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hamuron having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, sundry messages. in 
writing from the President of the United States were communi- 
cated to the House of Representatives by Mr. LATTA, one of his 
secretaries, who also informed the House of Representatives 
that the President had approved and signed bills and joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles: 

On January 18: 

H. R. 14811. An act to authorize George T. Houston and Frank 
B. Houston to construct and operate an electric railway over 
the national cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss. ; 

H. R. 19754. An act to provide for the distribution of public 
8 to the library of the Philippine government at Manila, 
P. I.; an à 
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An act for the relief of citizens of the island of 


II. R. 24478. 
Jamaica. ; 

On January 19: 

H. R. 19523. An act to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George 
B. Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Herbert Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, 
of Huntington, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River. 

On January 21: 

H. J. Res. 221. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution ; 

H. R. 13675. An act to ratify and confirm the acts of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, passed in the 

year 1905, relating to an insane asylum for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, and providing for the establishment and maintenance 
of an insane asylum for the Territory of Oklahoma at Fort 
Supply, in Woodward County, Okla., and making appropriations 


H. R. 3496. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Walton ; 


H. R. 3733. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
D. Chelf; 


H. R. 4386. An act granting an increase of pension to Zelinda 


therefor ; 


H. R. 20069. An act for the opening of Macomb street NW., 
District of Columbia ; 


H. R. 1249. 

H. R. 1372. 
mond ; 

H. R. 1500. 

H. R. 1800. 

H. R. 4705. 


An act granting a pension to William R. Fulk; 
An act granting a pension to Josephine I. Rich- 


An act granting a pension to Emily J. Shermay ; 
An act granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle; 
An act granting a pension to Harriet E. Palmer; 


IE. R. 10789. An act granting a pension to David Wilborn ; 
H. R. 18677. An act granting a pension to Martin Alphons 


Luther; 


II. R. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Roschdiantzky ; 
H. R. 562. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 


Mohn; 


H. R. 600. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver N. 


McLain; 

II. R. 747. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Smith; 

II. R. 1026. An act granting an increase or pension to Thomas 
M. Wilcox; 

II. R. 1060. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


` garet E. Lounsbury ; 


H. R. 1067. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bender ; 

H. R. 1068. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Quigley ; 

H. R. 1169. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Pierce; : 

II. R. 1673. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
E. Edson; 

II. R. 1687. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Daly; 

II. R. 1706. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
II. Washburn; 

H. R. 1709. An act granting an increase of pension to Brice P. 
Munns; 

II. R. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
York ; 

H. R. 1904. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
R. Satterlee; 

H. R. 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Foutty ; 

H. R. 2290, An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Reedy ; 

H. R.2422. An act granting an increase of pension to Earl K. 
Childs; : 

II. R. 2761. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Mahoney; 

II. R. 2822. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Gates; 

II. R. 2909. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
T. Wise; 

II. R. 3194. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Harvey; 

H. R. 3195. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
S. Collins; 

II. R. 3228. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Doyle; 

H. R. 3234. An act granting an increase of pension to Rush 
Deskines ; 

H. R. 3297. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Lonergan ; 

II. R. 3355. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Allen; 

H. R.3494. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


E. Odenbaugh ; x 

H. R. 4648. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Dedrick ; 

H. R. 4656. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Snell ; 

H. R. 4663. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
B. Tanner; 

H. R. 4834. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
W. White; 

H. R. 6911. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Turner ; i 

H. R. 7476. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Dean; 

H. R. 7488. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
L. Hatton ; 

H. R. 8563. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hays; ‘ 

H. R. 8789. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Chapman ; 

II. R. 10364. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


P. Patterson ; 
H. R. 10531. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam G. Binkley ; 


H. R. 10751. 
W. Harris; 
II. R. 10755. 
Flynn; 

II. R. 10804. 
II. Worley; 

II. R. 10958. 
Dodson; 

II. R. 12911. 
brose S. Dela 

H. R. 13241. 
Haner; 

H. R. 13455. 
P. Higgins; 

H. R. 13887. 
T. Eagler; 

H. R. 14298. 
Remick ; 

H. R. 14543. 
Barnell, alias 

H. R. 15004. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George ` 


An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
et granting an increase of pension to Francis 
An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Richard North ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam J. MeAtee ; 


H. R. 15471. 
Stover; 
H. R. 15763. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 


An act granting an increase of pension to Gain- 


ford N. Upton; 


H. R. 18454. An act granting an increase of pension to Barlow 
Davis; 

H. R. 18742. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. Barney; 

II. R. 19296. An act granting an increase of pension to Assov 
Harelson ; 

H. R. 19390. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Sears ; 

H. R. 19482. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Cannell ; 

H. R. 19725. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Bennett; 

H. R. 19970. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Demers ; 

H. R. 20559. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradley ; . 

H. R. 20617. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. S. Will; 

H. R. 20623, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. O. Horbach ; 

H. R. 20714. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Turley ; 

H. K. 20891. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Blair ; 

H. R. 20968. An act granting an increase of pension to Wait- 


man T. Mathers; 


II. R. 21578. 
J. Gaskey ; 

H. R. 19035. 
beth Moore M 


An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
organ; 
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H. R. 19462. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Fox; 

H. R. 19528. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Maddox; and 

H R.16169. An act granting a pension to Neal O'Donnel 
Parks. . 

On January 22; 

H. R. 8631. An act for the relief of James M. Darling; 

H. R. 3357. An act granting an honorable discharge to James 
B. Mulford; 

II. R. 121. An act authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW.; 

H. R.128. An act for the opening of a connecting highway 
between Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia ; 

II. R. 8435. An act for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 10843. An act authorizing the extension of Kenyon 
street NW.; i 

H. R. 14815. An act for the extension of Harvard street, Co- 
lumbia Heights, District of Columbia ; 

II. R. 14900. An act to extend Fourth street NE. ; and 

S. 6578. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amenda- 
tory thereof approved June 20, 1906. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour 
or so much more time as he may find necessary to the gentleman 
from Ohio | Mr. Grosvenor]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it has been said in certain 
of the newspapers of the country that I was about to proceed to 
make a farewell address to the House of Representatives. I 
have no doubt that some of my colleagues on this side of the 
House and some of my friends on the other side of the House 
would be equally glad if that were a true statement; but it is 
not. I do not intend to make a farewell address now or at any 
other time. I do not intend by any intimation that I shall make 
here to bar myself from being heard during the coming month of 
February on any important question for the speaking upon 
which I may be recognized by the presiding officer. [Applause.] 
Nor do I intend to bar my way to any seat that I may occupy 
hereafter in the Senate of the United States or in any of the 
other great bodies, such as the Civil Service Commission. 
{Laughter.] Or any body of that high character. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Or the Cabinet? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Or President? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to speak on a phase of the tariff 
question. It is a new question in Congress somewhat, at least 
in the form in which I propose to put it. I am shortly going 
out of public life, and I feel it my duty, wherever it is possible 
for me to do so, to leave behind me light-houses and buoys and 
trees blazed and marks upon the ground warning the people of 
the country against the dangers that crowd so thickly upon the 
people of the country situated like ours. And the particular 
warning that I propose to give now is to try to show that it 
would be recklessness and indiscretion upon the part of the peo- 
ple of the country to take for granted and as true any statement 
connected with the tariff question that might come from any 
Democrat or any organization of Democrats. And I propose to 
point out the reasons why. 

Nothing which I shall say will be a reflection upon the in- 
tegrity and honor and patriotic purpose of the Democratie party 
or its members. It is unnecessary for me to say that I haye 
the highest regard and appreciation—I emphasize the last 
word—of the patience, perseverence, and continual wrongdoing 
of the Democratic party of my country upon this question, and 
I propose to apply the history of the tariff question as it has 
fallen under my obseryation as an illustration and demonstra- 
tion of what I have to say. 

I will not go back except to briefly state that since I have been 
a Member of Congress we have had the tariff question in a 
great many forms. We had the Morrison bill, which was a 
product of Democrati¢ statesmanship, and which was supported 
with enthusiasm and faith and hope by the Democrats in the 
House and in the Senate and in the country. The author of 
that bill still lives, honored and esteemed by his countrymen 
without regard to party. I will not go into any details in regard 
to that measure. Subsequently there came the Mills bill, an 
intelligent movement in the direction of free trade, advocated 
by some of the ablest men on this floor at that time; and some 
of the arguments made at that time impressed me with great 
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force, I remember the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Mills, the 


chairman of the committee, emphasizing this proposition, 
namely, that you must buy from foreign countries or foreign 
countries will not buy from you. And that was the burden of 
his song. It was the strongest argument put forward, and it 
made an impression upon my mind that more than staggered 
for the time being my faith in the principle of protection for 
protection. His idea was that trade in the productions of in- 
dustry was and is a matter of sentiment and good fellowship ; 
that unless we love the other fellow we will not buy his goods 
and will buy from some one who stands better in the matter 
of sentimentality than the other, and this regardless of the 
character of the goods or their prices. 

This idea has much to do with many aspects of the subject of 
reciprocity. 

Since that time I have learned to discern that there is nothing 
whatever in that argument, and I haye reached the conclusion, 
which I think all intelligent men have reached, in the light of the 
history of the past ten or twelve years, that Nations buy where 
they can buy the cheapest and the best, utterly regardless of the 
question of the sales to any other Nation. I do not believe the 
fact that we manufacture all of our pig iron, or substantially 
all of it, has ever entered the mind of a single British merchant. 
Trade is selfish; commerce is pure selfishness; there is no sen- 
timent in it, and the record of the past ten years abundantly 
demonstrates that fact. So that the Mills bill neither affected 
the condition of the country one way or the other, except that 
we were plodding along and doing the best that we could. 

The next bill I shall speak upon is the McKinley law. That 
was a bill framed, not as a high protective measure, but it was 
framed to meet the changes in large part that had taken place 
by the exigencies of the shifting conditions growing out of lapse 
of time and the changes of commercial relations between coun- 
tries. The McKinley bill had an unfortunate beginning. It 
began so late in the summer of the year following its introduc- 
tion and passage that the country misinterpreted it and a revo- 
lution, potential and powerful at the time, swept over the coun- 
try and brought us the Fifty-third Congress. : 

I do not care to discuss the McKinley tariff law, for the 
line of argument which I propose to submit is not involved in 
the benefit or detriment that the law inflicted on the country. 
It is enough to say that the Democratic Administration made 
haste to wipe it off the statute books, and carried the election 
of 1892 upon that issue and with a pledge to that course. It 
was a law framed for the promotion of trade among the coun- 
tries of the world, and it was a law framed to meet certain of 
the necessities and certain of the growing and new develop- 
ments of trade in this country. I might turn aside, as it is in the 
line of my argument, to say that from one end of the coun- 
try to another there was a universal claim upon the part of the 
Democrats, which seemed to have its origin here in the House, 
and spread throughtout the country, that we could not—those were 
the words used—we could not produce, for instance, the arti- 
cle of tin plate in the United States. It was an astounding 
statement, and it was made with vigor and earnestness, and 
apparently in absolutely good faith. It was made everywhere— 
on the stump, in the press, and in the halls of Congress. It 
impressed the people with the argument. 

I need not elaborate upon it that one of the greatest indus- 
tries of the country and the one that is most far-reaching in 
its effects upon foreign commerce to-day is the manufacture of 
tin plate to the inhabitants of the country. I might point out 
the fact of the price of tin plate in the country to-day and the 
prices that they were at the time of the passage of the McKinley 
law testifies to the beneficial effect of a protective tariff in the 
development of an industry and the creation of competition, so 
that the tin plate purchased to-day in this country for the use 
of the people is at a price less than two-thirds of the price we 
were paying in those days; and we are exporting enormous 
quantities to foreign countries. And in this way great benefits 
have inured to every consumer of tin plate in this country and 
brought new avenues to profitable employment of tens of thou- 
sands of workingmen and their families. And alike it brought 
benefit to all other branches of business. 

But the law was repealed and the Wilson tariff law took its 
place. The passage in this house was the event which brought 
great joy to the Democrats here and in the country and in 
Europe. i 

Now it is often said by our enemies—and said with a great 
deal of force and a great deal of apparent effect sometimes— 
that the condition of the country was not materially affected by 
the introduction of the Wilson tariff bill and its passage and en- 
forcement. I am not going to spend any great amount of time 
upon this proposition, but I make this statement: What Demo- 
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crat is there, living or dead, who ever gaye any reason for the 
conditions of the people in this country between 1892 and 1897 
that did not attribute them to the operations of the tariff law 


known as the “ Wilson law?” 
did it? 8 

Well, I will tell you what they say. They deny it. They say 
it had no effect; and my friend, if he will permit me, for I ex- 
pect to deal with some of his arguments that have not always 
been made in the House of Representatives; I refer to the elo- 
quent gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. I will say this, 
and I think I will make my argument based upon the statement 
of his argument. He says hard times began in 1892. That is 
true. But the day after election the price of labor in this coun- 
try began to go down, and it went down to the condition of 
things we had in 1897. But he says the Wilson tariff bill was 
not passed until 1894, therefore how could the Wilson tariff 
bill have affected the country? It will not be forgotten that the 
Democratic party made its fight of 1892 on distinct opposition 
to the McKinley law and all it contained. It pledged itself to 
the repeal of that act, and it was not a far ery from the plat- 
form and election to the certainty of the repeal and substitution 
larg came as the necessary outcome of the apparent popular 
verdict. 

But the argument is this: The election of 1892 happened in 
November. The first session of the Fifty-third Congress did not 
begin until December, 1893. The Wilson bill did not pass and 
become a law until July, 1894. Hence that bill did not produce 
the terrible conditions in the country which began in November, 
1892, and swept like a fire in dry grass all over the country 
and swept away a great per cent of the value of the real and 
personal property of the country. ‘That is the claim, and liter- 
ally that is true. But how much force is there in the admis- 
sion? The Democratic party is the author of the platform of 
1892; it carried the country, and the result of the legislation was 
felt in advance and grew worse after the passage of the Wilson 
bill. : 

But the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
puts it this way. He gives us some very beautiful illustrations. 
I remember one of them. For instance, he says Napoleon had 
the itch at Tours—I believe I have the wrong word. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Toulon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ah, yes; Toulon. I thank the gentle- 
man for the correction. Napoleon lost the battle of Waterloo. 
“Did the fact that he had the itch at Toulon cause the loss of 
the battle of Waterloo?” That is a good Democratic argu- 
ment, and it is about on a dead level with the wéight of Demo- 
cratic arguments generally upon this particular question. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Two propositions must be borne in mind, that the downward 
condition of things in this country began instantly upon the 
election of Cleveland and a Democratic Senate and House. 
The burden of proof is upon the Democrats to give us an un- 
derstanding of what did cause the trouble. Mr. Gompers, whom 
I do not often quote as an authority, says that in 1896—pos- 
sibly he says in 1895—there were 3,000,000 idle men in the 
United States. Mr. Harrison, in the fall of 1892, said there 
was scarcely one, and I shall put in the Recorp an extract 
from his message, in which he congratulates the country upon 
the splendid conditions of labor and capital and industries at 
the close of his connection with the Government in December, 
1892, when Congress assembled. No controversy was ever 
made about that. Nobody every contradicted the force or 
truthfulness or fairness of his statement. 


{Fourth annual message.] 
Executive MANSION, December 6, 1892. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


In 8 my annual message to Congress I have great satisfac- 
tion in being able to say that the general conditions affect: the com- 
morcial and industrial interests of the United States are in the highest 
degree favorable. A comparison of the existing conditions with those 
of the most-favored period in the history of the country will, I believe, 
show that so high a degree of prosperity and so general a diffusion of 
the comforts of life were never before enjoyed by our people. 

The total wealth of the country in 1860 was $16,159,616,068. In 
1890 it amounted to $62,610,000,000, an increase of 287 per cent. 

The total mileage of railways in the United States in 1860 was 
30,626. In 1890 it was 167,741, an increase of 448 per cent; and it 
is estimated that there will be about 4,000 miles of track added by the 
close of the year 1892. 

The official returns of the Eleventh Census and those of the Tenth 
Census for 5 leading cities furnish the basis for the follow- 

comparisons: 

n 1880 the capital invested in manufacturing was $1,232,839,670. 
In 1890 the capital invested in manufacturing was 52,900,735, 884. 
In 1880 the number of employees was 1,301,388. 

In 1890 the number of employees was 2,251, 

In 1880 the wages earned were eo 968.778. 

In 1890 the wages earned were $1,231,170,454. 

In 1880 the value of the product was $2,711,579,899. 


If not that law, then what 


In 1890 the value of the product was $4,860,286,837. 

I am informed by the Superintendent of the Census that the omis- 
sion of certain industries in 1880 which were included in 1890 ac- 
counts in "igs for the remarkable increase thus shown; but after 
making full allowance for differences of method and deducting the 
returns for all Industries not included In the census of 1880 there re- 
main in the reports from these seventy-five cities an increase in the 
capital employed of $1,522,745,604, in the value of the product of 
$2,024,236,166, in wages earned of $677,943,929, and in the number 
of wage-earners employed of 856,020. The wage earnings not only 
show an increased aggregate, but an increase per capita from $386 in 
1880 to $547 in 1890, or 41.71 per cent. 

The new industrial plants established since October 6, 1890, and up 
to October 22, 1892, as partially reported in the American Economist, 
number 345, and the extension of existing plants, 108; the new capital 
invested amounts to $40,449,050 and the number of additional em- 
ployees to 37,285. 

The Textile World for July, 1892, states that during the first six 
months of the present calendar year 135 new factories were built, of 
which 40 are cotton mills, 48 knitting mills, 26 woolen mills, 15 silk 
mils, 4 plush mills, and 2 linen mills. Of the 40 cotton mills, 21 have 
been built in the Southern States. Mr. A. B. Shepperson, of the New York 
Cotton Exchange, estimates the number of 850 spindles in the 
United States on September 1. 1892, at 15,200,000, an increase of 
660,000 over the year 1891. The consumption of cotton by American 
mills in 1891 was 2,396,000 bales, and in 1892, 2,584,000 bales, an in- 
crease of 188,000 bales. From the year 1869 to 1892. inclusive, there 
has been an increase in the veneer of cotton in Europe of 92 per 
cent, while during the same peri the increased consumption in the 
United States has been about 150 per cent. 

The report of Ira Ayer, special agent of the Treasury Department, 
shows that at the date of September 30, 1892, there were thirty-two 
companies manufacturing tin and terne plate in the United States and 
fourteen companies building new works for such manufacture. The es- 
timated Investment in buildings and plants at the close of the fiscal year 
June 30, 1893, if existing conditions were to be continued, was 
$5,000,000, and the estimated rate of production 200,000,000 pounds 

r annum. The actual production for the quarter ending September 
Bo 1892, was 10,952,725 pounds. 

he report of Labor Commissioner Peck, of New York, shows that 
during the year 1891, in about 6,000 manufacturing establishments in 
that State embraced within the special inquiry made by him, and repre- 
senting 67 different industries, there was a net increase over the 
ear fsoo of $31,315,130.68 in the value of the product and of 
$6.377,925.09 in the amount of wages paid. The report of the com- 
missioner of labor for the State of Massachusetts shows that 3,745 
industries in that State 99 55 1 in wages during the year 
1891, against 126,030,303 in 1890, an increase of $3,335,945, and that 
there was an increase of $9,932,490 in the amount of capital and of 
7,346 in the number of persons N rg os in the same period. 

During the last six months of the year 1891 and the first six months 
of 1892 the total production of pig iron was 9,710,819 tons, as inst 
9,202,703 tons in the year 1890, which was the largest annual pro- 
duction ever attained. For the same twelve months of 1891-92 the 

roduction of Bessemer ingots was 3,878,581 tons, an increase of 
$89,710 s tons over the previously unprecedented yearly pro- 
duction of 3,688,871 ss tons in 1890. The production of Bessemer 
steel rails for the first six months of 1892 was 772,436 gross tons. as 
against 702,080 gross tons during the last six months of the year 1891. 

The total value of our foreign trade (exports and imports of mer- 
chandise) during the last fiscal year was $1,857,680,610, an increase 
of $128,283,604 over the previous fiscal year. The average annual 
value of our imports and exports of merchandise for the ten fiscal 

ears prior to 1201 was 51.457, 322,019. It will be observed that our 
oreign trade for 1892 exceeded this annual average value by $400,- 
358.001, an increase of 27.47 per cent. The significance and value of 
this increase are shown by the fact that the excess in the trade of 1892 
over 1891 was wholly in the value of exports, for there was a decrease 
in the value of imports of $17,513,754. 

The value of our exports during the fiscal year 1892 reached the 
highest figure in the history of the Government, amounting to $1,030,- 
278,148, exceeding by $145,797,838 the exports of 1891 and exceeding 
the value of the ‘Imports by $202,875,686. A comparison of the value 
of our exports for 1892 with the annual average for the ten years 
prior to 1891 shows an excess of $265,142,651, or 34.65 per cent. The 
value of our imports of merchandise for 1892, which was $829,402, 
also exceeded the annual av: value of the ten years prior to 1891 
by 8135,215,940. poig the 1 8 1892 the value of imports 
free of duty amounted to . 8, the largest aggregate in the 
history of our commerce. The value of the imports of merchandise 
entered free of duty in 1892 was 55.35 per cent of the total value of 
imports, as compared with 43.35 per cent in 1891 and 33.66 per cent 

1890. 

5 In our coastwise trade a most encouraging development is in progress; 
there having been in the last four years an increase of 16 per cent. In 
internal commerce the statistics show that no such period of prosperity 
has ever before existed. The freight carried in the coastwise trade of 
the Great Lakes in 1890 egated 28,295,959 tons. On the Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, and Ohio rivers and tributaries in the same year the 
traffic egated 29,405,046 tons, and the total vessel tonnage passing 
through the Detroit River during that year was 21,684,000 tons. The 
vessel tonnage entered and cleared in the pie trade of London dur- 
ing 1890 amounted to 13,480,767 tons, and of Liverpool 10,941,800 tons, 
a total for these two great shipping ports of 24,422,568 tons, only 
slightly in excess of the vessel tonnage passing through the Detroit 
River. And it should be said that the season for the Detroit River was 
but 228 days, while of course in London and Liverpool the season was 


the entire year. The vessel tonnage passing through St. Mary’s 
Canal for the seal ear 1892 amounted to 9,838 874 tons; and the 
freight tonnage of the Detroit River is estimated for that year at 
25,000,000 ton t 23,209,619 tons in 1891. The a te traffic 


on our rail the year 1891 amounted to 704,398,609 tons of 
freight compared with 691,344,437 tons in 1890, an increase of 13,054,- 
172 tons. 

~ Another indication of the general prosperity of the country is found 
in the fact that the number of depositors in savings banks increased 
from 693,870 in 1860 to 4,258,893 in 1590, an increase of 513 per cen 
and the amount of deposits from $149,277,504 in 1860 to $1,524,844,5 
in 1890, an increase of 921 per cent. In 1891 the amount of deposits 
in savings It is estimated that 90 per cent 
of these deposits The bank 


banks was $1,623,079,749. 
represent the savings of wage-earners, 
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clearances for nine months ending 5 30, 1891, amounted to 
$41,049,390,808. For the same months in 1892 they amounted to 
$45,180,601,947, an excess for the nine months of $4,140,211,139. 


So I say that, driven to the necessity of admitting the good 
condition of the country in 1892, driven to admit the terrible 
condition of the country in 1896, the burden is upon the Demo- 
crat who justifies the changes in our legislation to show what it 
was that caused the changed conditions. Ob, I know what they 
will say. They will say there was not money enough in the 
country. I will put into my speech a statement showing the 
production of gold in the United States and the production of 
gold in all the world during the years from the beginning of 
Cleveland’s Administration down to the present time, and you 
will find that the ratio by percentage of increase of the world’s 
product of gold was greater for a number of the years of Cleve- 
land's Administration than during the subsequent years of the 
Administration of McKinley. So that the whole of that argu- 
ment falls absolutely to the ground. I will furnish in my 
speech the official statement of the Department, that will estab- 
lish what I have said, although since that time I am free to ad- 
mit that the increase of the gold production has been significant 
and important and is going on still. 

Gold production. 


United States. 


Calendar year. The world. 
5,000 8118, 848. 700 
33, 175, 000 130, 650, 000 
„000, 000 146, 651, 500 
35, 955, 000 157,494, 800 
„500, 181, 567, 800 
46,610,000 , 406, 000 
„088, 202, 251, 600 
57,363, 000 236, 073, 700 

64, 463, 000 879, 71 
71, 053, 000 307, 168, 800 
79, 171, 000 255, 634, 500 
78, 667, 000 262, 492, 900 
80, G00, 000 296, 737, 600 
73, 592, 000 325, 961, 500 
80, 465,000 346, 892, 200 
86, 338, 000 879, 000, 000 

a Estimated. 
Annual average gold production of the world, 1800 to 1905. 

1800 to 1850. -+ $16,000, 000 
1851 to 1890. 120, 000, 000 
1891 to 1900. . 210,000, 000 
1901 to 1905 -- 320, 000, 000 
Lene eee. . EEC 379, 000, 000 


It will be seen that in the very next year following the un- 
fortunate election of Cleveland the increase in the world’s pro- 
duction of gold was $11,000,000 and upward, and in the next 
year it reached more than $35,000,000 increase, and in the years 
1895 and 1896 the inerease had amounted to $54,000,000 in one 
year and $56,000,000 in the next, and then in the hardest of all 
years the gold increase had reached the enormous sum of 
$90,000,000. Here are facts that can not be disputed, taken 
from the official records of the country, which show beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the unusual, and it might be said un- 
expected, increase in the gold production of the world was pow- 
erless to even check the tide of Democratic ruin that swept over 
the country. The gold production in the United States in 1892 
was $33,000,000. That is the year of Cleveland’s election. The 
gold production in 1897, when we were staggering under the ef- 
fects of Cleveland’s Administration, had reached the enormous 
sum of $57,000,000, or an increase of $22,000,000, and yet its 
effect upon the business of the country was absolutely imper- 
ceptible. The tide of woe swept on and on and other countries 
absorbed the gold. 

There can be no more conclusive argument in support of this 
proposition than the fact that with the gold production of the 
world and the gold production of the United States increasing 
at a ratio unheard of theretofore Mr. Cleyeland was compelled 
to borrow gold from Europe to pay the running expenses of his 
Administration. The tremendous influx of gold during the 
four years of his Administration fled, fied to pay the differences 
in the balance of trade between the United States and the world 
at large; fled paralyzed by the dying industries of the United 
States. The increase in the gold production from that day to 
this has not been at so great a ratio as was the increase during 
the Administration of Cleveland. So the whole fable is exposed. 

Our answer to the whole of this is that the quantity of money 
does not necessarily affect the conditions of trade and pros- 
perity in a country. It is not the question of how much money 
there is in the country, it is the question of the circulation of 
the money in the country. .And therein lies the whole distinc- 
tion in these two lines of argument. So, if any gentleman shall 
reply to anything that I may say, let him tell us what it was 


that happened in 1892, 1898, 1804, 1895, and 1896 to prostrate the 
industries of the country to the terrible condition in which we 
found them in 1897, while gold production in the world increased 


from 1892 to 1897 in the great sum of $106,000,000, What was 
it? The burden of the proof is not upon us. Does the mere 
presence of a Democratic President, a Democratic House, and 
a Democratic Senate, without any overt act of theirs, of itself 
constitute a sufficient cause to prostrate the business of the coun- 
try? We do not claim it, but we do claim that it was the adver- 
tised purpose of the Democratic party, under the message of 
Cleveland and under the letter which he wrote so early, not 
only to press the repeal of the McKinley law, but to inaugurate 
a condition that would reverse the effect of the McKinley law 
itself. 

But the time came when the people of the country changed 
their views upon this subject; and a Republican President, a 
Republican House, and not entirely a Republican Senate came 
as the result of the election of 1896. But a Senate came in 
which, under the Administration of William McKinley and un- 
der the potential persuasion of the condition of the country, 
yielding to the public demand, a few Democrats aided the Re- 
publicans of the Senate, and the Dingley bill was passed. 

Now, we had reached the crisis in the discussion of the tariff 
question, and I invite your attention tò the condition that ex- 
isted. The Congress that was assembled in special session in 
March, 1897, found this country in a condition so terrible that 
it would be past belief if it had not been recorded at the time. 
In a compilation that was made by the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Bovurett], who has been very generous and 
kind in furnishing it to me, I find a statement made by a num- 
ber of the goyernors of the Southern States, especially bewail- ~ 
ing and bemoaning the conditions that existed at or about the 
time of the election of McKinley and the assembling of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress. I shall illustrate my speech somewhat 
with quotations on this subject. I do not care to read all of 
these numerous extracts that are compiled here. 

Now. I started out by saying that the country ought not to be 
shocked at the prophetic utterances of men of the Democratic 
party. I believe there used to be a rule in the olden time some- 
where that if a prophet made a mistake, if he prophesied dis- 
tinctly that an event was going to happen, and it did not happen, 
they made some kind of a partition between his head and his 
body. If that had been done in this country, I fear there would 
haye been a, good many vacant seats in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, all on that side of the House. [Laughter.] 

Now, before I proceed to these yoluminous extracts, I ask 
your analysis of this proposition, as stated by the gentleman 
whose utterances I shall quote. 

They did not tell us that they were afraid that existing con- 
ditions were going on; they did not tell us that our legislation 
in the Dingley bill was going to be of any benefit to the country, 
but they did tell us that the passage of the Dingley bill would 
affirmatively bring to the country a series of injurious results. 
It is not worth while now to say that you were prognosticating 
that the absence of gold, the absence of the volume of money, 
was going to bring trouble upon the country. You did not say 
that. One or two of our distinguished friends on the other 
side constantly cling to that idea, but the general cry was that 
the passage of the Dingley bill, a bill that had nothing to do 
with the currency, that had nothing to do with the gold or 
silver, but that the tariff feature of the Dingley bill, if passed, 
would bring aflirmatively evils upon the country that they said 
did not exist at that time. 

So you will have no room to answer me that the fact was that 
you wanted a larger volume of money and that a larger volume 
of money came; you can not put that forward as an answer, for 
that is not what you said, and you must stand by the record that 
you haye made. You said expressly that if we would not pass 
the Dingley bill then good times would come. Then you said 
if we do pass the Dingley bill hard times would come, and come 
in these certain directions. You did not lack specifications in 
your bills that you filed in the court of public judgment. You 
said it will contract our commerce abroad; it will reduce 
the price of labor, and notably and conspicuously you said it 
will aim its heaviest blows at the farmer. ‘hese three propo- 
sitions—lower wages, idle men, circumscribed foreign market 
and lower prices for the farmers’ produce—you put foward as 
the evils. 

Your most distinguished Democrat, and I speak of him as the 
most distinguished for his political misfortunes, stated in a 
speech that he made in New York in one of his hurried journeys 
there: ’ 

Wheat is only worth 65 cents a bushel, and it will never be any 


higher until the Democratic party is elected and these reforms are 
introduced, 
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He came to the miners in my Congressional district and said: 


You are * coal at 40 cents a ton; you do not like to do that, 
and you are working only two and a half or three days a week. You 
will never get more time or higher wages until you put the Democratic 
party in power. 

Wheat has been ranging along in the neighborhood of a dollar 
a bushel, and the miners of my district have been mining coal 

_at 80 cents a ton, working six days in the week, and seven if 
they want to, and that is a fair estimate of the whole of it. 

Now, gentlemen, what have you to say? You say, We will 
stick to our proposition that we were right then,” and that is 
where you must stick. Now, I am going to refer to some of the 
great men of the Democratic party, and I want to begin with 
one of the most conspicuous States in this Union, and I do it 
now particularly because of the importance that that State 
has in the councils of the South and the prominence of the 
men of that State in the councils of the Nation. I refer to the 
State of Texas. We were approaching the passage of the Ding- 
ley bill. Everybody understood that it was going to pass. It 
had received the indorsement of the President, it was ready 
to pass in the House of Representatives, and its passage was 
reasonably assured in the Senate. And so the time had come 
for the Democratic party to come forward and state what they 
believed the effect of it was going to be on the country, and I 
repeat that your statements were not that it would break up 
present conditions, but you did state that of its own operation 
it would bring to the country these divers wrongs and injuries. 
It was to be something that was coming in the future, some- 
thing that was to grow out of the passage of the Dingley bill. 
We had in this House of Representatives a yery distinguished 
gentleman from Texas, a gentleman by the name of Lanham. 
He spoke exactly in the same line that others spoke, and here 
is what he said on the 19th of July, 1897. The bill had gone 
to the Senate, had passed on the 4th of July, or the night before, 
and gone to the committee of conference and had come back 
from the committee of conference and was pending upon a re- 
port of that committee in the House of Representatives: 

Pass your bill, reeking as it does with blood and burdens, carrying 
as it does disaster and distress, freighted as it is with woe and waste, 
filled as it is with injustice and oppression to your fellow-men; but it 
will but briefly blot and blur the statute books of this mighty nation, 
for it is against the genius of our institutions, the ethics of civiliza- 
tion, the proprieties of life, the equities of good government, and the 
conscience of a free 8 that mammon shall be enthroned and that 
money shall rule in this land, consecrated to liberty and to justice. 

A few days ago this same very distinguished, gentleman, 
whom we all admire, wrote a message to the house and senate 
of Texas, and I shall try to show you best from his declara- 
tion how little safety there is in trusting to the opinion of a 
Democrat upon a party question. I find his message covering 
nearly two pages of the Galveston News of the issue of the 11th 
of January, the current month. It is very ably written, and 
I will simply quote a paragraph under the head of “ Prosperity.” 

In closing the . of my service as governor it gives me 
pleasure and patriotic 8 that so much of 8 and content- 
ment have prevailed. he material progress, industrial development, 
and general improvement that have marked these four years have never 
been excelled nor do I think equaled in any previous like period in 
the history of the State. , 
Now, let us see what he says has happened to it, and you will 
see fhat it answers and negatives everything that he prophesies: 

Our taxable values haye been greatly a ented. Lands have appre- 
ciated. Labor has been rewarded. ural communities have thriven. 
Agriculture and horticulture have flourished and made general ad- 
vancement in abundance and diversification of crops. Our farmers as 
a rule are comfortable and independent. Our live-stock industries have 
prospered. Manufactures have multiplied. Mining has been stimulated, 
resources hitherto latent y 

That is, they never would have been discoyered but for this 
change, and that is my own interpolation— 
have been exploited and utilized. Towns have been built. Cities have 
Eora larger. Capital has found . investment. Railroads have 

m constructed and extended. ommerce has expanded. Population 
has greatly increased. Six new counties have been organized. The 
State is exceedingly prosperous and progressing satisfactorily along all 
3 The present is encouraging and the future is bright with 
promise. 

Now, I think that the gentleman ought to apologize to the 
people of the country for having misled them to such an extent 
as that. But he was not alone. Texas had on the floor of this 
House a very distinguished Member, in fact, several of them. 
One of them has since been a governor of the State. He made 
a speech here in which he prophesied more evil even than did 
the ayerage Democrat. I will only read a portion of what he 
said and print the balance of it: 


Mr. Chairman, can prosperity proceed from grievous and burdensome 
taxation? If so, and the pen bill should in alk its provisions be 
crystallized into law, this country will without delay rea an abun- 
dant and universal prosperity, lasses and conditions in society 

the change that 


and all c 
will rejoice in has taken place. 


That was a correct prophecy, for the governor of that great 


State has rejoiced with joy unspeakable and full of glory. He 
continues: 

But, sir; prosperity can not, will not, come by such methods. Tax- 
ation can not make wealth, nor can the want of a sufficient currency 
enhance the yalue of property or of labor. This bill is the response 
which the Republican 8 as made to popular favor as expressed 
at the late election. othing else, we are told, will be done at the 
present session, except to pass some such measure as this and the four 
general appropriation laws. The Democratic and the Populist parties 
can stand such a policy as this. They will be benefited by it. 


Well, they have been benefited by it, and the country has, too. 
The Populist party has been lost and forgotten, and the Demo- 
cratic party has neyer been in power from that day to this. 
He goes on: 

But can the people stand it? I think not, Mr. Chairman. It will 
but add to the general depression throughout the country, prevent the 
revival of trade, and re an advance in prices. It will add to the 
abundance of the few and aggravate the necessities of the many. 

Here are some of the effects of the Dingley tariff bill. First, 
I add the statement compiled from the report of the Secretary 
of Agriculture for the current year of the condition of. the 
farmers of the country. These farmers were the special ob- 
ject of the said forebodings of our Democratic friends, and they, 
surely were in distress at the time these pathetic utterances 
were made. Never was agriculture at so low an ebb, never 
had lands depreciated at such a ratio, and never was prosperity 
so absent as it was from the farmers of the United States, 


THE FARMERS ARE PROSPEROUS. 


That the farmers of the country are yepi ing almost unexampled 
rosperity is made evident in the report o Recretary Wilson of the 
rtment of Agriculture. Farm values Me) Gay in 1905 are greater 
than shown by the census of 1900 by nearly 88,000,000, 000, or about 50 
per cent increas®. Perhaps some deduction would be made for inflation 
of values in certain sections of the country; otherwise this is probably 
a fair estimate. The total wealth produced on the farms in 1906 is 
estimated at $6,794,000,000, an increase of r cent over 1905; this 
increase being in the face of a decline of $40,000,000 in the farm value 
The latter, however, pein 1485,60 
y „ 


rin 
000. 


of the various cereal crops. 
volume than the 1905 crops increases the total value 
The following comparisons are available: 


Farm values of the leading crops of 1906. 


, 100, 000, 000 |$1, 116, 697, 000 
640, 000, 000 | ” 575, 000; 000 
600,000,000 | 515, 960, 000 
450,000,000 | 618, 072, 000 
300,000,000 | 277, 048 000 
150,000,000 | 160, 821; 000 
65,000,000 | 55,047,000 
55,000,000} 48,674, 000 

_ 7,000,000 000. 
25,000,000 | 24.049. 000 
18,000,000 | 12, 286, 000 
18,000,000 | 16, 74%, 000 

7, 000, 000 6,000, 000 

3, 291, 000, 000 | 3,507, 591; 000 

6, 309, 000, 000 
1905. 


588 


88888888 


S 88 


The farm still overshadows the mill and 1 in providing ex- 
lead, amountin 


says: 

“Cotton planters are now out of their former bondage to future main- 
tenance, and in the Middle West there has been a conversion of a 
million agricultural debtors paying high rates of interest into finan- 
cially independent farmers, debt free and offering their savings to the 
banks at as small a rate of interest as 2 per cent. Farmers are ust 
their new capital to abolish the waste places of the land and along 
many lines of improved production. Formerly there was an abundance 
of farm labor and a scarcity of farm capital. Now these conditions are 
reversed—labor is scarce and capital abundant.” 

INCREASE OF SAVINGS. 


It is often remarked that in these prosperous times most people are 
living somewhat beyond their means and apparently are making no pro- 
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vision for the future. But recent statistics relating to savings banks 
deposits show that many thousands of salaried people and wage-earners 
are not expending all of their money for luxuries or even for the neces- 
saries of life. During the last ten years the number of depositors in 
savings banks increased from 5,065,494 to 8.027.192. or about 60 AR 
cent, while the amount of deposits rose from $1,907,156,277 to $3,482,- 
137.198, or about 80 per cent. On the usual basis of five persons to 
each family, this means that about half the families in the United 
States have bank accounts averaging $433.78. Moreover, this makes no 
allowance for more than $600, 7 deposited in building and loan 
associations by 1,600,000 individuals nor for the increase in resources 
of national and other banks less representative of the plain people. 

Mr. BaiLry, a somewhat conspicuous member of the delegation 
from Texas in that day and occupying a most conspicuous place 
to-day in the Democratic party, also expressed his views. This 
is an extract that has been often reproduced. It came with 
force and eloquence from the Democratie side, an utterance by 
its leader, the leader of the minority in that House. It came as 
a warning to the people of the country. It was on the 19th 
day of March, 1897, and Mr. Barney said: 

I warn you that if this bill fails, as fail it will, to bring the pros- 
perity which the Republicans have promised, you will not live long 
enough to obtain a patient audience with the American people upon 
the absurd proposition that you can make them prosperous by increas- 
ing their taxes. You have promised to make the times better for all 
the people; and you must redeem that promise or be driven from the 
high places which you occupy. Four years of the taxation proposed in 
this bill will prove a severe drain upon the energies of our people and 
the resources of this country; but if they demonstrate, as I believe 
they will, the vicious errors of the protection system, the lesson, though 
costly, will be worth its price. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I am free to say to the gentleman from Maine— 

And I ask you to hear this— 


if your revision of the tariff and your increase of taxation can 
bring prosperity to the country, then you are wise and patriotic; 
having done that, to do no more, use if that is all that is necessary 
it is all which ought to be done. The country gave you the power to 
laws and you have attempted to restore prosperity by increasing 
axes. If you succeed the Democratic party might as well not make a 
nomination in the next Presidential election. 

There was a prophecy thoroughly fulfilled. 
applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He was wiser than he knew. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He spoke more wisely than he knew. He 
confesses that if we made prosperity or if prosperity came, 
which was the language, it was useless for the Democratic party 
to make a nomination. Prosperity did come, and yet, defiant of 
your leaders, you made a nomination and were whipped, and then 
foolishly, in my judgment, made another, and now you will get 
the third or fourth repetition of the same terrible vengeance 
of the people of the country. 

If you succeed the Democratic party might as well not make a nomi- 
nation. If you fail you might as well not make a nomination in the 
next Presidential election. Now let us give the country a chance to 
decide who is right and who is wrong. You have applied your remedy. 
I am confident it will fail. I am so confident of its failure that I 
want to raise no other issue. I want the country to decide between 
your wisdom and ours upon the measures which ou have already pro- 

. Let the coun say whether it is tariff revision or financial 
reform which shall work out our redemption. 

Mr. Banery again—and I will quote what he said—elaborates 
the same ideas in a further speech which he made on the 3d 
day of May, when the bill was still pending in the House: 

When the people voted the Republican pa int si 
tended that party to apply its principles: p believe aa 3 
take, but I have confidence enough in their intelligence they will dis- 
cover that mistake rectify it. Let the Republican party meet its 
responsibility, and let us provide it with no explanations for its fall- 
ure. That is the supreme issue—prosperity. If you bring it, 
the country will credit you for your good service. If you fail to bring 
it, the country will dismiss you from its service. If you demonstrate, 
as demonstrate you will, that a high tariff under a gold standard will 
not bring y I will stake my political fortune on the proposi- 
tion that the erican people will then vote to restore bimetallism as 
the only means of restoring prosperity to this country. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Now, I do not want to pile up all the honors upon Texas. I 
have one or two other extracts which, with the leave of the 
House, I will publish; but I want to come to another distin- 
guished gentleman who has done me the honor to come within 
hearing distance of my few remarks and to show you not only 
the Democratic leader of the House at that day but the very 
able and distinguished leader of the minority of the House at 
this day was_as much at fault as was his distinguished leader. 
Here is what Mr. WirttaMs said. He always says it with such 
an assurance of its truth and its accuracy that I have to go out 
and walk up and down in the lobby sometimes to shake off the 
effect of his utterance and get back to reason and common 
sense. [Laughter and applause.] December, 1889, the gen- 
tleman had discovered exactly what had followed in this coun- 
try, and he shifted the position of the Democratic party in a 
very adroit sentence or two. This is what he said on Decem- 
ber 15, page 466 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that Congress: 


Mr. Chairman, answering for myself, I stand here to say that I have 
never yet made a public utterance by which I would not abide, because 


[Laughter and 


the utterance has always been not only the conviction of my con- 


stituents, but my own. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I thought he said “ conscience,” but he said “ constituents.” 

And had I the power how, standing here as I do, if I were the 
ezar of America and had unlimited power, I would to-morrow open 
the mints to the free coinage of silver at the rate of 16 to 1 with 
but one doubt in my mind, and that doubt would be whether it were 
not better to go to the world's ratio of Bey L 0 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman still thin silver ought to be coined 
at the mint at the ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. Battzy of Texas. I do. 

It does not appear the gentleman from Mississippi answered 
that question. 

But there is another great State in the Union, and its repre- 
sentation upon this floor is always able and conspicuous. I 
want to show you how all phases of Democracy on that side 
of the House concurred in these prophetic declarations. There 
was then on the floor of this House a gentleman by the name 
of CHANP CLARK, of Missouri, who has been here evér since, 
and I hope he may stay here until be becomes the last vestige 
of the Democracy in this country [laughter on the Republican 
side}, for he is an outspoken, brave, and generally wrong-. 
headed statesman. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.] This was uttered on the 20th day of March, 1897. That 
was when the Dingley bill was pending. It had gotten under 
way pretty rapidly. It had been made, as you all know, prac- 
tically during the winter months of December, January, and 
February, and finished in March. : 

It was not made in a committee room of this Capitol. It was 
made in a couple of committee rooms in a hotel uptown. It 
was not made with the presence of the members of tlie Demo- 
cratic Ways and Means Committee, but it was made as a Re- 
publican measure by the remaining members of the Republican 
part of the Ways and Means Committee. I will-read: 

The Republican party have 2 been very long on promises and 
very short on performances. [Laug ter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] You told them [the people] that as soon as McKinley was 
elected a tide of prosperity was going to roll over the land that would 
come up to the very chins of the people. [Laughter.] Where is that 
tide of prosperity now? It seems to have gotten stunted somehow, 
belated somewhere. It is merely a case of arrested development.“ 
(Laughter and applause.) rity is coming, is it? You are bring- 
ing it now, are you? Let me tell you about it. 


And then see how the poet breaks forth: 


Republican presperity is— 
Like poppies spread, 

You seize the flower, its bloom is shed; 
Or, like the snowfall in the river, 
A moment white, then melts forever ; 
Or, like the borealis race, 
That flits ere you can point the place; 
Or, like the rainbow's lovely form, 
Evanishing amid the storm. 


But my friend CLARK had something else to say, passing over 
the declaration of Mr. Cocknax on the 31st day of March, the 
day that the McKinley bill was reported to the House from the 
Committee on Ways and Means. He said: 

I repeat, so that all men may hear— 


I do not like to read this, and if I had not entered upon it I 
would not have done so. The gentleman has a right to have me 
say in advance that he will repudiate this declaration under all 
circumstances, and was probably driven to it by the annoyance 
of some wicked Republican— 

I repeat, so that all men may hear, that I am a free trader, and take 
my stand with Sir Robert Peel, Richard Cobden, John Bright, and 
Henry George. I may be an humble member of that illustrious com- 
pany, but it is better to be a doorkeeper in the house of honest free 
traders than to dwell in the tents of wicked protectionists. 

Then on the same day: P 

A beastly majority in 1896, secured by means forbidden in morals 
and dangerous to our institutions, hath made you Republicans mad. 

But you will be brought to your senses when the people again get a 
shot at you in the year of our Lord and Master 1806. 

They have had. several shots since, and we are doing pretty 
well, thank you. How do you find yourself? [Laughter.] 

Then you will be in the condition of the man out of whom the devil 
was cast, and after his soul was swept and garnished, the devil re- 
turned, bringing with him seven other devils. The Bible says that the 
last state of that man was worse than the first. 

By the eye of faith I can see a million bicyclers, with pneumatic tires, 
riding down protection and liars [laughter and applause }]— 

Broke out again with his poetic tendency— 
because you are poang up the price of bicycles 35 per cent. — 

The women of the Aa Gare bless em— will make their husbands, 
sons, brothers, and sweethearts vote against you, because under the 
Dingley bill they can only have one dress where they had two under the 
Wilson-Gorman Dill. {Laughter.] 

Seven million farmers will dig you up with their hoes— 

Listen to this. This is one of the finest things in the English 
language— : 
plow you up with their plows, beat with their mauls, hackle you with 
their 2 pi with. their 5 


hammer you sledges, rake you th their 
currycombs, pulverize you with their disks, cut you down with their 
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axes, split you to pieces with the froes, ride you on their barbed-wire 
fences, toss you on their pitchforks— 


I did not think the Senator—but I must not 
laughter]! 


smite you with their pile drivers, grind you through their sausage 
mills [laughter], mow you down with their reapers, bind you up in 
great bundles, run you through their thrashing machines, and scatter 
you as worthless chaff, because you are raising the price of all farming 
implements by 45 per cent. [Laughter and applause.] 


I must stop here and give you an illustration under that sub- 
ject, and it applies to the whole of this outery about farmers. 
Not many years ago a farmer in the State of Nebraska went 
to the town where he was in the habit of trading and sought to 
buy a buggy, and having selected a very cheap one he asked 
the pire 9 the price of it. The dealer said it was $62. The 
man said: 


Well, this buggy I want to buy is the same sort of buggy exactly that 
you sold me some years ago for $55. 


The dealer said: 
I will go and consult the books and sce what that trade was. 
Tie went and examined his books, and he came back and said: 


Yes, I sold you that for $55; but you didn’t have any money, and 
you brought me in 500 bushels of corn and paid for the buggy at 11 
cents a bushel. Now, I will sell you this buggy for $62; and if you 
will go and bring me 500 bushels of corn I wiil give you this buggy 
and a self-binder at $125, a sulky plow at $35, a smali plow for $12, 
and I will give you $16 in cash. 


[ Laughter. ] , 

That is a fair illustration, and I give it as a fair illustration 
of the situation throughout the country. 

But Mr. CLARK went on: 


Every patient forced to endure a surgical operation will loathe you 
because you have increased the tax on angstheties. Every lover of 
learning will detest you because you have laid a prohibitive tariff on 

ks, thereby pores 5 the gates of knowledge so far as was in your 
power. Every child that dies of diphtheria will pass away pronounc- 
ng on you its lasting curse because you have put up the price of anti- 
toxin. You are arraying against you every right-thinking man and 
woman in the land. 


There must be a large majority of wrong-thinking men and 
women in this country. [Laughter.] 


Since he, miscalled the Morning Star, 
Nor man nor fiend hath fallen so far— 


as you will fall when the people of the United States find out the nu- 
merous monstrosities contained in this bill. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.! 


That was the Dingley bill. 

Then said Mr. CLARK nine days afterwards. When I heard 
him make that utterance I said to myself he has straightened 
up and has come back to his sober senses, I do not use the word 
“sober” in any other relation than a proper one: 


Mr, Crank. [March 31, 1897.) Mr. Chairman, after nine days of 
sore travail, at least one truth has been brought forth on the Repub- 
lican side of this House, and that by the gentleman from North Carolina 
vee raer]; when he said that 1 would destroy every custom-house in 

merica. 


I am not going to read that. [Laughter,] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You can go on and read it all you 
want to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing) : 


Mr. Crank. [May 6, 1897.] McKinley prosperity is a myth. It is 
always over the divide—in the next county—on the other side of the 
hill, If we live till McKinley prosperity comes, we will all double dis- 
count Methuselah in length of days. 

{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 


Then comes Mr. De ArMonp and Mr. Dockery. Mr. DE 
ARMOND is present, and I may venture to quote what he said 
about the effect of the Dingley bill. 

He said: 


Mr. De ARMOND. [July 24, 1897.] We will meet you at every 
crossroads ; we will defy you upon every stump; we will strip bare your 
skeletons; we will show that your tariff bill hg passed, about which 
you boast so much—the bill that is to herald in prosperity for the few 
and adversity for the many—is the most iniquitous, the most villainous, 
the most . tariff bill ever made. 

Mr. Dr ARMOND [March 25, 1897]. What is there in your legislation 
for the toilers of the land? What is there in your bill to give work 
and wages to the idle or to add to the price of the products of the 
farm or plantation? What is there to lessen the outlay which must be 
made, or to increase the income which must secured, in order to 
meet the requirements of civilized existence? What is there to raise 
the price of corn and wheat and cattle and cotton? * * You may 
give some prosperity—I do not know whether you will or not—you may 

ve some prosperity to favored spots in New England, New York, New 

ersey, and Pennsylvania, to that favored region which lies east of 
the Alleghenies and north of the Potomac. You may do it; I do not 
now. ut you will only do that 5 if at all. Yours will be 
but a fitful gleam of prosperity until something is done which will 
bring relief to the West and to the South; until something is done which 


do that 


will brin; prosperity to the country in general without wrong to any 
class, without hardship upon any, without partiality toward any. 
* * And when the appeal is 


Your measure will not do that. * 
made to the American ple; when those who are deluded see how 
hollow, how empty is this claim that through tariff legislation such as 
you propose prosperity can be brought to them; when want presses 
down closer and harder upon them; when the scarcity of money be- 


RECORD—HOUSE, 


JANUARY 23, 


comes daily and hourly more apparent and the suffering from it more 
intense—then will come up from that mighty unpurchased and np 
chasable host such an answer as will echo around the world and be 
embodied in the statutes of our country. * * * When prosperity 
returns to the country, as I hope it soon may, when there are changed 
political conditions prevailing in this land—and I do not look for the 
return of prosperity carlier—when Prosperity comes, it will not start 
from the already inordinately protected manufacturer of the East, 
* * *- I look to the West and South for the signs of returning 
prosperity, that real prosperity which will not come until, through the 
righteous indignation of an outraged and long-suffering people, you who 
scorn economy, who revel in high taxation, riot in extravagance, and 
fatten in the money famine, shall be driven from power, and the friends 
or ue people shall take your places. {Applause on the Democratic 
side. 


Then Mr. CLank came into the discussion of that day with one 
choice contribution. 


Mr. CLARK [March 30, 9222 K We may be “fools” and “ leather- 
n 


heads” and all that sort of th Ši but I tell you, gentlemen, the peo- 
pie living west of the Allegheny Mountains and south of the Potomac 
ave sense enough to know when they are sandbagged and held up. 

These declarations of the two distinguished gentlemen from 
Missouri exhibit to the reader the effect that this Republican 
legislation has had upon the farmers of the country. 

Here follows an exhibit of the prices of corn, wheat. oats, 
hay, and hogs during the years 1892, 1893, 1894, 1895, 1896, and 
1907 : 

Prices of specified commodities. 


Corn, per bushel. | Wheat, per bushel. 
Farm price, Closi Farm price, a 
ng, Closing, 
Year. peers 1, Chicago, 3 Chicago, 
an. 2, > an. 2, 
ang pear for January ih het * ffor January 
States delivery. States, delivery. 
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
40. — 83.9 885 
39.4 4 62.4 72 
36.5 344 53.8 592 
45.7 44h 49.1 53} 
25.3 251 50.9 56 
39.9 39} 65.9 763-4 


| Oats, per bushel, | 


Hay, per ton. 


ri Closi 4 5 
price, osing, price, 8 
Year. Dec, 1, pre- Chicago, | Dee. 1, pre- 1 era 
ceding | Jan. 2, 35 ceding ca 3. an 2 
year, January de- year, 48 * 
United livery. United 
States. States. 
Cents. Cents, | Dollars. Dollars. 
CTT 31. 30} 8.12 12.25 
3 8 2 31.7 2 8.20 9.50 
1894 N 29.4 281 8. 08 9.25 
WEDS oo ies Pause V 8 om 32.4 284. 8.54 9.50 
c coses 19.9 16} 8.35 10.75 
oc ETT NTS 31.7 34 | 10.37 14.75 
Medium to Mixed hogs, 
z stoe: Chicago, Jan. 
Year. Chicago, Jan cash per 
Zeh per 109 pounds 
100 pounds. 5 
Dollars, Dollars. 
1 89 . „33 3. 75-4. 40 3. 30-4. 05 
A S „ 3. 90-4. 60 6. 60-7. 00 
1904 444. Sivan usonsuaphacapeneniowe sessavhuesas 3. 60-4, 30 5. 10-5. 45 
SCC e 3 3. 70-4. 35 4. 05-4. 60 
CCC77CCCCͤ ˙ AAA e 3. 40-4. 00 3. 45-3. 671 
e e Le r 5. 20-6. C5 6. 15-6. 421 


Following this I publish a table of the domestic exports of 
these articles: Corn, wheat, flour, oats, hay, live cattle, and live 
hogs: 


Domestic crports in the fiscal years ending June 30, 1892, 1893, 1894, 
1895, 1896, 1905, and 1906. 


Corn, 


Year ending June 30— 


Shelled, unground. * Meal. 


Quantity. Value. | Quantity. | Value. 


Bushels, Dollars. Barrels. Dollars. 

75, 451, 849 41, 590, 287, 609 919, 961 

46, 037, 274 | 24,587,511 271, 155 793, 081 

65, 324, 841 30,211, 154 291,172 770, 626 

27, 691,137 | 14, 650, 767 223, 567 648, 844 

aa „992, 835 | 37, 836, 862 276, 885 654,121 

P r 8 88, 807, 223 47.446, 921 371,565 1, 113,295 
1906 eee 5 117, 718, 657 | 62,061, 856 543,794 | 1,623, 397 
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1907. 


EEEE 


351 161 
109 
230 
704 
080 
402 
291 


and 1906—Continued. 
Ungroun 


82 8 2888885 8 2 3887 988388 888888 828888 888888 80882828 888888 [888888 
4 3 d $ gdes |p ? 5 | s426 f 888d 8825 igs STETI 

3 3 3 aig A Beggs jy Sa SIENNA |A |A RESE SANAAA eee NAN KIESNE 
HE s Las 3 Jf a 
% Ee wena ose |*\i i T 
53 5 V g 2 938 8 a 5 ie 222 hs 15 : 45 111 
885 iy gs 282 2 , | BASES 333 8388 288882 8828888 
925 5 4 % Sagen 3| ee e e eee 
258 = ake db |] pg 423 "| KASAS e 8 ace Ke eee 
84 8 2 SS Sa 838328 1 133 
Pes S$ gugdgds | ie SSRs. , | 22223 828274 K 288882 988 888 

$ S AA 2 S Y e ee ee EAS Sora e Aeeb tence Aa rA ba ee Atoe 
835 25 : Auadases | Sy eee fgl] gygay eee kee esuvea 828 cesc: 8355 
885 8 E ENFER 2 25 RLE A 4 £ Bineter oſeſeſeſeſeſ 5 Arcola a e 4 anda Aisea oirir 
82 Ss SiS pinta | 

1233 f b E FHE 4 888888 8 828825 382835 
512 5 44 „ „ bbb S8208 f SCEE 
943 g AAE 8s 288 8 F 85 4 888 88 888828 gesses 
pag 8 Bl i | Bae 3888385 È DEPANS 
San S E : f 2 328 8 a ROATH ONONON [Honan Rowen 
143 2 led 35 (| BB 3233223 K 33883 82222 88338828 838225 
355 35 . S885 2823 BS 

bag |5" 24222222 3 88858 8 i 1 1255 TEN 288288 |E 88888 H : 

; 88888 5 2 88283882 5 A |B |ERARES S25 
2 E T E 88185 i : 8833 È 1 | gouge Se 428888 8883 sasadd 8 
e eee TE 88885 
d| e e e 388885 8833 8825 EREN 
i i 1 155 5 5 SEES È |2| SSS deedee Wag deeded dadada |g eee 
ul | |.) exesgees | 2 | 33283 zagia 2885 888888 
EMARE E 2 t 
8 jagata REER 2 TEET] 
: i 
Š 2 


1896, 1905, 


Months. 


Total, 12 months ...... . . 517, 442, 302 | 600,070, 7 


P EDA 


Year ending June 30— 
Lear ending June 30— 


DUNG owas gash 00 


.... 


Domestic exports in the 
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Imports and exports of merchandise, by months—Continued. 


Imports. 
Months, 
Freeofduty.| Dutiable. Total 
$49, 765, 135 $56,756,390 | $106, 521, 
46, 385, 124 57,814,078 | 104, 199, 
360, 630,657 | 439,298,181 | 799, 923, 


517,442,302 | 600,070,769 1,117, 


513, 


Well, Mr. Chairman, I might go on for a long period of time 
citing utterdnces of Democratic statesmen, Mr. Little, of Arkan- 
sas, Mr. Robinson, of Indiana. I am sure they will be glad to 
see these choice extracts reproduced. There are quite a good 
many of them, all in the same line. Mr. Brunpipce, of Arkan- 
sas, said on the 24th of March 

They— 

His constituents— 


have already in the past few years witnessed the depreciation in 
oe of their homes, their farms, and every vestige of property that 
ey own. 


That was under the Wilson bill. 
they had. 


The 8 of their farms and shops, ete. 
Death sentence of the Republican party. 


We filed a petition in error, getting a reversal of the judgment, 
nnd here we are. [Applause and laughter on the Republican 
Side.] 


And in four short years, I believe in two, they will rise up and by 
an uncorrupted and uncoerced ballot they will say to you, in the lan- 

age of that greatest of all books, “ You have been weighed in the 
alance and found wanting. This year thou shalt die.“ [Laughter.] 


A Memeper. Who was that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That was the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BrunpmcGe}. Now, I should not like to discriminate against 
any gentleman [laughter], and yet I will not weary the House 
much longer with a continuation of these extracts. Inasmuch 
as the great Democratic Representative on the Committee on 
Appropriations, my time-honored and much-esteemed friend, the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livingston], still holds out to 
burn [laughter], I will read what he says. He is a calm, 
deliberate man, always careful to go no step beyond the point 
where his convictions drive him. This was on the 24th of 
March. It puts me in mind of an old-time Methodist love 
feast. The handwriting was on the wall. The bill was to pass, 
and they all got up and said, in language of the old time, 1 
rise to say; and then the few utterances were delivered. Now, 
the gentlemen from Georgia, and I include Mr. Livineston, Mr. 
Tate, and Mr. Apamson, on that occasion said: 


Mr. Tare. [March 24, 1897.] When the sturdy farmers of this coun- 
try, who are to-day plowing their fields, * * fully understand 
the provisions of this bill, they will justly repudiate those who seek, at 
the dictation of the protected classes, to fasten this unjust legislation 
upon the country. Applause.] Sir, the people of this country will 
not have prosperity until we restore the money of our fathers. 

Mr, ADAMSON, [March 23, 1897.] A country which can withstand the 
ravages of the 1 party for thirty years may reasonably hope 
to survive all possible calamities, political or elemental, wars, pestilence, 
or famine, and live to rejoice in prosperity, power, and freedom when 
the sectional party of corporations, trusts, and corruption shall have 
fallen to rise no more. [Applause.] 

Mr. Livinasron. [March 24, 1897.] Some one stated on the floor 
yesterday that if the South and West wanted their industries encour- 
aged we must vote the Republican ticket, and thus, I suppose, the 
word“ industries“ means Republican industries. The departure, how- 
ever, is a bold and open declaration that this tariff bill has a double 
purpose—raising revenues and encouraging industries—but, unfortu- 
nately, for agricultural indastries South and North this bill brings no 
relief, but, instead, increases burdens. * * * Trusting to a con- 
servative, sensible, honest, and interested people, who will have a 
chance at those who are responsible for this measure in 1898, and be- 
lieving firmly that the verdict rendered then will be “ Not well done, 
unfaithful servants; retire and give place to those who will ever care 
for and legislate for the whole people, without regard to party or sec- 
tion.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. [March 29, 1897.] When we shall return to the doc- 
trines of the founders of this Government; when we shall economically 
administer the Government; when the lawmaking power shall remem- 
ber that the agricultural interest of our country is essentially connected 
with every other and is superior in importance to them all; that as the 
business of manufacture and commerce tend to increase the value of 


He was right about that, 


Exports. 
4 per oeat Domestic. Foreign. Total. 
525 44.7 $168, 395, 823 $2, 207, 230 | $170, 603, 
197 44.5 | 139,771, 723 2,003,251 141.774 
838 1,181,526;176 | 16,873,623 l. 198, 399, 799 |... 
49.6 | 793,392,599 | 14,145,566 | 807,538,165 |. 
47.4 | 863,200,487 | 19,406,451 | 882. 606, 888 
49.9 |1, 032,007,603 | 18,985, 953 |1, 050, 993, 556 |. 
47.3 |1,210,291,913 | 21,190,417 1, 231,482, 330 |. 
43.4 |1, 203,981,222 | 2.002. 08, |1, 227, 023.302 |. 
2 |1,370,763,571 | 33.719.510 [1, 894, 483; 082 |. 
41.3 |L, 460, 462, 806 27, 302,151 1, 487, 764, 991 |. 
43.9 1,855, 481,861 | 26, 237,55 |1, 381,719,401 
41.5 |1,392, 231,302 | 27,910, 40 1,420, 141,679 
7 45.8 1,435, 179, 017 25, 648,377 |1, 460, 827, 271 | 
071 46.3 1, 491, 744,641 | 20,817,254 fes S61, 666 Siete 
025 


tend their application to th 
8 of society they deserve the foatering care of the rs ahea hind 
5 yee all classes and ali sections of this country shall be alike regarded; 
when laws are passed that affect all alike, that lay the burdens of gov- 
3 equally, and grant special privileges to none; when the farmer 
ol she promucer Analt have a sufficient and just return for their prod- 
8 eir labor, then we may expect a return of prosperity, and 
F Following this, for the benefit of the gentlemen who are wor- 
ried about the laborers, I append the average rate per hour of 
common laborers in the United States in fifteen specified in- 
oe in 1905, compared with wages in the same industries 
rom 1892 to 1896. These figures are from the official records 
of the country. 
Average rate of wages 
States in 7 pall 
in 1892-1896, 


[From Bulletin No. 65 of the United States Bureau of Labor. These 


figures are not exhaustive, but are ba - 
sentative establishments. ] 7 


agricultural products and to ex 


er hour of common laborers in the United 
ined industries in 1905, compared with wages 


Average | Per cent of increase in rate of 
rate of rege in 1905 over year speci- 
Industries. fied. 
hour in 

1905. 1892. | 1893, | 1894. | 1895. 1896. 

k $0.1637 | 12.4 | 14.0 | 15.6 | 18.3 | 16.3 
Building trades..... - 1867 | 10.5 | 12.4 | 18.3 | 16.5 | 18.5 
Cars, steam railroads . 1542 7.1 44.0 7.9 | 10.9 9.9 
FC 16880 | 20.2 19.7 1.97 18.2 13.6 
Found 1017 11.9 | 12.5 16.5 16.4 | 14.9 
Gas 1749 | 8.7 | 2.5 41.5 4.3 41.0 
Glass.. - 1533 18.0 | 18.0 | 19.4 | 22.5 | 22. 1 
. 1006 | 12.9 13.4 18.9 22.0 20.6 
Marble and stone work. 2014 | 11.4 | 8.6 | 11.7 12.5 12.1 
Paper and wood pulp... +1534 | 21.0 | 22.6 | 22.2 | 20.1 | 20.5 
Planing mill z +1990 | 11.0 | 14.6 | 19.8 | 17.5 | 16.8 
Shipbuilding.................. «1554 15.7 10.4 8.5 6.1 10.9 
Slaughtering and meat packing .. -1687 4. 4 4.9) 9.7 10.3 10.8 
Streets and sewers, contract work .... - 1852 | 31.0 | 34.1 | $2.6 | 30.6 | 25.0 
Streets and sewers, municipal work 2130 | 15.0 15.2 12.0 13.3 | 15.2 
eee eee 18.8 12.9 15.4 16.0 15.1 

a Decrease. 


Showing that the very spots in the line which they assaulted 
are the ones where the very strength of that legislation bas 
come. 

But Virginia wheeled into line, and on the 23d of March Mr. 
Swanson, now governor of that Commonwealth, said: 

Each of these recurring years— 

That is, the past four years— 


has brought times harder than the preceding; each brought greater 
business depression, greater fall in prices. greater poverty. Increas- 
ing debt and distress have come along with Increased industry and 
frugality. People's woes have grown despite the largest agricultural 
¢crops ever produced. In less than four years, in time of profound 
peace, with bountiful crops aud harvests, two extraordinary sessions 
ef Congress have been called to furnish measures of relief to a suf- 
fering people. The Wilson bill has been a detriment and not a bene- 
fit. ‘The curse of the country has been the gold standard and not re- 
duced tarif taxes. The passage of this bill means to destroy this vast 
foreign trade which is fast increasing each year. 


Foreign trade to-day is double what it was at that time. 


It means on our part a policy of Isolation instead of one of progress 
and enterprise. The decrensed importation of foreign goods under the 
Wilson bill also shows that the manufacturer under a low revenue 
tariff is better able to control the home markets. The manufacturer is 
suffering, as everybody else is suffering, not from lower tariff taxes, 
for this has been beneficial, but on account of falling prices resulting 
from the appreciation of money, which the existence of the gold stand: 
«ard has produced. There can be no return of prosperity to the fur- 
.naces and mills, as there can be none to the farmers, until there is a 
restoration of prices. The demand for gold can only be lessened by 
creating a demand for silver equal with gold, which will oecur when 
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we Rive silver equal rights in money. When this is done then the price 
e 


of rođucts of the farm, of the furnace, of the mill will return tọ 
what 8 were formerly; and then, and not until then, will the 
restoration of prosperity and good times come. 


To cheer up the friends of ours who predicted the loss of our 
foreign trade, the following is printed here: 


INCREASE IN FOREIGN TRADE—BUREAU OF STATISTICS SHOWS GAIN OF 
312,821,848 iN 1906—EXPORTS COVER $171,257,148 AND IMPORTS 
141,564,700 OF THE ADDED BUSINESS OF THE YEAR. 


The total value of the foreign trade of the United States in the calen- 
„dar year 1906 was $3,118,857,193, according to a bulletin issued by the 
Bureau of Statistics. This was an increase of $312,821,848 over the 
total for the preceding year, of which $171,257,148 was in exports and 
$141,564,700 in imports. Manufactured articles imported exceeded 
those of the previous year by $57,623,296, while articles partly manu- 
factured increased $53,244,462, and crude materials for manufacturing 
increased $43,361,066. à 

The exports of manufactured articles show a comparative increase of 
$50,251,469 and partly manufactured $35,788,858, while foodstuffs, 
crude and manufactured, gained $50,430,961. 

The statistics under the different classifications and the increase or 
decrease, compared with the previous year, are: 

IMPORTS. 

Foodstuffs, $278,638,299; decrease, 814.662.450. 

Crude materials, $447,938,822; increase, $43,361,066. 

Partly manufactured, $249.535,019; increase, $53,244,462. 

Manufactures, $334,810,699; increase, 857.623.296. 

Miscellaneous, $9,686,411; increase, $1,898,335. 

Total, $1,320,609,250; increase, $141,564,700. 

EXPORTS. 

Foodstuffs, $521,312,722; Increase, $50,430,961. 

Crude materials, $524,902,516; Increase, 544.773.121. 

Partly manufactured, $248,897,752 ; increase, $35,788,858. 

Manufactures, $470,033,393 ; increase, $50,251,469. ts 

Miscellaneous and reexports, $33,101,560; increase, $22,737. 

Total, $1,798,247,948 ; increase, $171,257,148. 


And again, a little differently stated, and it will be seen that 
our manufactured goods— 


EXPORTS TOUCII NEW RECORD—UNITED STATES SENDS OUT ENORMOUS 
LOT OF MANUFACTURES—DURING YEAR JUST ENDED INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS AMOUNTED TO $700,000,000. 

Exports of manufactures from the United States in the year just 
ended aggregated more than $700,000, . ‘Ten years ago, in the fiscal 
year 1896, they amounted to but $258,000,000. In 1886, but $145.- 
000,000, and in 1876, $105,000,000. The share which manufactures 
formed of the total exports was 42 per cent, this being three and one- 
half times as great as a decade ago. 

This is the first time that exports of manufactures have ever ap- 

roximated the $700,000,000 line. Even in the fiscal year 1906, which 

i only six months away, the total exports of manufactures were but 

$686,000,000. Thus these exports in the calendar year just closed are 

actually twice as great in value as in the fiscal year 1898. 

The United States now holds third rank among nations as an exporter 
of manufactures. The total exports from the United Kingdom in 1905 
were $1,333,000,000, and from Germany $910,000,000, 


KENTUCKY. 

Kentucky, the “ bluegrass” State, comes next, and the utter- 

ance of her able and experienced son is useful to show the hor- 

rors that had defied the natural advantages of Kentucky and 

had prostrated the industrial classes of her people in the slough 
of despondency. 


Mr. Surra. [March 31, 1897.] But it is claimed by its friends that 
this measure, when put into operation, will revolutionize the prevalent 
depressed state of business affairs, that in some mysterious and inex- 
plicable manner it will supply all the arteries of commercial life with 
a richer and more abundant blood and vivify and regenerate the dead 
and languishing industries of the country. In the providence of God 
I trust it will, but in the weakness of my mental perre tion I am 
unable to see how and why it will be competent to bring the blessings 
prophesied of it. If I could be made to see that it would fulfill the 
apparent expectations of its advocates, I would go quickly to its sup- 
port, and so far. as my effort could achieve it, would hasten the day 
and the hour when my country would enjoy the fruition of the wise and 
faithful service that led to its adoption. Stagnation and 
depression rule with despotic sway in every department of business life. 
Able, enterprising, and cautious men have been swept into the vortex 
of hopeless and irretrievable insolvency. 

Want and penury are visible in the faces of countless thousands who 
wonder up and down the streets of the great metropolitan cities in 
scarch of employment that can not be had at any price, and in number- 
less homes, erstwhile radiant with the glow of success and contentment, 
there are now the somber hues of discontentment and destitution. The 
bounteous crops of the farmers, the bone and sinew of the Republic, 
instead of smiling with the gentle assurances of fair reward to them 
who have through sunshine and shower nurtured and developed them. 
are now heaving with sighs of disappointment and vocal with the 
moans of despair, and, in short, the deepening shadóws of a long- 
continued but ever more furious financial storm still hover over and 
around the great masses of our population. It is as impossible to re- 
instate the former level of prices by the enactment of this measure as 
it is to enter the pearly gates of the New Jerusalem by the commission 
of the unpardonable sin. 


Not one statement of the existing conditions was an exagger- 
ation. Not one prophecy was fulfilled. Not one warning but 
failed of performance, and the whole extract aptly illustrates 
the phrensy of fear that seized upon our Democratie friends. 

And now Tennessee: 


` Mr. Bate [July 6, 1897]. There comes on the wind from every section 
of the country the wail of an impoverished propie: They demand re- 
lief, but they get increased taxation ; they ask for bread, and you give 
them a stone; you mock at their distress and laugh at their suffering 
with this bill of increased taxes. Prosperity can not be as- 


sured by any law the repeal of which will be the urgent necessity for 
the great body of taxpayers. * * 1 stand here, Mr. President, 
the advocate of fair trade and free silver. + no other com- 
bination of revenue and currency can the great object of relief to the 
people be accomplished. * * è We can not burden the sale of foreign 
goods without embarrassing the sale of American products, and this bill, 
which is to make us the Ishmael among nations, will, I fear, intensify 
7 5 3 and depression that already exist in every agricultural part 
of the Union. 

Mr. MCMILLIN [March 24, 1897]. Mr. Chairman, of all the futile ef- 
forts to delude that I haye ever seen this is the most glaring: A nari 
pee cent of our population is farmers. They are the ones who bear the 
burdens and get no benefits. * * * Ruin is abroad in the land, and 
it is not confined to any particular vocation. ‘The bank doors are clos- 
ing and bank presidents are going to Canada and the peniten- 
tiary, * * Out in the West the bins and reservoirs of industry 
are bursting with the wheat and corn for which there is no 
market * * What have they proposed for the farmers? To tax 
them more. © * Mr. Chairman, after a careful and painstaking 
examination of this bill, I do not hesitate to declare it the most uneon- 
sclonable effort at legislative robbery ever attempted upon a ple. 
Neither the great fire of Chicago nor of Boston, nor the fearful flood 
Set noy devastates the Southland, could begin to compare with it as a 
calamity. 

Mr. GAtnes [July 19, 1897]. Mr. Speaker, I arraign the Republican 
party at the bar of pubup opinion upon indictment prefer by an 
outraged people, and charge it with the foul murder of the agricultural 
interests of this country. * * * In sustaining this indictment for 
the foul assassination of the farming interests of the country, I am 
not called upon to prove the corpus delicti, for the corpse lies stretched 
and mangled before the jury. * * I call upon the Republican 
party to answer for the desolation and penury that obtain in rural 

omes in this fair land where once was plenty and contentment: and 
in the name of this people, who constitute the bone and blood and brain 
of the country, I demand that legislation in this Chamber be directed 
in their behalf. „The toilers at the plow handles are the body 
of the people, and in their name I charge you with the foul assaults 
this bill makes upon their interests and demand that their affairs have 
some consideration. 

Mr. CARMACK [March 22, 1897]. The farmer, while thus compelled 
to sell in open competition with all the world, must buy the necessities 
of life in a market where protection laws exclude competition from 
abroad and trusts and combines have strangled Soop ron at home. 
He is thus ground between the upper and nether millstone of competi- 
tion and monopoly and crucified between the foreign pauper and the 
American thief. Laughter and loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PIERCE [March 31, 1897]. A protective tariff can be of no benefit 
whatever to the farmers that I have the honor to represent upon this 
floor. * * Wulle you make the farmer pay the increased rates 
which are given as a bonus to the protected manufacturing interests 
of this country, at the same time you force him to sell his products in 
a foreign market where no protection can reach him or him any 
good. * + + I say, then, to you that the people of this 8 
registered their verdict against the McKinley law by a storm whic 
swept the Republican party from off the political field, but that storm 
was but a zephyr in comparison with the storm that will sweep Repub- 
88 ont or existence in this Hall in 1898. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. 


We haye stood the storm and have emerged under the gentle 
voice of the Dingley bill—* peace, be still ”—and the waves of 
Democratic horrors haye subsided and the great State of Ten- 
nessee, is to-day enjoying a condition of prosperity she never had 
before. 

Hear now from the grand old mother of Presidents—Virginia : 


Mr. Swanson [March 23, 1897]. * * * Each of these recurring 
years has brought times harder than the preceding; each brought 
greater business depression, greater fall in prices, greater pore. n- 
creasing debt and distress have come along with increased industry and 
frugality. The people’s woes have grown despite the largest agricul- 
tural crops ever produced. In less than four years, in time 
of profound peace, with bountiful crops and harvests, two extraordinary 
sessions of Congress have been call to furnish measures of relief to 
a suffering people. * + The Wilson bill has been a benefit and 
not a detriment. The curse of the country has been the gold standard, 
and not reduced tariff taxes. * * * The passage of this bill means 
to destroy this vast (foreign) trade, which is fast increasing each year. 
It means en abandonment by the United States of the markets of the 
world. It means on our part a policy of isolation instead of one of 
progress and enterprise. The decreased importation of for- 
eign goods under the Wilson bill also shows that the manufacturer, 
under a low revenue tariff, is better able to control the home market. 
The manufacturer is suffering, as everybody else has suffered 
not from lower tariff taxes, for this has been beneficial, but on accoun 
of falling prices resulting from the appreciation of money which the 
existence of the gold standard has produced. * * * ‘There can be 
no return of prosperity to the furnaces and mills, as there can be none 
to the farmers, until there is a restoration of prices. The demand (for 
gold) can only be lessened by creating a demand for silver equal with 
gold, which will occur when we give silver equal rights .as money. 
When this is done, then the price of the products of the farm, of the 
furnace, of the mill, will return to what they were formerly; and then, 
and not until then, will the restoration of prosperity and good times 
come. This is our view on this side of the Chamber, and no other view 
which has been promulgated will bear the test of examination. [Ap- 
plause.] s A prohibitive tarif is but the bestowal of special 
privileges on the manufacturer. Gold monometalism is but the bestowal 
of special privileges on the moneyed classes. We are opposed to both. 
[Prolonged applause. ] 


And now comes the growing and now prosperous State of 
Arkansas, and testifies to the horrors of Democratic control: 


Mr. LITTLE [March 24, 1897]. The farmer has long since learned 
that whether there is a high tariff or low tariff, or no tariff at all, the 
value of everything he raises to sell and all his property, including 
his lands, have continued to decrease in value for the last twenty 
years, and the only effect the tariff tax can have upon him is to in- 
crease his burdens. The last campaign, Mr. Chairman, was made not 
upon the tarif issue, but npon the money question. * * * ‘There 
were 6,500, unpurchasable freemen who cast patriotic ballots for 


William Jennings Bryan, their Constitution, and their country, * + 
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With prosperity restored to the agricultural and industrial classes of 
the people, to whom you must look for a market for the product of 
your factories, you could rekindle your furnaces and give constant 
employment to your laborers; but as long as want and distress per- 
vade this 25 body of consumers of your products 48 may start your 
factories, but you will be compelled to again close them, because your 
consumers are not able to buy. Abandon this short-sighted and ruinous 
policy and join us in our efforts to resore a policy of justice and 
equality toward all the people. 

Mr. Dixsuonn [March 30, 1897]. You will be judged by the 
merits of this bill. You will be held responsible by the American peo- 
le for this bill when it becomes a law. I am no prophet; I do not 
esire to indulge in ope ; I never do so. But I do claim the privi- 
lege of saying in behalf of the people I have the honor to represent 
that in my judgment this bill is going to be a failure, and will not bring 
to the people the prosperity you have promised. + The Re- 
publican party has yet to learn, it seems, that all prosperity. in this 
country apon successful leulture, and unless the farmer 
prospers he has not the wherewithal to buy the manufacturer's prod- 
uct. All depends upon the farmer, 3 all, and vet he is the 
one ignored. » There will never be international agreement, 
but there will be bimetalism in the country; there will be free, un- 
limited, and independent coinage of silver, and then there will be 
prosperity. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. Brounpipcs [March 24, 1897]. They 
His constituents— 


have already in the past few years witnessed the depreciation in value 
of their homes, their farms, and every vestige of property that the 
own. * > The products of their farms and shops are not wort 
in the market the cost of production, their children, in many instances, 
have been forced from the schoolroom to the fields, and upon ever, 
hand can be heard murmurings of hard and distressing times. And, 
Mr. Chairman, this condition exists over a broader area of the South 
and West than most people are willing to admit; but it is their privi- 
lege and duty through their Representatives in this House to resent as 
unwarranted and denounce as a crime the present effort to still further 
exact and wring from them the fruits of their labor. * * Let 
the wolf no longer conceal his identity. Unmask the robber in order 
that the people of this country may know by what means the poor are 
to be made poorer and the rich richer. * There is but one 
industry that will be materially benefited. You will fill the land again 
with idlers; you will drive them to strong drink; you will increase the 
consumption of whisky, and fill our poorhouses with paupers and our 
asylums with maniacs, You may damn their souls, but upon your 
shoulders must rest the awful consequences of such oy eed NL sees 
And you may pae this bill, as pass it you will, entailing its additional 
and manifol urdens and hardships. upon country. But I warn 
g that soon a day of reckoning will come. An unseen but mighty 

nd is to-day bag J upon the hearts of the American people the 

at death sentence the Republican party, and in four short years 

believe in wo er will rise up and by an uncorrupted and un- 
coerced ballot they will say to you in the language of that atest of 
all books: “ You have been weighed in the balance and found wanting; 
this year thou shalt die.” 


Yet we live! The prophecy that the Dingley bill would drive 
the people to drink is not sustained, and yet doubtless the con- 
ditions existing at the time the gentleman spoke may have made 
it easier for some men to gratify their bibulous tendencies. 

INDIANA. 

The Hoosier State now testifies: 


Mr. ROBINSON [July 19, 1897]. Mr. Speaker, this is a fitting time 
indeed—at the dead hour of the night—to pass this bill that covers 
with a blanket mortgage in favor of wealth the future profits of.hon- 
est toil. * + During the campaign the majority on that side said 
that the depression was not the result of industrial conditions, but the 
fruit of a lack of confidence; that business stood ready to embark as 
soon as the discussion was over and the President elected. >» 
The President was elected, but the elusive dess was nowhere to be 
seen. Then it was said: “Give the A istration a chance. The 
President has not yet been inaugurated; when he is, all will be well.” 
The event over, the hand of depression grew still heavier upon us. 
Then they said: “ Wait till the tariff bill is passed.” And now, as 
we stand on the threshold of this false mansion of manifold calami- 
ties and false promises, our ears are disturbed to frenzy by the wails 
of more starving miners striking for bread, industrial depression 
deeper and more disastrous, bankruptcy, and battle for existence all 
over the land. * + œ Sir, they have played u the soft lute 
of hope so long that patience has ceased to be a v e, and the im- 
prisoned rit of a long-suffering and deluded people clearly sees 


the 3 of their pretensions. 

Mr. Miers [March 25, 1897.] I have the honor to represent one of 
the best agricultural districts in the State of Indiana. Business 
there is so depressed that tenants and eyen owners of large farms, 
that will yield as much corn, wheat, or oats per acre as any land in 
the United States and can be produced with as little labor and ex- 
pense, can not afford to raise the products of the farm and put them 
on the market. This is true of the very best farmers all 
over Indiana and of the great West. Our people want relief, and want 
it quickly and need it badly. + * * Our competitors have enjoyed 
a protective bounty equivalent to the premium on gold as measured 
by silver. There is but one way to destroy this bounty; that is to 
restore bimetalism, reestablish the old parity between the two metals, 
and cause the premium on gold as measured by silver to disappear. 
* * + Nothing else can open the way to prosperity; no tariff, 
unless it carried with it an amendment opening our mints to free sil- 
ver coinage, can bring prosperity to either farmers or the manufac- 
turers. Mills and factories are idle, not use foreign mills are 
288 in their places, not because the farmers are buying foreign 

s in place of goods of our own making, but because they are not 
ying as freely as they used to. They can not buy freely until they 
get better prices for eir products; they can not get better prices 
as eng — 41 adhere to the gold standard. [Applause on the mo- 
cratic side. 


Here again is an admission of the bad conditions in which we 
found the country in 1893. Contrast this admitted condition 
with the present, when the farmer is growing richer than he 
eyer dreamed of being in the good old Democratic days. 


— —— — — — — 


Here is added some most valuable testimony to the present 
good condition of. the South. It is a brief extract from the 
official report of the late lamented president of the great South- 
ern Railroad, Samuel Spencer, than whom the South had no 
abler or better man. In accounting for the almost phenomenal 
growth of his railroad he said: 


One exceedingly potential cause is the extraordinary industrial devel- 
1 of the South. In his last public address, the late president of 
: T company, Mr. Samuel Spencer, referred to this development as 
‘allows : 

“The South has entered upon a period of increased production in, 
agriculture and in manufactures, and of general industrial and com- 
mercial activity, such as her best friends and most enthusiastic 
propheta had scarcely dreamed of fifteen years ago. Within that pe- 
ri the cash value of her cotton crop has doubled, the amount of pig 
iron produced at her furnaces has increased enormously, and the prod- 
uct of her coal mines has increased more than threefold. Cotton fac- 
tories have sprung up within her borders to the extent that more of her 
cotton crop is now manufactured on her own soil than in all the mills 
of New England. The total value of her annual manufactures now 
gregates nearly eighteen hundred millions. The total value of her agri- 
cultural products is now over seventeen hundred millions per annum.” 

This increase is likewise indicated in the volume of traffic handled by 


this company. In 1895 the number of tons of freight carried 1 mile 


was 1,098,932,884, while in 1906 the number of tons carried 1 mile 
was 4,488,915,839, showing an increase of over 300 per cent, or, allow- 
ing for the increased mileage, an increase of over 138 per cent; while 
in 1895 the number of 8 hauled 1 mile was 178,015,925 as 
against 549,518,645 in 1906, showing an increase of over 200 per cent, 
or, allowing for the increased mileage, an increase per mile of road of 
over 80 per cent. . : 

Nowhere in the United States, except in the two States of the ex- 
treme Northwest, Washington and Oregon, has there been such indus- 
trial development as in the South. 


THE OTHER SIDE, l 
Here I give some extracts from some Democratic speeches. 
They come from Louisiana : 


Mr. MEYER. [March 25, 1897.) It may be and probably is true 
that without some well-considered measure of currency and financial 
reform no tariff adjustment can fully restore our prosperity as a peo- 
le and revive our stagnant industries; but, as a Representative of 
.oulsiana, representing great and suffering interests which so vitally 
concern the welfare of my district, and indeed our whole State, I can 
not hesitate as to my duty, and that is to aid in every way to have 
these important schedules ome the law of the land as soon as prag- 
ticable, and I shall rejoice to witness the benefits which it will confer 
on Louisiana. 

Mr. McEnery. [June 12, 1897.] Louisiana is vitally interested in 

the production of salt, lumber, rice, sugar, and cotton. The pending 
bill makes no discrimination in the arrangement of the schedules for 
revenue against these products. Why should she stand idly by and 
decline to accept the benefits to be derived from the necessary | ng 
of revenue by impost duties? Call it what you will, protection or a 
revenue tariff with incidental protean millions of dollars have to 
be raised and the benefits of protection from it distributed. Why, then, 
should the people of Louisiana resist the building of cotton factories, 
furniture factories, the erection of sawmills, the opening and improv- 
ing of sugar fields, and the erection of central factories, the opening 
of salt mines, and hundreds of other industries that are just now com- 
ing into existence? “ * The South is more interested in the 
proper levying of a tariff than any other section of the country. Her 
development in manufacturing interests in the last two decades has 
been marvelous. This has been in spite of free-trade ideas and free- 
trade licy. Had there been a demand for ee ie protection to 
her cotton mills, her wealth would have been doubled. 
Field and facty, the spindle and the plow, being in close relation- 
ship, would have doubled her 1 capacity, would have given 
tenfold value to her lahds, would have cei her population with 
an intelligent and industrious people, would haye rescued her from 
debt, and there would be now no borrowing from foreign mortgage syn- 
dicates, where principals are doubled in five years by usurious interest. 
+ * » I stand to-day with Jefferson and Jackson on the tariff issue, 
founded on sound constitutional interpretations. * + * The South 
s been solidly Democratic from necessity. * * * In Louisiana 
many of those who acted promptly and effectively in 5 car- 
tbag government were men who had been reared and educated the 
2 3 school of politics. They were and are Democrats whose services 
to the party are not less those of any Democrat in the Union. 
These men hold to the views that I have but indifferently expressed. 
+ è „We are not, and I hope we will never be, called upon again 
to make our choice between allegiance to Federal and State govern- 
ment; but in all the material interests which affect Louisiana, in all 
matters of legislation which will promote her interests, when the choice 
is presented to me of voting for them or party measures which would 
lay her fair surface bare and desolate, I have no hesitation in Can rk 
and I utter the statement with the proudest satisfaction—that I will, 
regardless of pery discipline, vote in favor of any measure that will 
bring prosperity to my State. * The pores accepted the Re- 
publican promise of relief by tariff legislation. believe we should 
respect the wishes of the people and interpose no objection to the means 
of relief which this party offered and which the people accepted. We 
ought to endeavor, as far as conscience will permit, to carry out the 
will of the people. If we were sincere in our demands for the relief of 
the people, to lift the heavy burden from them which they have borne 
so long, we should not reject the relief which was promised and which 
they accepted, no matter from what source it comes. 


And four Representatives from Louisiana, to wit, Messrs. 
Meyer, Davey, Brovssarp, and Price, voted for the Dingley bill. 
And I have not heard that they have ever regretted their act. 

It is not my purpose to discuss the various questions that have 
arisen in connection with the subject-matter of this argument. 
The enemies of the protective tariff system of to-day are made 
up of men holding various and widely divergent opinions, but 
all of them hostile to the principle of protection. They may be 
classed as follows: First, free-traders, persons opposed to the 
levying of tariff duties, the men who preach the doctrine of 
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absolute free trade. This body is made up of all sorts of peo- 
ple—Democrats, mugwumps, students of polities and philosophy, 
and so on. Then come the reciprocity men, the men who want 
to swap trade. You will generally find, however, that these men 
or their friends want reciprocity to apply especially to their 
own trade or manufacture. Then the revisionist, the man who 
says the tariff ought to be revised. Upward or downward? Ob, 
he never discusses that question; let us have a revision. Then 
comes the so-called “ stand-patter,” a term which has been ap- 
plied to those who believe that the conditions should not be 
disturbed at the present time. The men who stood for the 
Dingley law at its enactment have never taken the ground that 
the act was so perfect in all its details that no changes in the 
schedules would ever be tolerated, except as changes might be 
forced by the overthrow of the Republican party of protection. 
Time, the fluctuations of trade, and manufacture change con- 
ditions, and naturally and necessarily there are items in the 
schedules of the Dingley bill that might well be changed, some 
higher, some lower, but they are not of such striking importance 
as to demand the sudden overthrow of present conditions and 
the reversal of present policies, and, above all things, there ought 
not to be any general revision of the tariff pending a Presidential 
election. Let us elect another Congress with the President, and 
then, if deemed necessary, let us enter upon a general revision 
of the tariff. Until then let us stand by the enactment that is 
bringing such boundless prosperity to our country. The prin- 
ciple of protection is engraved deeply in the good opinions of 
the wise men of the country, and it will be a sad day for Ameri- 
can independence in the markets of the world and for American 
prosperity in the home markets of our country when it shall 
be repealed and repudiated. s 

There are others along that line. 

Then came Louisiana always voting the Democratie ticket 
and always arguing in favor of the Republican tariff. Here is 
a speech of Mr. Meyer which I will publish, and of their vener- 
able Senator, both proposing to accept the Dingley bill as a 
probable benefit to the country. Neither one of them, L believe, 
voted for it, but we forced it upon them as we always force 
prosperity upon our outlying country to the South. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am sure the House is tired, and I will 
pause here simply to ask permission of the House to publish 
certain tables stating the prices of corn, wheat, and all sorts of 
farm products during the several years since 1892; also the 
domestic prices of certain articles; also the prices of labor and 
the cost of living and a great many other statistics that relate 
to the subject-matter of my speech. I ask unanimous consent to 
publish these papers as a part of my remarks. So, Mr. Chair- 
man, I conclude where I began, that however patriotic the Dem- 
ocratic party may be through its Representatives, however anx- 
ious they may be for the welfare of the people—and I do not 
criticise them in any respect whatever from that standpoint— 
their long adherence to a mistake in American politics, their 
long devotion to an idea that has been so often repudiated by 
the very fact that they themselves have challenged, has made it 
important and carries a lesson with it that can not be shunted 
aside or disobeyed, that the declarations of the Democratic party 
in Congress, or anywhere else, are not a safe guide for the peo- 
ple of my country. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Rxconb. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BIRDSALL having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed without amendment joint resolution of the 
following title: > g 

H. J. Res. 190. Joint resolution extending protection of second 
proviso of section 1 of the act of December 21, 1904, to certain 
entrymen. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 21574) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive; and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, had agreed to the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate No. 222, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Curttom, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. 
TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. HAYES]. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, on Wednesday last the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Foster] engaged in an able and learned 
discussion of the subject of the treaty-making power, and on yes- 
terday we listened to a clear exposition of the same question by 
the distinguished and learned lawyer the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. The conclusion drawn from the authori- 
ties quoted by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Foster] seems 
to be-that by means of a treaty the Federal Government may 
legislate—indeed, has legislated—upon subjects which are 
generally supposed to have been reserved to the States. The im- 
pression conyeyed was, although this was not directly stated by 
the gentleman, that at least in some cases the Federal Govern- 
ment could make encroachments upon the States through the 
treatyanaking power when the Congress of the United States, ex- 
pressing itself by means of a statute, would be held by the courts 
to be exercising powers not granted to it by the Constitution. 

I think the authorities cited by the gentleman do not fully 
support this claim. On the contrary, it seems to be pretty well 
settled that the President and the Senate can make no treaty 
which the Congress of the United States could not afterwards 
supplement, alter, or repeal by a statute. 

Although this has never been directly decided by the Federal 
courts, still the decisions on the treaty-making power lead very 
strongly to the conclusion that a treaty as well as a statute of 
the United States has no validity unless the power to deal with 
the subject-matter of it is conferred expressly or by necessary 
implication by the Constitution. There seems to be nothing in 
the authorities to give color to the claim that a treaty may in- 
vade territory from which the statute passed by Congress is ex- 
cluded. 

In the case of Fong Yue Ting v. United States (149 U. S., 
721) Mr. Justice Gray, delivering the opinion of the court, 
Says: 

A treaty, it is true, is in its nature a contract between nations, and 
is often merely promissory in its character, requiring legislation to 
carry its stipulations into effect. Such legislation will te open to 
future repeal or amendment. If the treaty operates by its own force 
and relates to a subject within the power of Congress, it can be deemed 
in that particular only the equivalent of a legislative act, to be re- 
poea or modified at the pleasure of Congress. In either case the 
ast expression of the sovereign will must control. 

So far as a treaty made by the United States with any foreign na- 
tion can become the subject of judicial cognizance in the courts of this 
country, it is subject to such acts as Congress may pass for its enforce- 
ment, modification, or repeal. . 

That the power to regulate the relations of the United States 
with foreign countries and the intercourse of the citizens of our 
own and other nations has been granted by the Constitution to 
the Federal Government can not, of course, be denied. That 
treaties made or statutes passed by the Federal Government for 
the purpose of such regulation must be held paramount over the 
constitution, laws, or local ordinances of any State must be ad- 
mitted. But it may at least be doubted whether under the Con- 
stitution the treaty-making power of the Government could legis- 


late by a treaty to take away the reserved rights of the States in 


a case where the Congress of the United States could not consti- 
tutionally do so. The case of Fong Yue Ting, above quoted, and 
several others that might be cited, seem to establish the principle 
that a treaty which requires no legislation to put it in force, but 
operates of itself, is to be regarded only as the equivalent of a 
statute, and that the Executive and the Senate can make no 
treaty in regard to the rights of aliens that could not be modified 
or wholly abrogated by a subsequent act of Congress. It would 
therefore seem to follow that the authority to make a treaty 
under the Constitution must be discovered by exactly the same 
process as the authority to pass a statute. The grant of power 
to make treaties, I venture to assert, must be exercised like any 
other power conferred upon any branch of the Federal Govern- 
ment, not as if it were the only grant contained in the instru- 
ment, but in full view of all the other provisions and subject to 
all the limitations of the Constitution, in order to give them all 
operation and authority. The provision of the Constitution re- 
serving to the States or to the people all powers not granted to the 
Federal Government must be just as binding upon the treaty- 
making power as upon any other branch of the Government. 
Any other doctrine would be revolutionary in its tendency. 

In view of these principles, most of which are well settled by 
the decisions of the courts, what shall be said of the right 
claimed for the treaty-making power of the United States by a 
treaty with a foreign government to force the citizens of a State 
to tax themselves to maintain schools for the education of the 
children of unnaturalized aliens temporarily residing in such 
State? To come down to the specific case which has called 


forth this discussion of the extent of the treaty-making power, 
could the Executive and the Senate of the United States make a 
valid treaty with Japan under which the President of the United 
States could lawfully employ the Army and the Navy to compel 
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selves to furnish free education for the children of such unnat- 
uralized subjects of the Mikado as might happen to be residing 
in such State or municipality? The provision of the Constitu- 
tion that “direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several 

States which may be included within this Union, according to 
their respective numbers,” ought, it would seem, to set that ques- 
tion at rest. No one will probably claim that the Federal Goy- 
ernment could constitutionally levy direct taxes upon the people 
of California for the purpose of establishing and maintaining 
schools in which to educate the subjects of Japan sojourning in 
California; nor could Congress pass any law compelling the 
levying of such direct taxes by the several States for such pur- 
pose. Where is the authority for claiming that the Federal Gov- 
ernment may in this respect do by indirection, through a treaty, 
what it can not do directly? If the expense of maintaining the 
schools of California or any part of it was borne by the Federal 
Government there might be at least some basis for such a claim. 

The gentleman from Vermont admits that California is under 
no obligation to the General Government to maintain schools 
or to educate anybody. But he states, “ that the treaty-making 
power of the National Government can by treaty stipulation pro- 
vide that the subjects of Japan may enjoy in the State of Cali- 
fornia, equally with the citizens of the State, such publie schools 
as the State of California does maintain.” Whether the treaty- 
making power could do this is at least subject to very grave 
doubt. Certainly no decision cited by the gentleman or any 
decision that I can find goes so far. All the decisions which he 
cited in support of this contention relate to the right of the alien 
to own, enjoy, and transfer property, to the right to labor for a 
livelihood, and generally the right to protection and to life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. Nearly all of these rights 
are guaranteed to all persons within the jurisdiction of the 
several States by the Federal Constitution, and are very differ- 
ent from a privilege enjoyed, for example, by the people of Cali- 
fornia, and for which they themselves pay. Between property 
rights—between those imperative rights guaranteed by the 
Constitution and the local privileges enjoyed by the people of 
California, for which they tax themselyes and of which they 
may at will deprive themselyes—there is a wide and most radi- 
cal difference. If the Federal Government may by treaty or 
otherwise constitutionally invade these local privileges and 
dictate how they shall be enjoyed and who shall enjoy them, 
as yet the courts have not judicially determined that this is 
the supreme law of the land. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose at this time to enter upon 
any extended discussion of these constitutional questions, but I 
believe the time has come when I may discuss dispassionately 
and briefly the recent incidents in our history which have called 
forth these discussions. The recent San Francisco school inci- 
dent, happily for the people of California, does not involve any 
of these constitutional questions, because when the facts are 
understood it will be found that San Francisco has not violated 
the treaty between this country and Japan. The only part of 
the treaty of 1894 between this country and Japan upon which 
any claim of violation could be based reads as follows: 


In whatever relates to rights of residence and travel, to the pos- 
session of goods and effects of any kind, to the succession to personal 
estate by will or otherwise, and the disposal of 3 of any sort 
and in any manner whatsoever, which y may awfully acquire, the 
eitizens or subjects of each contracting party shall enjoy in the terri- 
tories of the other the same privileges, liberties, and rights and shall 
be subject to no higher imposts or charges in these respects than native 
citizens or subjects or citizens or subjects of the most-favored nation. 


It is claimed by some that the right of residence thus granted 
to the citizens of Japan implies not only the right of all Japanese 
children to education in the public schools in this country and 
at public expense, but also the right to education in the same 
schools as the children of our own citizens or those of other for- 
eign countries. In other words, it is claimed that under this 
treaty when a citizen of Japan comes to this country and takes 
up a temporary residence, as a matter of international right he 
can force himself or his children into any public school in the 
land without any reference to local or State laws, regulations, 
or customs. If this claim of Japan should be held to be well 
founded, before long we may expect to see Japan insisting that 
her treaty rights have been invaded and her citizens discrimi- 
nated against, because we naturalize the subjects of Germany, 
for example, put them on the police force, and even send them to 
Congress, and the Jike privileges are not extended to citizens of 
Japan. In nearly every municipality in this country where there 
is any considerable percentage of colored population the colored 
school children are segregated from those of white parentage, 
yet under this claim of Japan her citizens are not to be held as 
bound by local school laws and regulations which. have univer- 


sally been held to be constitutional and proper and binding upon |- 


our citizens of colored blood. 
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~ But the assumption that the treaty of 1894 intended to give 


and does give to the subjects of Japan the right to free education 
is a violent one not warranted by the language of the treaty 
itself. The rights conferred by the treaty are clearly and spe- 
cifieally enumerated and the right to free public education is 
not among them. It should also be borne in mind that under 
our law Japanese can not become citizens, and therefore neither 
the United States nor the State of California would be charge- 
able with a duty to educate in order to prepare the future citizen 
for the duties and responsibilities of citizenship. 

Even admitting that the treaty of 1894 dees give to Japanese 
subjects equal opportunities for education in the public schools 
as our own citizens, still the board of education in segregating 
the children of Japanese parentage from the white children has 
violated no treaty and done no wrong. The Civil Code of Cali- 
fornia, section 1662, reads as follows: 

(School.) Trustees shall have the power to exclude children of filthy 
or vicious habits, or children suffering from contagious or infectious 
diseases, and also to establish separate schools for Indian children and 
for children of Mongolian or Chinese descent. When such separate 


schools are established, Indian, Chinese, or Mongolian children must 
not be admitted into any other school. 


In accordance with this statute, many years ago a separate 
school was established in San Francisco and has since been 
maintained for the education of Chinese children, called the 
oriental school. Since this separate school was established, 
in accordance with the positive mandate of the statute that 
“Indian, Chinese, or Mongolian children must not be admitted 
to any other school,” the San Francisco school board had no 
alternative; it was obliged, under the law, to assign the Japa- 
nese children to the oriental school. Some unfavorable com- 
ment has been caused because there were only 93 Japanese chil- 
dren affected by the order of the board assigning them to the 
oriental school, 25 of whom were native born, If there were 
but 9 such children, the case would be the same; it was the duty 
of the board to assign them to the oriental school. This school 
is centrally located, as well equipped and with as competent 
teachers as any in the city. Chinese have been attending the 
oriental school for years, and nobody has discovered that their 
segregation was “a wicked absurdity.” 

Was it legal and proper for California or the school authori- 
ties of San Francisco to segregate the native-born school chil- 
dren of Mongolian descent, establish separate schools for them, 
and forbid them to attend the schools maintained for white 
childfen? There is not a particle of doubt that the San Fran- 
cisco school board had a perfect legal right to do this. In Rob- 
erts v. City of Boston (5 Cushing, 198) it appeared that 160 pri- 
mary schools were maintained in that city, and of this number 
two were devoted to the exclusive use of colored children and 
the balance to the exclusive use of white children. ‘The opinion 
of the court, delivered by Chief Justice Shaw, held this to be 
legal and proper. Ward v. Flood, 48 Cal., 36, was an exactly 
similar case. The court approves the doctrine of the case of 
Roberts v. City of Boston, and holds that the exclusion of the 
colored children from the white schools was legal and proper. 
In State v. McCann (21 Ohio St., 198) it appeared that a colored 
school had been established, organized out of several adjoin- 
ing districts for colored children, and they, were excluded from 
the schools attended by white children. Action was brought 
to compel the admission of these colored children to the white 
schools. This application was denied and the court in its 
opinion uses this language: . 

The plaintif, then, can not claim that his privileges are abridged on 
the ground of inequality of school advantages for his children. Nor 
can he dictate where his children shall be instructed, or what teacher 
shall perform that office, without obtaining privileges not enjoyed by 
white citizens. Equality of rights does not involve the necessity of 
educating white and colored persons in the same school any more 


Foon i does that of educating children of both sexes in the same 
school. 


The same doctrine is held in People ex rel. King v. Gallagher 
(93 New York, 488). The decisions of practically all the courts 
of the land down to the present time on this subject are in har- 
mony with these principles. 

It being, therefore, perfectly legal and proper for California 
and San Francisco to do just what has been done in the way of 
segregation of its native-born children of oriental descent, will 
it be claimed that the subjects of Japan have a right to educa- 
tion in white schools in defiance of the laws of California and 
the ordinance of San Francisco, which are binding upon native 
American citizens of oriental blood? 

If it shall be decided that Japanese children have this right 


-under the treaty, such decision would have far-reaching effects, 


For example, here in Washington the colored children are segre- 
gated and taught in separate schools, and are not allowed to at- 
tend the schools maintained for white children exclusively. 
There is in our treaty with Great Britain a provision very simi- 
lar to the one I have quoted from the treaty with Japan. If 
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United States should steadfastly exclude from permanent resi- 
dence and citizenship in large numbers any race which can not 
be readily amalgamated with our own stock. But even if as- 
similation of the Japanese coming to this country would take 
place easily and rapidly, is such assimilation desirable? What 
strength or grace of body or mind not already possessed by our , 
people could this totally dissimilar race bring to us? They | 
are certainly much inferior to us physically, and there is the 
highest scientific authority for claiming that such assimilation ` 
would bring only evil. In this connection I beg to quote Her- 
bert Spencer. In his famous letter to Baron Kaneko Kentaro, ' 
Mr. Spencer said: 


To your remaining question respecting the intermarriage of foreigners 
and Japanese, which you say is “now very much agitated among our 
scholars and politicians,” and which you say is “one of the most diffi- 
cult problems,” my reply is that, as rationally answered, there is no dif- 
5 at all. Jt should be positively forbidden. It is not at root a 

uestion of social 83 It is at root a question of biology. 
“here is abundant proof, alike furnished by the intermarriage of human 
races and by the 5 of animals, that when the varieties 
mingled diverge beyond a certain slight 27 — the result is inevitably 
a bad one in the long run. I have myself in the habit of looking 
at the evidence bearing on this matter for many years past, and my con- 
viction is based on numerous facts derived from numerous sources, 
This conviction I have within the last half hour verified, for I happen 
to be staying in the country with a gentleman who is well known and 
has had much experience respecting the interbreeding of cattle; and he 
has just, on inquiry, fully confirmed my belief that when, say, of the 
different varieties of sheep, there is an interbreeding of those which are 
widely unlike, the result, especially in the second generation, is a bad 
one—there arises an incalculable mixture of traits and what may be 
called a chaotic constitution. And the same thing happens among 
human beings—the Eurasians in India, the half-breed in America show 
this. ‘The physiological basis of this experience appears to be that any 
one variety of creature in course of many generations acquires a certain 
constitutional adaption to its peculiar form of life, and every other 
variety similarly acquires its own special adaption. The consequence 
is that, if you mix the constitutions of two widely divergent varieties 
which have severally become adapted to widely divergent modes of life, 
you get a constitution which is adapted to the mode of life of neither 
a constitution which will not work properly, because it is not fitted for 
any set of conditions whatever. — all means, therefore, peremptorily 
interdict marria of Japanese with foreigners. 

I have for the reasons indicated grote approved of the la- 
tions which have been established in America for restraining Chinese 
r and had I the power I would restrict them to the smallest 
possible dmount, my reasons for this decision being that one of two 
1 must happen. If the Chinese are allowed to settle extensively 
in erica they must either, if they remain nonmixed, form a sub- 
jective race standing in the position, if not of slayes, yet of a class 
approaching slaves; or, if they mix, they must form a bad hybrid. In 
either case, supposing the immigration to be la immense social mis- 
chief must arise and eventually social disorganization. he same thing 
would happen if there should any considerable mixture of European 
or American races with the Japanese. 


I quote also from another high authority, Pouchet. He says: 


If we haye endeavored to prove that the hybrids of distant races do 
not possess all the necessary conditions of animal life and of propaga- 
tion, it would be easy to find numerous proofs in order to show that 
generally the intellectual conditions of hybrids are not much more 
MARED than their physicál condition. 

Doctor Tschudi says, in speaking of the Zambos (hybrids from the 
aborigines and negroes at Lima) : 

“As men they are pAn inferior to the pure races, and as members 
of society they are the worst class of citizens ; agp Hess furnish four- 
fifths of the criminals in the prisons of Lima. 

“Mr. E. G. Squier has made the same observation about the Zambos 
of Nicaragua. In his part of the country the union of Spaniards with 
these same Americans seems to have only produced degenerate men, 
who show no capacity whatsoever for e e ef 

According to these scientific lights, then, there are already too 
many mongrels in the world. Why should the United States 
consent to add to the stock by permitting a possible mixture of 
totally different races in the States on the Pacific slope? 

Attempts have been made in a portion of the eastern press in 
this country to throw discredit upon the authoritative state- 
ment of Herbert Spencer, which I have just quoted, by showing 
that in this same letter Mr. Spencer took just as positive 
grounds upon other questions—questions of statesmanship and 
public policy then agitating the minds of the public men of 
Japan—which were entirely untenable and which experience 
has demonstrated to have been wholly wrong. The fact that 
Mr. Spencer made the mistake of leaving the subject of biology, 
in the study of which and kindred subjects he had spent his 
life, and going into other fields to speak with authority upon 
subjects about which he knew little or nothing should not be 
allowed to throw discredit upon his statement concerning a 
scientific matter upon which he was then the greatest living 
authority. He made the same mistake that some of our emi- 
nent American, public men have recently been making by join- 
ing in condemnation of the sentiments of the people of Cali- 
fornia as wholly unworthy, and discussing with learned dogma- 
tism Japanese immigration when they have never seen a Japa- 
nese coolie in their lives and have no practical knowledge of the 
subject whatever. 

According to the bureau of labor statistics of California, 
last year the arrivals of Japanese at the port of San Francisco 
alone, in excess of departures, numbered nearly 1,000 per month. 


Japan and her friends are correct in their claim, the colored 
subjects of Great Britain from Jamaica or the Bermudas could 
come to Washington and insist upon attending the white schools 
here in spite of the school authorities of the District, or even 
of the Congress of the United States itself. A subject of Great 
Britain of Chinese descent from Hongkong could come to San 
Francisco and, refusing to attend the oriental school provided 
for him, could enlist the Federal Government, if necessary, to 
compel the white schools of that city to receive and teach him 
in defiance of the local authorities. 

But the treaty Clearly does not undertake to grant such right. 
The gentleman from Vermont admits that never in the history 
of our diplomacy has the treaty-making power undertaken to 
give to aliens rights above those enjoyed by our own citizens. 
I think it may confidently be asserted that the treaty-making 
power of the United States has never intended to make and has 
never made a treaty with Japan under which a citizen of Japan, 
on becoming a temporary resident of this country, by that act 
acquires the right to dictate to an American city how its public 
schools shall be run, If the treaty-making power should ever 
drift so far from our traditions and the popular conceptions of 
the powers of the Federal Government as to make such a 
treaty, I hope, for the sake of the right of local self-government, 
justly dear to the American people and jealously guarded by 
the citizens of all sections, that the courts would hold if, like 
- a statute undertaking to accomplish the same result, unconstitu- 
tional, and therefore void. 

Since San Francisco and California in this Japanese school 
matter have only followed established and long-approved prece- 
dents, wherefore all this denunciation and abuse? Of what 
crime is California guilty to deserve the threat of the President 
of the United States to send against her people the armed forces 
of the United States? Mr. Chairman, she is guilty of desiring 
to remain American, Her sole offense is that she is strong in 
the determination to maintain within her borders the civiliza- 
tion of the Caucasian race.. Her only crime is that she is try- 
ing to go forward with the working out of the national and so- 
cial and moral ideals of our fathers and is sending out a strong 
cry against the orientalizing of the Pacific coast by the sons of 
Nippon or by any other Asiatic immigrants. 

The people of California feel no hatred of Japan as a nation 
nor of the Japanese coolies who have been lately coming to their 
State in large numbers. As a Representative of California upon 
this floor I hesitate to say words that might be thought unkind 
by our Japanese friends. But the people of California know that 
the ideals of most of the Japanese who have come among them are 
not American ideals; their ways are not our ways. Theirs is 
a race different and distinct from ours; very different physically, 
with a different religion, entirely different traditions reaching 
back for centuries, different ideas of the family life; and in 
many ways their viewpoint is totally different from ours. Any 
attempt to amalgamate these Japanese coolies with our- stock 
would give rise to race problems more difficult of solution than 
our brothers of the South are now trying to solve. Although 
the Japanese haye been coming to California in numbers for 
about seven years, there is yet no sign of the establishment of 
any social relations between them and any element of our popu- 
lation, and I feel sure from what I know of the Japanese char- 
acter that no matter how long they stay, or whether born on 
our soil or in Japan, they will continue alien and distinctively 
Japanese and not American. The leopard can not change his 
spots. The Creator made the two races different, and different 
they will remain. I am aware that there is the highest author- 
ity for asserting that God hath made of one blood all the na- 
tions of the earth,” and the same high authority has intimated 
that it is a good and pleasant thing for brethren to dwell to- 
gether in unity, but there is not a single example in history of 
two peoples, racially widely different, living together in peace, 
unless one race was subject to the other or the two races were 
amalgamated. Under our form of government one race can not 
live in legal subjection to the other, and I think all students of 
the subject agree that the Japanese can not be assimilated. 

In discussing Japanese immigration in California appeals to 
selfish interests and commercial considerations are most often 
heard. But this question should be settled upon higher grounds 
than these. In the light of our experience of the last hundred 
years, if the negro inhabitants of this country numbered only 
100,000, confined to two or three States along the Atlantic sea- 
board, would we welcome the coming from Africa of large num- 
bers of colored immigrants until they reached a total of mil- 
lions? I believe that nearly every thinking American will an- 
swer this question in the negative. Yet this supposititious case 
is exactly parallel with the conditions now existing on the 
Pacific coast in Japanese immigration. With the race problem 
of the South before them it seems clear that the people of the 


1582 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 23, 


This takes no account of the arrivals at other ports of the 
United States, nor of those who come in over the borders from 
Canada and Mexico. This year this net ineréase promises to 
be much more, and a high authority estimates that there are 
now 50,000 Japanese in California—nearly all male wage-earn- 
ers. And yet many people in the East do not understand nor 
sympathize with the alarm with which the people of California 
view this increasing immigration. Members of this House have 
recently said to me, “ Ten or fifteen thousand per year! That is 
nothing to cause alarm. Why, we are getting a million aliens 
a’year from Europe over here in the East and think nothing 
of it.“ I beg to remind these gentlemen that we have in Cali- 
fornia about 2,000,000 people, one-fortieth of the population of 
the United States. Multiply 10,000 or 15,000, the number of 
yearly Japanese accessions to our population, by forty, and you 
have 400,000 to 600,000. Do these gentlemen suppose that if 
400,000 to 600,000 Japanese coolies were annually landing in 
New York and, spreading themselves over the States of the 
East, and this immigration was rapidly increasing, there would 
be no alarm and no protest by the people? I dare assert that 
as soon as the people east of the Rocky Mountains became ac- 
quainted by practical experience with the character of this 
immigration, and what its continued increase meant to our 
country, there would be an insistent demand for immediate 
exclusion legisiation which would not be denied. But we are 
away off on the western rim of the continent, and our cry is 
small and faint, and the rest of the country is slow to hear and 
to heed. ? 

But our alarm is not based alone on theory. At our very 
doors, in the Territory of Hawaii, we have an object lesson. 
By looking at the conditions there we can see what the Pacific 
coast is destined to become if the present temper of the Federal 
Government continues. Thirty years ago there were no Japa- 
nese worth mentioning in the Territory of Hawaii, yet to-day 
they are a majority of all the inhabitants of the islands. Doctor 
Neill, of the Bureau of Commerce and Labor, has recently com- 
piled a very interesting report on conditions in Hawaii, which 
has been issued by the Department as Bulletin No, 66. This 
report shows that the Japanese, with the few Chinese and 
Koreans now in the islands, are doing 85 per cent of the planta- 
tion work and 75 per cent of the work in all other occupations, 
skilled and unskilled. American skilled labor will soon be 
driven from the islands, and unless conditions change the labor 
of the islands will finally be wholly monopolized by the Japa- 
nese. They have invaded all avocations there. Many of them 
are contractors, and 75 per cent of the merchants and traders 
of the islands are orientals. All that seems to remain to be done 
to make these islands a Japanese colony is to pull down the 
Stars and Stripes and hoist the flag of Japan. 

The people of the Pacific coast are firm in the conviction that, 
unless the result is prevented by legislation, the Pacific coast in 
the next twenty-five years will certainly become as completely 
orientalized as Hawaii has been. Their conviction is based not 
wholly upon shadowy fears, nor even upon the experience of 
Hawaii, but they see this orientalizing process well on the way 
in parts of California, In the Vaca Valley, for example, from 
which has come for many years the earliest California fruits, 
this orientalizing process is well advanced toward completion. 
Only a few years ago the Japanese came in as laborers in the 
orchards, later they began to lease and then to buy the orchards, 
until now one-half the orchards of the fair Vaca Valley are 
owned or leased by Japanese. Five Japanese own orchards of 
some 200 acres and many others smaller amounts. The pres- 
ence of Japanese in any numbers in any community brings the 
Japanese shopkeeper and trader, the Japanese banker, shoe- 
maker, and Japanese engaged in every form of human employ- 
ment, and these Japanese business houses get the trade of their 
countrymen to the exclusion of the white stores. 

In Antioch I sm advised that truck farming on the Tule 
lands is rapidly going through the same transformation, and in 
the raisin-growing districts of Fresno County it is already be- 
ginning. In that county one Japanese owns 320 acres of vine- 
yard, another 160 acres, and others smaller amounts. Our peo- 
ple know that as the Jap already has the Vaca Valley so in a 
short time he will take the Antioch district and the Fresno re- 
gion, as well as any other district that he chooses to invade. 

The causes of these rapid and peaceful commercial conquests 
are several. In the first place, most Americans do not care to 
live in a neighborhood where a large percentage of the popula- 
tion is Japanese. They sell or lease their orchards or property 
at the best price they can get from Japanese or anyone else, and 
get out. The same thing takes place in San Francisco. When 
a crowd of Japanese rent a house in the residence portion of 
that city at once there is a great fall in the price of real estate— 


in some cases as much as 50 per cent—and an exodus from the 
neighborhood begins. x 

But the chief cause for these rapid Japanese conquests is the 
fact that white labor can not compete with oriental, and espe- 
cially with Japanese labor. Accustomed to live on a little rice 
and dried fish, to sleep on a board, and to do with very few of 
the comforts of life, no white man can hope to hold the field 
against him. We pass high-tariff laws to protect the American 
laborer against the products of cheap foreign labor. We Re- 
publicans have promised to protect him from this cheap labor. 
Shall we “keep this promise to the ear and break it to the 
hope“ by permitting, not the products, but the cheapest laborers 
themselves to come and compete with him at his own door, un- 
der the yery shadow of his home? 

Accustomed at home to labor for a few cents a day, our wages 
in California seem to the Jap fabulously princely, and it is no 
wonder that he is eager to reach that land of promise. He is 
shrewd enough to get as much for his labor as he can, but when 
he invades a field he cuts under the ruling white wages enough 
to get the business. Thus the Jap has come to monopolize the 
labor of the fruit industry of the Vaca Valley, the seed industry 
of Santa Clara County, and the Derry fields and orchards of Wat- 
sonville, and thus they will come to monopolize the labor of the 
Pacific coast, unless their coming be prevented in some way. 

Some employers of labor are at first induced to employ Jap- 
anese by the temptation of securing cheap labor. But once in 
possession of the field they cease to be cheap, and no labor union 
ever was more despotic in its demands than a company of Jap- 
anese laborers secure in the possession of a particular field from 
which they have driven competition. Ask the planters of 
Hawaii if what I am saying is not true. 

The Japanese contractor employs his countrymen at first 
almost at his own price. He boards his men in his shack at a 
total expense of $5 or $6 per month, and many of these coolies 
are in virtual slavery to pay for their passage across the Pacific 
and have little or nothing to say about what their wages shall 
be. Thus equipped, he starts, as he started in Hawaii, in a Cali- 
fornia city or town to get business. He will soon be enabled ta 
drive the white contractor out of business or compel him to employ 
Japanese help. The same thing is true of the Japanese orchard- 
ist and truck farmer. He can make all kinds of money selling 
his product at prices that drive the American employing white 
labor to the wall. And so, unless arrested by legislation, the 
process of transforming the Pacific coast from an American into 
an oriental habitation will go on to its inevitable conclusion. 
What remedy does the Pacific coast propose for the correction of 
these present and future evils? We ask that the Chinese-exclu- 
sion act shall be extended to embrace Japanese and all other 
Asiatic laborers. The Asiatic coolie is the key to the situation. 
On the laborer as a foundation rests the oriental industrial struc- 
ture, just as the industrial structure eyerywhere rests upon 
labor. Exclude the laborer and every other condition to which 
we object will correct itself. 

Nearly one year ago in discussing this subject upon this floor 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] expressed the fear 
that if we should pass such legislation as the Pacific coast is 
asking we would have trouble, perhaps war, with Japan. Why 
should trouble come? The treaty of 1894 provides for such 
legislation. The provisions of the Chinese-exclusion act could be 
extended to embrace Japanese laborers without violating either 
in Jetter or spirit our treaty with Japan. The last paragraph 
of Article II of that treaty reads as follows: 

It is, however, understood that the stipulations contained in this and 
the preceding article do not in any way affect the laws, ordinances, and 
regulations with regard to trade, the immigration of laborers, police and 


public security which are in force or which may hereafter be enacted 
n either of the two countries, 


But how is Japan observing the terms of this treaty, under 
which she is demanding such extraordinary rights and privi- 
leges? Americans are not allowed to enter the schools of Japan. 
They are not allowed to own real estate or engage in mining 
there. If the business of an American resident of Japan re- 
quires him to own real property, he can not purchase or hold it 
except in the name of some Japanese subject. Should an 
American laborer go to Japan, he would not be allowed to 
work unless he procured a license from the prefecture of the 
district where he was residing. This license would, of course, 
not be granted if the job he was seeking was wanted by any 
Japanese laborer. These things I am stating on the authority 
of a distinguished Japanese lawyer who delivered an address 
recently before the American Bar Association at Saratoga, N. Y. 
I am also advised by those who have lived in Japan and speak 
from experience that Americans in Japan are obliged to pay 
double the taxes that are assessed against natives. If they 
wish to attend the theater and the price of a ticket to a native 
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would be 60 sen, the American will be forced to pay 200 sen, 


and in other things it is the same. Besides these things, the 
ways in which the Japanese undertake to drive out of Japan 
any American who embarks in business there are most exas- 


perating. 

I have here a letter from a gentleman now living in New 
York which shows more in detail how this is done. He writes 
as follows: 

Nos. 140 AND 142 PEARL Street, New York, N. Y., 
Decem 


ber 13, 1906. 
Hon. E. A. HAYES, k 
Member of Congress Fifth Congressional District of California, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Your favor of the Sth duly reached me, and before reply- 
ing I wished to secure, as requested, the name of an authority on 
Ja ese laws and their bearing on foreigners under the treaties. The 
following, “A digest written for the international committee of Yoko- 
hama,” Ey Dr. L. Lonholm, will give you particulars : 

The treaty may read nice to people on this side who have never been 
to Japan and have never traded with the Japanese, but there are so 
many differences between what the United States allows a Japanese 
when here and what the Japanese Government allows an American in 
Japan it makes one disgusted and anxious to quit doing anything or 
having anything to do with Japan or the Japanese. 

There is a law in mig om forbidding the transfer of land to foreign- 
ers, and under the new aties foreigners are not entitled to own land. 
Foreigners can own buildings. The land on which such buildings 
stand may be held by the foreigners under either a lease or a super- 
ficies. Americans can not practice law in Japan or become a printer, 
editor, or publisher of a newspaper. Americans can not engage in 
mining in Japan. 

While the 3 apparently gives an American the same rights as a 
Japanese, you will note that the Japanese were shrewd enough not to 
mention in the treaty that they had already passed imperatire laws 
which no ae Be gow abrogate unless mentioned in the treaty. 

Ny idea is t this time the Japs know they have made a mistake, 
as they never dreamed of a refusal, and supposed by making a big 
noise ifornia would at once apologize and open its schools. Japan 
never expected the final turn down and the subsequent events, knowing 
full af rad sec an investigation of the treaty will expose the one-sided 


Some years age. the Japanese Government began paying a ee to 
the Japanese Guild, the object being to drive out the American 
tea men. ‘The subsidy was paid under the name of a sum to be used 
to advertise the qualities of Japan teas and thus add to their 
consumption. ‘This was unnecessary, as the United States and Canada 
bought and consumed all the leaf Japan could sell for export. Shortly 
after the Japanese Government began peyin the money Japanese 
began opening up tea offices in New York, Chicago, and other points, 
and native tea-firing plants began to operate in the interior tea-growing 
points of Japan. It then developed that the rents and expenses of the 
different tea offices in the United States were being paid out of the 
money paid by the Japanese Government; also that the native tea- 
firing hongs were veing paid 50 yen for every firing pan they put up. 
It was even — of by the Japs in New York that they would soon 
drive the Americans out of the trade, as they were being backed by 
their Government. 

The writer Lares yore the whole matter up with the State Department, 
and the Japanese Government agreed to cease paying the subsidy, bat, 
as usual, lied and paid it. On again bringing the matter up the Japa- 
nese evidently told the State Department to mind its own business; at 
least, from the letter I received from the State Department, I inferred 
as much and ceased trying to get protection. My contention was that 
the Japanese bounty was an — bounty and that teas on which that 
bounty was paid should, according to the Dingley tariff, pay an import 


duty Sipe to the 8 duty. 

I will be 3 at any time to give you any further particulars, and 
trust you will never allow a Jap in your public schools, although I be- 
lieve most of the States in the from ignorance of the Jap, would 
make no objection. 

Yours, very truly, 

It seems to one of the most humble members of this coordinate 
branch of the Government that our most distinguished Secretary 
of State could not be better employed than in striving to secure 
for American citizens in Japan those rights guaranteed to them 
by the treaty, but which they are nevertheless denied. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of California have one of the fair- 
est spots on all the earth. It is their home, and they love it. 
They are Americans, and they are here asking Americans to so 
legislate as to protect them from an insidious conquest of 
orientals, which, unless prevented by law, will overwhelm them, 
destroying or rendering wholly uncongenial the homes which 
they fondly hope to hand down to their children with all the 
holy influences around them that now pervade the American 
home. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of. Ohio. Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to 
call to the attention of this committee two bills which I haye 
introduced to wit, H. R. 14609 and H. R. 14610. The former 
has been referred to the Committee on War Claims and the 
latter to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

I am urging the passage of H. R. 14609 because of the fact 
that adequate recognition has never been given to the suffer- 
ings and hardships of all Union prisoners of war by the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. Large sums of money have been 
appropriated for the purpose of pensioning the men who fought 
in the Union armies for periods of ninety days to three years 
or more. The pension rolls carry probably all of those still sur- 
| yiving who went through the horrors of Confederate military 


prisons, yet for these experiences, which more than outweigh 
any others of the dangers of hardships of war, the Federal 
Government has never seen fit to set apart a sum of money as 
compensation. The pensions under the general laws in no 
way compensate these men for their sufferings. In the first 
place, men who contracted disabilities that have burdened their 
lives from the day of their release from such places as Ander- 
sonville and Libby have great difficulty and oftentimes are un- 
able to prove the incurrence of these disabilities in the service 
in the line of duty, and secondly, their meager pensions do not 
begin to repay them for the sufferings endured and for the 
physical anguish and loss of vigor that more or less affected 
their career in after years. It is because of these reasons that 
I have introduced the bill above referred to, which provides 
that all Federal soldiers who were honorably discharged and 
who were confined in Confederate prisons shall be paid in the 
sum of $2 for each day of confinement therein. Provision is 
also made for the widow of the soldier if she be not remarried, 
and she is entitled under the provisions of this bill to receive 
the same sum as would have been paid to the husband because 
of said imprisonment. 

Practically every association of ex-prisoners of war through- 
out the United States has recommended the enactment of such 
a law. Since I have introduced this bill letters have reached 
me from broken-down soldiers—residents of every part of the 
United States—who urgently plead that something be done in 
the way of recognition for the sufferings which they endured. 

Coming down to the practical side of the question. it may be 
asked how great a sum would be diverted every year from the 
Treasury of the United States should this bill become a law. 
This is a very difficult question to answer, and it is, perhaps, 
impossible to give any definite or reliable figures, This is 
because of the fact that the records of the Confederate military 
prisons were fragmentary and often, at best, unreliable. There- 
fore it is a matter of considerable speculation as to the number 
of men who were actually confined. in Confederate prisons, and 
especially as to the number of men who survived incarceration. 
I have made every effort to obtain reliable information in this 
direction. Gen. F. C. Ainsworth, in a letter to me under date 
of April 9, 1906, in answer to a request for this information, 
states as follows: 


According to the best information now obtainable, it appears that 
211,411 Union soldiers were ca during the civil war, of which 
number 16,668 were paroled on the field, and that consequently 194,743 
were held in ca pun It also appears that 30,218 Union soldiers died 
while In captivity; but the reco of ederate prisons in the pos- 
session of the ar Department are by no means complete, and the 
number of deaths of Union prisoners of war is doubtless much greater 
than the number herein stated. * * * The total number of deaths 
in Confederate prisons will never be definitely known. 


Other authoricies do not give as large a number of prisoners 
in the Confederate prisons. In the statistical record of the 
armies of the United States prepared by Frederick Pfeister, 
late a captain in the United States Army, it is estimated that the 
missing and captured on the Union side totaled 184,791. In 
other words, he says that one out of every fifteen had been cap- 
tured or reported missing. As showing the discrepancy between 
figures and estimates of the number of Union men confined in 
southern prisons, the following figures, taken from the work en- 
titled “Prisoners of War and Military Prisons,” by Asa B. 
Isham, are submitted. He states that the captured white troops 
numbered 86 in every 1,000 men. From these varied reports it 
is safe to say that probably not more than 100,000 men of the 
Union forces lived through their prison experience and were re- 
turned to the Union Army. In the forty years or more that have 
elapsed since the close of the war it is more than probable to 
suppose that at least half of this number have died. It seems 
more reasonable to accept the statement of Mr. Isham in the 
work above referred to, after making allowances for the dis- 
erepancies between the records of the Confederate military pris- 
ons and the actual facts. The steps In his recapitulation at the 
end of his very excellent argument show that the total number 
of men captured by the rebels amounted to 188,145; the number 
paroled, estimated at one-half, amounted to 94,072; the number 
actually confined in prison, 94,072; the number of deaths in 
Confederate prisons, 36,401; per cent of mortality in rebel pris- 
ons, 38.7 per cent. On the basis of these figures, but 57,671 
Union soldiers left the rebel prisons alive. It is no extravagant 
estimate to state that perhaps 50 per cent of this number have 
died since the war. Thus not more than 20,000 soldiers and 
epee widows would reap the benefit sought to be conferred by 
this bil 

There can be no doubt that the men who endured the agonies 
of prison life or tortures of confinement in the prison pens when 
partisanship ran high deserye the small bounty which this bill 
provides. The Government has proven its generosity in the case 
of men who served but three months during the last cali of the 
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war. It has never recognized the supreme sacrifices of its pris- 
oners of war, and it seems but fitting and proper that the policy 
of liberality which has come to prevail in pension matters should 
be put in force before it is too late to benefit the survivors of 
the awful days of confinement and distress in Confederate mili- 
tary prisons. 

In introducing H. R. 14610, which is referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, I did so in answer to a general demand that 
a more fair, just, and equitable law be passed granting relief to 
the widows of the veterans of the civil war. Over forty years 
have passed since the war was terminated. We have had an- 
other war since that time, and had, approximately, on June 30, 
1906, on the pension rolls some 22,621 pensioners as the result of 
this last struggle. From time to time Congress has enacted 
laws that have sought to increase the sums, paid to those who 
survived in that great conflict from 1861 to 1865, to their 
widows, and to the dependent children. The sentiment seems 
to be general that there should be a more liberal general pension 
law, since statistics show that because of death, remarriage, 
legal limitation, failure to claim, and other causes, approxi- 
mately 47,000 pensioners are dropped from the rolls each year. 
In 1905, to be explicit, the number dropped was 47,444, of which 
number 25,208 were civil-war survivors. 

That there is a sentiment for more liberal pension legislation is 
evidenced by the willingness of Congress to enact special pension 
legislation to relieve those unfortunate claimants who are unable, 
for various reasons, to obtain proper relief from the Bureau of 
Pensions. The special bill is not satisfactory, It helps a few, 
but it does not relieve the conditions affecting the great body of 
men and women whose claim upon the Government is based upon 
patriotic services during the days of national peril. General 
laws should be phssed making unnecessary the enactment of 
special legislation, by rendering fair and equal justice to all 
claimants under the pension laws. No better example of in- 
equitable legislation can be found than the present act of June 
27, 1890. As a step in the direction of liberality and fairness, 
I have introduced the bill before mentioned, which proposes to 
amend what is commonly known as the “act of June 27. 1890.“ 
The original act provides that the widow of a soldier who was 
married before the 27th of June, 1890, and whose income does 
not exceed $250 in any one year, may, upon proof of this mar- 
riage, without proving the husband's death from service causes, 
receive $8 per month. I seek to amend this act by amending 
the date of marriage so as to bring it forward ten years, to the 
27th day of June, 1900, and increasing the pension allowed to 
$12 per month. In the bill as introduced I have raised the in- 
come limit from $250 to $350 per year, but I will say at this 
time that after careful investigation I find this income clause 
the most common reason for rejection, and considering the in- 
creased cost of living, I will, when the bill is considered by the 
committee to which it has been referred, urge that this income 
clause be stricken out altogether. 

It must be admitted that in these-days of advanced cost of 
living an income of eyen $350 will not suffice to keep an aged 
widow in even moderately comfortable circumstances. This is 
more particularly true owing to the methods pursued by the 
Pension Department in estimating the income. Oftentimes a 
soldier dies, leaving to his widow a small house and practically 
no money with which to mainfain it. Yet, in estimating her 
income, the rental value of that house is charged against her, 
and in frequent cases coming under my observation this amounts 
to at least one-half of the income limit now provided by law, 
leaving to the widow but $125 a year for her actual living ex- 
penses, clothing, and other incidentals. I therefore propose 
that the income clause be stricken out entirely, and in support 
of this contention I wish at this point to incorporate in my re- 
marks the following figures and comparisons for the considera- 
tion or the committee: 

During the past year ending January 1, 1907, there were re- 
jected, from all causes, 3,759 widow applicants for pension. I 
am informed by the Pension Department that not more than 
one-third of this number could be credited to the income-limita- 
tion clause of the act of June 27, 1890, since remarriage, failure 
to claim, proof of the existence of the husband for whom pen- 
sion is claimed, or the hundred other circumstances which are 
turned up by the Pension Department every week are the rea- 
sons for rejections of the claims. It seems fair, therefore, to 
take either one-third or one-fourth of 3,759 as the number that 
would be added during any one year by the removal of the 
income limitation. On the basis of one-third there would be 
1,253 widows who would be pensioned at $8 per month or $96 
per year, or a total of $120,288. On the basis of one-fourth, or 
940 additional pensioners at $96 per year, the addition to the 
pension roll would be $90,240. On the basis of ten years, sup- 
posing 2,000 of the claimants would die within the decade—a 


very reasonable presumption—the addition because of this 
amendment would amount to $710,400. This might perhaps 
seem a big sum; but when it is considered that over 47,000 are 
being dropped every year from the rolls, and that this proportion 
will rapidly increase every year, the amendment is not drastic or 
in any sense unreasonable, 

On January 31, 1905, there were borne on-the rolls of the 
Pension Department 1,004,196 pensioners, and on June 30, 1906, 
there appeared the names of 985,971 pensioners. In eighteen 
months, therefore, there was a net decrease of 18,225 pensioners. 
The average amount of each pension, according to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, is $138.18. On June 30, 1905, there were 
998,441 pensioners on the roll, and on June 30, 1906, 985,971, a 
net decrease of 12,472. On the basis of the decrease in the roll 
of pensioners for the year ended June 30, 1906, at the average 
amount of each pension for the year, $138.18, the amount of de- 
crease would be $1,723,380.96. If the property limitation was 
stricken out, therefore, the decrease in expenditure for one 
year would largely exceed the pensions of all additions -to the 
roll of widow applicants on the basis previously indicated. 

On June 30, 1906, there were 175,237 widows pensioned under 
the act of June 27, 1890, and 76,810 under the general law, 
making a total of 252,047 widows drawing pensions. On June 
30, 1905, there were 169,066 widows drawing under the act of 
June 27, 1890, and 77,620 drawing under the general law, or a 
total of 246,686. There was thus a net increase of 5,861 June 
30, 1906, as compared with June 30, 1905, a gain of 6,171 under 
the act of June 27, 1890, and a loss of 810 under the general 
law. Looking at the other side of the proposition, there were 
on June 30, 1906, 461,078 invalids pensioned under the act of 
June 27, 1890, and 205,375 under the general law, making a total 
of 666,453. The total for June 30, 1905, of pensioners under the 
act of June 27, 1890, and the general law is 684,608, There 
would be a reduction, therefore, from 1905 to 1906 of 18,155 
men pensioners. On June 30, 1906, there were 205,375 men 
drawing pensions under the general law, while on June 30, 1905, 
there were 219,384 drawing under the general law. In this one 
year, therefore, there were dropped from the rolls 14,009 pen- 
sioners under the general law. The great majority of this 
number probably died, since, as cited above, 6,171 widows were 
added under the act of June 27, 1890, and none under the gen- 
eral law—in fact, there was a reduction under the general law. 
This is conclusive proof that but one woman was added for 
every three men whose pensions were dropped. Further, pen- 
sions under the general law provide a much larger distribution 
of money than the widows’ pensions, which at most reach but 
$12 per month. 

The number of pensioners reached high-water mark Janu- 
ary 81, 1905. The total was 1,004,196. There will be a rapid 
decrease in the ensuing ten years, as is indicated by the large 
decrease in the past fiscal year. The tide is rapidly ebbing 
and many thousands will be dropped in the next decade. It 
will be seen from the statistics given that the proposed amend- 
ment will not add anything to the appropriation, but will simply 
take up a part of that which will be saved each year because 
of the death of the veterans of the civil war. 

The second provision of this amendment provided that the 
widows who were married prior to June 27, 1900, shall become 
eligible for pensions. I know of no means by which statistics 
could be obtained showing the exact number who would be 
benefited by thus putting forward the time from marriage 
from 1890 to 1900, but I do not believe that this addition would 
be considerable, and if it was, I still insist that in justice and 
equity the woman who has married and lived with a soldier 
since shortly after June, 1890, up to the present time and who 
has devoted sixteen years of her life as a faithful wife should 
not be barred by an arbitrary time limitation. I have heard 
it claimed that the original date was fixed to bar adventuresses 
from marrying old soldiers in order to procure this pittance. 
This is an insult to American womanhood, and if for no other 
reason than to express our confidence in the purity and honor 
of the women of this country, who are sought in marriage by 
the soldiers of the civil war, this date should be brought for- 
ward to the time designated in the amendment. It could by 
no possibility attract adventuresses, since those who married 
after June 27, 1890, did so with the full understanding that 
they were barred from drawing a pension. Sixteen years have 
passed since that date, and most of the marriages contracted 
in this period haye not been between veterans and young 
women, but rather between yeterans and women of middle age. 
It would seem that some proyision should be made for caring 
for the widows who gave their services late in life to minister- 
ing to the broken and suffering veterans of the war. The ad- 
dition would be inconsiderable, and the good accomplished 
would far outweigh any money consideration. 
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I would urge that the committee consider this proposed legis- 
lation carefully. With our wonderful national wealth, with a 
great surplus piling up in the Treasury of the United States, 
there can be no more auspicious time to lighten to some extent 
the burdens that oppress the widows of the soldiers of the civil 
war, This amendment to the act of June 27, 1890, would work 
inestimable good and place upon the roll many deserving 
women. From the figures which I have submitted with my 
remarks, it can be readily shown that the amount such legisla- 
tion would withdraw from the National Treasury would not be 
of any consequence. In fact, I am sure that it would not in any 
way increase the appropriation, or even reach the appropriation 
for pensions made in 1904 and other preceding years. Because 
I believe this proposed legislation is just, because I believe that 
we owe to the widow of the soldier some equitable and just 
recognition for her services in the home, I will urge a favorable 
report of this bill. There is no better way of showing honor 
and respect to and earning the gratitude of patriotic American 
womanhood. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, on divers occasions during my 
brief Congressional career I attempted to haye remedial and 
effective legislation enacted for the benefit of certain classes of 
survivors of the civil and Spanish-American wars. I recognize 
that other Members of this House have had the same designs 
and purposes in mind, but hitherto our efforts have been fruit- 
less in that direction. 

Our appeals on certain phases of this class of legislation were 
listened to by a deaf ear in the past. During the first session 
of this Congress I introduced a bill providing that all soldiers 
and sailors who served ninety days or more in the military or 
naval service of the United States during the late war of the 
rebellion and the Spanish-American war, who had been honor- 
ably discharged, and who were or might hereafter be suffering 
from the loss of sight of both eyes and had become totally 
blind from causes not resulting while in the service of the 
United States and not the result of vicious or intemperate hab- 
its, be placed upon the list of pensioners of the United States, 
and that they be granted a pension of $30 per month. 

At this session I introduced a bill (H. R. 21378) on the same 
subject, broader and more extensive, providing that all soldiers 
and sailors who seryed ninety days or more in the military or 
naval service of the United States during the late war of the 
rebellion or the Spanish-American war, who have been honor- 
ably discharged, and who are or may hereafter be suffering 
from the loss of sight of both eyes, and that all soldiers and 
sailors who are or may become bedridden, who are or may be- 
come utterly helpless, who are or may become paralytics, and 
who are or may become painfully or permanently disabled from 
causes not occurring whilst in the service of the United States, 
upon making due proof of the fact of the said several dis- 
abilities, be placed upon the pension list of the United States 
and be granted a pension of $30 per month. In fairness to all 
sufferers from such disabilities such legislation should be en- 
acted. 

Congress. has established the precedent of granting in numer- 
ous and frequent instances $30 per month, by special bill, to 
survivors of the civil war who were blind when such a dis- 
ability was not the result of military or naval seryice. Con- 
gress has also established the precedent of granting by special 
bill $24 to $30 per month to survivors of the civil war who 
were bedridden, utterly helpless, paralytics, and who had be- 
come painfully and permanently disabled, where such disabili- 
ties were not the result of service origin. 

There are many surviving soldiers in the United States who 
are suffering from the disabilities enumerated in said bill or 
bills introduced. Without a special bill, survivors of the civil 
war or the Spanish-American war suffering from disabilities 
enumerated in the bills introduced can not secure more than 
the maximum sum of $12 per month. This latter allowance 
is granted to them by and through the proyisions of the act of 
Congress approved June 27, 1890. 

Why should not all honorably discharged soldiers, who were 
in the service ninety days and upward, and who are blind, bed- 
ridden, utterly helpless, paralytic, and painfully and perma- 
nently disabled, and thereby unable to perform mental or 
manual labor, have like benefits and equal rewards? Why 
should A, blind, receive a pension of $30 per month, and B, his 
next neighbor, similarly afflicted and disabled, be limited to 
his allowance or gratuity granted him by the provisions of 
the act of Congress above referred to? Why should C, honor- 
ably discharged, and in the service more than ninety days, bed- 
ridden, or utterly helpless, or a paralytic, painfully and perma- 
nently disabled, not the result of his military service and not 
the result of vicious or intemperate habits, be the beneficiary of 
the liberality of Congress to the extent of twenty-four or thirty 
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dollars per month, and his neighbor, D, similarly afflicted, be 
limited to $12 per month? These and such inequalities do exist 
and should be corrected and remedied by proper and adequate 
legislation. 

Why has Congress been so tardy and hesitated so long on this 
subject? True, Congress has been liberal in many respects, 
and has rewarded the great majority of our old soldiers, but it 
has also compelled many, afflicted as aboye described, to pa- 
tiently wait until their remains were deposited in the tomb or 
to the last of their declining days. 

The storm of life is rapidly thinning and decimating the ranks 
of the survivors. Another decade and all the survivors of the 
civil war will be beyond the septuagenarian period of life. I 
am not complaining of the liberality or the nonliberality of Con- 
gress on this subject in the past, but I complain that those pos- 
sessing the same class and form of disability are not uniformly 
rewarded for their services and consequent suffering. 

The Invalid Pension Committee of the House and the Senate 
and their clerks are overworked, and are doing the best and 
most they can to grant relief during the period that Congress 
is in session. Every Member of Congress introduces special 
bills for original and increase of pensions, Many a Member 
introduces thirty and forty bills for original and increase of 
pension and relief during a session when he is well advised 
that not more than one-fourth or one-fifth of his bills can and 
will be considered by the committee. 

All the cases may be equally meritorious. There are 386 
Members in this body. The committee is endeavoring to be fair 
and just, and that each Member shall, as near as possible, haye 
an equal number of special pension bills considered at each 
session or term of Congress. Take it for granted that each 
Member at each session secures favorable consideration of half 
a dozen special pension bills, the aggregate number acted upon 
would exceed 2,300 cases, and such a number of bills would tax 
the time and ability of the most efficient committee and most 
competent clerks during a session of ayerage length and dura- 
tion, 

I introduced at the first session of this Congress thirty-seven 
pension bills—all meritorious, in my judgment—under the prece- 


dent established and followed, and but nine were favorably ~ 


acted upon. Those not considered must wait the opportunity 
at a subsequent session; or the order in which I or my successor 
may choose to haye the same considered by the committee. 

I predict that by the time all the bills introduced by me during 
the last session and previous sessions of Congress can and will 
be considered by the committee, under the established rules and 
existing practice, one-half of those asking for relief by special 
bill will have passed into eternity. And the experience of a 
majority of the Members of this body is identical with my own 
experience. 

The passage of a bill or bills such as I have introduced will 
increase the pensions paid but a trifling sum as compared with 
the aggregate of pension appropriations heretofore provided for. 
Usually those most advanced in years, most feeble, and seri- 
ously and painfully disabled are selected to be rewarded by 
special legislation. Their days are numbered, and generally 
they do not long survive the period when they are allowed an 
increase. Many of those whom I endeavored to fayor did not 
survive a year to enjoy such blessings and benefits. 

In the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress the com- 
mittee and this House favorably considered only three of the 
special bills introduced by me, and I regret to say that all three 
died in less than a year after their pecuniary reward for sery- 
ices granted by Congress was announced, and I have been in- 
formed that one of the beneficiaries under bills introduced by 
me in the first session of the Fifty-ninth Congress departed 
within six months after his bill was signed by the President; 
and such, as I stated before, is the experience of every Member 
in this House who was required to ask for special legislation 
on this subject. 

The committee will act favorably on every bill that can be 
reached for consideration wherein it is established that the 
soldier is blind, bedridden, utterly helpless, a paralytic, and 
painfully or permanently disabled, and where it is further es- 
tablished that his disabilities are not the result of vicious and 
intemperate habits, and he is unable to perform mental or 
manual labor to support and maintain himself, and was in the 
service for a period of ninety days and upward. 

There are many survivors of this class of soldiers who are 
equally and similarly disabled who have not received and never 
will receive the benefits of increase of pension by special legis- 
lation. And why is this so? It is because their cases can not 
be reached and considered under present practices and existing 
legislation. Very few citizens make complaint or refuse to 
pay their taxes and bear their burdens provided they are equal 
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and uniform. The benefits provided for by pension legislation 
should likewise be equal and uniform amongst the several 
classes of beneficiaries enumerated in the bill introduced. If 
this kind of legislation is wrong in principle, then stop the pro- 
cedure and wipe out the precedent, and revoke and repeal what 
has been enacted on the subject. 

But since it is approved by legislation and the people of this 
country, and the precedent is established, permit all who may 
be embraced and enumerated in this class of patriotic dnd un- 
fortunate citizens to enjoy the benefits and privileges and re- 
wards of equality and uniformity in our pension laws. Special 
legislation mes necessary sometimes to provide for special 
cases which the generality of general laws will not cover and 
can not reach. But special legislation on the subject referred 
to in said bill can not reach all classes and men equally and 
uniformly by reason of want of time and limitation upon the 
number of bills that can be considered. The subjects embraced 
in said bill can, without injustice, inequality, or inconvenience, 
be included in a general bill and in a general class. 

If you pass the legislation referred to, the duties of the In- 
valid Pension Committee will be lessened and simplified, and 
all blind men and those who are bedridden, utterly helpless, 
paralytics, and painfully or permanently disabled, and whose 
disabilities are not the result of service origin and vicious or 
intemperate habits, who are honorably discharged, and were in 
the military or naval service of the United States for ninety 
days and upward, will be equally, similarly, and uniformly 
rewarded, as they should be, without exception, omission, fayor, 
or preference. 

Liberality and justice to this class of pensioners, enumerated 
and contemplated in the bill proposed and heretofore referred 
to; will not embarrass the public treasury. The country is rich 
and prosperous, and with legislation advocated and in all proba- 
bility to be enacted on the proposition of a progressive tax on 
inheritancés and incomes, by which large revenues will be col- 
lected without inconvenience or discomfort to anyone, the pas- 
sage of_such a general pension bill will add but a trifling ad- 
ditional burden upon the Government during the declining 

Fears of the men who may become included within its provi- 
sions. The men who will be included in this class of benefici- 
aries have aided in making this country prosperous and rich, 
great and united. These questions are not new. Every Con- 
gress possibly since the Mexican war heard this discussion in 
some phase or other. ‘ 

Little, if anything, can be uttered in behalf of pensions that 
has not already been said or discussed. Nearly all civilized 
nations: make provision for the pensioning of their surviving 
soldiery and family or families dependent upon them. It is 
patriotic, reasonable, and proper that it should be so. 

Those who leaye their homes, property, and business during 
the days of war and conflict are justly rewarded by proper and 
reasonable pensions for their patriotic valor, sacrifice, and risk 
to which they subjected themselves and loss they may or. have 
sustained to business and property; and this class of men and 
those in family relations dependent upon them should be re- 
warded as an incentive to this and future generations to per- 
form military service in the event of conflict with foreign na- 
tions or internal strife and dissensions requiring military aid. 

For the reasons hereinbefore indicated I urge that the Inya- 
lid Pensions Committee favorably report, and that this House 
without delay enact the bill introduced, as a portion of our 
pension legislation. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] so much time as he desires. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill carries 
an appropriation of over $138,000,000 for the payment of pen- 
sions to the veteran soldiers and sailors of the country, and it 
affords a very appropriate occasion to offer some remarks upon 
our general pension laws. 

While the pension policy of the country is very liberal toward 
those who have made sacrifices for the preservation of our in- 
stitutions, it is, perhaps, the best safeguard the Government can 
adopt. If this country should ever be involved in another great 
war, particularly engaging the land forces, It must depend 
chiefly upon a volunteer army, and the record it makes in its 
treatment of those who volunteered in the past to defend our 
institutions against destruction and overthrow will go far 
toward inspiring faith and securing volunteers for the purposes 
of defense in the future. The Government pays more in the 
way of pensions than all the other countries of the earth com- 
bined, and yet it does not pay a dollar that is not justly due to 
its veteran defenders, and, as a matter of public safety, every 
dollar ef that money is well invested. I would infinitely rather 

have a large and liberal pension roll than to have the Govern- 

ment annually appropriate hundreds of millions of dollars for 


the maintenance of a large standing army during times of 
peace. Our large pension roll enables us to do with a compar- 
atively small standing army, 

While the pension policy is liberal and its spirit is just, in 
the administration of the laws, in order to prevent imposition, 
the Pension Bureau has established many rules respecting proof 
of claims that appear somewhat technical, and it is now im- 
possible for many veterans of the civil war to furnish the 
evidence of the origin of their disabilities that the rules of the 
Pension Bureau require. In order to meet this situation and 
provide relief for a vast number of veterans who were unable 
to make proof of the origin of their disabilities the law of 
1890 was passed providing that all persons who served ninety 
days and over in the civil war and were honorably discharged, 
on proof of disability without reference to its origin, should 
receive pensions ranging from $6 to $12 a month. The veterans 
of that war are all now in advanced years. Many of them are 
totally disabled for the performance of manual labor and are un- 
able to furnish the proof required to connect their disabilities 
with their Army service. Thousands are destitute and are com- 
pelled to subsist upon the small allowance of $12 a month pro- 
vided under the law of 1890. Numerous veterans of this class 
have wives to support, and it is a sad spectacle to see a brave 
and worthy veteran who served his country three or four years 
honorably and valiantly and whose system may haye been 
poisoned with the germs of disease, now in his declining years, 
in destitute circumstances, unable to earn anything to support 
himself, and who is compelled to care for himself and his aged 
wife upon a pittance of $12 a month. 

As a result of this condition many thousands have applied to 
Congress for relief in the way of private legislation. During 
the present Congress there have been introduced in both Houses 
private pension bills to the number of 19,300. About 3,500 
House bills have been enacted into law and 1,750 Senate bills, 
making a total of upward of 5,200, and leaving undisposed of 
about 14,000 bills. - Of these 14,000 bills the bulk of them are for 
the relief of worthy men; men who are in destitute circum- 
stances; men who are unable to perform any kind of manual 
labor, or to earn anything to relieve their wants and the wants 
of their families; men who have no income excepting, probably, 
a pension of $12 a month under the law of 1890. A large ma- 
jority of these applicants firmly believe that their present dis- 
abled condition is chiefly the result of their military service, 
and that fact seems morally probable, yet they can not make the 
technical proof required by the Pension Bureau. They may 
have no hospital record; they may be unable to prove actual 
acute sickness while in the service by two comrades or com- 
missioned officers, and, therefore, they can not avail themselyes 
of the liberality of the general law. Their witnesses may 
be dead or may have forgotten the facts. 

In the House there are two committees engaged most of the 
time in the examination of private pension bills. Under the 
rules of the House no bill can be considered upon the floor 
until it has been referred to the proper committee, investigated, 
and reported back for action. There have been such an ava- 
lanche of private bills during the last few Congresses that the 
Pension Committees, devoting most of their time to that work, 
have been utterly unable to investigate the merits of near all 
of them, and the result has been that only about one-fourth of 
those that were introduced. have been examined and reported 
upon. The remaining three-fourths—many of them just as 
meritorious and just as worthy as those that are investigated 
and acted upon—rest with the committee and expire with the 
Congress in which they were introduced. The Pensions Com- 
mittees are composed of able and industrious men, and the work 
they have done in the investigation of this class of bills has 
put the Congress and the country under many obligations to 
them; but under the very best system of examination and con- 
sideration possible the private pension policy is largely and 
necessarily a policy of favoritism, granting that all of the pri- 
vate bills introduced are substantially of the same merit. Five 
thousand of them are successful and nearly 15,000 are unsuccess- 
ful. Some are fortunate and some or unfortunate. Many of the 
unfortunate ones have as great claims upon the consideration of 
Congress and upon the gratitude of the country as the fortunate 
ones. 

This policy is so manifestly unjust and unfair that in my 
opinion there is an imperative need of some general and efficient 
legislation that will tend to equalize conditions and to put vet- 
erans of the civil war as far as possible upon an equal footing, 
I have done the best I could to secure the consideration of all 
the private pension bilis that I have introduced. I have suc- 
ceeded in procuring the passage of my full quota in every ses- 
sion of Congress since I have been a Member of this body, but 
I have felt at the close of each session that many worthy appli- 
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eants whe had the right to expect favorable consideration of 
their bills would necessarily be disappointed because of the lack 
of time and opportunity to give consideration to their claims. 

The Senate passed a bill a few days ago, known as the“ Me- 
Cumber bill,” based chiefly upon the fact of service. It pro- 
vides that all Union veterans of the civil war who served ninety 
days and over and were honorably discharged shall, upon ar- 
riving at the age of 62 years, be granted a pension at the rate of 
$12 a month, and upon reaching the age of 70 years the pension 
shall be increased to $15 a month, and on reaching the age of 
75 years the pension shall be furthér increased to $20 a month, 
the maximum provided in that bill. 

That bill would doubtless afford some relief to a great many 
people, but it will not meet the requirements of the situation. 
It is based upon service arbitrarily, and not upon disability. 
Most all of the applicants for private pensions are men who 
served faithfully—many during the entire war. They are now 
destitute of means of support and are so disabled that they can 
not perform manual labor, and perhaps the majority of them 
are under 70 years of age. They are drawing now only*$12 a 
month under the law of 1890. The McCumber bill will afford 
no relief to this class of veterans who are under 70 years of age. 
The applications for private pensions will continue to be about 
as great in the future as they have been in the past. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit me to state, as 
I understand, the McCumber bill also includes the Mexican 
war veterans? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; the bill includes Mexican war 
veterans who now are allowed pensions on a service basis at the 
rate of $12 a month. The McCumber bill would give them the 
maximum of $20 a month, because they are all over 75 years 
of age. I like that feature of the bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. It would be a help to the Mexican war vet- 
erans. 

Mr. GRUMPACKER. Yes; very materially. 

I introduced a bill in the House a- few days ago providing for 
an increase of the maximum pension rate fixed by the law of 
1890. The bill provides that the maximum under that law shall 
be $24 a month instead of $12, as it now is. If that bill were 
enacted into law, it would relieve almost all of-those who now 
come to Congress for relief in the way of private legislation. 
Perhaps a majority of the private bills that are reported in- 
creasing pensions fix the rate at $24 a month. If all those who 
are totally disabled and are receiving $12 a month under the 
law of 1890 were given $24 a month, there would not be one- 
tenth as many applications for private pensions as there are now. 
All the soldiers who are in the same physical condition would 
be placed upon an equal footing and Congress would be able 
to investigate and act upon all the private bills that might be 

introduced. 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if he does not think also that his proposed amendment to 
the law would work more equitably in getting pensions on the 
merits of the case rather than by favoritism? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would be infinitely better and more 
equitable than the present private-pension system. The fayorit- 
ism under the existing practice is not political or religious, and 
is in no degree the fault of the Committees on Pensions and 
Invalid Pensions. It is the fault of the law and the system that 
has grown,up under it. r 

Mr. OTJEN. The gentleman’s proposed amendment to the 
law would raise all those who are now receiying $12 to $24? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the proposition exactly. 

Mr. CROMER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will. 

Mr. CROMER. What provision does the gentleman make for 
the widows? Does he double their pensions? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not make any provision at all. I 
would like to do so, but I think it is wisdom to take up one 
branch of the subject at a time. I am in favor of increasing 
the pensions of all widows of soldiers of the civil war, all pen- 
sionable widows, to $12 a month. I think $12 a month ought 
to be the minimum pension for widows. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House has a rule 
providing that no bill for the increase of a private pension will 
be considered unless the applicant has been able to establish 
his right to the maximum pension under the law of 1890 before 
the Commissioner of Pensions. I desire to impress upon the 


House the importance of enacting a general law increasing the 
maximum rate under the law of 1890 to $24 a month and to 
emphasize the fact that it would relieve Congress of the duty 


of investigating such an ayalanche of private bills. I doubt if 
there would be a thousand bills for private pensions introduced 
during an entire Congress under the operation of a law of that 
kind, and it would bring happiness and comfort to the homes of 
many thousand veterans in all parts of the United States. 

But we are told that it would involve the expenditure of a large 
additional sum of public money, and it probably would. I haye 
not taken the pains to ascertain how much it would increase 
the annual appropriation. It would probably increase it fifteen 
or twenty millions a year; but what if it did? That would only 
amount to the cost of two modern battle ships. While we are 
appropriating in the neighborhood of $800,000,000 at every ses- 
sion of Congress to conduct the Government and to carry on 
various public activities, an increase in the appropriations of 
fifteen or twenty million dollars as an act of justice to the de- 
fenders of the country would not only be justified but ap- 
plauded by a large majority of the American people. Pensions 
are granted not as a matter of charity or gratuity, but as a 
matter of right. When the civil war was on, when the Govern- 
ment was seeking recruits for the upbuilding of its Army, men 
were given to understand that if they would enlist and assist 
in preventing the destruction of the Government they should 
never come to want; that the Government would provide for 
their widows and children in the event they lost their lives in 
defense of the flag, and would provide adequate pensions to 
care for them if they were disabled; so the enactment of laws 
providing for adequate pensions to care for the destitute and 
disabled survivors of the Army of the Union is simply a dis-. 
charge of an obligation founded in justice and gratitude. 

Besides, money paid out and expended under a law of that 
kind would be distributed equitably in all sections of the coun- 
try. It would go into the hands of the poor, as a rule, who 
would use it for the necessaries of life, and it would go into im- 
mediate circulation, and the business of the country would not 
be affected by the appropriation in the least. I am earnestly in 
favor of that kind of a law. I will vote for the McCumber bill, 
if I can not secure the adoption of a more just and generous pen- 
sion law. The McCumber bill will afford a great deal of relief, 
but it will not afford adequate relief. The time has come when 
the country should feel its obligation to adopt such a pension 
policy as will result in as near justice as possible to all of its 
veteran soldiers. No pension law can operate with exact justice 
to all, but it is infinitely better to be more than just to some than 
to be unjust to many. 

The yeterans of the civil war are fast passing from the scene 
of action. They are going to their final reward at such a rate 
that in a short time but few will remain as reminders of the 
bloody struggle that was necessary to perpetuate the Union. 
The declining years of these men ought to be made as comforta- 
ble and happy as possible. They should be permitted to enjoy 
the comforts and blessings of the Government their sacrifices 
made permanent. I have no sympathy with the criticism of pen- 
sion laws that is based upon the increase of expenditures. I 
would rather forego the construction of a battle ship occasionally. 
I would rather economize in expenditures in other lines than to 
require the veteran soldiers of the Republic in their declining 
years to barely eke out an existence on a pittance of eight or 
ten or twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not see the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Scriivan] here. If there 
is no other gentleman who wishes to occupy time this evening 
I move that the committee do now rise. I see the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Livrneston] is here. Does the gentleman 
wish to occupy any time to-day? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not to-day. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Then I renew my motion that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TowNsenp, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 24640, 
the pension appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

SERVICE PENSION LEGISLATION. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee 
on Pensions be, and hereby are, authorized to sit as a joint committee 
for the purpose of considering Senate bill No. 976, an act granting 
pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served in 


the civil war and the war with Mexico; and that such joint committee 
have leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like the gentleman to explain the object of that resolution. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, the reason for the 
meeting of the joint committee is that the McCumber bill car- 
ries in it provisions for civil-war veterans and also for Mexi- 


can-war veterans, and, under the rules of the House, the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions have charge of all pension mat- 
ters relating to service and disability from service in the civil 
war, while the Committee on Pensions have matters pertaining 
to the service and disability from service in all other wars; so 
that it has been deemed better and wiser that both committees 
sit as a joint committee, so that whatever action they take in 
regard to this matter may be written in one bill, without any 
future legislation in any other line. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The Chair 
would suggest to the gentleman from New Jersey that he amend 
the resolution so that they may sit as one committee instead of 
as a joint committee. 3 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I accept the suggestion of the Chair, 
and ask to strike out the word “joint” where it first occurs 
and insert the word “one,” and strike out the word “ joint” 
where it occurs the second time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In this case how would you sign up a 
report? ; 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The whole committee can select who 
shall make the report, the same as we do in other committees. 
I move the adoption of the resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


STURGEON BAY, ILLINOIS, 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House Joint Resolution 207. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 207) declaring Sturgeon Bay, Illinois, not 
P ` navigable water. 


Resolved, ete., That so much of the west fork of Sturgeon Bay within 
the county of Mercer and State of Illinois as lies west of the line be- 
tween the east half and the west half of the east half of section 25, 
in township 14 north, range 6 west of the fourth principal meridian, 
and so much of the east fork of said Sturgeon Bay as lies north of the 
north line of section 80, in township 14 north, ran 5 west of the 
fourth principal meridian, shall not be deemed navigable waters of 
e United States, but dams and bridges may be constructed across 

e same. t 


The amenäment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: z 4 

In lines 11 and 12 strike out the words “but dams and bridges 
may be constructed across the same.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask 
the gentleman to explain the need of this resolution. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was made nec- 
essary by the fact that a drainage district has been organized 
under the laws of Illinois for the purpose of reclaiming some 
19,000 acres of bottom land at the expense to the owners of 
the land themselves solely of some $250,000. It is upon the 
banks of the Mississippi River, near Boston, and they have 
to procure the money through the issuance of bonds upon the 
land, forming a mortgage for their benefit. In order to do 
this and to make the facts as to the unquestioned unnaviga- 
bility of a little spur, being, in fact, a slough, it was necessary 
to pass this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What committee reported this legisla- 
tion? 

Mr. GRAFF. It is reported from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce and reported on the recommenda- 
tion of the War Department. It is stated in the War Depart- 
ment, which examined this survey, that this is some of the 
water of the Mississippi River, and the so-called “ Sturgeon 
Bay,” or slough, was, in fact, unnavigable. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It dees not affect the navigability of the 
stream? 

Mr. GRAFF. It does not affect the navigability of the river 
in any way, because it is too remote from the channel of thé river. 
I have here the report made to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce by General Mackenzie as to the unnavigable 
character of the river. 

The SPHAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MARITIME EXPOSITION AT BORDEAUX, FRANCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which -was read, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and, with accom- 
panying papers, ordered to be printed: ; 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of the respective Houses 
of the Congress a report of the Acting Secretary of State represen 
the appropriateness of early action in order that the Government o 
the United States may be enabled to be prons represented at the 
International Maritime Exposition to be held at Bordeaux from May 1 
to October 31 of this year to celebrate the 1 of steam naviga- 
tion inaugurated by the American inventor, Robert Fulton. 

The recommendations of this . have my hearty approval, and I 
hope that the Congress will see fit to make timely provision to enable 
the Government to respond appropriately to the invitation of the Gov- 
ernment of France. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Wuite HOUSE, January 23, 1907. 


AMERICAN SHIPPING. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States; which was read and referred 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

[For message see Senate proceedings of this date.] 


- SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 7147. An act to amend section 2536 of the Revised Statutes, 
relative to assistant appraisers at the port of New York, and 
further defining their powers, duties, and compensation—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 7793. An act to fix the time of holding the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States in and for the northern district 
of Iowa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

8. 7270. An act to establish a fish-hatching and fish-culture 
station at Dell Rapids, S. Dak.—to the Committee on the Mert- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. R. 86. Joint resolution granting an extension of time to 
certain homestead entrymen—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Spenker signed the same: 

H. R. 24048. An act authorizing and empowering the Secre- 
tary of War to locate a right of way for and granting the same 
and a right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through 
the Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the State of Wash- 
ington, to the Spokane and Inland Empire Railroad Company, 
its successors and assigns; 

H. R. 3980. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
G. Hammond; and 

H. R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Bennett. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: ’ . 

S. 5469. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States ; 

S. 4423. An act providing for the donation of obsolete 
cannon, with their carriages and equipments, to the University 
of Idaho; and 

S. 4563. An act to prohibit corporations from making money 
contributions in connection with political elections. 


EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO. ‘ 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President: 
The Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico and approved by the 
President of the United States. 


Tre Warre House, January 23, 1907. 

The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. x 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 


as follows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
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copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for an increase of the clerical 
force of the Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for an assembly hall for the Gov- 
ernment Hospital for the Insane—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for Indian supplies—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 5 

A letter from thə Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting & 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for carrying out convention with 
Mexico as to distribution of the waters of the Rio Grande—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A message from the President of the United States relating to 
the pending ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for printing and bind- 
ing in the Department of the Interior—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the seyeral Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
24648) ratifying an act of the Arizona legislature providing for 
the erection of a court-house at St. Johns, in Apache County, 
Ariz., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6598); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Housé (H. R. 8969) ratifying and confirming chapter 
58 of the twenty-third legislative assembly of the Territory of 
Arizona, providing for repair of the ‘Territorial bridge at 
Florence, Pinal County, Ariz., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6599) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15518) ratifying chapters 57 and 61 
of the session laws of the twenty-third Arizona legislative as- 
sembly, providing for the issuance of bonds by Mohaye County 
to erect court-house and jail in said county, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6600); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 23324) author- 
izing the sale of certain lands to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6601) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24285) to pro- 
vide for holding terms of United States courts at Clarksdale, 
Miss., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6602); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23394) to provide for an additional dis- 
trict judge for the northern district of California, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6603); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, , RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture: 
A bill (H. R. 24815) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908—to the 
Union Calendar. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (II. R. 24816) to amend 
an act entitled “An act for the withdrawal from bond, tax 


free, of domestic alcohol when rendered unfit for beverage or 

liquid medicinal uses by mixture with suitable denaturing ma- 

3 approved June 7, 1906—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 24817) to amend an act 
entitled “An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River in the county of Morrison, State of Minne- 
sota,” approved June 4, 1906—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24818) to amend an act entitled “An act 
permitting the building of a dam across the Mississippi River 
between the counties of Stearns and Sherburne, in the State of 


-| Minnesota,” approved June 28, 1906—to the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 24819) supplying a deficiency 
in the appropriation for the construction of a court-house and 
custom-house at Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 24820) to authorlze the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to aceept a building at Perry, Okla., for 
post-office purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 24821) to authorize the Geor- 
gia Southwestern and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a 
bridge across the Chattahoochee River between the States of 
Alabama and Georgia—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 24822) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to establish, main- 
tain, and supervise a system of playgrounds in the District of 
Columbia—io the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24823) to prevent 
the exclusion of a newspaper or periodical from the United 
States mails as second-class matter, after having been entered 
to such privilege, without due process of law—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 24824) authorizing 
and requiring the President. of the United States to negotiate 
for and make sale of the Philippine Islands to Japan or some 
other foreign nation at such price as will reimburse the United 
States for original cost and expenditures incurred in maintain- 
ing said islands, on such terms as the President may prescribe—~ 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 24825) au- 
thorizing T. L. Glass to bridge Bayou d' Arbonne, in Louisiana— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 24826) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the organization of the militia 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 1, 1889—to the Committee on Militia. 

By Mr. SIMS: A resolution (H. Res. 785) commending the 
President of the United States for his action in discharging 
Companies B, C, and D of the Twenty-fifth United States In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 225) 
directing the War Department to make investigations and sur- 
veys of certain rivers of California—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: ; 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 24827) granting an increase of 
pension to Marcus M. Bancroft—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 24828) granting an increase of 
ee to Sarah M. Martin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 24829) granting an increase 
of pension to John R. Robbins—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill Œ. R. 24830) granting a pension 
to James M. Ledbetter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 24831) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John C. De Witt—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 24832) granting an increase 
ef pension to Jacob Goth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 24833) for the 
relief of the Louisiana Molasses Company (Limited) and the 
Lomatia Distilling Company—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 
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By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 24834) granting a pension 
to Jesse Craft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24835) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Neeper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24836) granting an increase’ of pension te 
Jobn T. Pinnock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24837) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Bungard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 24838) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry H. A. Walker—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 24839) granting a pension to 
soldiers and sailors of the civil war who are totally blind—-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 24840) granting a pension to 
Martha J. Finley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 24841) to authorize the Na- 
tional Safe Deposit, Savings and Trust Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to change its corporate name—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H, R. 24842) 
granting a pension to Obedy Wheeler—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 24843) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. McCarnon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. s 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 24844) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert E. Meeker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R. 24845) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Price—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 24846) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert M, Wolf—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A Dill (H. R. 24847) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. Carman—to the Comittee on 
Pensions. p 

Also, a bill (H. Ri 24848) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth D. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24849) granting an increase of pension to 
John Breneman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24850) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry. C. Jewett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 24851) granting an increase 
of pension to O. S. Rouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 24852) granting an increase 
of pension to Menzo. Eygabroad—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 24853) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Christian Church in Franklin, Williamson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 24854) for the relief of D. C. 
Owings—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 24855) granting a pension to 
George W. Robins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 24856) for the relief of 
the widow and heirs at law of Patrick J. Fitzgerald, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. X 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 24857) for 
the relief of the estate of Adonis Petit, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a biil (II. R. 24858) for the relief of the estate of An- 
tonio Pfister, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24859) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Francisco Deocurro, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. : 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 24860) granting an 
increase of pension to Duncan N. Pritchett—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 24861) granting an in- 
crease of pension to O. E. D. Culbertson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 24862) granting an increase 
of pension to John Brafford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 24863) granting añ increase 
of pension to Thomas C. Crabtree—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 24864) granting a pension 
to William F. Talbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24865) granting an increase of pension to 
Soren Julius Thor-Straten—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 24866) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 24867) granting an 
increase of pension to Stephen B. Doty—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. > 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 24868) granting a pension 
to John M. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 24869) granting an increase 
of pension to William Schroeder—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24870) for the 
relief of John D. Toppin and George W. Beard, United States 
Navy, retired—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 24871) for the 
relief of Mrs. Lillian Engolla—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 24872) granting an increase 
of pension to James C. Blair—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 24873) granting an increa 
5 pension to Jethro German—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 24874) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Arbogast—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 24413) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Thomas—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24611) granting an increase of pension to Vol- 
ney B. St. John—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Pennsylvania State 
Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. AMES: Petition of the Board of Trade of Lawrence, 
Mass., for the Wilson bill increasing salaries of postal clerks— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Lake, Ohio; 
Tallahassee, Fla.; Wheeling, W. Va.; Marshfield, Oreg.; Leroy, 
La.; Calumet, Mich., and Fort Collins, Colo., against bill §. 
3221, regulating the practice of osteopathy in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Webster, S. Dak., against bill S. 
5221, regulating the practice of osteopathy in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEDE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah 
M. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of heirs of William Wood—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth J. 
Woods—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Christian Lederer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Jennie Stew- 
art—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Pennsyl- 
yania State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance of 
the United States, against any change in the present immigra- 
tion laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. ? : 

By Mr. BURLEIGII: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of Benjamin Harvey and Henry J. Simpson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Americus Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John C. De Witt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Typographical Union 
No. 162, of Jacksonville, Fla., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Daily and Weekly News, against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of the Clutter Music House, against the clause 
in the copyright bill inimical to mechanical musical instru- 
ments—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of the Typothetæ, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the National German-American 
Alliance of the United States, against amendment of the exist- 
ing laws on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Sargeant Bernhard Steuber—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William L. Snider (previously referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the National German-Ameri- 
can Alliance, against any amendment to the existing immigra- 
tion laws (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of Lake Mohawk Conference on 
International Arbitration, for legislation to devise a plan look- 
ing to a recognition of The Hague Conference as a permanent 
congress of nations with advisory powers—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts State board of agriculture, 
for an appropriation to stay the gypsy and brown-tail moths—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York 
State, for passage of bill H. R. 17347, for artillery increase—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Twenty-sixth Ward Board of Trade, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., for bill H. R. 9754 (the Wilson bill), for in- 
crease of salaries of postal clerks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FORDNBEY: Petition of George A. Needham et al., for 
the pending bill giving the United States right of appeal on 
points of law in criminal prosecutions instituted by the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Adolph C. Hottenroth et al., 
for immediate revision of the currency laws—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: Petition of the Journal-Gazette, of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the National German-Ameri- 
ean Alliance of the United States, against the immigration bill 
(S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Ganges Grange, No. 339, 
for a parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
B. C. Gilmore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the Nebraska Durac Jersey 
Breeders’ Association, against free seeds—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the house of representatives of the 
State of Missouri, against any further extension of time for 
building a bridge on what is known as the“ Winner piers ”—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petition of William T. Peace and 25 others, 
late ex-soldiers of the United States Volunteer Army, for res- 
toration of the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of F. W. Anderton and 25 veterans of the civil 
war, for restoration of the Army canteen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of C. J. Haximer, against amend- 
ment of the existing laws relative to immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of John W. Morris, against section 3 of bill S. 
978, relative to pension attorneys—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
P. Hart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Moore, alias John Rogers (previously referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. McNARY=: Petition of the Boston Chamber of Com- 
merce for a plan by which The Hague Conference may be made 


a permanent congress of nations—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Boston, for 
purchasing a Federal forest reserve—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Gettysburg Regiment, No. 19, United Veter- 
ans’ Union, for restoration of the Army canteen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the Nordyke & Marmon 
Company, for legislation providing for suitable locked stills for 
denatured alcohol produced on small scale, without expense 
of a denaturing bonded warehouse—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Christian Church of Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Nelson M. Buyers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of the National German-American 
Alliance, against any modification of the existing immigration 
laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Marcellus Howser—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the Connecticut State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. g 

Also, petition of the Graduate Nurses’ Association of Con- 
necticut, for bill to regulate nursing in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Cannon, 
Grayson County, Tex., for an appropriation to improve upper 
Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of heirs of Leon Bonnecaze, and Addie Pond Gordon, 
heir of Preston Pond and Addie A. Campbell—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the Pennsylvania State Camp, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of Francesco Deocurro, Antoine Pfister, and Mrs. F. T. 
Landry, administratrix of estate of Adonis Petit—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of David Hurbert (previously referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the National German-American 
Alliance, against the immigration bill (S. 4403)—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Robert Langsten and Lizzie R. Ashurst—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John T. Toppin—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, 


SENATE, 


THURSDAY, January 24, 1907. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. Hate, offered the following 
prayer: 

In my Fathers house are many homes. 
place for you. 

If our earthly house of this tabernacle were dissolved, we 
have a building of God, eternal in the heavens. 

They cease from their labors, but their works do follow them. 

Let us pray. 

Father of life, teach us the lesson of life at this moment of 
sudden death. Thou art pleased to call him to higher service, 
to see as he is seen, to know as he is known. In a moment, in 
the twinkling of an eye, he is changed, and this corruptible 
2 on incorruption, and this mortality is clothed with immor- 
tality. : 

We need not pray for him. He comes to Thee in the glad 
certainties of that larger life. But for ourselves, Father, we 
pray that our labors may be consecrated to Thee; that we may 
live to Thy service; that we may go about Thy business; so 
that when Thou dost call us where we may cease from such 
labors, we shall enter into the higher service of the sons and 
daughters of the living God. 

We ask it in Him who is immortality and life for us, coming 
to Thee in the name of Thy well-beloved Son. 


I go to prepare a 
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Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed by Thy name. 
kiugdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is done in 


Thy 


heaven. Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our 
trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. Lead 
us not into temptation, but deliver us from eyil. For Thine is 
the kingdom, is the power, is the glory, forever and forever. 
Amen. 

THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered; 
and the Journal stands approved. 
DEATH OF SENATOR RUSSELL A. ALGER. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, it becomes my painful duty 
to announce to the Senate the death of my colleague, Hon. 
RUSSELL A. ALGER, who died at half past S o'clock this morning 
at his residence in this city. 

This is not the time for eulogy. At some future date I will 
ask the Senate to set aside a day in which to pay fitting tribute 
to his memory. For the present, I ask the passage of the reso- 
lutions which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan sub- 
mits resolutions, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow of the death of Hon. RUSSELL A. ALGER, late a Senator from the 
State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That a committee of twelve Senators be appointed by the 
Vice-President to take order for superintending the funeral of Mr. 
ALGER, which shall take place at his late residence on Saturday, Janu- 
ary 26, at 2 o'clock p. m., and that the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect his remains be removed 
from his late home in this city to Detroit, Mich., for burial in charge of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, attended by the committee, who shall have full 
power to carry these resolutions into effect, and that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be directed to invite the Representatives from the State of Michi- 
gan to join the committee appointed by the Senate to escort the re- 
mains of the deceased to his place of burial. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions which have been read by the Secretary. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee under the 
second resolution Mr. Burrows, Mr. FRYE, Mr. DANIEL, Mr. NEL- 
son, Mr. WARREN, Mr. Spooner, Mr. Scorr, Mr. DILLINGHAM, 
Mr. Foster, Mr. PATTERSON, Mr. Dick, and Mr. Crane. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect 

_to my late colleague, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 
17 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 25, 1907, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, January 24, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, we meet this morning in the shadow 
of the death of Senator ALGER, of Michigan, a man who for 
more than forty years, as soldier and statesman, has been con- 
spicuous in the service of his country. 

Our sympathies go out to the bereaved family und the stricken 
friends, and we most fervently pray that we may live so close 
to Thee that when our time comes we may be prepared to pass 
on and take up whatever awaits us in some other world; with 
faith, and trust, and confidence, and fortitude, in the spirit of 
the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. = 
* PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
pension appropriation bill; and pending that motion, I ask 
unanimous consent that the general debate upon this bill be 
closed in fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that 


the Howse resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
pension appropriation bill, and pending that motion asks unani- 
mous consent that all general debate be closed in fifteen min- 
utes. 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, no one upon this side has 
asked any time for general debate so far, but if some Member 
here should want fifteen minutes I should dislike to be obliged 
to refuse it to him. The request has not been made yet, but 
if the gentleman from Michigan could modify his request so 
as to permit an extension of fifteen minutes’ time, should it 
be required, I think it would be well. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I am certainly very willing to 
yield to any Member on that side, because no one on that side 
has occupied any time thus far in this debate. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I suggest to the gentleman that he make 
the time thirty minutes, and then if there is a request here 
it we can use it, while if there is not, we will not need the 
time. : 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies his request, that the 
general debate be closed in or before thirty minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The motion of Mr. GARDNER of Michigan was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 24640, the pension appropriation 
bill, with Mr. TowNsenp in the chair. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to enter upon any 
extended discussion upon this pension appropriation bill. I 
think it was quite appropriate that we should have had a speech 
from my colleague [Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio] in support of his bill 
in favor of pensioning the prisoners of war. It was also in the 
same line that we should have heard from the distinguished 
Member from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] in support, as I un- 
derstood him, of the MeCumber bill, and also of another bill of 
his own, in which he proposes to raise the maximum under the 
act of 1890 from $12 to $24. It was likewise appropriate that 
my other distinguished colleague from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] 
should have spoken on the question of the tariff as applicable 
to this pension bill to show how we are to raise the reyenue that 
goes to make up the sums that we are annually appropriating 
to pay pensions. 

The Government has been very liberal in the matter of pay- 
ing pensions, especially to the soldiers and the widows and 
orphan children of the soldiers of the civil war. The total, as I 
gather it from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, that 
has been paid on account of the civil war is $3,259,195,360, and 
the total of all pensions paid since July 1, 1790, as he reports, 
is $3,459,860,311.33 This speaks well for the Government. 
Although I am in favor of the continuance of these appropria- 
tions for the payment of pensions, I do not think the Govern- 
ment has been illiberal. In the payment of these pensions we 
have received some of the prosperity that we credit up to the 
tariff. The appropriations for the payment of pensions gen- 
erally go to the poor people, and they spend it and it is dis- 
tributed where it does the greatest good. An appropriation of 
a few million dollars annually for the rich would do no practical 
good. They would not probably spend any more money than 
they do now and it would not go into circulation, and the pros- 
perity that now exists in this country might not be affected. 
But I do not propose to pursue this line particularly. 

My colleague on the Committee on Appropriations and on the 
subcommittee, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLI- 
VAN], comes back to the old General Order No. 78 to criticise it. 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that he unites with me now, as he 
did last year, to put an end to that discussion by making the 
principles of that order perpetual. Last year we reenacted, or 
rather enacted, into law the provisions of General Order No. 78, 
but did not undertake to make it to continue for all future years. 
This year we have inserted in the bill the word“ hereafter,” so 
that the principles of that order shall extend to all the future 
years. I do not care to stop now to speak of that which is of 
the dead past, but the order was originally issued in exact 
accordance with the statute then existing. The act of June 
17, 1890, section 2, expressly provides that such an order might 
be issued, and it was so interpreted by the then President of the 
United States, Mr. Cleveland. I want to say to his credit that 
when they made so much of this in the political campaign of 
1904, this distinguished citizen and ex-President of the United 
States said publicly during the campaign what I now read: 

I have noticed that the Commissioners have merely construed the law 
so as to make the change— 

He was referring to Order No. T8— 
so far as I can see the change is in keeping with the law. 

But that is enough to be said on that subject. Now, lest there 
should be some misapprehension about the effect of the proyi- 
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sions in this bill, which only undertakes to appropriate for nine 
pension agencies, I wish to say that there is nothing in the bill, 
as seems to be assumed in the discussion here, undertaking to 


fix the location of any one of these agencies. ‘The matter is left 
where it-has been eyer since the act of March 3, 1885. The 
President has the power to fix the agencies, and he may locate 
them wherever he pleases, and we are not now necessarily en- 
gaged in determining what places shall have the pension agencies. 
This much I wanted to state. I think there is some misappre- 
hension about what is to become of the clerks at the agencies 
that are to be discontinued. I understand, and it is the under- 
standing of the Commissioner of Pensions, that they are all 
under the civil-service rules and are subject to be transferred to 
Washington or to other agencies. Where agencies are discon- 
tinued clerks may be transferred to some other agency or, as 
the Commissioner states, to the Pension Bureau here in Wash- 
ington, omitting only to fill yacancies where they occur in the 
natural course of things. 

So that we are not going to do so much harm as would seem. 
Now, some of them think that I appear here in the character of 
favoring this because in my own State it is not likely that the 
pension agency will be discontinued. We are paying in the 
State of Ohio something over 98,000 pensioners. The exact num- 
ber is 98,068. It takes several of the agencies in other places 
to make up that number. The amount of saving to begin with, 
according to the statement of the Commissioner. of Pensions, 
would be at least $100,000. I think that wherever we can legiti- 
mately saye, without interfering with the prompt payment of the 
pensioners, we ought to do it. I have some criticism upon the 
mode of distributing the payment of these pensions. It will be 
seen by those who desire to look at it in the report of the hear- 
ings that the distribution of the payment of pensions has not 
been made through the different months of the year at the differ- 
ent agencies. 

For instance, in the State of Ohio all pensioners are paid on 
the 4th of March, the 4th of June, the 4th of September, and 
the 4th of December. I think the arrangement ought to be at 
all agencies, whether we have nine or eighteen, that there should 
be as nearly as possible an equal number of the pensioners paid 
each month, and in that way there would be some economy, 
some saving of clerk hire. If the number of pension agencies 
is reduced to nine, I think by all means the Commissioner, as 
a matter of economy, ought to arrange, if it is possible to do it 
under the law, so that at each agency pensioners shall be paid 
on, say, the 4th of each month in the year—a proper proportion 
of the pensioners—and then they would not come in together 
every three months at each agency as they do now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I beg to thank the gentleman 
from Massachusetts for his courtesy. I wish at this time to 
direct for a moment the attention of the House to a matter en- 
tirely apart from the subject of pensions. I refer to the very 
many railroad accidents which have recently occurred and 
which have directed the attention of the public generally to the 
subject of appliances which may prevent railway accidents. I 
do this now because of a recent communication which was sent 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission to the Speaker, and 
which communication has been widely disseminated through the 
press. That communication is as follows: 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
Washington, January 3, 1907. 
To the Scnate and House of Representatives: 


The Interstate Commerce Commission is credibly informed that au- 
tomatic devices for preventing railroad collisions have been so far per- 
fected as to justify thorough experimental tests of their practical use- 
fulness. 

The Commission is of the opinion that such tests should be conducted 
by officials of the Government and at its expense. 

The Commission therefore recommends that suitable legislation be 
romptly enacted authorizing the Commission, or some other official 
body, to supervise and conduct experimental tests of such safety devices 
as appear to be meritorious, and that an appropriation be made suffi- 
cient to secure the most competent experts and defray the other ex- 
penses incident to the project herein recommended. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

MARTIN A. Knapp, Chairman. 


It will be seen that the communication itself would seem to 
suggest that Congress had been slow and needed a little urging 
from the Commissioners. The truth of the matter is, Mr. Chair- 
man, that at the last session of Congress we enacted a joint 
resolution, which provides as follows: 

[Public resolution—No. 46.] 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 


States of America in Congress assembled, That the Interstate Commerce 
Commission be, and it is hereby, directed to investigate and report on 
the use of and necessity for block signal systems and appliances for the 
automatic control of railway trains in the United States. For this pur- 


pose the Commission is authorized to employ persons who are familiar 
with the subject, and may use such of its own employees as are neces- 
sary to make a thorough examination into the matter. 

In transmitting its report to the Congress the Commission shall 
recommend such legislation as to the Commission seems advisable. 

To carry out and give effect to the provisions of this resolution the 
Commission shall have power to issue subpenas, administer oaths, 
examine witnesses, require the production of books and papers, and re- 
ceive depositions taken before any proper officer in any State or Ter- 
ritory of the United States. 

Approved, June 30, 1906. 


Under that joint resolution the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion was authorized to employ persons who were familiar with the 
subject, to issue subpenas, to take any kind of testimony that it 
desired. It made no request at the last session of Congress for an 
appropriation for lack of time between the enactment and ad- 
journment, and no special appropriation was made. Notwith- 
standing that, on January 3 of this year that Commission sent a 
letter to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, which 
letter I have read. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not investigated to ascertain who actu- 
ally directed the sending of this letter to Congress, but I dare say 
that Chairman Knapp never saw the letter, that Mr. Moseley, the 
secretary of the Commission, never saw it, and that it was the 
result of the hysterical expression of opinion of some employee 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission or of some new mem- 
ber of that Commission. It assumes the necessity of additional 
legislation without reference to the absolutely controlling legis- 
lation which was enacted at the last session conferring upon this 
Commission complete authority to make the investigation, au- 
thority which they say ought now to be given to them or to some 
other body. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is the law or the statute to which the 
gentleman refers authorizing the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to investigate the block-signal system and other devices 
broad enough to authorize an investigation of all manner of 
safety devices for the prevention of railroad wrecks? Is it 
broad enough to cover everything? I got the impression from 
the gentleman’s statement of that statute that it was confined 
to the block-signal system and devices connected therewith. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all. What the Commission in its 
letter referred to is that it is credibly informed that automatic 
devices for preventing railroad collisions have been so far per- 
fected as to justify thorough experimental tests of their practi- 
cal usefulness. The resolution directs them to investigate the 
block-signal systems and appliances for the automatic control 
of railway trains in the United States. I may say further, Mr. 
Chairman, that the joint resolution itself, at my request, was 
prepared in and by the Interstate Commerce Commission for 
the express purpose of making it broad enough to invest that 
Commission with the power to investigate all manner of devices 
and appliances for the control of railway trains to prevent 
collisions. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The statement the gentleman just read 
refers to the signal system and automatic devices for the control 
of railway trains. Are there not safeguards or safety devices 
in the form, for instance, of improved headlights that may not 
be classed as devices for the automatic control of railway trains 
that may merit investigation? And let me ask the gentleman 
another question: Does he not believe that the Government 
ought to provide for the appointment of a commission of railway 
experts to examine into the cause of railroad wrecks and to re- 
port exhaustively thereon? 

Mr. MANN. Now, if the gentleman will permit, I call his 
attention again to the joint resolution authorizing the Interstate 
Commerce Commission “to employ persons who are familiar 
with the subject.“ The very purpose of the resolution was to 
permit the Interstate Commerce Commission to employ experts. 

Now, I am not calling attention to this for the purpose of crit- 
icising the Commission. I do not wish that to be understood. 
I think the letter was sent here through inadvertence. What I 
wish to call to the attention of the committee and to the atten- 
tion of the Interstate Commerce Commission is this, that the 
question now is to make an appropriation for the purpose. This 
letter suggests to the Speaker of the House that the appropri- 
ation ought to be made, and I want to call the attention of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to this fact: There is a method 
provided by law for asking Congress for money. That method 
is not by sending a letter to the Speaker of the House by the 
Commission. The law provides that when any of these depart- 
ments or bureaus or other agencies of the Government desire 
an appropriation, they shall submit an estimate of appropria- 
tion to the Secretary of the 'Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I yield to the gentleman the remaining five 
minutes, 
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Mr. MANN. They shall submit an estimate of appropriation 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall transmit that esti- 
mate to Congress through the Speaker, and the proper method 
for the Interstate Commerce Commission to obtain this money 
is by sending to the Secretary of the Treasury an estimate of 
appropriation, which will be sent to the Speaker and be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, which will have jurisdic- 
tion of the subject. This letter which has been sent directly 
from the Commission is referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, which has no jurisdiction to 

_make an appropriation, and I am seeking to direct the attention 

of the Commission to the proper method of obtaining an ap- 
propriation, so that this investigation may be made, and I hope 
that when that estimate comes before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and the House the appropriation will be made, the 
investigation will be made, and that we will acquire knowledge 
which will aid us in so legislating as to prevent these great 
disasters, unnecessary collisions, and other dangers incident to 
railway travel. 

Mr. ESCH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. ESCH. Did the joint resolution passed at the last session 
fix a time limit in which they were to report? 

Mr. MANN. It did not. 

Mr. ESCH. So the power granted by the joint resolution will 
be continued? 

Mr. MANN. It is continuous. The authority is not limited 
by time, and practically not limited by anything else in this line. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, how much time 
remains under the order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if he desires, on behalf of that side of the 
House, any additional time? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. ‘There has been no request for time on this 
side. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Then I would suggest that gen- 
eral debate be closed, and the bill be read by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
read the bill by paragraphs. £ 

There was no objection. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

— t the following sums be, and the same are 
N eee at at any money fa the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for other 8 namely: 

For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, 
minor children, and- dependent relatives, Army nurses, and all other 
pensioners who are now borne on the rolls or who may hereafter be 

laced thereon under the provisions of any and all acts of 
Riss, 000: Provided, That the appropriation aforesaid for Navy 
pensions shall be d from the income of the Navy pension fund so far 
as the same shall be suflicient for that purpose: Provided further, That 
the amount expended under 185 e raced 3 aconta 
— 3 ‘shall 3323 a permanent specific disability within 
The meaning of the pension laws, 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page e 8, after the word “laws,” insert: 

praetor further, That hereafter any widow of a soldier of the 

civil war applying under the general law for a sion as such widow 

shall not be requ ed, to prove that her husband's death was the result 
service.” 


of his Army 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that amendment that it is new legislation. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman reserve the point of order? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts anticipated my action in making the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts makes 
the point of order that the amendment is not germane. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts re- 
serves the point of order. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that while there 
is no doubt, under the rule of the House, that this amendment 
is subject to the point of order, yet the injustice under the pres- 
ent law, as applied to a widow who is seeking a pension, is so 
apparent that upon consideration I sincerely hope the gentle- 
man will not insist upon his point of order. We ought to deal 
liberally with old soldiers. In his old age, in his declining 


years, we ought to protect and support him as he protected and | 


supported our flag and our country in those trying and perilous 
days of danger and of need. In our greatness, our prosperity, 


and our strength we must not forget those who were our de- 
fenders in our weakness and our poverty and our need. The 


‘soldiers of the civil war are all old men. A grateful nation 


should see to it that our braye defenders in their old age are pro- 
vided with the comforts of life and that poverty and want should 
never gain admittance to any old soldier's home. We should 
not, and I believe we will not, adjourn without passing some 
beneficial and, I believe, needed legislation for the benefit of the 
old soldier. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe it is generally understood that we are 
going to have some legislation at the present session that wil 
remedy, at least to a considerable extent, the injustice of th. 
pension laws as they apply to the old soldier himself; but in the 
bill that is now under consideration by the Pension Com:nittee 
of this House, and which I understand will soon be reported 
parle there is nothing that applies to the pension of the 
widow. 

Mr. Chairman, there is some reason why the pension of a 
soldier himself should depend upon his ability to prove the in- 
currence of the disability for which he seeks a pension in the 
line of duty when in the service, but that reason does not extend 
to the widow. We owe the obligation to the widow to give 
her a pension because she is the widow of a soldier to whom we 
are indebted. The widow is just as dependent, her loss just as 
great, and her suffering just as severe, if the soldier died of 
causes other than those which originated in the service, as 
though he were killed upon the field of battle. The injustice 
often comes in refusing pensions to widows who are absolutely 
worthy under all circumstances, but who are not able to prove 
that the cause of the husband's death was his service in the 
Army. Let me illustrate: 

Suppose there are two soldiers. One of them served in the 
civil war for six months and the other one, like the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER] who has charge of this bill, 
served over four years. They each are disabled on account of 
that service, and one of them (we will say the one who served 
four years) on account of those very disabilities may have been 
unable to provide for the maintenance of his widow in case of 
his death. The other one who is not disabled, perhaps, to the 
same extent, who served only six. months, has been enabled to 
provide for his widow. They die to-day. The one who served 
six months and who has acquired property dies as a result of 
disability incurred in the line of duty. The other soldier, who 
is poor, and who served four years, we will say to illustrate, is 
struck by lightning. 

Now, there are the two widows. The one man who served six 
months in the service has left his widow an income of $3,000 a 
year; the other one, who is poor, but who gave the most service 
to his country, and who on account of disabilities received in 
that patriotic service has been unable to work and lay up 
money for the benefit of his surviving wife, leaves an income 
to his widow of $300 a year. Now observe the injustice. Under 
our present law, Mr. Chairman, the widow of the soldier who 
served four years could not get any pension at all, and the 
widow of the soldier who served only six months, and who has 
much more of an income, will be able under the general law to 
get a pension of $12 per month. 

This amendment, if adopted, would do away with that in- 
equality, with that injustice, with that wrong. We ought not, 
under any circumstances, compel a widow to base her pension 
upon the fact that she must prove that her husband died from 
a disability incurred in the service. It is not right, it is not 
fair, and it is not just. There is not any reason for it. It 
appeals to us, it seems to me—and it ought to appeal to us— 
to give the pension in all cases because she is the widow of a 
soldier and because the soldier is dead. Those two facts ought 
to be sufficient to entitle her to a pension. 

Under that law it would not give all widows, if this amend- 
ment were adopted, a pension of $12 per month, because under 
the general law the widow who is married to the soldier after 
the 19th day of March, 1886, only gets $8-a month pension. 
But it would enable all of the widows of soldiers of the civil 
war to secure a pension. And it seems to me that we can not 
do justice to the old soldier; we can not do justice to his widow, 
left poor perhaps for the reason that her husband gave the best 
part of his life to the service of his country, unless we elimi- 
nate from the law that one thing that makes it necessary for her 
to prove the old soldier died as a result of his service. 
I hope the gentleman will not insist, therefore, upen bis point 
of order. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gen- 
tleman will insist upon his point of order for reasons al- 
ready stated. Further than that, I would like to say to the 
Members of the House that, while I do not speak by authority, 
I think I am safe in saying that there will be an abundance 
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of opportunity for amendments of this character to a bill 
wherein they will be germane, and in the shadow that now 
hangs over this room, as well as in the Chamber at the other 
end of the Capitol, I hope the debate will not be prolonged on 
questions that gentlemen know are clearly out of order as 
touching this bill, but will wait for a more favorable opportu- 
nity. ja 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Just a moment. This not to 
be taken in any sense as a reflection either upon the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] or upon what he said, not in the 
least. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman will realize that practically all 
the legislation in these provisos that there are in this bill now 
and other legislation has been had and brought about by having 
them put upon the appropriation bill. I realize that this is 
subject to the point of order; but nobody denies the justice of 
it. I believe no one will contend for that, and it is only fol- 
lowing a practice that has been in vogue heretofore—to put pro- 
visos of this kind on the appropriation bill. If the committee 
had put it on there is no doubt no one would have made the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of order? A 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fees and expenses of examining surgeons, pensions, for services 
rendered within the fiscal year 1908, $700,000. And each member of 
each examining board shall. as now authorized by law, receive the 
sum of $2 for the examination of each applicant whenever five or a 
less number shall be examined on any one day, and $1 for the examina- 
tion of each additional applicant on such day: Provided, That if twent 
or more applicants appear on one day, no fewer than twenty shall, 
if practicable, be examined on said day, and that if fewer examinations 
be then made, twenty or more having appeared, then there shall be paid 
for the first examinations made on the next examination day the fee ot 
$1 only until twenty examinations shall have been made: Provided 

urther, That no fee shall be paid to any member of an examining 

ard unless personally present and assisting in the examination of 
applicant: And provided further, That the report of such examining 
surgeons shall specifically state the rating which in their judgment the 
applicant is entitled to, and the report of such examining surgeons shall 
specifically and accurately set forth the physical condition of the appli- 
cant, each and every existing disability being fully and carefully de- 
scribed. The reports of the special examiners of the Bureau of Ven- 
sions shall be open to inspection and copy by the applicant or his at- 
torney, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interlor may prescribe: And provided further, That no pension at- 
torney, claim agent, or other person shall be entitled to receive any 
compensation for services rendered in securing the introduction of a 
Dill or the passage thereof through Congress granting pension or in- 
crease of pension; and any person who shall, directly or indirectly, 
coutract for, demand, receive. or retain any compensation for such 
services shall be deemed guilty of an offense, and upon conviction 
thereof shall, for each and every such offense, be fined not exceeding 
$500 or n not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion 
of the court, 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
upon the last proyiso: 

Provided further, That no pension attorney, claim agent, or other 
person shall be entitled to receive any compensation for services ren- 
dered, ete. 

It is a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order the gentleman 
makes? 

Mr. MURPHY. 
ing law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would like to ask what the 
point of order is the gentleman makes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of order, on page 3, commencing at line 11, to the end of 
the paragraph, that it is a change of existing law and new 
legislation. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not under- 
stand that there is any new legislation in this paragraph. It 
has been carried for some time as it is now in the bill, and 
therefore is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman contend that it has 
been carried in the same words? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Iso understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. In that case the Chair would be disposed 
to hold that this is merely a reiteration of the law in the same 
language. 

Mr. MURPHY. 
difference. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is existing law. It might be omitted 
from this act entirely and the limitation would exist never- 
theless, because of the fact that it was existing law. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have not the decision of the 
Comptroller with me; but the Comptroller has held in cases 
where limitations are put into an appropriation bill that do not 


Does the gentleman insist upon the point 


That it is new legislation and changes exist- 


I do not understand that that makes any 


include the word “ hereafter” only apply to the fiscal year for 
which the appropriations are made. I do not know that that 
would be the case here. One thing, however, is very certain. 
It is either new legislation or it has no place in the bill. While 
I am in sympathy with the purpose of the provision, I do not 
see what the gentleman would want to keep it in the bill for if 
it is already the law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the gentleman I would say that the matter of expunging all 
from line 9 to line 22 was brought up in the subcommittee. All 
that has been carried for years in the appropriation bill, and I 
think with reason, for it defines the purpose of the House clearly 
from year to year that all may know what the law is and 
avoid not only infractions, but multitudes of inquiries as to 
what rights under certain conditions pensioners have. This is 
simply notice given to the public from year to year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Illinois Mr. 
Mann] give the Chair information on the decision of the Comp- 
troller to which he referred? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I can not refer you to the de- 
cision, although I can easily ascertain it, of course. But the 
Comptroller has held on a provision like this that where a 
limitation is put upon an appropriation bill in language similar 
to this, not including the word hereafter,” that it was a limita- 
tion upon the appropriation merely for the fiscal year and did 
not enact law which would contro] thereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion, under the 
statements of the gentleman from Michigan and under the rule, 
that this is but a reenactment or republication of language that 
had been used heretofore and was existing law before the en- 
arent of this provision. Therefore the point of order is over-. 
ruled. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill a question in regard to the proviso on page 3, that 
reads: č 

That the report of such examining surgeons shall specifically state 
the rating which in their judgment the applicant is entitled to, and the 
report of such examining surgeons shal 8 and accurately - 


set forth the physical condition of the ap ant, each and every ex- 
isting disability being fully and carefully described. 3 


Now, as a matter of fact, the examining surgeons do make a 
rating, do they not, of so many dollars, which they recommend 
as the pension to allow the applicant? Is it true or not true 
that as a matter of fact the Pension Department disregards the 
rating fixed by the examining board and makes a new rate 
dependent wholly on the facts set forth in the examination? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
gentleman I would say that bis answer is correct in part and 
in part incorrect. The law provides that each pensioner, under 
certain conditions, shall ordinarily be examined by the local 
pension board in or near his place of residence, and that the 
board shall give a rating in accordance with their judgment. 
It may be cumulative upon several or it may be upon one disabil- 
ity. That rating, with all that pertains to his examination, 
is sent here to Washington and is subject to review by the med- 
ical board in the Pension Bureau. That that board of review is 
guided very largely by the examination of the local pension 
board I have no. doubt; that they are called upon to follow it 
explicitly and without variation I have no reason to think. 

Mr. HINSHAW. As a matter of fact, I think my experience, 
at least, would justify the assertion that the mere rating of 
eight or ten or twelve dollars per month which the local pension 
examining board makes has no validity or effect, has no bearing 
whatever upon the ultimate rating determined here. At least, I 
have been informed that the board of review accept only the 
facts set forth specifically as to disabilities the applicant may 
have and disregard the rating entirely. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Nebraska will permit 
an interruption, this proviso is merely declaratory and intended, 
I suppose, to authorize the local examining board to recommend 
in an advisory capacity the conditions of the applicant. It is 
not mandatory upon the board of review in Washington, the 
medical board, or upon the Pension Bureau. It is not conclusive 
at all. They have the right to follow or not to follow the rec- 
ommendations and the suggestions of the local examining sur- 
geons as to the rate of pension to be allowed. I do not know 
what the practice may be as to whether the Bureau follows the 
recommendations of the local board, and I do not know any- 
thing in the law that makes it mandatory upon the Pension 
Bureau or the medical board in the Pension Bureau here in 
Washington to accept the advice or recommendations of the ex- 
amining boards, but it seems to me impractical to require the 
Bureau to accept and follow the recommendations of the local 
board as conclusive. 


Mr. HINSHAW. Iso understand it, and I should like to have 


this amended in some way to make it of greater force. 
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Mr. SOUTHARD. That would be impracticable for this rea- 
son: The iocal board is not charged with the determination of 
disabilities, as to whether they are pensionable or not. That 
must of necessity come before the board of review. Your local 
boards examine a man to determine his condition, and they rate 
him for disabilities. Then the matter comes before the board of 
review in the determination of what disabilities found by the 
local board are pensionable. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I understand that very clearly, but I find 
this difficulty—I meet it with the board and I meet it with the 
soldier. He says: “ Why, the board rated me at $12.” 

Mr. SOUTHARD. You meet that difficulty with the soldier 
because the soldier does not understand it. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Yes; but the examining boards themselves 
do not understand that. They think their rating has some force 
with the Commissioner. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I do not think they understand that. I 
think very often the soldier gets that impression from the board 
of examining surgeons. 

Mr. HINSHAW. And the difficulty with the board of examin- 
ing surgeons is that they fail to give all the symptoms of disease 
or disability which the soldier may have in a specific manner, 
relying upon their recommendation of a rating. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. It is true that the board of review rely, 
as they have a right fo do, perhaps, more on the description of 
the disabilities given by the medical board than upom their de- 
termination. They may rely more or less, but the fact is that 
the local boards make the examination. They determine what 
the disabilities of the applicant are. Then the Pension Depart- 
ment, with the aid of the reviewing board, determines what of 
those disabilities are pensionable, and that is a necessary part of 
the system. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Undoubtedly that is correct. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This House has frequently beard suggested the proposi- 
tion to make the rates of the local board obligatory on the 

Department. The difficulty of carrying out such a rule is that 
you may take three different counties and let them examine the 
same man for the same disability, and one will rate him at $17, 
another at $24, and another at $30; each board will describe 
his symptoms and condition exactly the same, but put a different 
construction’on the rate; and therefore it has been found neces- 
sary to have some central authority that could take the different 
ratings and equalize them. Otherwise in one county all the 
pensioners would be $30 men, in another county there would be 
hardly anybody over $8, depending upon the peculiar opinions of 
the local board. j 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me on this proposi- 
tion that the law as it now is does not require, and, really, I think 
it ought not to require, the board here to follow the local board 
and take their opinion as conclusive. Now, the law requires that 
the local board shall describe the disability, and it also re- 
quires that the local board should say how much, in their judg- 
ment, the pensioner ought to haye for that disability. Now, 
then, if the opinion of the board that the pensioner ought to 
have $17 a month is not substantiated by the description of his 
disability in the body of their report, it would be natural that 
the reviewing board would say that the conclusion of the local 
board was not sustained by the statement of facts which they 
made. 

Every lawyer when he makes a plea and adds a prayer to it 
knows that his prayer must be consistent with the facts which 
he alleges in his plea. He could make a prayer for more, but 
he could not get any more than the facts recited in his plea 
would sustain. An examining board that simply said that a 
man shall get a certain pension for a certain disability and has 
not stated the facts in the body of the report upon which they 
could reasonably be based has not made plain to the reviewing 

. board that the pensioner ought to have the amount they say 
he ought to have. 

I think the law would be improved if we eliminated from it 
the compulsory part of making the local board give its opinion 
as to what he ought to have and let them state the facts that 
they find fully, and not draw any conclusions from them, be- 

cause the reviewing board must draw the conclusion from the 
facts stated in the examination as to whether it will bear up 
and bear out the conclusion that the local board has reached. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I think this discussion 
is proceeding without considering the authority of the board. 
There is no statute as to these examining boards, prescribing their 
duties and declaring what they shall do; there is no statute 
directing their conduct at all. AH that they do is done by in- 
struction of the Commissioner. I think he could abolish all 
the examining boards in the country, if he chose to do so, by 
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an order at once and procure the testimony of the man’s disa- 
bility in any manner he would prescribe which might be satis- 
factory to himself. Any soldier could appear before him, bring- 
ing with him the testimony of the witnesses and prove his dis- 
ability, and prove his case at the Bureau, if the Commissioner 
has time to hear it. The appointment of boards is like the ap- 
pointment of the medical board in his Bureau. It is merely 
for the purpose of examining the condition of the applicant and 
ascertaining what it is. The law gives the pension when the 
disability is proyen to the Secretary. So the whole discussion 
about the duties of the local examining board and the manner 
in which they shall make their examination and report is of 
no value here. I think there is no statute directing the Com- 
missioner himself how he shall hold the examination. The law 
is simply that the pension shall be granted upon due proof of 
existing disability, and the Commissioner himself has made the 
regulations concerning the manner of the proof, the degree of it, 
and the sufficiency of it. All of this discussion might as well be 
abandoned for the purposes of this bill. It is a vicious practice 
any way to force general legislation into an appropriation bill. 
This patchwork of pension law embarrasses nearly every appli- 
cant, and it has been made by amendments authorized in appro- 
priation bills. For that reason I think all this discussion might 
be abandoned at this time. s 

Mr. BANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and, ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 21, on page 3, insert the following: 

“ Provided, however, That all soldiers of the civil war who enlisted 
in the military service of the United States during the civil war, or 
who held a commission from the governor of any State to serve in the 
service of the United States Army during the civil war, and who were 
captured by Confederate forces and confined in Confederate prisons 

‘ore paving been mustered into such service, shall be entitled to the 


benefits of all laws on the subject of pensions that those mustered into 
such service are entitled to.” 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that is contrary to existing law. 

Mr. BANNON. I will ask the gentleman to reserve his point 
of order. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. May I inquire how much time the gentle- 
man intends to consume? 

Mr. BANNON. Possibly two or three minutes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Very well, I will reserve the point of 
order. 

Mr. BANNON. Mr. Chairman, the object in offering that 
amendment at this time is to put before Congress a great in- 
justice that has been imposed upon certain soldiers of the civil 
war who reside in the States which during that war were 
known as the “border States.” I have in my mind the ease 
of Thomas Ross, who enlisted in the military service of the 
United States on September 15, 1861, and was given a commis- 
sion by the governor of West Virginia to recruit a company for 
service in the civil war. He recruited his company, gathered 
his men together, all under a commission duly issued and with 
due authority. He was ordered to repair with his company to 
Guyandotte, W. Va., and while there under the orders and 
directions of officers of the Army awaiting the arrival of the 
mustering officer, who was to come on November 11, was cap- 
tured by Jenkins’s cavalry of Confederate troops on the night 
of November 10. About forty-five of the men of his command 
were also taken as prisoners of war at the same time. They 
were tied together by ropes and marched overland, a distance 
of 278 miles, to Richmond. They were scantily clad and were 
compelled to tramp from 22 to 46 miles each day upon rations 
hardly sufficient to sustain life. During one day these men 
were compelled to wade across a very rapid and cold stream 
ninety-two times, the depth varying from 2 to 3 feet, and being 
about 30 yards in width. Ross was confined in Libby prison 
from November 22, 1861, to December 24 of the same year, and 
was then sent to Salisbury, N. C., and finally paroled and re- 
ported at Camp Chase, Ohio, September 23, 1862. On Decem- 
ber 31, 1862, he became an exchanged prisoner of war. The 
hardships endured by Captain Ross and his band of patriots 
were as seyere as those suffered by any of the soldiers on either 
side. 

These facts all zppear in the proof filed with H. R. 12105, pro- 
viding for the relief of this man, which measure has passed this 
House and is now with the Senate Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. These men were not mustered into the military service 
of the United States, their muster having been made impossible 
by reason of their capture by the -Confederate command, and 
consequently their names are not borne on the rolls and they 
are not entitled to pension; still it is no more than right that 
those soldiers should be given the same benefits that are given 
to those who were actually mustered into the military service, 
because their intentions were just as patriotic as the intentions 
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of the men who were mustered into the military service, and 
their service was just as patriotic, although it was in a military 
prison of the enemy and not in the field and in battle. They 
were braye men. Some of them came from West Virginia and 
some from Lawrence County, Ohio, and the soldiers from this 
region were as conspicuous for their gallantry and valor as those 
of any land. The Senate committee, I have no doubt, will recog- 
nize the justice of the special act I introduced mustering Ross 
into the service, as some of its members came from this very 
region, and they can not but appreciate the injustice done this 
valiant soldier. His widow, who was his wife during the events 
I have described, ought to have a pension, and his sons are en- 
titled to have his name inscribed on the roll of honor; but it 
seems to me that in the proposed general legislation the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions thinks we are to 
haye on this subject Congress ought to take notice of the great 
injustice that is done these yeterans, these soldiers who served 
months and months in military prisons and who suffered worse 
than those who served on the field of battle, and if this amend- 
ment to the appropriation bill is to go out on a point of order 
they should hereafter be given the recognition that is justly 
due them. Not only Ross but his comrades who suffered with 
him and all others similarly situated ought to be justly dealt 
with. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will not insist 
upon his point of order, but if he does, I trust the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions will investigate this subject at an early day, 
and report a measure containing the proyisions of the amend- 
ment.I have just offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Record. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point of 
order. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries of nine agents for the payment of pensions, at $4,000 
each, 836,000. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 22, strike out the word “nine” and insert the word 
“ eighteen; and in line 23 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ seventy-two.” 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
a substitute for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Michigan that the gentleman from Pennsylvania has the 
right to the floor to speak to his amendment. Does the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania yield to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to have the gentleman's substitute 


read. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing substitute for the paragraph and the amendment now 
under consideration, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Substitute for the paragraph just read and the amendment offered 


thereto the following : 
For salary of one agent for the payment of pensions, $4,000.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. What is the effect of that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It abolishes them all except the one at 
Washington. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the merits or demerits of 
this proposition were substantially discussed while the gentle- 
man from Michigan had the floor yesterday, and I do not pro- 
pose to take up very much of the time of the committee now 
in discussing my amendment. The pension agents that now 
perform the duties of their-office are eighteen in number. Of 
course the provision in the bill is a simple proposition on its 
face to refuse to appropriate for any but nine of them. It 
will not of itself prevent the other nine pension agents from 
going into the Court of Claims and recoyering their salaries. 

The law on the subject is as follows: 

The President is authorized to establish agencies for the payment 
of ions whenever in his judgment the public interests and the con- 
venience of the pensioners mire, but the number of pension agencies 
in any State or Territory shall in no case be increased hereafter so as 
to exceed three, and no such agency shall be established in addition 
to those now existing in any State or Territory in which the whole 
amount of pensions paid during the fiscal next preceding shall have 
not ex ing the sum of $500,000. 


Now, I submit that refusing to appropriate, as Congress has 
a perfect right to do, for the payment of nine pension agents 
will not abolish the other nine pension agencies. 

Will the gentleman permit a question? 


Mr. TAWNEY. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1597 


Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. ‘ f 

Mr. TAWNEY. Has not the President the power under exist- 
ing law to reduce the number of pension agencies and consoli- 
date the eighteen into nine? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I have very serious doubts upon that 
question, but I express no opinion; but if the President has 
such power, then my proposition is that the President ought to 
be allowed to exercise that power without any advice from the 
Congress. I 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Suppose the President did exercise that 
power, would the gentleman still contend that these agents who 
had been dropped would go to the Court of Claims and sue for 
their salary? 

Mr. DALZELL, Not at all; if the President has the power 
to abolish the agencies and did abolish the agencies the appro- 
priation would fail, and there would be no necessity for its ex- 
penditure. But if there is to be an abolition of nine pension 
agencies, it either belongs to the President of the United States, 
who has not exercised the power, without any advice from 
Congress, or it belongs to Congress, and if Congress undertakes 
to do it there is a proper and manly and open way to do it, 
and that is not by absolutely withholding one-half of the 
amount necessary to pay the salaries of these eighteen agencies, 
If nine agencies are going to be abolished, and it is the will of 
Congress that they shall be abolished, then Congress ought to 
have something to say about which of the nine agencies shall 
be abolished. Suppose we appropriate only money enough to 
pay nine pension agents. Which nine pension agents are to be 
paid? Who is going to decide the question and upon what 
grounds? Why, it was suggested here yesterday that the reason 
for the proposed abolition of these nine agents was that it was 
in the interest of economy. Well, even if that be conceded, 
then I submit that they ought to be abolished or consolidated in 
accordance with some well-known and not an arbitrary rule. 
Why, for example, take the two agencies, one at each end of the 
great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. One pays out every year 
$6,000,000 and the other pays out $7,000,000.. What reason is 
there, other than an arbitary reason, why one of those agencies 
should be abolished and its power conferred upon the other? 
Now, my proposition is this, that if we are going to have a 
consolidation of these eighteen agencies into nine we ought to 
have the right to say which of the nine agencies shall survive, 
and in accordance with what rule and what policy those nine 
agencies shall be selected; and therefore it seems to me it is 
only fair that we should continue a system which is of long 
standing, which has been established by the President of the 
United States, having regard both for the governmental inter- 
ests and the interests of the soldiers all over the country and 
the convenience of the soldiers all over the country. We have 
heard no word from the President of the United States as to 
his dissatisfaction with the existing system; we have heard 
no word from anyone except this Pension Committee, and there 
is nothing on the face of this bill that gives this House any in- 
formation as to how this consolidation is going to be made. 
Who is going to make it? Upon what rule is it going to be 
made? Whatever there is that relates to the subject we have 
to gather from the report of the committee and from remarks 
made upon the floor of the House. Now, I submit that it is 
unfair to ask Congress to take a step in the direction of the 
establishment of a new policy simply upon a provision in an 
appropriation bill which refuses to appropriate for nine pen- 
sion agents who are now in office, established by the President 
of the United States by virtue of the law and whose office is 
not sought to be interfered with by Congress in a direct man- 
ner. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I was not present during the 
consideration of this subject on yesterday. I was engaged in 
the preparation of the sundry civil appropriation bill. But I 
wish to say a word as to the purpose of the committee in mak- 
ing this recommendation to the House for the appropriation of 
only one-half of the pension agencies which we now have. 

In the consideration of this question it was first proposed to 
do what I think ought to be done—that is, to reduce the num- 
ber of pension agencies from eighteen to one, and that one 
located here in the capital city, in the building occupied by the 
Bureau of Pensions. I am informed that if all of these agen- 
cies were consolidated into one, the clerks that are now perform- 
ing this service would be reduced from 435 to 235, and that ac- 
commodations can be provided for these clerks in the Pension 
Bureau here in the city of Washington. This provision, if it 
becomes a law, will not go into effect until July 1 next, which 
will give the head of the Bureau ample time to adjust himself 
to the new conditions. The committee, in not appropriating for 
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more than half the number of agencies we now have instead of 
reporting an appropriation for only one, did so because it was 
the belief of the committee that the opposition that would be 
aroused in the House by the influence of eighteen Members—or 
Members from eighteen States having these pension agencies— 
would be so powerful that it would be impossible to effect any 
reform whatever. For that reason, Mr. Chairman, the commit- 
tee felt justified in taking a half loaf, inasmuch as it seemed 
impossible to obtain a whole loaf. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] asks who is 
going to make this consolidation. The same official that created 
these pension agencies will make the consolidation. There is 
no fear on the part of any man here as to the fact that the 
consolidation will follow the action of Congress appropriating 
only half as much or even appropriating for only one agency. It 
will result in the Executive consolidating these agencies. He has 
the power to create and therefore has the power to abolish or 
consolidate. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will any material inconvenience result to 
the pensioners by reason of the change? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Absolutely no inconvenience at all. Now, it 
was at first suggested in the consideration of this question that 
the pensioners on the Pacific coast might be seriously incon- 
venlenced in consequence of the delay in securing their pensions. 
The Commissioner of Pensions made it very clear that after 
their first payment they would receive their pensions just three 
months from that date, as they are receiving them now. The 
only difference would be the delay in transmitting the check 
from Washington to the Pacific coast in the first instance. 
There might be two or three days’ delay, but after that the 
pension check will reach the pensioner, not only on the Pacific 
coast, but throughout the United States, with the same regularity 
every three months that he receives it now. We are paying 
a large number of pensions to pensioners residing in foreign 
countries. They receive their pensions every three months. 
Of course, when they first went abroad there was some delay 
in the payment of the first pensions, incident to the time con- 
sumed in the carrying of the checks, but after that there was no 
inconvenience, nor any delay. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Another question. What would be the 
saving? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Tawney] has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman proceed until he concludes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEV. The saving to the Government would be, in 
round numbers, $300,000, 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Per annum? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Per annum, by the consolidation into one 
agency. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a question before he 
passes to the other point? As I understand it, pensioners all 
over the country now are paid at the same time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; they are not. They are paid in dif- 
ferent months at different agencies, and on the same day at 
different agencies. Now, the plan would be this: If the agencies 
were all consolidated into one agency, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions would then arrange to have a part of those paid in one 
month and part in another month, so that the clerks will be em- 
ployed the year round in this service, and the force of clerks 
now employed in the agencies would be reduced from 435 to 235 
at least. We would save $4,500 rent for the agency in the city 
of New York. We would also save the salaries of seventeen of 
these agents, which salaries amount to $4,000 each, making a 
total saving of $102,5 

Mr. GILBERT rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT] ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT. My question is this: I understood the gentle- 
man to say that the reduction in the clerical force would be 
from 435 to 235, but I understood the gentleman further to add 
that. the 200 that would be discharged would be distributed 
round among the different Departments of the Government, so 
that the net amount that it is contemplated saving will not, in 
fact, be saved. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the gentleman from Kentucky did not 
hear me say that these 200 clerks that would no longer be 
needed in the agencies would be distributed among the Depart- 
ments here. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. That seems to be the general 
impression. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


That statement was undoubtedly made dur- 


ing the debate, and I want to say the basis for it is the com- 
mon practice in such cases. But instead of going to the eligi- 
ble list roll in the office of the Civil Service Commission, if 
the Interior Department wanted any more clerks or had author- 
ity to appoint more clerks, these clerks, or some of them, might 
be detailed from the agency to the Department to do the work 
and take the places of men who would otherwise be selected 


from the eligible roll for positions. It would not increase 
the number of clerks in the Interior Department beyond the 
authority which the Department has under existing law for 
the appointment of clerks. It could not be done, because they 
= not appoint any more than the law authorizes them to ap- 
point. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the fact that Members of 
Congress in whose State these agencies may exist are reluctant 
to see them go, are reluctant to give them up; but, in view of 
the fact that we can by this means save to the Government in 
round numbers, $300,000 a year, and, as the Commissioner 
stated to the committee, improve the administration of this sery- 
ice, it certainly seems to me that it was the duty of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to take such action as would bring 
this matter to the attention of the House, in the hope, at least, 
that the House might concur in the judgment of the committee 
and effect this saving and improve the administration of this 
service. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Do you appropriate for the salaries of 
these 200 clerks that will not be needed, notwithstanding the 
abolishment of these agencies? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We will amend the Dill. Following the 
amendment, if it is adopted, the gentleman in charge of the 
bill will offer an amendment reducing the appropriation for 
the clerks in these agencies on the basis I haye stated. That 
is in the following paragraph. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe in the legisla- 
tion suggested in the bill, nor do I believe this method of doing 
away with the pension agencies which are necessary, and which 
can be abolished if not necessary, is wise and needful. I cer- 
tainly do not concur in the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan, which will abolish all agencies and transfer 
everything to the city of Washington. The method of paying 
pensions which has been in vogue so many years is eminently 
satisfactory to the old soldier. It allows many of them to go 
in person and get their pensions. It is costing but very little. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Will the gentleman from Maine 
permit a question right there? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. You say it permits the old sol- 
dier to go into the pension agency and get his pension. Do 
you mean to say he gets it in cash or its equivalent? 

Mr. POWERS. He gets his check. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would it not be more convenient to let the 
old soldier have his check from this agent handed to him by the 
letter carrier or the rural free-delivery carrier, saving him the 
trouble of going there and getting it? 

Mr. POWERS. If it has to be sent a thousand or more miles 
it may save him weeks. It is infinitely better to let him get it 
when it is due. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. POWERS. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I know the gentleman does not 
want to mislead the House. Now, as a matter of fact, the pen- 
sioner is not allowed to go into the agency and get his check. 
He can not do it now under the rules governing the administra- 
tion of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. POWERS. Where does the gentleman find that statute? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I am a pen- 
sioner, and I have been in the office of the pension agent the day 
when the pensions were due, and the pension agent told me the 
check for my pension would have to go by mail; that that was 
a rule of the office. I do not know whether it is the rule of all 
pension agencies, but it certainly is the rule of the pension 
agency at Detroit. 

Mr. POWERS. I have never heard of such a practice as that; 
but either way it could only be a very short time. Now as to 
this saving by having 235 clerks to do this work instead of 
435; I do not believe that there will be a saving of a dollar. 
Why does the gentleman contend that some of the clerks down 
here can do the business that are now in the employ of the 
Pension Bureau? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. POWERS. How, then, was the saving to be effected? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I said that 235 of the clerks now employed 
in the pension agencies would possibly be detailed here to 
Washington to do the work, and the remainder of the 435 could 
be dispensed with. 
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own homes. They live more cheaply there than they can Jive in 
Washington. They are not now knocking at the doors of Con- 
gress for shorter liours and more pay out in Topeka, nor out in 
Pittsburg, Pa., nor elsewhere in the country; but if you move 
that additional number of men to Washington, you at once 
increase the amount of their expense without increasing the 
amount of work they do or their capacity to do work. It has 
happened that in the city of Topeka, where the largest agency in 
the country exists, young men, college students, have been called 
in on days when there is a great amount of work to be done to 
assist in that work. They are not put on the regular rolls, 
they have no intention of becoming Government employees, and 
yet in stress of business they have done the work without being 
put on the regular rolls. If you put a man on the pay roll for 
one day here in Washington in one month, he will want two 
days the next month, and the next month he will be found oust- 
ing a regular employee of the Government. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would like to ask the gentleman if he fa- 
vors the consolidation of the nine agencies but opposes the con- 
solidation of all of them? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I do not favor the consolidation 
of the nine. I favor the plan under which we have been oper- 
ating all these years. I may be pardoned, Mr. Chairman, if I 
say, in passing and in further answer to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, that effort to make this a political question 
comes with but little force. This was attempted on yesterday 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. All of 
these employees, with the exception of some eighteen men, are 
under the civil service and are in no way affected by party ac- 
tion. I can not see how party interest is in any way conserved 
by either the abolition or maintenance of these agencies. It 
would seem that the picking for the Democracy was getting 
rather short when it becomes necessary to attack the mainte- 
nance of these pension agencies on political grounds. I sin- 
cerely hope that the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan 
will not prevail and the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will prevail. 

It is not successfully denied that the veterans will be incon- 
venienced by the consolidation contemplated here. Every con- 
venience for their benefit should be maintained. These agencies 
that were established to help in the distribution of their quar- 
terly pensions should not at this time be abolished or consoli- 
dated into one at Washington. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words on 
this subject. The Commissioner of Pensions says that if the 
nine agencies are abolished it would be a saving of a little 
over $100,000. I fear that he has not taken into account or 
made an, estimate of the probable additional expense that will 
necessarily come in the consolidation of these agencies. Take, 
for instance, the agency at Milwaukee. We pay no rent there. 
If that agency is abandoned and consolidated with the agency 
at Chicago, we all know that the public buildings at Chieago 
are overcrowded already, and that we shall have to rent addi- 
tional room or buildings to accommodate the enlarged agency, 
and we all know that rent in Chicago is high. So that in this 
one instance there will be but a very little saving. 

Now, I see from the figures giyen that the average expense of 
paying these pensions is about 50 cents per pensioner. The 
committee is justified if it can save in any way $100,000, or 
any less sum, if it can be properly done, if it can be done with- 
out sacrificing the convenience of the pensioner or putting him 
to additional expense. If not, it is a saving only at the cost of 
the pensioner. These men are growing old, and the facility by 
which they collect these pensions should be made easier and not 
harder. I believe that if any of these agencies are to be aban- 
doned it is fairer and more proper to abandon all of them, if it 
ean be done without injury or inconvenience to the pensioner, 
as is claimed by the honorable gentleman in charge of this bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make an inquiry first 
whether the substitute offered by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. GARDNER] to the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is pending, but the motion to amend by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is first in order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish to say that I understand the gentleman 
from Michigan offered and had read the substitute on his own 
responsibility, and not by direction of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad 
the gentleman from Ohio has raised that question. The amend- 
ment was offered after consultation with the chairman of the 
general committee, and the ranking member of the subcommittee 
from the minority. ns 


Mr. POWERS. You think that 235 could then do the work 

than 435 are now doing. Now, sir, I believe that a careful ex- 
amination will show that the average clerk in Washington does 
not do two-thirds of the work that he will do in any other office 
outside, and that it costs more in every way to have anything 
done here than it does at any other place. Therefore, this talk 
about saving money, in my judgment, has no foundation in fact. 
The present condition is satisfactory. Thirty years ago a Dem- 
ocratic Congress had a bill here to consolidate all the pension 
agencies and pay from Washington. That bill was advocated 
by Mr. Hewitt, of New York, and a Democratic Congress said: 
“We will have no such consolidation. We will let the old 
soldier be paid from somewhere near his home.” Now, it is 
true the abolition of the number of agencies proposed in the 
bill would get rid of nine agencies that cost $36,000, In these 
days of wonderful retrenchment, when we are voting money by 
millions for salaries and everything else, we must take away 
this convenience for the old soldier to saye the pittance of 
$36,000. I myself do not believe any such legislation is called 
for. I have not seen it recommended or advised by the Presi- 
dent or by any Department. I am glad the gentleman came 
out squarely and told us that the reason why there was no 
proposition to abolish all the agencies and concentrate every- 
thing here was that they feared that the interests of the Rep- 
resentatives on this floor where the eighteen agencies were lo- 
cated would be sufficiently strong to defeat the bill, and hence 
they hoped to accomplish in this indirect way and by nonap- 
propriation in detail what they could not hope to accomplish 
in a direct way. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine is 
mistaken as to the pensioner being authorized to step into the 
agency and get his pay. All are paid by check. 

Mr. POWERS. I said I might be mistaken about that, but 
that it made very little difference. 

Mr. HULL. But, Mr. Chairman, that is a small part of the 
objection to this method of legislation. There are now eighteen 
agencies distributed over the country. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] says the pensioners can be paid as 
promptly from one office as from eighteen. I deny that propo- 
sition. There are, in one agency with which I am familiar, as 
many as 2,000 vouchers returned to the pensioners for correction 
each payment. If you abolish the agency near home, it takes 
a longer time for the youcher to go out and be returned, and 
delays by that much, at least, the receipt of the money by the 
pensioner. But if it is proposed, in the interest of economy, to 
consolidate the agencies, it should be done on a bill that will 
give Congress the power to legislate deliberately upon it, and to 
know all the facts. If nine of them are to be abolished, I 
frankly confess I would say “abolish the other nine, too, and 
have one payment in Washington, but I am not willing to favor 
that until we can have more facts before us than we can obtain 
in this way. My own judgment is that the trifling saving that 
might be made by abolishing all these agencies would be more 
than offset by the trouble in the correction of vouchers and the 
returning of them to the pensioners, and having them go back 
and forth, thereby delaying the payment of pensioners. There 
is no doubt that a smaller force of clerks can make these pay- 
ments if they are consolidated in one office, but the delay in 
the making of the payments, I submit to the gentleman from 
Minnesota, is not simply on the first payment, but will come on 
every payment all through the year in every agency on account 
of faulty vouchers and the time that it takes to correct and 
return them. It is a small sum in comparison with the vast 
amount of money that is needed to pay pensions. The Congress 
of the United States has always been desirous of accommodating 
itself as far as it could to the wants of the pensioners, and to 
my mind the only justification we can have for a departure from 
this course is for the Congress, on a separate bill, with full in- 
formation, to legislate intelligently upon it. I hope that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will prevail. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, if the Govern- 
ment could save the amount of $300,000 a year, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], there might be 
some reason for this legislation, even upon an appropriation bill ; 
but the contention is that this amount of money can be saved 
by having the work done in Washington. My experience here 
has not extended over a great many years, but in those few 
years I have seen nothing done in Washington more cheaply than 
it can be done elsewhere in the country. The agency at Topeka, 
Kans., is to-day paying pensions at the rate of 40 cents per man. 
I doubt if the consolidated agencies, all located here in one 
office, can pay for 75 cents per man. In addition to that, the 
clerks doing this work now out in the country, of whom I under- 

stand there are about 400, are, many of them, settled in their 
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Mr. KEIFER. 
was the unanimous vote of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and also of the subcommittee that reported the bill to the full 
committee. I intend to treat it in that way. 


It is still in opposition to what I understand 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
say further that I assume entire responsibility for the amend- 
ment as offered. á 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Michigan assumes the 
responsibility, but we understand that he has changed his views 
on this subject. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is the amendment? 

Mr. KEIFER. The substitute is to abolish all of the agencies 
for the payment of the pensioners in the United States except 
one, and haye that pension office in the city of Washington. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no such proposition that it shall be 
in the city of Washington. It is to abolish all but one, and 
fhat may be located anywhere. 

Mr. KEIFER. It will be located in Washington. I have 
heard the Commissioner of Pensions talk on that subject, I have 
heard his testimony. Now, I do not believe that we are going 
to run off to an extreme when we are trying to do a good thing 
in a certain direction. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
DALZELL], whose amendment is pending, says that he does not 
want to interfere with the Executive power, if such power exists, 
to abolish some of these agencies; that he does not want to do 
it, and that he does not want Congress to interfere. Pray, Mr. 
Chairman, where did the President get his power to establish 
such agencies save from the Congress of the United States, and 
shall we not make appropriations, such as are proposed here, to 
indicate to him the wish of Congress of how he should exercise 
the powers given him by Congress, and in this way reduce the 
number of these agencies? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, Mr. Chairman, the President of the 
United States did not get the power from Congress indirectly, 
left-handedly, on an appropriation bill, but by a law, and if Con- 
gress proposes now to exercise the power, if they want to change 
this system, they ought to exercise it in a manly way, by a law, 
and not on an appropriation bill in violation of the rules. 

Mr. KEIFER. One thing is certain, that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania understands that if this appropriation bill goes 
through as it is now it makes a direct and not a left-handed 
application of the power of Congress, which requires the Presi- 
dent to reduce the number of agencies from eighteen to nine. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I deny that. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, another thing I want to say. My dis- 
tinguished and esteemed friend from Vermont [Mr. Powers] 
gives a great many reasons apparently for wanting to stand by 
the eighteen, and appeals to the House and to the country to 
have the agents handy to the pensioners. He forgets that we 
have now, and have had for a long time, but one agent for the 
larger half of the States of this Union; and when we are 
through, if this bill passes in its present form and the agencies 
should be reduced to nine, that agency is still to have the duty 
imposed upon it, to wit, San Francisco, of paying pensioners of 
California, of Idaho, of Montana, of Nevada, of Oregon, of Utah, 
of Washington, of Wyoming—a pretty large country for fellows 
to run in to the pension agencies and get their pay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. I stated some pretty large States that are to 
be paid from one agency, and there is nobody here appealing for 
an agency that shall be handy to the pensioners in these differ- 
ent States. But we are not through with this agency. What 
comes next, and in addition to the States I have just named, 
that are to be paid at the San Francisco agency? Wyoming I 
have named. Next comes Alaska, Arizona, Hawaii, Guam, 
Samoan Islands, and the Philippine Islands—all paid at this 
one agency at San Francisco, and in case of the consolidation 
that should be made on the suggestion that is made by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions this agency is to stand, and to-day all 
those Western States and Western Territories are there to be 
paid. The number of pensioners that would be then paid at 
that agency would be, as it is now, 42,514. The gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CALDERHEAD] speaks for Topeka. He is in no 
danger. Topeka pays now 113,597 pensioners. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER] be adopted, Topeka 


would be in danger. 
Mr. KEIFER. Of course. I am speaking now of the bill. 


Philadelphia and Pittsburg, if combined, would pay 105,182 pen- 
sioners, not so many as are paid at the single agency at Topeka. 


The combined agency of the city of New York and the city of 
Buffalo would pay 101,500 pensioners; still not up to Topeka at 
present. There are no complaints out there. The agency in my 
own State, at Columbus, is paying satisfactorily 98,068 pension- 
ers at the present time under the present system. But let us 
go to the eastern agencies. Boston pays 59,973; Augusta, Me., 
17,723, and Concord, N. H., pays 16.533 pensioners, an aggre- 
gate, if they were put together, of 94,229, some 4,000 less than 
are now paid in Columbus, Ohio, and much less than at the 
Topeka agency. So that we are not dealing with the question 
of distance, we are dealing with the question of plain, straight- 
forward business economy. One of the troubles that a Goyern- 
ment like ours has is to reduce and cut down. I have not much 
reputation here for economy on this floor. I am in favor of 
paying the pensioners well when they deserve it, and wherever 
we can, without sacrificing any of the interests of the pension- 
ers, we should reduce the expense, and if we are going to apply 
it anywhere give it to the worthy cause of the soldiers and the 
sailors or their widows and orphans. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move that de- 
bate on the pending amendments close in ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan that debate close in ten minutes. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, the way in which error per- 
sists is singularly demonstrated in the debate this morning. 
We had some debate yesterday upon this proposition, and it 
has continued to-day, in which the opponents of this consolida- 
tion have declared that the old soldier would suffer inconven- 
jence, and notwithstanding the fact that they have been as- 
sured by the Members who heard the testimony of the Pension 
Commissioner that the soldiers would suffer no inconvenience, 
they cling to this threadbare argument to-day for the purpose 
of sustaining their opposition. I think nothing is plainer than 
that the old soldier will suffer no delay—at all events, no delay 
beyond the first payment 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow an interruption 
for a moment? : 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to call his attention to this fact: 
The law under which the pension agencies were established 
provides that the President shall take into consideration the 
public interests and the convenience of the pensioners. Now, 
twenty-one years ago the President of the United States de- 
cided that the public interests and the convenience of the pen- 
sioners required the establishment of eighteen pension agencies. 
Now, notwithstanding what you gentlemen may say on the floor 
with respect to the conyenience of the pensioners, I see no eyi- 
dence of any change in conditions since the President exercised 
his judgment in the first instance and since the various Presi- 
dents since that time haye continued and confirmed that judg- 
ment. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, probably upon no question 
except one involving the surrender of patronage would we find 
a high Republican official so universally discredited by Repub- 
lican Members of Congress as we find here to-day. The state- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania means, if it means 
anything, that the statement of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
who was appointed by a Republican President to safeguard 
public interests and convenience, if you please, is of no value 
whatever. Although the official in charge of the Bureau says 
that public interests and convenience will not suffer by the con- 
solidation, the gentleman from Pennsylvania totally excludes 
that testimony. Of course the fact that the agency at Pitts- 
burg may be removed does not weigh upon the mind of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. I am certain there must be some 
other reason which he has not disclosed. Perhaps it is because 
he is afraid of lawsuits. He has stated, but without giving any 
other authority than his own statement, that a civil employee 
of the Government whose salary can not be paid because of the 
lack of appropriation may get a judgment against this Govern- 
ment in the Court of Claims. I am not ready to debate that 
proposition with the gentleman, but I wish he had been more 
explicit and had furnished us a citation of authority; but even 
if he had I think it would be a conclusive answer that Congress, 
which dropped the appropriation on the ground that it was 
good policy to do so, would refuse to appropriate the money for 
the payment of the award by the Court of Claims for the very 
same reason that it abolished the appropriation. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts per- 
mit a question? : 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. Do I understand the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to contend that with this transfer 235 clerks can do all 
the business? 
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Mr. SULLIVAN. I have not made that contention. 

Mr. POWERS. Was not that the contention of the chairman 
of your committee? 

Mr. SULLIVAN, 
doubt he is right. 

Mr. POWERS. Does the gentleman understand that there 
are 4,000,000 vouchers to be paid, 4,000,000 checks to be sent, 
4,000,000 envelopes to be directed, and what does he think of 
235 clerks doing that? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. If I could finance the proposition, Mr. 
Chairman, I would be very glad to organize a corporation to per- 
form this service for one-fourth of the amount which the Goy- 
ernment pays, and then I think I would gain $50,000 a year. 
The service performed is a very slight one, and the suffering, 
the inconvenience, the hardship. the deprivation mentioned 
by the gentleman from Maine, who says the decrepit old soldier 
will be cut off from his privilege of walking all the way down 
from Aroostook County, in the wilds of Maine, to the city of 
Augusta to receive the check in person, of course furnishes 
some reason for his opposition, but I do not think it is a very 
formidable objection. 

Mr. POWERS. May I ask the gentleman another question? 
While he refers to the disinterestedness of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, on aecount of the agency at Pittsburg, I appre- 
hend the fact that the agency in Boston is to have all the sur- 
rounding ones consolidated and paid there has no influence upon 
the vote of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Not the slightest, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. POWERS. I assumed so. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Not the slightest, as my vote will demon- 
strate, if the gentleman will observe, because I propose to vote 
for the substitute offered by the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. 
GARDNER], which will put all agencies into one at Washington, 
and thereby eliminate the Boston agency. 

Mr. POWERS. Does not the gentleman know that there is 
not the slightest chance for that to pass this committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. SCLLIVAN] has expired. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would like five minutes, Mr. 
Chairman, in which to close, 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I submit to the gentleman that all debate 
on this proposition this morning has been upon that side. We 
are entitled to ten minutes on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] having his time extended for five 
minutes? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will present it. 

Mr. HULL. I understand the Committee of the Whole has 
yoted to close debate in ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct, and there are five min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. HULL. Can this be extended by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARDNER of Mic higan. Five minutes remaining? 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for debate be extended ten minutes above the time 
fixed. 

Several MEMBERS. Five minutes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the de- 
bate be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
have ten minutes of that time. 

Mr. POWERS. The other five minutes to be occupied by per- 
sons opposed to the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is that 
the time be extended ten minutes—that is, ten minutes from 
now. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] be allowed 
to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
JAMES] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The disturbance, Mr. Chairman, at this 
proposition to reduce expenditure by reducing patronage could 
not Rave been greater if there had been an earthquake upon 
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I believe he stated that, and I have no 


I hope the gentleman's request, 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to 


that side of the Chamber this morning. We find old friends 


glaring at one another in a very savage manner. We find old 
friendships being broken and gentlemen appearing hostile who 
have formerly been upon the best of terms. 

Some men say that they oppose this consolidation because we 
are not doing it in a manly way. They want it done in a manly 
way—that is to say, in an impossible way—by having the 
proposition submitted to a committee which will never report 
it. This way they oppose because it is the only effective way, 
as the gentlemen know very well. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt], where there has been 
a slight tremor, there being an agency at Des Moines, rises and 
opposes the consolidation upon the ground that we are legis- 
lating upon an appropriation bill. I was touched very deeply 
by that objection of the gentleman from Iowa, as I have had 
the pleasure to sit here while the bills carrying military appro- 
priations have gone through year after year loaded down with 
legislation. and it comes with good grace 

Mr. HULL. It was also good, as the gentleman indorsed it. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. It comes with good grace from the gentle- 
man from Iowa to put his objection upon that ground. We find 
even that some gentlemen in their disinterestedness are in favor 
of reducing to nine, but not to one. My esteemed colleague 
upon the committee, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer]; 
stands with the committee on the proposition to reduce to nine, 
and under that proposition the agency at Columbus would stand 
also. But he objects with great vigor and undoubtedly with 
great reason to the reduction to one, which one would be located 
in the city of Washington. He does not believe that economy, 
like charity, should begin at home. 

The earthquake has spread to the State of Wisconsin, and 
Milwaukee has arisen upon the floor here. And so it goes, 
And there is Topeka. I was glad to see that Topeka has some 
virtue left. Topeka is against both propositions upon the 
ground that we ought to keep these clerks away from the city 
of Washington, where they suffer from the climate and are not 
able to work well. They would be healthier and would work 
much better in the free air of the State of Kansas. 

Now, gentlemen, there never was a simpler proposition put 
before this House. Something like a quarter of a million 
dollars could be sayed if the gentlemen would only disregard 
the slight inconvenience of dismantling the political organiza- 
tions which are created by the existence of these agencies in 
their districts. s 
If they forget for a while and consider the needs of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, we can save a quarter of a million 
dollars a year. I see no reason, if we look at it from the stand- 
point of principle, why we should not do so; but we shall un- 
doubtedly see new reasons disclosed in the votes upon this 
proposition. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy 
the time of the committee not more than two or three minutes. 
Since yesterday I am semioflicially advised that space can be ar- 
ranged in the Pension building at Washington, if the amendment 
offered by myself should pass, to take care of the entire force for 
paying pensions. Again, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
just stated, and others have stated, that a couple of hundred 
thousand dollars a year would be saved. I think the saving 
will be more than has been estimated. There will be no in- 
convenience to the soldier after he. has had the first quarter's 
payment. 5 
I am in sympathy with the pension agents who may, by this 
proposed legislation, lose the important and lucrative posi- 
tions which they now hold. Nor do I feel like criticising my 
friend Mr. HOLL, of Iowa, nor my friend Mr. DALZELE, of Penn- 
sylvania, who would retain the entire number, nor my honored 
colleague on the committee, General Kerrer, of Ohio, who would 
dispense with nine and by so doing.retain, probably, the agency 
at Columbus. : 
Only this morning I received an urgent appeal from the in- 
cumbent of the Detroit agency. We were young men together in 
college and members of the same colleg^ fraternity. For forty ` 
years we have been warm personal friends. For many years he 
has been, as he is now, an honored and influential citizen of the 
district I have the honor to represent. In one of the great battles 
of the war his arm was shattered by a riffe ball, and he came: 
home with an empty sleeve. In his letter he appeals to with- 
hold the consolidation for his sake. Two of his sons are in 
school, and he fears they may be deprived of the education he 
has planned they should have. This letter, coming at this time, 
strikes a responsive chord in my heart, and yet, gentlemen, 
ought we to yield to local or State or personal interest, or even 
motives of friendship, when we are called upon in the discharge 
of our public duties to legislate what we believe to be for the 
welfare of the whole country? [Applause.] 
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Mr. MADDEN. Do I understand the chairman of the sub- 
committee to state that he had discovered that there was suffi- 
cient space in the Pension building to house the clerks? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I am semiofficially advised that 
space can be arranged for them. . 

Mr. MADDEN. The chairman will remember that I sug- 
gested that we could find space, and I was then informed that 
there was no space. 8 

Mr. KEIFER. And by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. On the authority of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions; but my authority is indirectly from him 
in the statement I have made. ~ 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman will remember that I moved 
to strike out the whole eighteen agencies and was overruled 
by the committee. I am glad that they have come to my way 
of thinking. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The amendment is purely in 
the interest of economy, without any prejudice to the soldier. 
If I felt that it would be injurious to my comrades, I would 
not stand here and advocate a proposition of this kind. I do 
do not believe that at all, and I hope the amendment offered by 
myself will prevail. [Applause and cries of “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which, without objec- 
tion, the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

fae Hines 22 2 — so that ey 8 
Fo rles of e een n 
$4,000 each. $72,000" age or e payment of pensions, at 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has just been read, and we are to 
vote upon that proposition singly? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania increasing the number provided for in the 
bill from nine to eighteen will be first voted on? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If that is yoted up or voted down, then the 
gentleman from Michigan can offer his proposed substitute for 
the provision as amended or inserted, a provision for one agency 
here at Washington at $4,000? 

Mr. MANN. After the original paragraph is perfected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. After the original paragraph is perfected or 
not perfected by the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. Then the gentleman from Michi- 
gan can offer an amendment providing that there be just one 
agency at $4,000? s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes semed to have it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 114. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute offered by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. GARDNER], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as fsllows: 

Substitute for lines 22 and 23 the following: 

“Wor salary of one agent for the payment of pensions, $4,000.” 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I believe debate has not been 
closed on this. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes.- 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the Chair to say that the sub- 
stitute was not pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the contrary, the Chair stated that the 
substitute was pending, but that the amendment would be voted 
on before the substitute. [Cries of “ Vote!” Vote! “ 

The amendment of Mr. GARDNER of Michigan was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clerk hire, and other services, $371,000: Provided, That the 
amount of clerk hire, and other services, for each agen shall be appor- 
tioned as nearly as practicable in proportion to the number of pensioners 
paid at each agency, and the salaries paid shall be subject to the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend 
the paragraph beginning with line 24 on page 3 and-ending with 
line 4 on page 4. I send the amendment to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It simply conforms to the 
proposition agreed to a moment ago. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the paragraph beginnin, 
with line 4 on page 4 so that it will read: 

“For clerk hire, and other services, $250,000: Provided, That the 
amount of clerk hire, and other services, at the agency shall be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. STERLING, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles : 

H. R. 23561. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and Benton 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company; and 

H. R. 28560. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Benton and Franklin coun- 
ties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Railroad 
Company. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

S. 7146. An act to provide for the compensation of the ap- 
praiser of merchandise at the port of New York; and 

S. R. 85. Joint resolution authorizing temporary leaves of 
absence for homestead settlers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had. passed the 
following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow of the death of Hon. RUSSELL A. ALGER, late a Senator from 
the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That a committee of twelve Senators be appointed by the 
Vice-President to take order for superintending the funeral of Mr. 
ALGER, which shall take place at his late residence on Saturday, Janu- 
ary 26, at 2 o'clock p. m., and that the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect his remains be removed 
from his late home in this city to Detroit, Mich., for burial, in charge 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, attended by the committee, who shall have 
full power to carry these resolutions into effect, and that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to invite the Representatives from the State 
of Michigan to join the committee appointed by the Senate to escort 
the remains of the deceased to his place of burial. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 3 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 

And that, in compliance with the foregoing, the Vice-President 
had appointed as said committee Mr. Burrows, Mr. FRYE, Mr. 
DANIEL, Mr. NELSON, Mr. WARREN, Mr. Spooner, Mr. Scorr, Mr. 
DILLINGHAM, Mr. Foster, Mr. Parrerson, Mr. Diek, and Mr. 


CRANE. 


with line 24 on page 3 and ending 


SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table 
and referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated 
below : 0 

S. 7146. An act to provide for the compensation of the ap- 
praiser of merchandise at the port of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

S. R. 85. Joint resolution authorizing temporary leaves of ab- 
sence for homestead settlers—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. : 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I move to strike out lines 
7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 of page 4. This paragraph provides for the 
inspection of pension agencies, $1,500. There will be no need 
of any inspection of pension agencies if our action of this 
morning becomes a law. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
the agency here in Washington will be so perfect that there 
will be no need of an inspection of it? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. These agencies are now in- 
spected under the authority of the Pension Commissioner. If 
the agency is located in the building here in Washington, it 
certainly can be looked after without any special person being 
authorized to make the inspection at an additional expense, 
such as is now carried for that purpose. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Without any extra expense anyway. 

Mr. GARDNER of Miehigan. Yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise and report the bill back to the House 
favorably, with the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
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sumed the chair, Mr. TowNnsenp, chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
24640, the pension appropriation bill, and had directed him 
to-report the same back to the House with sundry amendments, 
and with the recommendation that the amendments. be agreed 
to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the yote will be taken in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, a motion to reconsider 
the Jast vote was laid on the table. 


INSURANCE LAW FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: which. with the accom- 
mnying report and papers, was referred to the Committee on 
he Judiciary, and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatices: 


I transmit herewith a report and subsequent letter from the super- 
intendent of the department of insurance of the District of Columbia. 
and a letter of Mr. Louis D. Brandeis, of Boston. in reference thereto. 
I agree with the recommendation of Mr. Drake that what is needed is 
an insurance law for the District of Columbia on the lines of the so- 
called “ Ames bill.” already introduced in the House of Representatives. 
revising so as to include in it all the desirable features of the so-called 
“uniform bill.” With proper modifications, after expert revision, this 
bill could be enacted into a law so comprehensive and just that it would 
stand as a model of equity. I regret greatly that there is not national 
power to deal with this subject; but inasmuch as this seems at present 
to be the case, we should at least establish a model law in the District 
of Columbia. 

I feel that the department of insurance of the District of Columbia 
should be made a bureau in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Witte House, January 25, 1907. 


DEATH OF SENATOR ALGER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
Senate announcing that the Senate had passed the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow of the death of Hon. RUSSELL A. ALGER, late a Senator from 
the State of Michigan. 4 

Resotred, That a committee of twelve Senators be appointed by the 
Vice-President to take order for superintending the funeral of Mr. 
ALGER, which shall take place at his late residence on Saturday, Jan- 
nary 26, at 2 o'clock p. m., and that the Senate will attend the same, 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect his remains be removed 
from his late home in this city to Detroit, Mich., for burial, in charge 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, attended by the committee, who shall have 
full power to carry these resolutions into effect. and that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed to invite the Representatives from the State of 
Michigan to join the committee appointed by the Senate to escort the 
remains of the deceased to his place of burial. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


And that in compliance with the foregoing the Vice-President 
had appointed as said committee Mr. Burrows, Mr. FRYE, Mr. 
DANIEL, Mr. NELSON, Mr. WARREN, Mr. Spooner, Mr. Scorr, Mr. 


DILLINGHAM, Mr. Foster, Mr. PATTERSON, Mr. Diek, and Mr. |’ 


CRANE. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I am called upon to perform a 
sad duty on behalf of my colleagues from Michigan and myself, 
in announcing to the country the death of Hon. RUSSELL X. 
ALGER, Senator from Michigan. 

This announcement comes at a time of peculiar fitness, at an 
hour when this House has been engaged in the consideration 
of a bill granting pensions to those who have served their 
country as soldiers and sailors of this Republic and to their 
widows and orphans. The distinguished Senator who has 
passed out of service in the Senate this day spent the years of 
his early manhood in adding luster to the name of the Ameri- 
can yolunteer soldier in sixty-six battles and skirmishes, He 
was commissioned captain of volunteers in August, 1861, major 
in 1862, lieutenant-colone! in 1863, brevet brigadier-general of 
volunteers for distinguished service in the field in 1864, brevet 
major-general of volunteers for distinguished bravery on the 
field in 1865, commander in chief of the Grand Army of the 
Republic in 1889. He was elected governor of the State of 
Michigan in 1884, appointed Secretary of War by President 
McKinley in 1897, and chosen to represent the great State of 
Michigan in the United States Senate in 1902. He has enjoyed 
many honors bestowed by the admiring citzens of his State, 
but in the discharge of every public position he has earned the 
universal credit of duty well done. At some future time I shall 
ask the House to set aside a day to present proper eulogies on 
his life, character, and public service. 

For the present I offer the following resolutions, which I send 
to the Clerk's desk to be read. 


The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. RUSSELL A. ALGER, a Senator of the United States from 
the State of Michigan. 

Resolced, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased Senator. 

Resolved, That a committee of twelve Members be appointed on the 
part of the House to join the committee appointed on the part of the 
Senate to attend the funeral. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect, 
adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to all the reso- 
lutions except the last. i 

The resolutions, except the last one, 
agreed to. 

In pursuance of the foregoing resolutions, the Speaker an- 
nounced the following committee on the part of the House: Mr. 
R. P. Bisnor, Mr. WM. ALpEN Surrn. Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITA, 
Mr. CHARLES E. TowNsenp, Mr. Epwin Densy, Mr. WASHING- 
TON GARDNER, Mr. H. R. Burron, Mr. M. L. SMYSER, Mr. J. A. 
GOULDEN, Mr. Joun H. Smarr, Mr. Dav A. DE AMON, and 
Mr. A. P. Peso. 

The SPEAKER. 
lution. 

The question was taken; and the last resolution was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. . 


IXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John G. Henson, guardian of Mrs. Catherine Gilson (insane) 
and adininistrator of estate of Samuel L. Gilson, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, submitting a re- 
quest that Commander Richard T. Mulligan, United States Navy, 
be authorized to accept a gift from the President of Guatemala— 
to the Cominittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration recommending the erection of an immigrant station 
at New Orleans—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization, and ordered to be printed. 
` A letter from the Commissioner of Patents, transmitting his 
annual report for the year 1906—to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an 
appropriation for repair of the east front of the Treasury build- 
ing—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


the House do now 


were unanimously 


The question is on agreeing to the last reso- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. GRONNA, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, to 
which was referred the resolution of the Senate (S. R. 86) grant- 


-ing an extension of time to certain homestead entrymen, reported 


the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 6706) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. BIRDSALL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 24281) to fx 
the time of holding circuit and district courts in the northern 
district of Iowa, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6707) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. - 

Mr. LIFTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13655) to 
limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between the sev- 
eral States and Territories in certain cases, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6708) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills of the following 
titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
pes and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: P 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
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referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22747) granting a pension 
to Celestia E. Outlow, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6604); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22772) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary S. Sanders, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6605) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22951) granting an increase 
of pension to Alice E. Ragan, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6606) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23057) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Davidson, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6607) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23096) granting an increase 
of pension to James L. Colding, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6608) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23182) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha Ella Wrenn, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6609); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23197) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Agnes E. Brown, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6610); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOGG, frem the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23241) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Loomis, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6611) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23247) 
granting an increase of pension to George I. Stults, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6612) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON,.from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23265) granting a pension 
to Henry Hilton, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6613); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23477) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline Vick, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6614); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (II. R. 23522) granting an in: 
crease of pension to George W. Shacklett, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6615) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23527) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph E. Knighten, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6616); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23528) granting an increase of pension 
to John M. Smith, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6617); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23550) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth C. Smith, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6618); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23622) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin Maple, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6619); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23624) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albina M. Williams, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6620); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on 


Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23687) granting a pension to Blanche C. Polk, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6621) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23739) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Pillow, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6622); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23772) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Temperance Davis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6623); which said 
bill and report were referred to.the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23774) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Kelley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6624); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (II. R. 23803) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David C. Jones, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6625); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23804) granting an increase of pension 
to Phoebe E. Sparkman, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6626); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23057) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Heinricks, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6627); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23958) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas W. Parsons, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6628); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. p 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23973) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry L. Reger, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6629) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr, DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23981) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah Elizabeth Fuller, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6630) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23984) granting an increase of pension 
to Jacob Miller, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6631) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24017) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Timothy Hanlon, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6632); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24018) granting an increase of pension 
to John Adams Miller, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6633); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24019) granting an increase of pension 
to John Brown, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6634) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24056) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Reuben Copher, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6635); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24064) granting a pension to Mary 
Murray, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6636) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24187) granting an increase of pension 
to Nancy G. Reid, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6637) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24188) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Moore, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6638); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24192) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Lee, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6639) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24214) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Hodge, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6640); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24268) 
granting an increase of pension to Louisa Olin, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6641) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
24231) granting an increase of pension to Absalom Sivley, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6642) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 24303) 
granting an increase of pension to Gillum M. Ezell, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6648) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24823) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Talcott M. Brown, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6644); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24380) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Woodruff Woolley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6645); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24383) 
granting an Increase of pension to Shadrack H. J. Alley, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6646) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24415) granting an increase of pension 
to Laura G. Hight, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6647) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24418) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Kate Flowers, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6648); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
` Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24479) 
granting a pension to Simeon D. Pope, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6649); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24513) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bowman H. Buck, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6650); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24616) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mathias Shirk, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6651); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H., R. 24620) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Balew, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6652); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24671) 
granting an increase of pension to Augustine Sorrell, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6653) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1233) granting 
a pension to Lucretia Davis, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6654) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1778) granting a pension 
to J. L. Jennings, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6655); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. . 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3208) granting a pension to Isabel T. 
Borthwick, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6656); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill ef the House (II. R. 9767) granting a pension to William J. 
Crane, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6657); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13706) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert C. Roach, reported the same- 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6658) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17547) granting an 
increase of pension to Florence L. M. Mentz, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6659); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
te which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18213) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Ingram, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6660); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 


‘sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18968) 


granting a pension to Vance Perkins, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6661); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19042) granting a pension to 
Georgette K. Callum, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6662); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19578) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Rogers, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6663) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19589) 
granting a pension to Aaron Davis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6664); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 21087) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert Manice, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6665) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20107) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Brown, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6066); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20615) granting an increase of pension 
to Julia T. Baldwin, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6667); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20732) granting 
an increase of pension to Le Roy Benson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6668); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MCLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21111) granting an increase 
of pension to Arthur Graham, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6669) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21175) granting 
a pension to Martin J. Flagstad, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6670) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the House (II. R. 21238) granting an increase of pension 
to Jolin W. Gaham, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6671); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21249) granting a 
pension to Minnie Scheele, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6672); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21268) grant- 
ing 2 pension to Rollin S. Belknap, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6673); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21294) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lizzie D. Allen, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6674); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21312) granting 
a pension to Ernst Boger, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6675) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21410) 
granting an increase of pension to Blanche Monroe Kell, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6676) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21423) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha E. Wood, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6677); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21473) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James B. Wood, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6678); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21621) granting a pension 
to Minerva A. Mayes, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6679); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21782) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anderson Graham, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6680); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21838) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Fannie J. Terry, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6681); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21988) granting a pension 
to Philip Dieter, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6682) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22002) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Hall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6683); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22018) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Sells, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by à report (No. 6684) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22025) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas H. Cook, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6685); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22050) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Frost, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6686); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22101) 
granting a pension to Mack Rittenberry, reported the same with 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6687); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22187) 
granting a pension to Hiram C. Jett, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6688); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22262) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth S. Osborne, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6689) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22425) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Sires, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6690); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22522) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Susan Harraun, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6691); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bili of the House (H. R. 22542) granting an increase 
of pension to Charlotte S. O’Neall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6692); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22634) granting an increase of pension 
to Helen Wilson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6693); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22635) granting an increase of pension 
to Catherine Williams, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6694) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22696) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Ellingwood, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6695) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 549) granting a 
pension to Louis T. Frech, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6696) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1879) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo F. Harmon, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6697) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2565) granting a pension to William P. 
Parrill, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6698) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4404) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth B. Boyle, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
panied by a report (No. 6699) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5672) granting an increase of pension to 
Felix G. Murphy, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6700); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6226) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Mickler, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6701); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6510) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah R. Williams, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6702); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7096) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret McCullough, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6703); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7099) granting an increase of pension to 
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Esther A. Cleaveland, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6704); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7177) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin L. Le Suer, alias James French, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6705); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private C: ulendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21540) granting 
an increase of pension to John L. Wilson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6709); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows:: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 24875) authorizing 
the extension of Forty-fifth street NW.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24876) to 
establish a Soldiers’ Home at or near Ashland, Boyd County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 24877) confirm- 
ing entries and applications “ander section 2306 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States for lands embraced in what was 
formerly the Columbia Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Washington—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 24878) increasing sal- 
aries of rural free-delivery letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24879) for a sur- 
vey of Upper Red River, from Fulton, Ark., to the mouth of the 
Washita, in Oklahoma—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
hors. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 24880) to regulate the 
selection of juries in the Federal courts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 24881) to forbid the issuance 
of license or the receipt of special tax authorizing the sale of 
spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in State or locality where 
same is prohibited by State or local law—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 24882) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Bellefontaine, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24883) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Delaware, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24884) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Kenton, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 24885) to extend the time for 
the completion of the Valdez, Marshall Pass and Northern Rail- 
road, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 24886) providing and mak- 
ing appropriation for a pneumatic-tube system between the ap- 
praiser’s warehouse and the new custom-house in New York 
City—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 24887) providing for a 
United States judge for the northern district of Alabama—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAMAR: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 226) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution for the election of 
judges of the United States courts and postmasters—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 227) to 
increase the pay of employees of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A resolution (H. Res. 787) directing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to transmit to the 
House certain information concerning railways in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A resolution (H. Res. 788) increasing 
the pay of the assistant superintendent of the House document 
room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A resolution (H. Res. 789) increasing 
the pay of the index clerk of the House—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 790) to increase 
_the compensation of certain employees of the House of Repre- 
sentatiyes—to the Committee on Accounts, 


PUBLIC BILLS, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 24888) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William J. Harris—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24889) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 24890) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi J. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 24891) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Cecilia Quinlan—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24892) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Hanlon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 24893) for the relief of 
John H. Butman—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 24894) granting a pension 
to Samuel D. Minor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 24895) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson W. Jameson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 24896) for the 
relief of James I. Barrick—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 24897) granting an increase 
of pension to F. H. Crago—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 24898) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander S. Fair—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 24899) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Webster Lusk—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 24900) granting an increase of 
pension to William D. Hudgins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 24901) granting an increase of 
pension to William S. Frost—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 24902) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Rawlings—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 24903) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis M. Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 24904) granting a pension to 
Maria J. Kauble—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 24905) granting a pension to 
Susan E. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 24906) granting an increase 
of pension to Catharine E. Koontz—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ri 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 24907) granting an increase 
of, pension to Lloyd Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 24908) for the relief of the heirs 
of Daniel Goos, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 24909) granting an increase of 
pension to Millard F. Burrows—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 24910) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Churchill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 24911) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James C. Cosgro+—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 24912) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Louis R. Thomas—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bin (H. R. 24913) for the re- 
lief of Chester Howe and Chauncey E. Richardson, their as- 
sociates and assigns—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 24914) granting an increase 
of pension to Mahlon N. Boardman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 24915) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Sullivan—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24916) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Teal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24917) granting a pension to Ruthey 
Rhea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 24918) granting an increase 
of pension to James Tenbrook—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24919) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac F, Sutphin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. MONARY: A bill (H. R. 24920) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24921) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick F. Shevlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24922) granting an increase of pension to 
Louise A. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24923) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. M. Temple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24924) granting an increase of pension to 
William V. Munroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to William Lanier— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23031) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Terry—Comuiittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 24396) granting a pension to Freda Burow—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24842) granting a pension to Obedy Wheeler— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24864) granting a pension to William F. Tal- 
bott—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Jonathan S. Marshall et al., 
for a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ewald Buettner et al., against interference 
in Kongo Free State affairs—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of P. Yohe et al., citizens of 
Pennsylvania, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. AMES: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of Leyi J. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of the common council of the 
city of Rochelle, for restoration of the Army canteen—to the 
Committee on Military. Affairs. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of citizens of Oldham, Ky.. 
and Lackawanna, Pa., against bill S. 5221, to regulate the prac- 
tice of osteopathy in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Cecilia Quinlan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance of 
the United States, against change in immigration laws—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Martha A. Hanlon— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Christian Lederer (previously referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of N. J. Scott et al., for restora- 
tion of the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Rockwood Council, No. 29, 
Daughters of Liberty, of West Gouldsboro, Me., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. . 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Petition of Washington Camp, 
No. 6, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403) —to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John C. De Witt (previously referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions) —to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ry Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of the board of county 
commissioners of Orange County, Fla., for an appropriation to 
destroy the white fly—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COUDREY: Petition of the forty-fourth general as- 
sembly of Missouri, against granting any extension of time for 
the building of a bridge on the Winner piers, Missouri River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
John R. Bungard and Hugh Neeper—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FLOYD: Petition of Charlotte Swimmer, for removal 
of restrictions on certain lands in Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel Foster— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Merchants’ Marine League 
of the United States, for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 

Also, petition of John W. Morris, against the clause of the 
McCumber bill prohibiting compensation of attorneys and claim 
agents—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Benjamin Malam—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition ef the Private Commercial School 
Managers’ Association, for revision of the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Labor, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of N. B. Crutchfield, Pennsylvania department 
of agriculture, for an appropriation to continue and improve 
experiment stations, increasing the amount from $5,000 to 
$20,060—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Garden City Electrice Company 
et al., against employment of Chinese and Japanese or other 
Asiatic laborers on the Panama Canal and for application of 
the Chinese-exclusion act to all Asiatie laborers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Jose, Cal., 
for an appropriation for a breakwater at Hilo, Hawaii—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of Clyde B. Garrett et al., 
citizens of Queen City, Tex., for the right of enforcement of 
liquor laws against outside interference (for the Littlefield 
bill) —to the Committee on Alcoholie Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the University of Nebraska 
agricultural experiment station, for bill S. 6680, in support of 
industrial education in land-grant colleges—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Matthew McDaniel and the estate of William R. Pool—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the New Jersey 
State Federation of Women’s Clubs, for forest reservations—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, KAHN: Petition of the Mountain View Orange and 
Lemon Growers’ Association, of California, against the Spark- 
man bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of the San Luis Obispo (Cal.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, for selection of the Henry ranch as a Government mili- 
tary reserve—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John H. 
Boston, jr—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heir of William 
Hadaway—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Union ex-prisoners of war, for 
passage of bill H. R. 9 (the Dalzell bill)—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Private Commercial School Managers’ 
Association, favoring revision of the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania; Petition of the Private 
Commercial School Managers’ Association, for revision of the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Sons 
of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—te the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the Nebraska Duroc-Jersey 
Breeders’ Association, against free distribution of seeds—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition of the Louisiana State University 
agricultural experiment station, for an appropriation of not less 
than $5,000 for cultural problems—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Daniel 
Goos—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petitions of citizens of Deni- 
son, Loving, Bantam, Caddo Mills, and Cotton Mill, Tex., for an 
appropriation to improve the upper Red Riyer—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the National Private Com- 
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mercial School Managers’ Association, for revision of the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of John A. Malone et al., for a 
pension of $12, per month to soldiers over 65 years of age who 
served in Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of the New Jersey State 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, for forest reseryations—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the National German-American 
Alliance of the United States, against the enactment of bill S. 
4403—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Camp and the Na- 
tional Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring re- 
striction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Consumers’ League of Philadelphia, Pa., 
for the Beveridge-Parsons bill relative to child labor—to the 
Committee on Labor. . 

Also, petition of the Press League of Bucks and Montgomery 
counties, Pa., for the House bill, by Mr. GARRETT, and the Sen- 
ate bill, by Mr. Stone, amending the interstate railway rate 
bill so as to permit exchange of advertising for transportation— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of the New Jersey Society of the 
American Reyolution, for an appropriation to collate and print 
documents of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac F. Sut- 
phin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Fray, January 25, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

COMMANDER RICHARD T. MULLIGAN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of State, requesting, at the instance 
of the Secretary of the Navy and in accordance with law, that 
Commander Richard T. Mulligan, United States Navy, be author- 
ized by Congress to accept a silver cup presented to him. by the 
President of Guatemala in recognition of services rendered in 
connection with the treaty of peace concluded July 20, 1906, be- 
tween Guatemala, Salvador, and Honduras; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the President of the Board of Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia submitting an additional estimate of appro- 
priation for the contingent and miscellaneous expenses of the 
District of Columbia for the current fiscal year, $750; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Commissioner of Patents for the calendar year 
1906; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

EASTERN BITUMINOUS COAL SITUATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting a 
report of its investigation covering the eastern bituminous coal 
situation; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of Lewis Ellison and Helen Louise Crafford, 
heirs of Lewis Ellison, deceased, r. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Calvary Episcopal Church 
of Dinwiddie County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of St. George’s Episcopal Church, 
of Fredericksburg, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of Helen S. Abernethy and Charles H. Aber- 
nethy, sole heirs at law of John J. Abernethy, deceased, v. The 
United States; 

In the cause of Herbert O. Dunn v. The United States; 


In the cause of Lucy M. Allen and Joseph A. Holmes, admin- 
istrators of Weld N. Allen, deceased, v. The United States; and 

In the cause of Mary P. Shirley, executrix of the estate of 
James R. Shirley, only child of Paul Shirley, deceased, v. The 
United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. MONEY presented the credentials of ANSELM JOSEPH McC- 
LAURIN, chosen by the legislature of the State of Mississippi a 
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907; 
which were read, and ordered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, transmitted resolutions of the House 
on the death of the Hon. RUSSELL A. ALGER, late a Senator from 
the State of Michigan. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

S. 549. An act granting a pension to Louis Frech ; 

S. 1160. An act to correct the military record of John McKin- 
non, alias John Mack ; 

S. 1178. An act providing for the resurvey of a township of 
land in Colorado; 

S. 1879. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo F. 
Harmon ; 

S. 2565. 

S. 4404. 
B. Boyle; 

S. 5672. 
Murphy ; 

S. 6226. 
Mickler ; 

S. 6510. 
Wiliams ; 

S. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCullough ; and 

S. 7177. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvin L. 
Le Suer, alias James French. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

IT. R. 24640. An act making appropriations for the payment 
of inyalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 207. Joint resolution declaring Sturgeon Bay, Ili- 
nois, not navigable water. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the- House 
had signed the following enrolied bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

S. 4423. An act providing for the donation of obsolete cannon, 
with their carriages and equipments, to the University of Idaho; 

S. 4563. An act to prohibit corporations from making money 
contributions in connection with political elections ; 

S. 5469. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States ; 

H. R. 3980. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
G. Hammond ; 

H. R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Bennett: 5 

H. R. 23560. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River, between Benton and Franklin coun- 
ties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Railroad 
Company ; 

H. R. 23561. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River, between Wallawalla and Benton 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company ; 

II. R. 24048. An act authorizing and empowering the Secretary 
of War to locate a right of way for and granting the same and a 
right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through the 
Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to the Spokane and Inland Empire Railroad Company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns; and 

H. J. Res. 190. Joint resolution extending protection of second 
proviso of section 1 of the act of December 21, 1904, to certain 
entrymen. 


An act granting a pension to William P. Parrill; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


An act granting an increase of pension to Felix G. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. s 
Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fort 
Fairfield, Me., and a petition of sundry citizens of Winthrop, 
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
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terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. PLATT presented petitions of the Woman's Christian. 


Temperance Union of Hannibal; of Washington Camp, No. 10, 
Patriotic Order Sons of American Revolution, of Yonkers, and 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Stillwater, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors ; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of Wolcott, Salem, and Poughkeepsie, all 
in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented the petition of Rev. George L. 
Mason and Rey. George A. Sanborn, of Rechester, N. H., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to provide for a judicial 
review of orders excluding persons from the use of the United 
States mail facilities; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of East Manchester, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation regulating the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. : 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of William A. Edwards, 
of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philip- 
pine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Albert Lea, 
Motley, and Wabasha, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota Live Stock 
Breeders’ Association, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for concessions from foreign nations in tariff matters 
relative to American meat products; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. STONE presented the memorial of Michael Brothers and 
sundry other firms of Louisiana, Mo., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Pacific Lodge, No. 64, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
passage of the so-called“ anti-injunction bill;” which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of O. O. Raine, master of the 
Missouri State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Canton, Mo., 
remonstrating against the passage of the House substitute for 
the Senate ship-subsidy bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of G. R. Armstrong, 
of Littleton, N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ Crumpacker bill;” which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. : 

He also presented a petition of the Riverdale Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, of the District of Columbia, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the extension of the electric rail- 
way from Fifteenth street along the Bladensburg road to the 
District line; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the American Civie Associa- 
tion, of Harrisburg, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the establishment of children's gardens in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the District 
of Columbia, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing that Fort Thayer, in the District of Columbia, shall be made 
a public park; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of For- 
est Grove and Junction City, in the State of Oregon, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transpor- 
tation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Gor- 
don, Almo, Newmans Grove, ané Dannebrag, all in the State of 
Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Organized Agricultural So- 
ciety of the State of Nebraska, praying that an appropriation be 


made for the support of industrial education in land-grant col- 
leges; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. . 

He also presented a memorial of the Duroc Breeders’ Associa- 
tion of the State of Nebraska and a memorial of the Nebraska 
State Swine Breeders’ Association, remonstrating against the 


“enactment of legislation providing for the free distribution of 


seeds and plants; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. h, 

Mr. PETTUS presented the petition of William J. Vaiden, of 
the State of Alabama, and the petition of Philip H. Stern, of the 
State of Alabama, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other ofticers of the Phil- 
pae Volunteers; which were referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. LONG presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Washington, D. C., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday ; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chautauqua, 
Jefferson, and Riley counties, all in the State of Nebraska, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 7476) 
granting an increase of pension to Oliver S. Boggs; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Roanoke, Va., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation providing for a reduction of the present rates of post- 
age on third and fourth class mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Virginia National Bank, of 
Petersburg, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of the present financial conditions in the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the National German- 
American Alliance of the United States, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of Robert Le Masurier, of the 
State of Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the 
Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Congregational Church of Madison, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARMACK presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Cookeville, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Edward McGowan, of Ten- 
nessee, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine 
Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STONE presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 6021) 
for the relief of the estate of Charlotte A. Armstrong; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the Idaho Hardware 
and Implement Dealers’ Association, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called“ parcels-post bill; ” which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Hartford City, Ind., and a petition of sundry citizens of Brazil, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of the General Federation of 
Women’s Clubs of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for an investigation into the industrial 
condition of women and children in the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of James P. Clare, of 
Massachusetts, and the petition of James H. Johnson, of Mas- 
sachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the 
Philippine Volunteers; which were referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. LA FOLLETT! presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the enact- 
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ment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Mahominy Methodist Episcopal Church, of New Castle, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation regulating the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chester, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for a 
reclassification and increase in the salaries of postal clerks in 
all first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Press League of Bucks 
and Montgomery Counties, of Doylestown, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for a modification of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission’s ruling denying newspapers 
the right to exchange adyertising for railroad transportation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Warren, Pa., praying for an investi- 
gation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Fruit Growers’ Association 
of Bedford County, of Bedford; the Fruit Growers’ Association 
of Adams County, of Flora Dale; Gabriel Hiester, president of 
the State Horticultural Association of Pennsylvania, of Harris- 
burg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to continue the minimum duty imposed by 
the German Government on American fruits; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of W. F. Herr, of Salina; Wash- 
ington Camp, No. 685, Patriotic Order Sons of America. of Mont 
Alto; Washington Commandery, No. 22, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Tower City: H. E. Buffington, of Lykens; Council 
No. 700, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Johns- 
town; Washington Camp, No. 359, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Tacony, Philadelphia; Washington Camp, No. 693, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Vandyke; Council No. 592, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Gibraltar; Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, Dubois, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and 
the American Federation of Labor, of Washington, D. C., pray- 
ing that an educational test be included in the immigration bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of II. E. Bunderly, of Lancaster; 
sundry citizens of Alderson; Martin Van Buren Gould, of Clin- 
ton; William H. Rishel, of Danville; F. A. Ricker, of Mount 
Joy; II. J. Muse, esq, of Warren; R. Louis Lloyd, of Ridley 
Park; B. G. Monison, of Cornplanter; A. Foulds, of Phila- 
delphia; A. Leroy Hill, of Leechburg; C. W. Hill, of Leech- 
burg: George Marsden, of Johnstown; Thomas Bleisler. of 
Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ Crumpacker bill; “ which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DICK presented a petition of sundry citizens of Columbus, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to create a volun- 
teer retired list in the Army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, re- 
monstrating against any reduction of the tariff on sugar im- 
ported from the Philippines; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 6057) granting an increase of pension to Emery 
Crawford ; 

A bill (H. R. 6060) granting an increase of pension to Lo- 
renzo B. Fish; 

A bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Chapman ; 

A bill (H. R. 6424) granting an increase of pension to George 
Price; 

A bill (H. R. 6493) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Boynton; 

A bill (H. R. 7666) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C. Mahaffey ; 

A bill (H. R. 7804) granting an increase of pension to John 
Frett, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 8247) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Littleton ; 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Aylsworth ; 


~ bill (H. R. 7581) granting an increase of pension to Emile 


85 bin (II. R. 8667) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Larick ; 

A bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Lennox; 

A bill (H. R. 9278) granting an increase of pension to Mel- 
ville A. Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 9673) granting a pension to Oliver H. Griffin; 

A bill (H. R. 10033) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel C. Roe; 

A bill (H. R. 6519) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 


‘uel Whybark ; 


A bill (H. R. 6524) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Snyder ; 

A bill (H. R. 6537) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Jackson ; 

A bill (II. R. 6894) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
O. Corbin: 

A bill (H. R. 
S. Roseberry ; 

A bill (H. R. 10219) granting an increase of pension to George 

Boyd: 

Re bill (H. R. 10317) granting an increase of pension to Cla- - 
rissa A. Frederick ; 

A bill (H. R. 10440) granting an increase of pension to Ama- 
ziah G. Sheppard: 

A bill (H. R. 10721) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
riett I. Levis; 

A bill (H. R. 10788) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Prosser ; 

A bill (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
S. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 11174) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Richards: 

A bill (II. R. 11362) granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
olas A. Bovee: 

A bill (H. R. 11708) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
A. Ask; and 

A bill (H. R. 11869) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Geduldig. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 15874) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin B. Ream; 

A bill (H. R. 11959) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
J. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 12124) granting an increase of pension to How- 
ard Brown; R 

A bill (H. R. 12497) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
M. Haight; 

A bill (H. R. 12523) granting an increase of pension to Gan- 
celo Leighton; 

A bill (H. R. 13956) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Featheringill ; 

A bill (H. R. 13201) granting a pension to Sarah A. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 13253) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. C. Hill; 

A bill (II. 
miah Bard; 

A bill (H. 
Gordon ; 

A bill (H. 
Campbell ; 

A bill (H. R. 18975) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Primrose ; 

A bill (H. R. 14046) granting a pension to Jimison F. Skeens; 

A bill (H. R. 14378) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Settle; 

A bill (H. R. 14675) granting an increase of pension to James 
Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 14715) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
mon W. McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 14860) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Campbell ; 

A bill (H. R. 14884) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Stauffer ; 

A bill (H. R. 14983) granting an increase of pension to R. T. 
Dillard Zimmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 14995) granting an increase of ome to James 
H. Bell; 

A pill (H. R. 15017) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph Strope; 

A bill (H. R. 15030) granting a pension to Sarah A. Kizer; 


— 22 


7555) granting an increase of pension to John 


R. 13740) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
R. 13805) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


R. 13806) granting an increase of pension to John 


1612 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 25, 


= a bil (H. R. 15139) granting an increase of pension to James 
Mullen; 

A bill (H. R. 15317) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. F. Callon; 

A bill (H. R. 15631) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Worley ; 

A bill (H. R. 15839) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Burroughs; 

A bill (H. R. 3226) granting an increase of pension te John 
E. Leahy; 

A bill (H. R. 15860) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. Morris; and 

A bill (H. R. 15868) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Scullen. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 21402) permitting the building of a 
dam across the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals, reported it 
with amendment. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1738) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 

- amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7995) granting an increase of pension to Ashley 
White; and 
4 A bill (S. 7996) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 

micas, 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following joint resolution and bill, re- 
poroz them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 

ereon : 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 195) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to furnish two condemned cannon to the mayor of the 
town of Preston, Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 6104) to create the office of captain in the Philippine 
Scouts. 

Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the.Committee on Military 
‘Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7762) authorizing and 
empowering the Secretary of War to locate a right of way for 
and granting the same and a right to operate and maintain a line 
of railroad through the Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the 
State of Washington, to the Spokane and Inland Empire Rail- 
road Company, its successors and assigns, which was heretofore 
reported and is on the Calendar, to move that it be indefinitely 
postponed, as the subject-matter has been provided for in another 
bill. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 7836) for the relief of David W. 
Stockstill, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 
agreed to. 

iir. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted 
adverse reports thereon; which were agreed to, and the bilis 
were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (S. 5197) to amend section 6, chapter 204, Supplement 
to the Revised Statutes of the United States, approved Marcn 


8, 1893 ; 

A bill (S. 2479) to repeal section 1 of “An act to name streets, 
avenues, alleys, highways, and reservations in that part of the 
District of Columbia outside of the city of Washington, and for 
other purposes,“ approved February 16, 1904 

A bill (S. 2956) to amend section 617 of the Code of Laws for 
the District of Columbia relating to corporations; 

A bill (S. 3449) for the improvement of Twentieth street 
NE., from Franklin street to Evarts street, and Evarts street 
from Twentieth street to Mills avenue; 

A bill (S. 2137) for the opening of R street NE. to Twenty- 
eighth street and of Twenty-eighth street NE. from R street to 
M street; and 

A bill (S. 4977) to provide additional land for the Jackson 
school, in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- | 


lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5971) authorizing 
the extension of T street (formerly W street) NW., reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2838) authorizing the extension of T street (formerly 
W street) NW., submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6905) authorizing the extension of T street NW., sub- 


mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 19568) vacating Alexander place and Poplar street 
in the subdivision of a part of a tract called Lincoln, District 
of Columbia, and yesting title in the present owner, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon : 
ar bill (H. R. 21859) granting an increase of pension to Simon 

one; 

A bill (H. R. 20896) granting an increase of pension to James 
F. Henninger; 

A bill (H. R. 23307) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Casey 
15 bill (II. R. 17778) granting an increase of pension to Carel 

ne; 

A bill (H. R. 17810) granting an increase of pension to Saul 
Coulson ; 

A bill (H. R. 22052) granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Meredith; 

5 oe (H. R. 2826) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
el; 

A bill (H. R. 21086) granting an increase of pension to Jerry 
Johnson ; 

i A a (H. R. 20844) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
ussell ; 

A bill (H. R. 20614) granting an increase of pension to James 
Howardson ; 

5 A a (H. R. 20613) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
teele; 

A bill (H. R. 22281) granting an increase of pension to Leon- 
ard Tyler; 

A z (H. R. 19967) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
L. Ohr; 

A bill (H. R. 22997) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
mond D. Doud; 

A bill (H. R. 17988) granting a pension to. Edward G. Hausen; 

A bill (H. R. 20717) granting an increase of pension to Adel- 
bert E. Bleekman ; 

A bill (H. R. 15463) granting an increase of pension to John 
Robb, first; 

A bill (H. R. 20852) granting an increase of pension to Theo- 


dore T. Tate; 

A bill (H. R. 20851) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hamme; 

A bill (H. R. 20586) granting an increase of pension to Calyin 
Judson ; í 

A bill (H. R. 19762) granting an increase of pension to Clara 
C. Edsall; 

A bill (H. R. 20581) granting an increase of pension to Nettie 
G. Kruger; 

A bill (H. R. 20415) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Krom; 2 

A bill (II. R. 22280) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
V. Ackley; 

A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Ann Lytle; 

A bill (H. R. 21575) granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
E. Morley ; 

A bill (H. R. 22207) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam A. Harlan; 

A bill (H. R. 18248) granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 20571) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick J. Dowland; 

A bill (H. R. 22932) granting an increase of pension to Bryn- 
gel Severson ; £ 

A bill (H. R. 
A. Brick; 

A bill (H. R. 
Everson ; 

A bill (H. R. 
A. Graham; 

A bill (H. R. 7551) granting a pension to Daniel Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 22684) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Sherk; 

A bill (II. R. 19448) granting an increase of pension to Abiram 
P. McConnell ; 

A bill (H. R. 20286) granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
tholomew Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 20587) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis McMahon; and 

A bill (H. R. 18242) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Anderson. 


22717) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
6165) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 


21148) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
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Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 19105) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Moser, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 21043) granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 
Dewey, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 21st 
instant, proposing to include Lake of the Woods and Rainy 
River in the paragraph in the sundry civil bill relating to the 
lighting of rivers, etc., intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 21015) granting an increase of pension to Evan 
H. Baker ; 

A bill (H. R. 21001) granting an increase of pension to George 
Rhodes; 

A bill (H. R. 20985) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
vey Sine; 

A bill (H. R. 20958) granting an increase of pension to Darius 
E. Garland; 

A bill (H. R. 20928) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
A. George; 

A bill (H. R. 20899) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Carpenter ; $ 

A bill (H. R. 20735) granting an increase of pension to Berge 
Larsen ; 

A bill (H. R. 16222) granting an increase of pension to Na- 
poleon B. Ferrell; 

A bill (H. R. 20721) granting an increase of pension to James 
O. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 20712) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel W. Searles; 

A bill (H. R. 20683) granting an increase of pension to James 
Bond; x 

A bill (H. R. 20431) granting an increase of pension to John 
Neumann; . 

A bill (H. R. 17094) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Sperry; 

A bill (H. R. 17484) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott; 

A bill (H. R. 22416) granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
bara E. Schwab; N 

A bill (H. R. 21849) granting an increase of pension to John 
P, Dix; . 

A bill (H. R. 21228) granting an increase of pension to Pleas- 
ant Crissip ; 

A bill (H. R. 21216) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
J. MeCardel ; 

A bill (H. R. 21185) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
M. Goble; 

A bill (H. R. 21179) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Green; 

A bill (H. R. 21142) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Rose ; 

A bill (H. R. 21124) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Crane; 

A bill (H. R. 20724) granting an increase of pension to Rhoda 
A. Hoit; 

A bill (H. R. 20725) granting a pension to Hope Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 20726) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Smith; 

A bill (II. R. 20829) granting an increase of pension to David 
M. Watkins; 

A bill (H. R. 20962) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin II. Bailey; i 

A bill (H. R. 20964) granting an increase of pension to John 
Fox; 

A bill (H. R. 21119) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Boshea ; 

A bill (H. R. 21302) granting an increase of pension to Nico- 
laus Kirsch; ` 

A bill (H. R. 21304) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


Kohl; A 
A bill (H. R. 21641) granting an increase of pension to Levi 


Eddy ; 
A bill (H. R. 21749) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Reaney; 


A bill (H. R. 20463) granting an increase of pension to Nicho- 
las D. Kenny ; 

A bill (H. R. 20363) granting an increase of pension to Otis 
E. Rush; ; 

A bill (H. R. 20384) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Wilson ; k: 

A bill (H. R. 20391) granting an increase-of pension to Mary 
Jane Meldrim; 

A bill (H. R. 20424) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Wheeler; T 

A bill (H. R. 21045) granting àn increase of pension to Unity 
A. Steel’; 

A bill (H. R. 21054) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Wilson; : 

A bill (H. R. 21058) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam II. Isbell; 

A bill (H. R. 21019) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Fell; and 

A bill (II. R. 22937) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Murphy. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 826) to amend “An act to es- 
tablish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 3, 1901, as amended by the acts approved January 31 
and Jure 30, 1902, relating to the improper issue, sale, gift, or 
use of transfer tickets of street railroads, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. ForaKer on the 2ist instant pro- 
posing to appropriate $4,000 for grading and improving Kenyon 
street, Sherman avenue to Thirteenth street NW., intended to be 
proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, submit- 
ted a favorable report thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7393) granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
nand Dayid; 

A bill (H. R. 22607) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Hetherlin ; 

A bill (H. R. 22265) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Jane Hancher ; 

A bill (H. R. 22566) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
L. Six; . 

2 bill (H. R. 4692) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
elch; 

A bill (H. R. 4719) granting, an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Trumbull; - 

A biil (H. R. 4833) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
F. Anderson ; 

A bill (H. R. 5173) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Henninger ; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Turney ; 

A bill (H. R. 5187) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Jobn; 
on bill (H. R. 5595) granting an increase of pension to Elisha 

rown; 
oy, bill (H. R. 5729) granting an increase of pension to Norman 

Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 5776) granting an increase of pension to Pris- 
cilla A. Campbell; ; 

A bill (H. R. 5801) granting an increase of pension to Alger- 
non E. Castner ; 

A bill (H. R. 5829) granting an increase of pension to 
George Anderson ; 

A bill (H. R. 11307) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph J. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 21162) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Humphrey; 

A bill (H. R. 21033) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Huff; 

A bill (H. R. 22568) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Christman ; 

A bill (H. R. 10402) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
H. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 20715) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Ballantyne ; 

5 A bill (H. R. 21828) granting an increase of pension to Noah 
errin ; 

A bill (H. R. 21807) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Fauver; 
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A bill (H. R. 21519) granting an increase of pension to Mon- 
tezuma St. John: 

1 bill (II. R. 18574) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
a es; 

A bill (II. R. 22424) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Faulkner; 

A bill (H. R. 16493) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam T. Sallee; and 

A bill (H. R. 7378) granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
L. Brown. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bil (H. R. 21194) to authorize J. F. Andrews, J. W. Jour- 
dan, their heirs, representatives, associates, and assigns, to con- 
struct dams and power stations on Bear River on the southeast 
quarter of section 31, township 5, range 11, in Tishomingo 
County, Miss.; and 

A bill (S. 7917) to authorize the Interstate Bridge and Ter- 
minal Railway Company, of Kansas City, Kans., to construct a 
bridge across the Missouri River. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 24275) permitting the building of 
a dam across the Flint River at Porter Shoals, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 24111) to authorize the Norfolk and 
Western Railway Company to construct a bridge «across the 
Potomac River at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va., reported it 
without amendment, 

Mr. FRYE. I moye that the bill (S. 7800) to authorize the 
Norfolk and Western Railroad Company to construct a bridge 
across the Potomac River at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va., 
be recalled from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the 
bill has not yet been sent to the House. 

Mr. FRYE. Then it may be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
indefinitely postponed. ` 

Mr. HANSBROUGII, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7835) for the ex- 
tension of School street NW., District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 2421) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
S. Mervis; 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Sancrainte ; 

A bill (H. R. 2286) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 2175) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Bliss, alias James Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 2056) granting an increase of pension to Lucas 
Longendycke ; 

A bill (H. R. 2055) granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
L. Cox; 

A bill (H. R. 1937) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Williams ; 

A bill (H. R. 1723) granting an increase of pension to Rutson 
J. Bullock: 

A bill (II. R. 1717) granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 1693) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Q. Oviatt; 

A bill (II. R. 4673) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Rowe; 

A bill (H. R, 4670) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
B. Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 4346) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. B. Schooling: 

A bill (H. R. 4166) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. V. Herndon ; 

A bill (H. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 4149) granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son Wall; 

A bill (H. R. 637) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Bone; 

A bill (H. R. 676) granting an increase of pension to Mus- 
grove E. O'Connor: 

A bill (II. R. 725) granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Smith; 


A bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to James 
Wintersteen ; 

A bill (H. R. 1150) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
J. Turner; 

A bill (II. R. 1185) granting a pension to Josiah C. Hancock; 

A bill (H. R. 1252) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Mathes; 

A bill (H. R. 1337) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 1512) granting an increase of pension to Melvin 
T. Edmonds; 

A bill (II. R. 2726) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Keach; 

A bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to Ethan 
A. Valentine; 8 

A bill (II. R. 2764) granting an increase of pension to George 
L. Robinson ; 

A bill (H. R. 2793) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
D. Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 3740) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. H. Armistead; and 

A bill (H. R. 3989) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
T. Houghton. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 13605) to satisfy certain claims 
against the Government arising under the Navy Department, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FLINT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7017) extending the time for making 
final proof and payment on public lands in certain cases, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Irrigation, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 7776) to provide for protecting the interests 
of the United States on the lower Colorado River, for the es- 
tablishment of the Imperial Valley and the Colorado River irri- 
gation projects, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. , 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7795) for the extension 
of Albemarle street NW., District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3668) to authorize the Washington, Spa Spring and 
Gretta Railroad Company, of Prince George County, to extend 
its street railway into the District of Columbia, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BULKELEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 420) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Solomon W. Kyle, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6725) to grant medals to survivors and heirs of volun- 
teers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7837) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia,’ regulating proceed- 
ings for condemnation of land for streets,” reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 7953) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the reorganization of the consular serv- 
ice of the United States,” approved April 5, 1906, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. NELSON on the 21st instant, pro- 
posing to fix the salary of the consul-general at Rotterdam at 
$5,500 per annum, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,000,000 for the purchase of a site and toward the erection 
of one or two buildings for the use of the Departments of 
State, Justice, and Commerce and Labor, ete., intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; 
which was agreed to. 2 
COMPENSATION TO SURFMEN FOR LOSSES IN PENSACOLA HURRICANE. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7706) for the 
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relief of Robert Broadbent, Barger Holst, James A. Dunham, 
Byron Dawley, Axel Rosendahl, and Will J. Elliott, to report 
it favorably with amendments, and I submit a report thereon, 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments of the Committee on Commerce were, on 
page 1, line 7, after the word “surfmen,” to insert “and to 
C. M. Hutchins, temporary surfman;” and on page 2, line 1, 
after the word “service,” to insert“ not exceeding in the aggre- 
gate $500;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be paid, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Robert Broadbent, keeper of 
the Santa Rosa Island Life-Saving Station, near Pensacola, Fla., and 
to Barger Holst, James A. Dunham, Byron Dawley, Axel Rosendahl, 
and Will J. Elliott, surfmen, and to C. M. Hutchins, 8 surf- 
man, at said station, such sums, respectively, as shall, on due inquiry 
by the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, be found to 
be a just compensation to said persons for the loss in the Pensacola 
hurricane of September 26 and 27, 1906, of such property belongs to 
them, respectively, as was necessary to be kept by them at said life- 
saving station, from considerations of health, decency, and the nature 
of the service, not exceeding in the aggregate $500. It shall be the 
duty of the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, as soon 
as possible after the approval of this act, to ascertain and report to 
the Secretary of the Treasury the sums payable to each of said persons 
under the provisions of this act, and on receipt by the 8 ot 
the Treasury of said report the sums ascertained and so reported shall 
become due and payable. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of 
Robert Broadbent, Barger Holst, James A. Dunham, Byron 
Dawley, Axel Rosendahl, Will J. Elliott, and C. M. Hutchins,” 


CUSTOMS BOARDING BOAT FOR PORT OF GALVESTON. 


Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce, I report back 
favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 7684) to provide and 
maintain for the port of Galveston, Tex., a customs boarding 
boat. I call the attention of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CUL- 
BERSON] to the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is a very short bill, and it is an 
urgent measure. I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to appropriate $35,000 to provide for the port 
of Galveston, Tex., a motor boarding boat. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to add at 
the end of the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may use said boat at 


any other customs port in the United States as the exigencies of the 
service may require. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
NATIONAL SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8014) 
to authorize The National Safe Deposit, Savings and Trust Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, to change its name to that of 
National Savings and Trust Company, to report it back with an 
amendment, and I submit a report thereon. The bill simply 
enables a banking company to abbreviate its very long name. I 
ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 

That The National Safe Deposit, Savings and Trust Company of the 
District of Columbia, a body corporate, duly incorporated under an act 
approved October 1, 1890, and entitled “An act to provide for the in- 
corporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other corporations 
within the District of Columbia,” be, and is hereby, authorized to change 
its name to National Savings and Trust Company, the said change of 
name to be complete and effectual when said corporation shall have filed 
with the recorder of of the District of Columbia an amended 
certificate of Incorporation ＋ forth the change in name hereby au- 
thorized, and shall also have filed a copy of said amended certificate of 
incorporation with the Comptroller of the Currency of the United States. 
alter, or repeal this 


paz 2. That Congress may at any time ameni 
act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reperted to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LOS ANGELES INTER-URBAN RAILWAY. 


Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7879) granting 
to the Los Angeles Inter-Urban Railway Company a right of 
way for railroad purposes through the United States military 
reservation at San Pedro, Cal., to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I submit a report thereon. I call the atten- 
tion of the junior Senator from California [Mr. FLINT] to the bill. 

Mr. FLINT. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. A 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. ~ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

VESSELS SOTIE R, MATHILDA R, AND HELEN R. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I report back favorably from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 
17099) to authorize the refund of part of fines imposed on the 
vessels Sotie R, Mathilda R, and Helen R. As it will take but 
a moment to consider the bill, I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to appropriate, for repayment to Schoon- 
maker & Rice, of New York, N. Y., owners of the barges Sotie R, 
Mathilda R, and Helen R, part of the amount of fines aggre- 
gating $230 paid by them to the collector of customs at New 
Haven, Conn., on or about September 19, 1905, for violation 
of the laws of the United States relating to the enrollment and 
licensing of vessels, the amount having been deposited by the 
collector to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, 
August 31, 1905, prior to his receipt of instructions from the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor conditionally mitigating the 
fines to $50, $180. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVENPORT WATER POWER COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21677) to amend 
an act granting to the Davenport Water Power Company rights 
to construct and maintain à canal, power station, and appur- 
tenant works in the Mississippi River in Scott County, Iowa, to 
report it favorably without amendment. I call the attention of 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a brief bill, merely extending the 
time for the completion of certain work authorized nearly two 
years ago. I ask unanimous consent that it may be considered. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. There is an appropriation bill on the Calendar 
which it is very important should be passed to-day, and I feel 
constrained to give notice that as time is being taken up by the 
passage of bills, I shall object hereafter to the passing of any 
bills on the reports being made until the appropriation bill 
is passed. 

THE KONGO FREE STATE. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred Senate Resolution No. 194, submitted by 
himself December 10, 1906, in relation to the inhuman treat- 
ment inflicted upon the native inhabitants of the Kongo Free 
State, etc., reported it with an amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 8039) granting a pension to 
Annie B. Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8040) for the relief of Elizabeth 
R. Gordon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8041) for the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Lieut. Commander George 
Washington De Long and his comrades who lost their lives in 
the Jeannette Arctic expedition; which was read twice by its 
title,.and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8042) to provide for the exam- 
ination and testing of lifeboats; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: 
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A bill (S. 8048) to amend an act to fix and regulate salaries 
of teachers, school officers, and other employees of the board of 
education of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 8044) to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” relating to 
personal service ; 

A bill (S. 8045) regulating certain licenses in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes (with an accompanying paper) ; 
um 

A bill (S. 8046) prohibiting the distribution of circulars and 
certain other advertising matter on private property within the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes (with an accom- 
Janying paper). 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 8047) prohibiting 
the issuing of special-tax stamps to retail and wholesale dealers 
in liquors in prohibition districts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8048) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel C. Swartz; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 8049) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel C. Swartz; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 8050) granting a pension 
to Anna M. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM (for Mr. GAMBLE) introduced a bill (S. 8051) 
granting an increase of pension to Catherine Kolb; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 8052) confirming entries 
and applications under section 2306 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States for lands embraced in what was formerly the 
Columbia Indian Reseryation in the State of Washington: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (S. 8053) for the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Gen. Patrick Edward Con- 
nor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 8054) granting to the regents 
of the University of Oklahoma section No. 36, in township No. 9 
north, of range No. 3 west, of the Indian meridian, in Cleveland 
County, Okla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8055) for the relief of M. 8 
Elkin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8056) granting an increase of pension to William 
II. Fountain; and 

A bill (S. 8057) granting a pension to Henry Mott. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions; 

A bill (S. 8058) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Bartley (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 8059) granting a pension to Ellis T. Padgett (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FLINT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 8060) for the relief of John Rothchild & Co., 
San Francisco, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 8061) for the relief of Pope 
cisco, Cal.; and 

A bill (S. 8062) for the relief of Piper, Aden, Goodall Com- 
pany, of San Francisco, Cal. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 8063) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to amend an act approved August 3, 1894, entitled 
‘An act concerning leases in the Yellowstone National Park, ” 
npproved June 4, 1906; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 8064) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Carloss Trowbridge; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 8065) to provide for the 
transfer to the State of South Carolina of certain school funds 
for the use of free schools in the parishes of St. Helena and 


of 


& Talbot, of San Fran- 


St. Luke, in said State; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 8066) referring to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication and determination the claims of the 
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widow and family of Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at law 
of others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 8067) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Joseph T. Piggott; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8068) for the relief of Samuel 
Y. B. Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 8069) for the relief of 
Benjamin Augustus McAllister; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 8070) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary S. Miller and Charles E. Bullock, heirs of J. L. W. Bul- 
lock, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 8071) for the relief of the First Methodist Episco- 
pal Church South, of Jacksonville Fla. ; and 

A bill (S. 8072) for the relief of Charles S. 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 8073) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward D. Barker; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DU PONT introduced a bill (S. 8074) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in the county of Newcastle, 
Del. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Comittee on Fisheries. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 8075) to provide for the 
construction and equipment of a revenue cutter, with head- 
quarters at New Orleans, La.: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8076) granting an increase of pension to Oscar C. 
Stevens; 

A bill ( 
Kayser; 

A bill (8. 
Marsh; 

A bill (8. 


Blood (with an 


S. 8077) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
8078) granting an increase of pension to E. N. 


8079) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Ickstadt ; 

A bill (S. 8080) granting a pension to Frank L. French; 

A bill (S. 8081) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Cochran ; 

A bill (S. 8082) granting a pension to Hiram C. Barrows: 

A bill (S. 8083) granting an increase of pension to Wallace 


Fairbank ; 

A bill (S. 
Hazen; 

A bill (S. 8085) granting an increase of pension to Legare 
Potter; 

A bill (S. 8086) granting an increase of pension to Mark Tom- 
linson ; 

A bill (S. 8087) granting an increase of pension to Wallace L. 
Scott; 

A bill (S. 8088) granting an increase of pension to William 
Northedge ; 

A bill (S. 8089) granting a pension to Mary E. Jacobs; and 

A bill (S. 8090) granting a pension to Inger A. Steensrud. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8091) to extend the time 
for the completion of the Valdez, Marshall Pass and Northern 
Railroad, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8092) to correct the military 
record of Allen F. Walter; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8093) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of Harold L. Jackson, a captain on the retired list of the 
Army, as a major on the retired list of the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 
Noles; 

A bill (8. 8095) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Rice; 


8084) granting an increase of pension to John 


8094) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
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A bill (S. 8096) granting an increase of pension to Theoph- 
ilus Jones; 

A bill (S. 8097) granting an increase of pension to Jobn F. 
Osmun ; 

A bill (S. 8098) granting an increase of pension to Joseph E. 
Carr; 

A bill (S. 8099) granting an increase of pension to Samuel P. 
Shaffer ; 

A bill (S. 8100) granting a pension to John Hetzell: 

A bill (S. 8101) granting an increase of pension to Jacob B. 
Getter; and 

A bill (S. 8102) granting an increase of pension to George 
Fink (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. STONE introduced the following bills: which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 8103) granting an inerease of pension to Richard 
Black ; 

A bill (S. 8104) granting an incrense of pension to Henry 
Shelley; and 

A bill (S. 8105) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Arnold (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 8106) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Abram Jones; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 8107) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Leonidas Obenshain; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 8108) for the relief of the 
widow of Charles D. Colman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8109) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Charles H. Custard; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 8110) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Todhunter (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 8111) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Green (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8112) granting an increase of pension to Collins 
South (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 8113) granting a pension to Amelia C. Perry ; and 

A bill (S. 8114) granting an increase of pension to Edwin B. 
Messick (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 8115) to prohibit inter- 
state common carriers from transporting certain articles of com- 
meree made in factories or produced in mines in violation of the 
child-labor laws where said factories and mines are located; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 8116) granting an increase of 
pension to George Franklin; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 8117) to create the Cala- 
yeras Bigtree National Forest, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 8118) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Quillen; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 8119) to readjust the bound- 
aries of the naval reservations in Porto Rico established in 
pursuance of the act of July 1, 1902; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 8120) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin T. Woods; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 8121) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriette M. Maxwell; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8122) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
‘Aughey ; 

A bill (S. 8123) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Van Syckel (with an accompanying paper); 
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A bill (S. 8124) granting a pension to Harriet P. Porter; and 

A bill (S. 8125) granting an increase of pension to Mary 0. 
Cherry (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FOSTER (for Mr. Knox) introduced a joint resolution 
(S. R. 89) authorizing the printing and indexing of the com- 
plete orders of Gen. George Washington during the war of the 
Reyolution; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $25,000 for the purchase and installation of fireproof 
metal file cases in the clerk's oflice of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, and $2,000 to rebind, repair, and preserve 
the records of the old circuit court of the District of Columbia, 
ete., intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposing to 
increase the compensation of the two judges of the police court 
of the District of Columbia from $3,000 to $4,000 per annum, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priutions, and ordered to be printed. s 

Mr. ALDRICH submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,750 for paving Twenty-third street NW. from Q street 
to Sheridan circle, intended to be proposed by him to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment removing restric- 
tions as to sale and incumbrance of lands in Oklahoma allotted 
to certain Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment relative to the re- 
tirement with increased rank of brigadier-generals now on the 
active list of the, Army and who served creditably during the 
civil war, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Army 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to apprepriate 
$11,000 for resurfacing the roadbed of Wisconsin avenue be- 
tween M street and P street, intended to be proposed by him to 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FLINT submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$500,000 for the purchase of property in San Luis Obispo 
County, Cal., for military and camp-site purposes, intended to 
be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to 


appropriate $300 for the repair of Fort Matanzas, Matanzas . 


Inlet, Fla., intended to be proposed by him to the Army ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. FOSTER (for Mr. KNox) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by Mr. Knox to the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 for the completion of a monument to the memory 
of the soldiers who fell in the battle of New Orleans, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
compensation of index clerk and typewriter, engineer's office, 
from $720 to $900, intended to be proposed by him to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURKETT (by request) submitted an amendment pro- 
posing to refer to the Court of Claims all claims of the Omaha 
tribe of Indians against the United States, ete., intended to be 
proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. x 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$2,290.49 to reimburse Albert H. Raynolds for certain vouchers 
cashed by said Raynolds and afterwards refused payment, in- 
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tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing for increased 
grade on the retired list to certain officers of the Army, intended 
to be propesed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $15,000 for continuing the improvement of the grounds 
within the Presidio Military Reservation, at San Frahcisco, Cal., 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for placing iron seats in the public parks and upon the 
parking wherever desirable in the District of Columbia, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURNHAM (by request) submitted an amendment au- 
thorizing the Keetoowah Society of the Cherokee Nation, Indian 
Territory, to buy the Cherokee Advocate newspaper plant, etc., 
intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also (by request) submitted an amendment providing for 
a survey and plat of the island in the Grand River, southwest of 
the town of Fort Gibson, Cherokee Nation, Ind. T., intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $10,000 for buildings and repairs to buildings and for 
water supply at Pine Ridge Agency, S. Dak., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. i 
AMENDMENTS TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. RAYNER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to. be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGES IN DISTRICT STREET-RAILWAY TRACKS. 


Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the substitute proposed by Mr. GALLINGER for 
the bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in certain street-railway 
tracks within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS ARISING UNDER THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 18605) to satisfy certain claims 
against the Government arising under the Navy Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DOLORES S. FOSTER. 

On motion of Mr. ‘TALIAFERRO, it was 


Ordered, That permission is granted for the withdrawal from the 
Senate files of the papers in connection with the bill (S. 6353) granting 
an increase of pension to Dolores S. Foster, upon which favorable re- 
port has been made. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR ALGER. 


Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay the 1 expenses in connection with 
the funeral of Hon. RUSSELL A. ALGER, late a Senator from the State 
of Michigan, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers 
to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

OHIO RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Ege . War “9 . to ine 

tt ractica momen e re 0 e C 

„ onder the river ‘nd harbor act of 1 1905 on the Ohio 
River. 

EMPLOYMENT OF CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, on account of the con- 
gested condition of business here, I desire to give notice that I 
shall not address the Senate to-day, as I had intended doing, but 


shall resume the floor on Monday morning next, immediately after 
the conclusion of the morning business, for the purpose of con- 
cluding the remarks that I was making to the Senate on last 
Wednesday. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 
GER] has very kindly consented that the bill which he gave notice 
that he would then call up he will not bring up on that day, so 
that I may have that day for the purpose of concluding my re- 
marks. I am very much obliged to the Senator for his courtesy. 


ISSUANCE OF LAND PATENTS. 


Mr, CARTER. I desire to announce that on Tuesday morning 
next, after the close of the routine morning business, I will ad- 
dress the Senate on the resolution I introduced on the 9th in- 
stant and which I had announced would be the subject of my 
remarks yesterday. 


SOLICITATION FOR LEGISLATION BY OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. HALE. I present the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Maine will be read. 
The Secretary read.the resolution, as follows: 
Resolution No. 231. 


Whereas the following order and regulations are now in force, for- 
bidding lobbying or attempts on the part of officers or employees in the 
executive branches of the Government to importune Congress or to dt- 
tempt to influence its action, to wit: 

= EXECUTIVE ORDER. 
Warre Hovss, January 31, 1902. 

All officers and employees of the United States of every description, 
serving in or under any of the Executive Departments, and whether so 
serving in or out of Washington, are hereby forbidden, either directly or 
indirectly, individually or through associations, to solicit an increase of 
pay, or to influence or attempt to Influence in their own interest any 
other legislation whatever, either before Congress or its committees, or 
in any way save through the heads of the Departments in or under 
which they serve, on penalty of dismissal from the Government serviee. 

c THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
REGULATIONS FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE NAVY OF THE UNITED 
8 STATES. 
ART. 231. Combinations of officers for the purpose of influencing leg- 
islation, remonstrating against orders, or complaining of details of 
duty are forbidden; and no person shall delay obedience to an order 
for the purpose of making remonstrance or complaint. 

ART. 232. All petitions, remonstrances, memorials, and communica- 
tions from any officer or officers of the Navy or Marine Corps, whether 
on the active or retired list, addressed to Congress, or to either House 
thereof, or to any committee of Congress, on any subject of legislation 
relating to the Navy, pending, proposed, or suggested, shall be for- 
warded through the Navy Department, and not otherwise, except by 
authority of the Department. And 

Whereas Senators and Representatives in Congress have lately and 
are now being poponun in order to infiuence legislation, in accord- 
ance with the following memorandum, which ts being sent especially 
to officers and employees in the Navy Department, as follows: 

“This Is the short session of Congress, and with the exception of 
the appropriation bills none will receive consideration that do not 
command the interest and support of a large proportion of the Sena- 
tors and Representatives. This bill has an excellent chance of being 
enacted into law at this session if each officer and midshipman wil 
promptly and effectively do his part toward obtaining the interest and 
support necessary to success. ch officer and midshipman knowing 
that the bill, if enacted into law, would tremendously add to the effi- 
ciency of the personnel, should immediately write or telegraph the Sen- 
ators and Congressmen representing his State and district, giving his 
own reasons in his own way for urging them to consider and act on 
the bill at this session of Congress. Each one should also write influ- 
ential friends at home and urge them to write or telegraph their Sena- 
tors and Congressmen to act at this session on the Navy personnel bill 
transmitted to Congress in a special message by the President on De- 
cember 17. Urge them to protest against ae delay. Also all locai 
8 should be requested to aid in the fight.” 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, directed 
to investigate as to whether the foregoing order and regulations have 
been, or are being, violated by any officer or employee of his Depart- 
ment and to report the result of his investigation to Congress. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and it is 
before the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs I have not been neglected in the matter 
of importunities from various officers in connection with the so- 
called “ personnel bill,” which has been urged upon Congress 
for favorable consideration at the present session. 

I want to ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hater], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if it is not a fact that 
all such importunities are calculated to delay or defeat legisla- 
tion rather than to advance it? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. I think, Mr. President, that Senators and 
Representatives, as soon as they learn that there is an organ- 
ized effort to influence legislation in a particular direction, are 
rather naturally prejudiced against it instead of being impressed 
in its favor. 

I should not have introduced the resolution had I not found 
myself beset by letters from all parts of the country in relation 
to the personnel bill. It is an important bill, which has been 
carefully considered, and should not be the subject of pressure 
by nayal officers upon Senators and Members of the other House. 
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I had this morning a letter from somebody not in any way 
connected with the Navy, written from Philadelphia—some ofti- 
cer had probably written to him—who wants the bill passed at 


nce, without delay. I was rather amused at the final sugges- 


tion of the letter: 

For the dignity of our country it is also very important that Con- 
gress shall establish the grade of Vice-Admiral and authorize at least 
three officers of this grade. 

I have no idea that the man who writes this letter from Phila- 
delphia knows anything about that matter. The Military Com- 
mittee has recently reported in favor of abolishing the grade of 
Lieutenant-General, and yet this personnel bill, which certain 
line officers are endeavoring to crowd through Congress, pro- 
vides for three new Vice-Admirals, and in five years there would 
be twelve or fifteen active and retired Vice-Admirals. 

I think the committees in charge of this matter are fully com- 
petent to deal with it. The programme that I have embodied 
in my resolution is found in the Army and Navy Register of 
January 15, 1907, where it is referred to as an existing fact. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that the older officers of the 
line of the Nayy haye gone into this business very much, if at 
all; I think it is the younger and more ambitious men who have 
an idea that they can influence legislation in this way. This 
is best described by what one of them says, that the line officers 
were going to light a fire under every Senator and every Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives and oblige them to report 
this bill. 

I do not want to discuss the bill. I do not know that the 
Secretary is aware of what is going on in contravention of the 
orders of the Department and of the express and complete and 
drastic order of the President. I fancy he does not know of it. 
He is a man of good administrative faculties who has had sery- 
ice in Congress, and I presume as soon as this condition is 
brought to his attention—and that is my object in presenting the 
resolution—he will put a stop to it, and that we shall be freed 
from the importunities of certain line officers, who propose. as is 
stated here, to extend this even to the cadets, the midshipmen 
at Annapolis, who are usked-to write to all their Senators and 
Representatives, and to their friends throughout the country. 

It is not the business, Mr. President, of the Executive Depart- 
ments; it is the business of Congress to legislate. I have offered 
the resolution because I want the Secretary of the Navy to 
know what is going on, and I presume as soon as he learns what 
is going on in his Department we shall haye no more of this. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I haye been greatly inter- 
ested in the statement made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and I 
join with him in the expression of the hope that the passage of 
this resolution will put a stop to the grieyance of which he 
complains. 

At the same time, Mr. President, I will venture to say that, 
in my judgment, there are incongruities and there is some degree 
of injustice in the existing personnel law, and I expect that the 
committee of which the Senator from Maine is chairman will 
in due time, at the proper time, take the matter up and examine 
the question anew, and, if it is thought wise, recommend further 
legislation in reference thereto. 

I simply want to express the hope that we may be relieved by 
the passage of this resolution of what has become to some of us 
a considerable burden. I presume I have answered twenty let- 
ters recently on that very subject, and many of them bave come, 
as the one to which the Senator from Maine has alluded, from 
parties outside, not in any way connected with the Navy, indi- 
cating that they haye been importuned to write such letters. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not wish to take issue with 
the learned Senators as to the particular bill which they haye 
brought to the attention of the Senate by way of illustration of 
the alleged evil of which they complain and which this resolu- 
tion is designed to correct. What, therefore, I shall say will 
have no special reference to that particular bill. 

I do not, however, personally favor the passage of this reso- 
lution, because in so doing there would be an indorsement of 
the President’s order which is quoted therein. It is not a sim- 
ple matter of the convenience or inconvenience of Senators. Of 
course I recognize the inconvenience of importunities by those de- 
siring legislation on different subjects, and I presume I have to 
bear my share of that inconvenience. But I have never thought 
that the President of the United States was justified in issuing 
orders prohibiting officers and men of the Army, and more partic- 
ularly—even if there should be any peculiar reasons in regard to 
the Army and the Navy—more particularly as to civil officers 
of the Government, those in the Executive Departments, from 
bringing to the attention of Congress legislation which they 
thought was important for themselves or for the particular 
orders or classes to which they belong. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1619 


I regard the right of petition, Mr. President, as a fundamental 
right. It is a right which extends to every individual under the- 
Government, high or low, military or civil, either in official or. 
private life, and not excluding anyone bearing the relation of 
an employee to the Government. 

It has been a long time since the right of petition has been 
one of serious debate in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. HALE. Did the Senator note the language of the reso- 
lution and the citations which I have made? They are all in 
the direction of encouraging the right of petition and of pre- 
senting grievances and presenting suggestions for legislation in 
the form of petition. That is a right with which we never want 
to interfere. But for an association to combine, as stated in 
this paper, for the purpose of influencing Senators and Repre- 
sentatives by private correspondence and other ways is taking 
them away from their duties and is not the right of petition, 
It is in the interest of all these things coming to Congress by 
petition and being referred to the proper committees that the 
resolution is proposed. That is one of the things the resolution 
seeks to accomplish. 

Mr. BACON. I do not regard the right of petition as being so 
limited as would be suggested by the remarks of the learned 
Senator from Maine. I regard the right of petition as one very 
broad and comprehensive in its character. It means the right 
of every individual to bring to the attention of Congress, in any 
manner he may see proper, not necessarily through the medium 
of a formal petition, beginning and ending with the formalities 
of such documents, but the right of any man, in any manner 
that he may see proper, to bring to the attention of Congress 
collectively, or to any Member of Congress, any matter that he 
thinks is one deserving the attention of Congress, one which in 
any manner affects his interest. 

Mr. President, the enactment of law or the repeal of law are 
questions which in their practical operation do relate to the in- 
terest of the citizen, and because a man is a clerk in a Depart- 
ment or an officer of the Army or an officer of the Navy does not, 
in my opinion, deprive him of the great fundamental constitu- 
tional right which he has to appeal to Congress. I have never 
thought that the executive department, the head of it or any 
subordinate branch of it, had any right to step between the citi- 
zen and Congress and say that that citizen should not have di- 
rect communication by petition or remonstrance with Congress. 

While it is true that the language of the Constitution is that 
guaranteeing to the people the right to assemble and petition 
Congress, the spirit of the Constitution does not necessarily 
limit it to assemblages. It involves the larger, broader right 
to which I have alluded—the right of every man to bring his 
matters to the attention of Congress in order that Congress may 
legislate with information and knowledge of the desires 
which may be given and expressed by that individual, or by any 
association of individuals or by any committee of such associa- 
tions, either to enlarge or protect his rights and privileges or 
to redress his grievances. 

Why is it, how is it, and whence is it, that the President of 
the United States has such dictatorial power that he may prac- 
tically say to Congress, “ You sball not hear from the citizen?” 
When the President of the United States says to a clerk in a 
Department, “ You shall not speak to a Senator with regard to 
your matter; you shall not communicate with him as to any 
matter of legislation ’—because that is the language of the 
order—it is practically saying to Congress, You shall not hear 
from the citizen.” It is not simply a restriction on the indi- 
vidual. It is an attempt, not so designed, doubtless, but 
practically, to curtail the power of Congress to hear from the 
individual as to what is to the interest of the individual, and 
as to the interest of each individual, in the aggregation of all the 
individuals of the country at large. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have just had my attention called to the 
Senator’s speech, and I was wondering whether this was a sup- 
plement to the speech which I listened to two or three days 
ago on the powers of the President. The Senator seems to have 
made some change in his views recently upon the powers of the 
President. 

Mr. BACON. 


from Georgia 


I think not. I suppose the Senator alludes to 


the fact that I advocated upon this floor the right of the Presi- 
dent to summarily discharge soldiers from the Army whenever 
the good of the service required it, and especially whenever the 
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public safety required it. That rests upon an entirely different 
proposition. I can not resume that argument and repeat it. I 
thought, from the yote of the Senator, that he had recognized 
that right on the part of the President, especially since the Sen- 
ator is one of the principal spokesmen of the President on the 


floor of the Senate. I did not know that he had taken the posi- 
tion that the President did not have the power. If the Senator 
from Rhode Island in that discussion occupied a position hostile 
to the President, he did not so announce on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. I imagine now, though, that he simply concealed the fact 
that he was not in exactly friendly relationship to the President 
on that particular matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. BACON. Am I misrepresenting the Senator? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say my only anxiety to-day was 
caused by the fear that the Senator from Georgia had deserted 
his former position. a 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. 
tending for the right of the President, not under his constitu- 
tional, indefeasible power, but under the Jaws of the land as 
they have been enacted by Congress, the Senator will remember 
the colloguy and the discussion between the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Spooner] and myself as to the exercise of one-man 
power and as to the great importance of the ultimate power 
being in Congress and not in any one man. 

Mr. President, so far from what the Senator from Rhode 
Island says being true, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner] twitted me in that debate with the fact that not only 
once, but many times he had heard me advocate upon the floor 
of the Senate that the ultimate power, generally speaking, is 
with Congress and not with the President. But, Mr. President, 
I suppose the remark was a pleasantry on the part of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island. He simply desired to take this indirect 
way of having the announcement now made, after that dis- 
cussion is over and the yote upon the measure taken, that he 
was not in friendly accord with the President upon the matter 
which we haye been discussing for so long. I had supposed the 
Senator was on the other side; and, of course, I am glad if I 
have given him the opportunity to set himself right before the 
country, so that we now know where he then stood, although he 
did not inform us of it at the time. It will doubtless be a dis- 
tinct shock to the country to know that the Senator from 
Rhode Island, the political leader of his party in the Senate, is 
not in all things in accord with the President. 

Mr. President, I do not think it becomes us to take the atti- 
tude that, because of inconyenience or even of annoyance caused 
to us by the importunities of parties who may be interested in 
legislation pending or desired, therefore we are to endeavor to 
shelter ourselves behind an Executive order, because I regard 
these Executive orders, so far as I am able to judge of them— 
and I say it with the utmost respect—as improper, in that they 
are an invasion of the constitutional right of the citizen. I 
regard them as an inyasion of the great fundamental right of 
petition. 

As I was saying when I was interrupted, it has been a long 
time since the question of the right of petition has been a press- 
ing matter of debate in Congress. Time was when it was, and 
all of us who are more or less familiar with the political his- 
tory of the country will remember the great record made by 
that great and distinguished son of New England, John Quincy 
Adams, in defense of the right of petition. Mr. President, it is 
well that once in a while we should recur to the question of the 
importance of that right. While I have not thought that we 
could in a practical way interfere with these orders issued by 
the President, I have, I repeat, always thought they were im- 
proper orders. 

Mr. President, we stand in a very peculiar relation—we who 
are here and who are complaining of the inconvenience and bur- 
den by reason of the fact that others who have interest in the 
legislation of Congress take up our time in bringing to our con- 
sideration their particular needs and wants. 

When we ourselves have needs and wants we have only to 
act upon them. We do not have to burden anybody else. We 
have recently acted upon what was considered to be a great 
need and a great want of Senators and Representatives, in the 
increase of salary. Shall it be that while we can act upon these 
matters which relate to our own interests, other employees of 
the Government or other officers of the Government, if you 
please, shall be denied the right even to bring to our attention 
things which concern them, and which relate to their interests 
and to their comfort and to their necessities as greatly as these 
other matters related to those of our own? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 


yield to the Senator from North Daketa? 


Even in that debate, when I was con- | 


Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply desire to ask the Senator from 
Georgia if he claims that the order he refers to contravenes any 
section of the Constitution? 

Mr. BACON. I say it contravenes the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion, not the letter of it. I have said that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Constitution provides, if I may take 
the time of the Senator, that Congress shall pass no law pro- 
hibiting the right of petition. It does not prevent the Presi- 
dent from making such rules and regulations as he may see fit 
for the government of the employees of the Executive Depart- 
ments. The constitutional provision prohibits Congress from 
passing a law denying the right of petition. 

Mr. BACON. What is the section to which the Senator 
refers? Give me the page? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The first amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. The first amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It provides: 

Con; shall make no $ 
or prohibiting the free 8 —— o 

Mr. BACON. I have already quoted that article. 

Mr. McCUMBER (continuing)— 
or abridging the right of s h, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 

I can not see that that would be in conflict with the right of 
the Executive authority to say to the employees of the Govern- 
ment that they shall not organize a conspiracy for the purpose 
of compelling Members of Congress to vote one way or the other 
upon any given subject. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator uses an improper word 
when he speaks about organizing a conspiracy. Of course “ con- 
spiro” means to breathe together. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will say combining together. 

Mr. BACON. Anything which is a concert of action, or an 
agreement of concert of action, is, according to the Latin deriva- 
tion of the word, a conspiracy. But we all know what the gen- 
eral understanding of the word conspiracy is. It does not re- 
late to anything of this kind. 

But passing that, and going to the essential feature of the 
matter, I do not at all agree with my learned and distinguished 
friend as to the proper construction of this section of the Con- 
stitution. I want to say to him in all candor that with the 
highest estimate which I have for his ability as a lawyer I am 
utterly surprised that he should suggest that the intention of 
this amendment is to prohibit Congress from denying to parties 
the right to appeal to Congress, and at the same time to permit 
the Executive to erect a barrier between any part of the people 
and Congress. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am not saying, if the Senator will per- 
mit me, what the law ought to be. 

Mr. BACON. I am speaking of what it is. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am speaking of what the constitutional 
provision is. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And I believe the Senator as a splendid 
lawyer would not contend that this provision in the Constitution 
meant anything other than a prohibition against Congress en- 
acting such a law. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I had previously 
called attention to the fact that the matter for which I was 
contending was not within the letter of the Constitution, but 
with its spirit and evident intent, and I had quoted the language 
of the Constitution, which the Senator has since quoted, remark- 
ing that it was simply a prohibition against any prevention of 
the people assembling to petition Congress. But I had sajid 
that the spirit of the Constitution, the intention of the Constitu- 
tion, was that there should be no barrier erected between the 
people and Congress, and no interference with their right to 
bring to the attention of Congress any matter which was thought 
to be important for the interests or the rights of the people or 
for their protection. The manifest intention of this amendment 
to the Constitution was to protect as inviolate the right of peti- 
tion. When the prohibition against the invasion of such right 
was limited to Congress it was manifestly because there was no 
thought that the right to invade it would ever be claimed by the 
executive department or any officer thereof. So far as laws are 
concerned the great duty of the President is limited to the com- 
mand, “ He shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed.” 

I scarcely know how to elaborate the proposition, even if it 
were advisable that I should consume time in an attempt to 
do so. It seems to me the plain and manifest intention of the 
Constitution to give free access to Congress and to Members of 
Congress on the part of all the people, to bring to their attention 
anything which they may think important that those charged with 
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the high duty of making the law should know. ‘These arbitrary 
orders of the President of the United States do not sound 
right at all in my ear. They have too much the sound to my 
ear of autocratic and unrestrained rule. They haye too much 
the sound to my ear, on the other hand, of the assumption of 
the condition of underlings who can be ordered to be silent in 
matters which relate to things which concern them, and about 
which they ought, as freemen, have the right to talk, not only 
to the public, but to their representatives in the Senate and in the 
House of Representatives. 

I do not like the sound of this order at all. It does not 
sound like the twentieth century to me. I will read it here 
again in this connection: 

All officers and employees of the United States, of every description, 
serving in or under any of the Executive Departments— 

That means over a hundred thousand men—I suspect nearer 
200,000 men—in the United States — 
and whether so serving in or out of Washington, are hereby forbidden— 

That is the language of the master to the servant— 
are hereby forbidden, either directly or indirectly, individually or 
through associations, to solicit an increase of pay or to infiuence or 
attempt to influence in their own interest any other legislation what- 
ever, either before Congress or its committees or in any way save 


through the heads of the Departments in or under which they serve, 
on penalty of dismissal from the Government service. 


Mr. President, no master could issue any more peremptory 
or drastic order than that, That order, peremptory as it is, 
drasti¢ as it is, invasive, as I believe it to be, of a fundamental 
right of every citizen of the United States, will reach possibly 
260,000 men throughout the United States. Of course Senators 
may do as they see fit. I am simply expressing my own indi- 
yidual view about this matter. It has always grated on my ear, 
and while I never had the expectation of saying anything about 
it in the Senate, as the Senator from Maine has brought the 
matter here and has had this order recited in the proposed reso- 
lution, I am glad of the opportunity to enter my protest against 
It as an invasion of the fundamental rights of every man who 
has the rights of citizenship, and the right to enjoy the benefit 
and privileges of law under the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. President, here we have within the past few days, after 
consideration for the whole session, originated first in one 
House, failing to be acted upon there, and going back, and then 
returning to us again, after having been acted upon there, and 
then finally acted upon here, passed upon the question of our 
compensation, The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] says, 
sotto voce, that I voted against it. That is a fact, but it does not 
interfere in the slightest degree with the correctness of my pres- 
ent contention. We haye had brought to our attention, through 
the public press and through other sources, the fact that the 
‘scale of compensation of employees in the service of the Govern- 
ment in Washington makes it extremely difficult for them to 
live in the way in which they are entitled to live. Now, that 
may be true or it may not be true, but I am strongly of the 
opinion that it is true. But under this order these 200,000 peo- 
ple, not only those in Washington, but those out of Washington, 
are prohibited from bringing to the attention of Congress the 
question whether or not they should haye increased compensation 
just as we have voted to ourselves increased compensation. I 
do not know what would be the determination of Congress if 
this matter was brought up for its consideration and for a 
yote upon it, but I say it is a fundamental right of those people 
to go to a Representative or Senator and lay the matter before 
such Representative or such Senator in order that it may have 
proper consideration at the hands of Congress. It is not right, 
it is not fair, it is not in accord with equal rights under the law 
to say that they shall only communicate with their Senators 
and Representatives through the heads of Departments relative 
to such matters so vitally affecting their personal interests, 

Mr. President, I am glad of the cpportunity which has been 
thus unexpectedly presented to express my opinion in regard 
to the propriety and the constitutionality of these orders. I 
think the resolution had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the .present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BACON. I said I thought it had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the resolution will 
lie over. 

NOTICES OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a few moments ago the 
Senator from Indiana [| Mr. BEVERIDGE] gave notice that on Mon- 
day next he would resume his speech on the question of child 
labor. He had conferred with me, I having given notice that 
I would call up an important bill on that day, and I was glad 
to accommodate him in that respect. 

I now desire to say that I will call up that bill, if it be possi- 


ble to do so, after the Senator from Indiana concludes his re- 
marks, or, if not, after the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] 
concludes the remarks of which he has given notice for Tues- 
day, provided there be no appropriation bill under consideration. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to suggest in 
connection with the statement just made that when the reso- 
lution to which the Senator from Montana [Mr, Carrer] has 
given notice he will speak is before the Senate, I sincerely 
hope it will remain there until the question involved, which is 
the question of the public lands of the United States and cer- 
tain orders which have been issued suspending entry and patent, 
are thoroüglily discussed and disposed of. 

I desire at this time to give notice that at the conclusion of 
the remarks of the Senator from Montana upon that resolution, 
if no other business having the right of way is before the Sen- 
ate, I will supplement. those remarks with some others on my 
own part. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In response to that statement, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I desire to say that while I personally am always anxious 
to accommodate Senators in matters of this kind, I must insist 
that a bill providing for the extension of the lines of the street 
railways to the Union Station is of really more consequence 
than a speech. I hope the Senator from Idaho will not inter- 
fere with the consideration of that bill, but will reserve his 
speech on this resolution until after that bill has been con- 
sidered on Tuesday. i 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was not my intention to be understood 
as intending to antagonize the measure referred to, but only to 
suggest a continuous discussion of the publie lands question 
until some fruitful result is obtained. It will be easy enough, 
after that question is brought before the Senate by the Senator 
from Montana, to waive its consideration long enough to enable 
the measure suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire to 
be considered. 

I desire to make a suggestion in connection with this matter. 
The subject involved in the resolution of the Senator from Mon- 
tana, coupled with the President’s message to us to which it is 
really directed, now upon the table, involves questions than 
which there are no more important before the Senate. The 
message referred to has suspended the issuance of patents upon 
more than 53,000 applications before the Department and has 
tied up in the recorder's office of the Government patents which 
have been approved, formulated, ready for signature and de- 
livery to the number of more than 5,000. I can not imagine a 
more important matter, and it is only because of these extraor- 
dinary conditions that I have given notice. I hope the Senate 
may be willing to take up the consideration of the President's 
message in regard to the public lands immediately in connection 
with the resolution of the Senator from Montana. 


MEMORIAL SERVICES ON THE LATE SENATOR GORMAN. 


Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
next Friday, February 1, at half past 2 o’clock, I will submit 
resolutions commemorative of the publie services of the late 
Senator Gorman. The services were to have taken place to- 
morrow, but have been unavoidably postponed. 


UNIFORM INSURANCE LAW FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read: : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report and subsequent letter from the superin- 
tendent of the department of insurance of the District of Columbia, and 
a letter of Mr. Louis D. Brandeis, of Boston, in reference thereto. I 
agree with the recommendation of Mr. Drake that what is needed is an 
insurance law for the District of Columbia on the lines of the so- 
called “Ames bill,“ already introduced in the House of Representatives, 
revising it so as to include in it all the desirable features of the so- 
called “ uniform bill.” With proper modifications after expert revision 
this bill could be enacted into a law so comprehensive and just that it 
would stand as a model of equity. I regret greatly that there is not 
national power to deal with this subject; but inasmuch as this seems 
at present to be the case, we should at least establish a model law in 
the District of Columbia. 

I feel that the department of insurance of the Distflet of Columbia 
should be made a bureau in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tur Warre HoUsE, January 24, 1907. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as I understand the mes- 
sage, it relates to a very comprehensive and complicated bill on 
the matter of insurance. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 3 

Mr. SPOONER. Where is that bill pending? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the other House at the present time, 
I think. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has not come here yet? 


Mr. GALLINGER. No; it bas not come ħere yet. What I 


rose to state is that the Committee on the District of Columbia 
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is greatly overburdened with work, having had during the pres- 
ent Congress between two and three hundred bills before it, and 
I would suggest, or, if necessary, move, that the message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I hope that will not be done. 
What is proposed is a bill which relates entirely to the District 
of Columbia, and so far as appears to the Senate it involves no 
grave question nor any question of constitutional law. The 
Committee on the District of Columbia is evidently the proper 
committee to deal with it. The chairman alone, without any 
help from the committee, is eminently qualified to examine the 
bill and discover defects in it and remedy them. I, in the ab- 
sence of the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, sug- 
gest that the message ought to go to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 5 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will 
withdraw my suggestion and will accept the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and printed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. Now let us have the appropriation bill con- 
sidered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 24541) making appropriations to supply 
additional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The Secretary read the bill. x 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 3, after line 20, to add to the bill the following: 

JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION. 


For the purpose of aiding in the payment of the cost of the construc- 
tion, completion, and opening of the Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition 
on Hampton Roads, Virginia, on April 26, 1907, the sum of $1,000,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the said sum to be paid to the Jamestown Exposition Com- 

ny on the request of the president of said company in amounts as 

‘ollows: Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars upon the passage of 
this act, $250,000 during the month of January, $200,000 during the 
month of February, $200,000 during the month of March, and $100,000 
during the month of April, 1907. ‘That to insure the application of all 
said money to the purposes for which the same is appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall appoint a suitable person or persons 
whose duty it shall be to supervise the disbursement of the same when 

id, as herein provided, and to make a full and complete report thereof 
him as he may require: Provided. That the amount nee appropri- 
ated when paid to the Jamestown Exposition Company, as herein pro- 
vided, shall constitute an indebtedness of the said 5 the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and shall be repaid by said company to the 
Treasury of the United States. That for the purpose of protecting 
the Government and insuring the repayment of said sum of $1,000,000 
the Government shall have the first lien upon the gross receipts of said 
exposition company from all paid admissions to the grounds of said ex- 

ition and from all money received from concessions after the open- 
ioe of said exposition. That before any part of this appropriation is 
paid, as hereinbefore provided, the said Jamestown Exposition Com- 
pany shall execute, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
an instrument in writing giving and securing to the Government a first 
lien upon its said gross receipts, and said exposition company shall at 
the same time guarantee to the said Government, under suitable pen- 
alties, that the said gross receipts are then entirely free from liens, 
mortgages, or other iIncumbrances, and that it will not pledge or in 
any way encumber or dispose of the said receipts so as to injure or 
affect the right of the Government to first receive therefrom the amount 
to be returned to the Treasury, as herein provided. The said James- 
town Exposition Company shall repay into the Treasury of the United 
States the said sum of $1,000,000, as follows: On the 31st day of May, 
1907, said Jamestown Exposition Company shall report to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in detail the total amount of all said gross re- 
ceipts received by said company from April 26 to May 31, both inclusive, 
and 40 per cent of such receipts shall at the same time be paid to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and thereafter, during said exposition 
and until the sum of $1,000,000 shall have been fully paid, as herein 
provided, a like detailed report of said gross receipts shall be made by 
said Jamestown Exposition Company on the 15th day and the last day 
of each month, respectively, and at the same time 40 per cent of said 
gross receipts shall be paid by the said company to said Secretary of 
the Treasury: Provided, That from and after the 15th day of duly, 
1907, and until the said sum of $1,000,000 shall have been fully paid, 
each of the said payments on the 15th and the last day of each and 
every month, respectively, shall not be less than $100,000: Provided, 
That if at any time after said exposition company has received the 
amount hereby a N it makes default in the 0 aGpn or“ in 
the repayment of said sum, or any part thereof, as herein required, 
then and in that case the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized by his agents and representatives, by him selected and appointed, 
to collect, receive, and control all the said gross receipts until the full 
sum of said $1,000,000 has been collected and repaid into the Treasury 
of the United States, as herein provided, and shall have access to and 
control of all books of accounts and contracts of said company. And 
said Secretary of the Treasury shall in such case first pay out of the 
money so collected such operating expenses as In his judgment and dis- 
cretion are necessary and appropriate. In 3 the amount hereby 
appropriated the said Jamestown bis e. company shall be taken 
and held to agree to all the terms and conditions upon which the same 
is made and upon which the same is to be repaid into the Treasury of 
the United States. S 

That April 26, 1907, 1 
said celebration inaugurated by the act of 8 
1905, and that November 30, 1907, is hereby fixed 


is hereby fixed as the date for the 8 of 
approved March 3 


as the date for the- 


closing of the said celebration, and said dates shall apply to the par- 
ticipation of the United States and foreign countries in said celebra- 
tion and in said exposition, as provided for by the acts of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1905, and June 30, 1906, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 15, to insert at 
the end of the preceding amendment the following : 

Piers, Hampton Roads, Jamestown Exposition: For dredging neces- 
sary to complete the channel of approach to said piers from deep water 


in Hampton Roads and for dredging Bush Creek to accommodate the 
needs of the life-saving exhibit, $65,000. 


‘The, amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

REVISION OF PENAL LAWS." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. In view of the fact that there are a number 
of Senators interested in this measure who are not present to- 
day, I will not ask to take it up now, but I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be temporarily laid aside. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


AFFAIRS OF MEXICAN KICKAPOO INDIANS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. TELLER on the 16th instant, reported it 
without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate be, 
and it hereby is, authorized and directed to fully investigate the af- 
fairs of the Mexican Kickapoo Indians and all affairs connected there- 
with, and that said committee be empowered to send for persons and 
papers and to subpena witnesses and to administer oaths and to sit 
during the sessions of the Senate; and said committee shall make 
full and complete report, together with its recommendations, to the 
Senate. The necessary expenses of said investigation shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 24640. An act making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

H. J. Res. 207. Joint resolution declaring Sturgeon Bay, Illi- 
nois, not navigable water, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ARTHUR A. UNDERWOOD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4850) for 
the relief of Arthur A. Underwood, which was, in line 4. to 
strike out all after of“ down to and including appropriated.” 
in line 5, and to insert “ the allotment of the State of Wyoming 
under section 1661 of the Revised Statutes.” 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH W. I. KEMPA. 


e The bill (II. R. 9212) for the relief of Joseph W. I. Kempa, 
executor of the last will and testament of William J. Grutzu, 
deceased, was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. SPOONER. A bill identical with that, as I remember it, 
was reported from the Committee on Finance and passed the 
Senate. I ask that this House bill be put on its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause all assessment of inheritance 
tax against J. W. I. Kempa, executor of the last will and testament of 
William J. Grutza, deceased, to be abated; and that the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to refund 
the inheritance tax so collected by reason of the assessment made by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue against the said estate, and that the 
said executor be relieved from the payment of any such tax which may 
have attached to the said property by reason of the operation of the 
said law of June 13, 1898. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Is there objection to the present 
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M. A. JOHNSON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4819) for 
the relief of M. A. Johnson, which was, in line 4, to strike out 
all after the word “pay” down to and including “ appro- 
priated,” in line 5, and to insert “ out of the fund standing to the 
credit of the United States from deposits made by individuals 
for the survey of public lands.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL CHILD LABOR COMMITTEE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6364) to 
incorporate the National Child Labor Committee. which were, 
on page 2, line 3, after “ States,” to insert “and of the District 
of Columbia; and to strike out all of section 5 and insert: 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives to the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and that the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed 
by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair finds that the bill was 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, and he appoints 
as conferees on the part of the Senate the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Spooner], the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CLARK], and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7827) permitting the 
building of a railway bridge across the Misstssippi River in 
Morrison County, State of Minnesota, to report it favorably with 
amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Min- 
nesota to state the location of this bridge. 

Mr. NELSON. It is located in Minnesota, in Morrison 
County. 

Mr. SPOONER. Wisconsin has nothing to do with it? 

Mr. NELSON. No; nothing at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. - 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 1, line 13, after the word “ Minnesota,” to strike out the 
remainder of the section, in the following words: 

Provided, That the ane the construction of said bridge and ap- 

urtenant works shall be submitted to and approved by the Chief of 

ineers and the Secretary of War before th 

construction of such bridge: And provided further, That said Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste, Marie Railway Company, its successors 
or assigns, shall not deviate from such plans after such approval, either 
before or after the completion of the said bridge, unless the modifica- 
tion of said plans shall have previously been submitted to and received 
the approval of the Chief of Engineers and of the Secretary of War, and 
any changes in bridge which the Secretary of War may at any 
time order in the interest of navigation shall be promptly made by said 
company at its own expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2 in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec. 2. That in case any litigation arises from the building of said 
bridge or from the obstruction of said river by said bridge — — RY 
be tried in the proper courts, as now provided for that purpose in the 
State of Minnesota, and in the courts of the United States: Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify 
any of the provisions of law now existing In reference to the protection 
of the navigation of rivers or to exempt said bridge from the operation 
of same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3 in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec, 3. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said brid: 
shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the 

ge of railway trains over the same and over the approaches 
thereto upon payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and 
in case of disagreement between the parties in regard to the compensa- 
tion to be paid or the conditions to be observed all matters at issue shall 
be determined by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to strike out section 4 in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec. 4. That any brid, 


e commencement of the 


t to its limi- 
and known 


built under this act and sub, 


tations shall be a lawfal structure and shall be recogni 


as a post route, upon which no higher charge shall be made for the 
transmission of mails and the troops and munitions of war of the 


r mile paid for the trans- 


United States over the same than the rate 
eading to the said bri ` 


portation over the railroad or approaches 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other t-roads in the 
United States, and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be 
granted to all Ne and telephone companies, and the United States 
shall have the right of way across said bridge and its approaches for 
postal, telegraph, and telephone purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ Minnesota,” in 
line 13, page 1, to insert “in aecordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
over navigable waters,’ approved March 23, 1906.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the sections fol- 
lowing the sections stricken out will be renumbered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF UNOBJECTED PENSION BILLS, ETC. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension bills on the 
Calendar, and also the unobjected pension bills which were re- 
ported this morning, and that no further business be transacted 
by the Senate to-day. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator to include in his request 
unobjected bills to correct military records. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will do so. I will include unobjected 
bills on the Calendar to correct military records. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar, and unob- 
jected pension bills reported by the committee to-day, and also 
unobjected bills for the correction of military records, and that 
no further business be transacted to-day. Is there objection to 
the request? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The 
Secretary will report the first bill on the Calendar under the 
order just adopted. 

EDWARD L. CARPENTER. 


The bill (S. 1425) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
L. Carpenter was announced as first on the Calendar under the 
order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Inasmuch as a similar bill has been re- 
ported by the committee and has passed the Senate and the 
House, I move that this bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

; ISAIAH HEYLIN M'DONALD. 


The bill (S. 1566) for the relief of Isaiah Heylin McDonald 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes 
the President to nominate and, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint Isaiah Heylin McDonald a second 
lieutenant, mounted, in the Army of the United States, and to 
place him upon the retired list of the Army with that rank, on 
account of disabilities contracted in the service and line of duty, 
and the retired list is increased by one for this purpose; but 
no pay or allowance shall be paid him for any time he has been 
out of the service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 7 

ALONZO P. MANN. 


The bill (S. 7768) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
P. Mann was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alonzo P. 
Mann, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment California Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HARRY A. YOUNG. 


The bill (S. 7550) for the relief of Harry’ A. Young was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that Harry 
A. Young shall be held and considered to have been mustered 
into the military service of the United States, in the office of 
assistant surgeon of the battalion of Utah Light Artillery, with 
the rank of first lieutenant, on the 18th day of January, 1899, 
and to have held said office and rank until he was killed in ac- 
tion on the 6th of February, 1899; but no pay, bounty, compen- 
sation, or allowance shall acerue by virtue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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CHARLES H. STOCKLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 9577) for the relief of Charles H. Stockley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of War to revoke the order dismissing Charles H. 
Stockley from the service as second lieutenant of Company G, 
Purnell Legion, Maryland Infantry Volunteers, and to issue a 
certificate of honorable discharge for him to date from the 7th 
day of May, 1864, and Charles H. Stockley shall hereafter be 
held and considered to have been honorably discharged from 
the military service of the United States on that date. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, to insert at the end of the bill the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN MOYER. 

The bill (S. 3645) to correct the military record of Edwin 
II. Moyer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 4, to strike out the initial“ H.” after 
the name “ Edwin;” and in line 6, after the word “ discharge,” 
to insert: “ Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments 
shall accrue by virtue of the passages of this act;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, otc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to review the military record of Edwin Moyer, late of Com- 
pany K. Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 


grant him an honorable discharge: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or 
other emoluments shall accrue by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The amendments were agreed to. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to correct the 
military record of Edwin Moyer.” 


WILLIAM G. MILLER. 


The bill (II. R. 5063) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William G. 
Miller, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. wht 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILTON STRATTON. 


The bill (H. R. 5172) granting an increase of pension to Mil- 
ton Stratton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Milton Strat- 
ton, late of Company L, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. M’BRIDE. 


The bill (H. R. 5200) granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
F. McBride was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John F. Mc- 
Bride, late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment, and second 
lieutenant Company G, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regi- 
ment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD R. DUNBAR. -~ 


The bill (II. R. 5209) granting an incf@ase of pension to Ed- 
ward R. Dunbar was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward R. 
Dunbar, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM HAND. 

The bill (H. R. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hand was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Hand, 


late of Company C, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN L. ROBERTS, 


The bill (H. R. 5803) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
win L. Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin L. 
Roberts, late of Company B, First Battalion Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PARRIS J. LATHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 6145) granting an increase of pension to Par- 
ris J. Latham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Parris J. 
Latham, late musician, Eighty-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARTHUR TIBBITTS, 


The bill (H. R. 6189) granting an increase of pension to Ar- 
thur Tibbitts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It propgses to place on the pension roll the name of Arthur Tib- 
bitts, late of Company I, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. ZACHERY. 


The bill (H. R. 6705) granting am increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Zachery was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William II. 
Zachery, late of Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES C. SOUTHERLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 7211) granting a pension to James ©. Souther-. 
land was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of James C. Southerland, 
late of Captain Gilbreath’s company, Alabama Scouts and 
Guides, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIMON MILLISON. 


The bill (H. R. 6920) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Millison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Simon Mil- 
lison, late of Company A, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LORENZO SINK. 


The bill (H. R. 7247) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo Sink was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lorenzo 
Sink, late of Company B, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN WOOLLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 8915) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Woolley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Susan 
Woolley, widow of Benjamin C. Woolley, late of Company C, 
Ninetieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TOBIAS FISHER. 


The bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to To- 
bias Fisher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Tobias Fisher, 
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late of Company F, One hundred and forty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. , 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GIBSON HELMS. 


The bill (H. R. 7417) granting an increase of pension to 
Gibson Helms was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Gibson 
Helms, late of Company H, One hundred and forty-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GUSTAVUS F. E. RASCHIG. 


The bill (H. R. 7544) granting an increase of pension to Gus- 
tavus F. E. Raschig was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Gustavus F. E. Raschig, late captain Company F, Sixty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH AMOS. 


The bill (H. R. 7834) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Amos was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph 
Amos, late second lieutenant Company H, Forty-sixth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH A. SCROGGS. 


The bill (H. R. 8136) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Scroggs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph <A. 
Scroggs, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES LEATHERS. 


The bill (H. R. 8159) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Leathers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 
Leathers, late of Company H, First Regiment Minnesota Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAM SOURS. 


The bill (H. R. 8312) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Sours was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Abram 
Sours, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN T. HARVEY. 

The bill (H. R. 8335) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Harvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John . 
Harvey, late second lieutenant Company E, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC S. DOAN. 

The bill (H. R. 8338) granting an increase of pension to 
Isanc S. Doan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac S. 
Donn, late of Company K, Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK WEIR. 

The bil (H. R. 8373) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Weir was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick 


Weir, late of Companies C and A, Battalion, Ninth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN H. ROGERS. 


The bill (H. R. 8668) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen H. Rogers was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Stephen H. Rogers, late of Company A, Seventy-second Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM D. VORIS. 


The bill (H. R. 8683) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam D. Voris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William D. 
Voris, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. z 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN S. GIFFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 8732) granting a pension to Ellen S. Gifford 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ellen S. Gifford, widow of ` 
John L. Gifford, late acting lieutenant, United States Navy, and 
to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES MORROW. 

The bill (H. R. 11564) granting an increase of pension to 
James Morrow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Mor- 
row, late of Company C, Second Regiment Provisional Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


LAWRENCE HAGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 11636) granting an increase of pension to Law- 
renee Hagan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lawrence 
Hagan, late of Company G, Twentieth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company D, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARVIN WALDORPH. 


The bill (H. R. 11701) granting an increase of pension to 
Marvin Waldorph was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Marvin 
Waldorph, late of Company A, Third Regiment Minnesota Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. REAGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 12106) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Reagan was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George W. Reagan, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and Company G, Ninth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

“ LEONIDAS E. MILLS. 


The bill (H. R. 12152) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonidas E. Mills was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Leonidas 
E. Mills, late second lieutenant Company H, Eleventh Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. RANDOLPH. 

The bill (H. R. 12370) granting an increase of pension to 

Mary E. Randolph was considered as in Committee of the 


1626 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JANUARY 25, 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mary E. Randolph, widow of Koert S. V. Randolph, late of 
Company I, Thirty-second Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM LARRABY, 


The bill (H. R. 12554) granting an increase of pension to 
William Larraby was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Larraby, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


JOHN C. BERRY. 


The bill (H. R. 12557) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Berry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John C. 
Berry, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB R. BURKHARDT. 


The bill (H. R. 12574) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob R. Burkhardt was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Jacob R. Burkhardt, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS M. MORRISON. 


The bill (H. R. 12676) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Morrison was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Francis M. Morrison, late of Company D, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELI BUNTING. 


The bill (H. R. 13053) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Bunting was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Bunting, 
late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 13054) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. 
Brown, late of Company H, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 13813) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
Brown, late of Company F, Forty-third Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunter Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN M. GOOD. 


The bill (H. R. 13815) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian M. Good was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Christian 
M. Good, late of Company G, One hundredth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. VAN TASSELL. 


The bill (H. R. 14238) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Van Tassell was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William H. Van Tassell, late of Company E, Third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FIDELIA SELLERS. 


The bill (H. R. 14263) granting a pension to Fidelia Sellers 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Fidelia Sellers, widow of 
David Sellers, late of Company H. One hundred and seventy- 
second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, * passed. 

DAVID H. SEMANS. 

The bill (H. R. 14673) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Semans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David H. 
Semans, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and unassigned detachment Veteran Reserve 
Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. LAWDER. 

The bill (H. R. 7912) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Lawder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. 
Lawder, late of Signal Corps, United States Army, and to pay 
e pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHESTER SIMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 8925) granting an increase of pension to Ches- 
ter Simpson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Chester Simp- 
son, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension: of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID BOWEN. 


The bill (H. R. 8958) granting an increase of pension to David 
Bowen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of David Bowen, 
late of Company C, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill Was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMASA B. SAXTON. 


The bill (H. R. 9090) granting an increase of pension to 
Amasa B. Saxton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Amasa B. 
Saxton, late of Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY C. PAINE. 


The bill (H. R. 9100) granting a pension to Nancy C. Paine 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Nancy ©. Paine, widow 
of Edwin R. Paine, late of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month, such pension to cease upon proof that the soldier 
is still living. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZARETH CLEAVER. 


The bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cleaver 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Cleaver, widow 
of Shesh B. Cleaver, late deputy provost marshal first district 
of Iowa, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. BLANCHARD. 


The bill (H. R. 9218) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam T. Blanchard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William T. 
Blanchard, late of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
yania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OBEDIATL B. NATIONS. 


The bill (H. R. 9250) granting an increase of pension to 
Obediah B. Nations was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Obediah B. Nations. late of Company F, Second Regiment Texas 
Motinted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADAM S. VAN VORST. 


The bill (H. R. 9402) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
S. Von Vorst was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Adam S. Van 
Vorst, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-first Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT P. CALL, 


The bill (H. R. 11169) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert P. Call was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert P. 
Call, late of Company D, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AARON L. PACKER. 


The bill (II. R. 11232) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron L. Packer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Aaron L. 
Packer, late of Company D, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per menth 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUTHER H. STARKEY. 


The bill (H. R. 11322) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther II. Starkey was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Luther H. Starkey, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADAM WILES. 


The bill (H. R. 11562) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Wiles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Adam Wiles, 
late of Company H, One hundred and second Regiment Penn- 
Sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. CURNUTT. 

The bill (H. R. 10240) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Curnutt was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John H. 
Curnutt, late of Company K, One hundred and sixteenth Regi- 
ment, and Company B, Seventy-second Regiment, Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS HARRISON, 2 

The bill (H. R. 10400) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Harrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 


Harrison, late of Company B, Loudoun Rangers, Virginia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KATE E. HANNA. 


The bill (H. R. 9403) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate E. Hanna was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Kate E. 
Hanna, widow of Charles L. Hanna, late of Company K, One 
hundred and forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read thè third time, and passed. 


CHARLES A. SPANOGLE, ALIAS ANDREW C. SPANOGLE, 


The bill (H. R. 9816) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Spanogle, alias Andrew C. Spanogle, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Charles A. Spanogle, alias Andrew C. 
Spanogle, late of Company K, Eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OCTAVO BARKER. 


The bill (H. R. 10032) granting an increase of pension to 
Octavo Barker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Octavo 
Barker, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. ODELL. 


The bill (II. R. 10403) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Odell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James H. 
Odell, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to'a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


* LIBBIE A. MERRILL. 


The bill (II. R. 10760) granting a pension to Libbie A. Merrill 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Libbie A. Merrill, widow 
of William E. Merrill, late first lieutenant Company C, Seventy- 
seyenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a pension of $8 per month, such pension to cease upon proof 
that the officer is still living. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE C. RATHBUN, 


The bilt (H. R. 10773) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Rathbun was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George C. Rathbun, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment 
Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES BUTLER. 


The bill (H. R. 19907) granting an increase of pension to 
James Butler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Butler, 
late of Company G, First Regiment Oregon Riflemen, Cayuse 
Indian war, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. CUSHING. 


The bill -(H. R. 18410) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Cushing was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Andrew J. Cushing, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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EDWARD L. CARPENTER. 


The bill (II. R. 20955) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward L. Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Edward L. Carpenter, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, and to. pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ASA K. HARBERT. 


The bill (S. 2083) granting an increase of pension to Asa K. 
Harbert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses, to place on the pension roll the name of Asa K. Harbert, 
late of Company I, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. k 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN BELL. 


The bill (S. 7150) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out- “ thirty ” and insert“ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Bell, late of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. NYE. 


The bill (S. 6899) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Nye was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, autnorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject.to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. Nye, late major 
and colonel Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and 
brevet brigadier-general United States Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH E. STOCKTON. 


The bill (S. 7880) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Stockton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert“ twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
E. Stockton, widow of Willlam C, Stockton, late chaplain Twenty-fourth 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT TEETS. 


The bill (S. 5457) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Teets was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert Teets, late first 
lieutenant Company C, Third ment West Virginia Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a e rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 


on at 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS WARNER. 


The bill (S. 3998) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Warner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Comittee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out“ sixty“ and insert “ thirty ; “ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Warner, late of Company D, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JANE AGNEW. 

The bill (S. 1622) granting a pension to Jane Agnew was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “twelve” and insert “eight;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane 


Agnew, widow of John Agnew, late acting third assistant engineer, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS A. TOWNE. 


The bill (S. 7840) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
A. Towne was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I moye that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions for further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN R. CALLENDER. 


The bill (S. 6127) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Callender was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “captain; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ae ae laws, the name of John It. 
Callender, late captain 5 K. Forty-third Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay h a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 


JUDIAH B. SMITHSON, 


The bill (S. 7605) granting an increase of pension to Judiah 
B. Smithson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill 
ret: ° 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Judiah 
B. ginithson, late of Company B, One hundred and thirtieth Kegiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2 
per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM H. LOCKWOOD. 


The bill (S. 6652) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
H. Lockwood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert“ first lieutenant ; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
Tock wood, late first lieutenant Company B, Forty-third Regiment 


1907. 
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Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 


per month in lieu of that he is now recei 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRANK DE NOYER. 


The bill (S. 7841) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
De Noyer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Frank De Noyer, 
late of Company I, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. : 

WILLIAM 0. SPELMAN, 


The bill (S. 5730) granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Spelman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William O. 
Spelman, late of Company B, One hundred and fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30. per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 4 

WILLIAM M’HENRY PLOTNER. s 


The bill (S. 7355) granting an increase of pension to William 
McHenry Plotner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
McHenry Plotner, late of Company F, Ninety-second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE W. COOK. 

The bill (S. 7272) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Cook was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Cook, 
late first lieutenant and captain Company C, Twelfth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM H. HUDBARD. 


The bill (S. 7196) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hubbard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 


Hubbard, tate of Company E, Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana | 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
IRVIN M. HILL. 


The bill (S. 4693) granting an increase of pension to Irwin 
M. Hill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,” where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the name Irwin“ and insert“ Irvin; ” 

and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out.“ thirty“ 
and insert “ twenty-four; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Irvin 
M. Hill, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. A 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
increase of pension to Irvin M. Hill.” 4 

BENJAMIN B. CRAVENS. 


The bill (S. 7820) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 


jamin B. Crayens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


The bill was reported from the Committce on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “Fourth,” to insert 


Regiment; and in line 7, before the word “ Militia,” to in- 
sert Missouri;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ape laws, the name of - 
jamin B. Cravens, late of Company I, Fourth R Provisional 


egiment 
Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


per month in lieu of that he is now recel 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. f 
The bill was ordered to-be engrossed for a third reading; read 
the third time, and passed. 5 


OLIVER H. P. RHOADS. 


The bill (S. 7642) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
H. Rhoades was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an a nies to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver H. I. Rhoads, late 
of Company F, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver H. P. Rhoads.” 


JACOB A. WARD. 


The bill (S. 3268) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
A. Ward was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob A. 
Ward, late of Company D, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. 
and pissed. 


and the 


GEORGE H. M’CLUNG. 


The bill (S. 6612) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. McClung was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George II. 
McClung, late of Company K. Eighty-third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


D. LANING ROSS. 


The bill (S. 4873) granting an increase of pension to D. L. 
Ross was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an 3 to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interi 
| nnd directed to pines on the Beda ign oan eet 19 tea Savin bat 
li BS Pes, Unlted Staten Navy, aud’ pay DUn A posse ete nate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now. receiving. wis Asi ang 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was_concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an im 
crease of pension to D. Laning Ross.” 


ALEXANDER SHOLL. 


The bill (S. 6606) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der Sholl was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it ‘enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interi: 
hereby, authorized and directed to een ts the peusion bene Sines 18 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 
Regiment tlimots Volunteer Infontry, and pay Bim a pensiow at te 

eg * 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is tow receiving. Wh bss 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. : 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FLOYD A. HONAKER. 


The bill (S. 5374) granting a pension to Floyd A. Honaker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “Artillery,” to strike 
out “and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month; so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ‘provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Floyd 
ae onaker, late of Battery E, Fourth Regiment United States Ar- 
tillery. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. ADAMS. 


The bill (S. 6909) granting an increase of pension to William 
| H, Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Adams, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SYLVESTER 0. PEVEAR. 


The bill (S. 7044) granting an increase of pension to Sylves- 
ter O. Pevear was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sylvester O. 
VPevear, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. 
and passed. : 
SAMUEL B. T. GOODRICH, 


The bill (S. 6665) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. T. Goodrich was considered as in Committee of-the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
B. T. Goodrich, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ALVA D. WILSON. 

The bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Alvah 
D. Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alvah D. Wil- 
son, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HENRIETTA C. COOLEY. 

The bill (S. 7394) granting an increase of pension to Hen- 
rietta C. Cooley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henrietta 
C: Cooley, widow of Morgan Cooley, late of Company I, Fifteenth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
«dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EDWIN P. RICHARDSON. 

The bill (S. 1261) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
P. Richardson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-four” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
P. Richardson, late acting third assistant engineer, United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in liue of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. > 
FREDERICK Woop. 

The bill (S. 7745) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Wood, late act- 


ing ensign, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

EMILY J. LARKHAM. 

The bill (S. 7574) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Larkhant was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty” and insert “sixteen;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily 
J. Larkham, widow of Henry Larkham, late of Company D, Twenty-first 

y 


Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC OAKMAN. 


The bill (S. 7848) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Oakman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac Oakman, late of Com- 
pany M, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. g 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. SNELL. 


The bill (S. 6754) granting a pension to John C. Snell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Snell, late of 
U. S. 8. Kingfisher and Princeton, United States Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John C. Snell.” 

ALBION W. TEBBETTS. 


The bill (S. 7685) granting an increase of pension to Albion 
W. Tebbetts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
* colonel” and insert“ major; “ and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” tò strike out “ fifty“ and insert “thirty ;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albion 
W. Tebbetts, late major, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


1907. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. HARRIS. 


The bill (S. 7380) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Harris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew J. 
Harris, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GILBERT BAILIE. 


The bill (S. 7058) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
Bailie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Gilbert Bailie, 
late of Company E, Fifty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ORVIL DODGE. 


The bill (S. 7533) granting an Increase of pension to Orvil 
Dodge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line & before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four ; ” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to peace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o Orvil 
Dodge, late of Company A, First Regiment Oregon Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. ALLEN. 


The bill (S. 4742) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the-Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to_the 5 and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Allen, widow of 
Louis J. Allen, late captain and rear-admiral, retired, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HUGH M’NAUGHTON. 


The bill (S. 7061) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
McNaughton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “Regiment,” to insert 
“and Company I, One hundred and second Regiment;” and in 
line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and 
insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
ice ats of Company T Seventy eighth Regiment aa Coke 
aay ie One hundred and second Regiment, New York N A 


antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that 3 is now receiving. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the amendment reported by the 
committee in line 9, striking out the word “thirty ” before the 
word “dollars” and inserting the word “twenty-four,” may be 
disagreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in line 9, which has been stated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question occurs on the adoption 
of the first amendment reported by the committee inserting 
after the word“ Regiment,” in line 9, the words “and Company 
I, One hundred and second Regiment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM GRANT. 


The bill (S. 5681) granting an increase of pension to William 
Grant was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of ” 
and insert first lieutenant; and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ fifty“ and insert “thirty;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of illiam 
Grant, late first lieutenant Company H, First Regiment Oregon Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET HOLDEN, 


The bill (S. T171) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Holden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret Holden, 
widow of John Holden, late of Company K, Sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 5 


CYRUS PALMER. 


The bill (S. 5884) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Palmer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Cyrus Palmer, 
late of Company G, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


CORNELIA. W. CLAY. 


The bill (S. 7136) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
W. Clay was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Cornelia W. Clay, 
widow of Green Clay, late major, Third Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $35 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN A. CHASE. 


The bill (S. 5400) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chase was considered_as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert“ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autherized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. 
Chase, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and eighty-second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. BENNETT. 


The bill (S. 7509) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Bennett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “and,” to strike out 
Troops“ and insert “ Volunteer Infantry;” and in line 8, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 
„thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
T, nnett, late colonel Thirty-thi Regiment United States Colored 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per m 
in lieu of that he is now receiving, oe 1 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. DUFFIELD. 


The bill (S. 4958) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Duffield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8. before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ seventy-two” and insert “ thirty; “ so as to make the Dill 
read: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W. Dutheld. late colonel Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


OCTAVE I. F. E. FARIOLA, 


The bill (S. 5782) granting an increase of pension to Octave 
Fariola was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : e 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws the name of Octave L. F. E. Fariola, 
late captain Company D, Seventy-seventh Regiment, and lieutenant- 
colonel Ninety-sixth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infan- 


try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for n third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Octave L. F. E. Fariola.” 


THOMAS C. DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 4896) granting an increase of pension te Thomas 
C. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
nmendments, in line 8, before the word “and,” to strike out 
“Volunteer Infantry” and insert “ Volunteers, war with Mex- 
co; “ and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ twenty-four” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the bill 
rend: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Thomas C. 
Davis, late of Company D, First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES M. CANFIELD. 


The bill (S. 3434) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Canfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” to strike 
out “ Volunteer“ and insert “ National Guard;” and in line 
9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out“ thirty-six” and in- 
sert“ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol}, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
M. Canfield, late of Company H, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment 
Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. DOUGHERTY. 

The bill (S. 7379) granting a pension to Mary E. Dougherty 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ cap- 
tain” and insert “ first lieutenant; ” in line 9, before the word 


dollars,“ to strike out “thirty ” and insert “ twenty-five; “ and 
in the same line, after the word “ month,” to insert “in lien of 
that she is now receiving ;” so as to make the Dill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. 
Dougherty, widow of John C. Dougherty, late first lieutenant Company 
M, One hundredth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
NSA pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ' 

The title was amended so as to read: “ A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Dougherty.” 

JAMES c. WEST. 

The bill (S. 7025) granting a pension to James C. West was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James C. West, late of Cap- 
tain Hardee’s company, First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, 


Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James C. West.” 


ELVINA ADAMS, 


The bill (S. 7672) granting an increase of pension to Elyina 
Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elvina Adams, widow of 
William R. Adams, late of Captains Newbern’s and Johnson's companies, 
Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month ein lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN A. BARKER. 


The bill (S. 5261) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
A. Barker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert“ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
A. Barker, late of Company C, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM W. JORDAN. 


The bill (S. 7673) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Jordan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Florida,” to insert 
“First Regiment; and in line 8, before the word “and,” to 
insert “ Seminole Indian war;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W. Jordan, late of Captain Ilardee’s company, First Regiment Florida 
Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at 


read 


the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


1907. 


HENRY H. BUZZELL. 
The bill (S. 7668) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


H. Buzzell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry H. 
Buzzell, late of Battery C, First Regiment United States Artil- 
lery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

TRUE SANBORN, JR. 


The bill (S. 7666) granting an increase of pension to True 
Sanborn, jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of True Sanborn, 
jr., late captain Company K, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that ke is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARY F. JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 7480) granting a pension to Mary F. Johnson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: - 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary F, Johnson, 
widow of Gilman B. Johnson, late first lieutenant and quartermaster, 
Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD BIRD. 


The bill (S. 7818) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Bird was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert twenty-four;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ward 
Bird, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third- reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. WAGNER, 


The bill (S. 4559) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Wagner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ forty ” and insert twenty-four; “ so as to make the bill 
rend: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. 
Wagner, late captain Company H, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNA V. BLANEY. 


The bill (S. 7491) granting an increase of pension to Anna V. 
Blaney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
„twenty“ and insert “ sixteen; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna V. 
Blaney, widow of ron rhs 3 G. Blaney, late of Company E, Forty-fifth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was. concurred in. ' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 


JULIA A. HORTON. 


The bill (S. 5970) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Horton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “and,” to insert “and 
Company A, Third Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps; ” and in 
line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ twenty” and 
insert “ sixteen;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place_on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia 
A. Horton, widow of Isaiah Horton, late of Company F, Sixty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, Third Regi- 
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that she is now recelying. 

The amendments were agreed to. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN CLOW. 


The bill (S. 7492) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Clow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Regiment,” to strike 
out “ Fourteenth” and insert First;” and in line 9, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of a- 
min Clow, late of Battery C, Chicago Volunteer Light Artillery, an 
Battery B, First Regiment New York Volunteer Ligħt Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORIN D, SISCO. 


The bill (S. 3563) granting an increase of pension to Orrin 
D. Sisco was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” where it occurs 
the first time, to strike out the name “Orrin” and insert 
“ Orin; “ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orin D. 
Sisco, late of Company K, Seventy-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Orin D. Sisco.” 


THOMAS HARROP. 


The bill (S. 7452) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrop was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an amendment, in line 8, before the word “and,” to insert “ and 
Chicago Mercantile Battery, Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery ; ” 
so as to make the bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Harrop, late of Company D, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and Chicago Mercantile Battery, Illinois Volunteer Light Ar- 
tillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
tħat he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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ELI FORD, ALIAS JACOB BUTLER. 

The bill (S. 6956) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Ford, alias Jacob Butler, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eli 
Ford, alias Jacob Butler, late of Company I, One hundred and 
seventy-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HARVEY B. F. KELLER. 


The bill (S. 6711) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
B. F. Keller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Harvey B. F. 
Keller, late of First Battery, Kansas Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES L. SHORT. 


The bill (S. 6713) granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Short was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James L. Short, 
late of Company B, Tenth. Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed, 
WILLIAM WAKEFIELD, - 


The bill (S. 7683) granting an increase of pension to William 
Wakefield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Wake- 
field, late of Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third. reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

‘ JOHN A. MORRIS. 


The bill (S. 6635) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Morris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
propose to place on the pension roll the name of John A. Morris, 
late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States Vol- 
unteers, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

RICHARD JONES. 

The bill (S. 5380) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Richard Jones, 
late of Company E, One hundred and seventy-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
JOHN H. ARNOLD. 


The bill (S. 6044) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Arnold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John H. Arnold, late of Second Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY JANE MILLER. 

The bill (S. 4629) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


It pro- 


an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Miller, widow 
of Worth Miller, late of 5 H, One hndred and sity-sixth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and unassigned, Seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cayalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN P. MURRAY. 


The bill (S. 6634) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Murray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “forty ” and insert thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John P. 
Murray, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cayalry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HUGH K. M’JUNKIN. 


The bill (S. 7021) granting an increase of pension to Hugh J. 
McJunkin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh K. McJunkin, late 
of Company H, Third ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 2 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hugh K. McJunkin.” 


JENNIE H. MARSHALL. 


The bill (S. 5171) granting an increase of pension to Jennie H. 
Marshall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: ; 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proyisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie H. Marshall, widow 
of James M. Marshall, late of Company B, First Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Cavalry, and first lieutenant Company D, Fifth Regiment 
United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOEL R. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 2748) granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words“ late of,” to insert“ Com- 
pany ©, United States Voltigeurs, war with Mexico, and;“ so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joel R. 
Smith, late of Company C, United States Voltigeurs, war with Mexico. 
and Company F, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, d 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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DANIEL SCHAFFNER: 


The bill (S. 7078) granting a pension to Daniel Schaffner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ Company,” to strike 
out the letter “ C” and insert“ E;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Schaffner, late of company E, Gasconade County Battalion Missouri 
Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL D. THOMPSON, 


The bill (S. 7218) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
D. Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel D. Thompson, late of 
Company K, Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and Third Battery Iowa Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in licu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH WELCH. 


The bill (S. 2954) granting an increase of pension to Hanna 
Welch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Welch, widow of 
David E. Welch, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company K, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hannah Welch.” 

FREDERICK W. STUDDIFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 15193) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick W. Studdiford was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Frederick W. Studdiford, late of Company I, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN O'CONNOR. 

The bill (H. R. 15150) granting an increase of pension to 
John O’Connor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John 
O'Connor, late of Company K, Forty-third Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ANN E. WHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 14862) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
E. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ann E. White, 
widow of George W. White, late of Company F, First Regi- 
ment Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY SIMON. 


The bill (H. R. 14767) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Simon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry 
Simon, late of Company H, Eleventh Regiment New York State 
Militia Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRIETTA HULL. 


The bill (H. R. 14690) granting an increase of pension to 
Henrietta Hull was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henrietta 
Hull, widow of Henry Hull, late of Company G, One hundred 
and thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to 
her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HERMAN G. WELLER. 


The bill (II. R. 14689) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman G. Weller was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Herman G. Weller, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment Penn- 
Sylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 16249) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Miller, late of Company D, Marshall's regiment Kentucky 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. FOSTER. 


The bill (H. R. 16087) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Foster was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles W. Foster, late captain Company D, Seventy-sixth 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THEODORE T. BRUCE. 


The bill (H. R. 16002) granting a pension to Theodore T. 
Bruce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Theodore T. 
Bruce, helpless and dependent son of Hugh W. Bruce, late of 
Company A, Seyenty-seyenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN T. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 15980) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John T. 
Smith, late of Company G, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM C. BARNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 15890) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram C. Barney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Hiram C. 
Barney, late of Company F, Twenty-first Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NICHOLAS W. DORREL. 


The bill (H. R. 15790) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas W. Dorrel was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Nicholas W. Dorrel, late of Company I, Ninety-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES P. HUDKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 15580) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Hudkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James P. 
Hudkins, late of Company I, Third Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Cayalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER LAWRENCE. 


The bill (H. R. 15430) granting an increase of pension to Oli- 
ver Lawrence was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver Law- 
rence, late of Company G, One hundred and fourth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAUL DIEDRICH. 


The bill (H. R. 15421) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul Diedrich was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place in the pension roll the name of Paul Die- 
drich, late of Company L, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN D. BROOKS. 


The bill (H. R. 15455) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Brooks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John D. 
Brooks, late of Company I, Seventeenth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY GRAMBERG. 


The bill (H. R. 14985) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Gramberg was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Gram- 
berg, widow of George Gramberg, late of Company B, Twen- 
tieth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NELSON HANSON. 

The bill (H. R. 15297) granting an increase of pension to Nel- 
sen Hanson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nelson Han- 
son, late of Company C, Brackett’s battalion, Minnesota Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY PEETSCH. 


The bill (H. R. 15202) granting a pension to Henry Peetsch 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Henry Peetsch, late of 
Cémpany E, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH R. HARRINGTON. 


The bill (H. R. 21579) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah R. Harrington was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “twenty-five” and insert“ fifty; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
R. gton, widow of Francis H. Harrington, late first lieutenant, 
United States Marine Corps, retired, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. p 

The bill was read the third time, and 


JOB F. MARTIN. 

The bill (H. R. 19541) granting an increase of pension to Job 
F. Martin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Job F. Martin, 
late of Company A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES ROBERTSON. 


The bill (H. R. 19553) granting an increase of pension to 
James Robertson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Rob- 
ertson, late of Company C, Seventy-seventh Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 7 


RICHARD B. WEST. 


The bill (H. R. 19510) grantihg an increase of pension to 
Richard B. West was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Richard B. 
West, Iate of Company F, Sixth Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE N. GRIFFIN. 

The bill (H. R. 19426) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Griffin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George N. 
Griffin, late of Company E, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. SAVAGE. 


The bill (H. R. 19479) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Savage was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George W. Savage, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA A. M'KEAN. 


The bill (H. R. 19420) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza A. McKean was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza A. 
McKean, widow of Allen McKean, late additional paymaster, 
United States Army, and to pay her a pension of $16 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JEFFERSON K. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 19412) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson K. Smith was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Jefferson K. Smith, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT STEWART. 

The bill (H. R. 19386) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Stewart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert 
Stewart, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THEODORE BLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 19363) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Bland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Theodore 
Bland, late of Harper’s company, First Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARY J. GILLEM. 


The bill (H. R. 19281) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Gillem was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary J. 
Gillem, widow of Luke P. Gillem, late first lieutenant and regi- 
mental quartermaster First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $16 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER J. WILLIAMSON. 


The bill (H. R. 19280) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter J. Williamson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Peter J. Williamson, late first lieutenant Company F, First 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. HIGGINS. 


The bill (H. R. 19117) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E, Higgins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. 
Higgins, widow of Benjamin F. Higgins, late of Companies H 
and D, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CASWELL YORK. 


The bill (H. R. 20061) granting an increase of pension to Cas- 
well York was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Caswell York, 
late of Company B, Sixth Regiment, Company E, Sixty-eighth 
Regiment, and Company F, Forty-fourth Regiment, Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB FARNER. 


The bill (H. R. 19603) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Farner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Farner, 
late of Company G, Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B. PETTEY. 


The bill (H. R. 19584) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Pettey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph B. 
Pettey, late acting ensign U. S. S. Romeo, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT F. MAYFIELD. 


The bill (H. R. 19579) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert F. Mayfield was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Robert F. Mayfield, late of Capt. Henry E. McCulloch's company, 
First Regiment Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTELLE I. REED. 


The bill (H. R. 19490) granting a pension to Estelle I. Reed 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Estelle I. Reed, widow of 
Edwin W. Reed, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES ROUT. 


The bill (H. R. 19237) granting an increase of pension to 
James Rout was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Rout, 


late of Company C, Tenth Regiment New York Voluntcer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THEOPHIL BRODOWSKI. 


The bill (H. R. 19216) granting an increase of pension to 
Theophil Brodowski was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Theophil Brodowski, late of Company K, Eighty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED BRANSON, 


The bill (H. R. 19048) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Branson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alfred 
Branson, late of Company H, First Regiment Tennessee Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL C. M'’CORMICK. 


The bill (II. R. 19044) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. McCormick was, considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Samuel C. McCormick, late assistant surgeon, One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. PATTON. 


The bill (H. R. 19577) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Patton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary L. 
Patton, widow of John S. Patton, late of Lieutenant Wyman’s 
company, T. J. Smith's battalion Texas Mounted Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN T. LESTER. : 

The bill (H. R. 19023) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Lester was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John T. 
Lester, late of Company E, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. AGEY. 

The bill (H. R. 19045) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Agey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. 
Agey, widow of John S. Agey, late captain Company D, Four- 
teenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER MORTON. 


The bill (H. R. 19629) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Morton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver 
Morton, late boatswain’s mate, U. S. S. General Pillow, United 
States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A. WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 19648) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. 
Wilson, widow of John Wilson, late of Company E, Palmetto 
Regiment, South Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ANNA E. HUGHES. 
The bill (H. R. 20060) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna E. Hughes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ twelve” and insert “sixteen ; ” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to ap eek anes nea and limitations of the pension laws. the name of 
Anna E. Hughes, widow of Cyrus L. Hughes, late of Company C, 


Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. , 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


RUDOLPH PAPST. 


The bill (H. R. 17486) granting an increase of pension to 
Rudolph Papst was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Rudolph 
Papst, late first lieutenant Companies D and E, and captain 
Company G, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and | 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now | 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSHUA B. CASEY. 


The bill (H. R. 18295) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua B. Casey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joshua B. 
Casey, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH L. TOPHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 18218) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. ‘Topham was considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Joseph L. Topham, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, commissary-sergeant, Forty- 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia, and second 
lieutenant Company A, Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY B. PARKER. 


The bill (H. R. 18114) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry B. 
Parker, late of Company C, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT STURGEON. 

The bill (H. R. 18474) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Sturgeon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Stur- 
geon, late unassigned, Brackett's battalion, Minnesota Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL J. HARTE. 

The bill (H. R. 18089) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel J. Harte was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel J. 
Harte, late of Company C, Eighty-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay- him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL II. TOOTHAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 18031) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Toothaker was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Daniel H. Toothaker, late of Company D, Twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER DIXON. 


The bill (H. R. 17958) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Dixon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alexander 
Dixon, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. AUSTIN, 


The bill (II. R. 17864) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Austin, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. 
Austin, widow of Thomas A. Austin, late of Company D, Third 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA P. GRANT. 


The bill (H. R. 17770) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
P. Grant was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Julia P. Grant, 
former widow of Nathan F. D. Avery, late of Company F. 
Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM BAIRD. 

The bill (H. R. 18247) granting an increase of pension to 
William Baird was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Baird, late of Company L, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 


} teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G. BAITY. 


The bill (H. R. 18179) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Baity was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William G. 
Baity, late of Company I, Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK S. HASTINGS. 


The bill (H. R. 18155) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank S. Hastings was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Frank S. Hastings, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES WALROD. 


The bill (H. R. 17969) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Walrod was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 
Walrod, late of Company K, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. SHEAK. 

The bill (H. R. 17646) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Sheak was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. 
Sheak, late of Company F, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMBROSE D. ALBERTSON. 

The bill (H. R. 17539) granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose D. Albertson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ambrose D. 
Albertson, late of Company F, One hundred and fiftieth Regi- 
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ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN SHORT. 


The bill (H. R. 17172) granting an increase of pension to 
John Short was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Short, 
late first lieutenant, Fifth Independent Battery, Illinois Volun- 
teer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

. WILLIAM M. BAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 16895) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William M. 
Baker, late of Company H, Third Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS F. BEELER. 


The biH (H. R. 16546) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis F. Beeler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Louis F. 
Beeler, late of Company C, Battalion District of Columbia and 
Maryland Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $20 per. month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES HOPKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 16488) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Hopkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 
Hopkins, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill. was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WEYMOUTH HADLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 18884) granting an increase of pension to Wey- 
mouth Hadley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Weymouth 
Hadley, late of Company I, One hundred and second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMANUEL RAUDABAUGH. 

The bill (H. R. 18871) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Raudabaugh was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Emanuel Raudabaugh, late of Company G, Two hundred and 
Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. DEFOE. ¢ 

The bill (H. R. 18797) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Defoe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Defoe, 
late of Company A, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL BOCOSKEY. 


The bill (H. R. 18791) granting a pension to Michael Bocos- 
key was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the- name of Michael Bocos- 
key, late of Company E, Nineteenth Regiment United States 
maney, war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $12 per 
mon 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM G. BAILEY. 
The bill (H. R. 18771) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Bailey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William G. 
Bailey, late of Company C, First Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN BOLINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 18761) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Bolinger was considered as in ‘Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Benjamin Bolinger, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. DANIEL. 


The bill (H. R. 18758) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Daniel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. 
Daniel, widow of Drewery F. Daniel, late of Capt. Daniel H. 
Bird’s company, First Regiment Georgia Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY L. SPARKS. 


The bill (H. R. 18637) granting an increase of pension fo 
Henry L. Sparks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry L. 
Sparks, late of Company D, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 


MART SULLIVAN. 


The bill (H. R. 18634) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Sullivan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Sullivan, 
widow of Hugh Sullivan, late of Companies I and E, Twelfth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. STRICKLAND, 


The bill (H. R. 18608) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Strickland was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mary E. Strickland, widow of James A. Strickland, late of Cap- 
tain Curtis’s company, Raiford’s battalion Alabama Militia Vol- 
unteers, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMAGENE BRONSON. 

The bill (H. R. 18494) granting an increase of pension to Em- 
magene Bronson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Emmagene 
Bronson, widow of Nelson Bronson, late first lieutenant Com- 
pany E, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
Eighty-ninth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, 
and to pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH E. HOFFMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 18582) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Hoffman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Sarah E. Hoffman, widow of Lafayette Hoffman, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiment, and Company 
F, Eighteenth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiy- 
ing: Provided, That in the event of the death of Josephine Hoff- 
man, helpless and dependent child of said Lafayette Hoffman, 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter- 
mine: And provided further, That in the event of the death of 
Sarah E. Hoffman, the name of said Josephine Hoffman shall be 
placed on the pension roll at $12 per month from and after the 
date of death of said Sarah E. Hoffman. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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CHARLES H. SHREEVE. 


The bill (H. R. 10916) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Shreeve was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles H. Shreeve, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN T. MITCHELL. 


The bill (II. R. 18261) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Mitchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John . 
Mitchell, late of Company G, First Regiment Missouri State 
Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE A. JOHNSON. 


The bil (H. R. 4351) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Johnson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George A. Jolinson, late of Company K, Twenty-third Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEFITA MONTANO. 


The bill (H. R. 19758) granting an increase of pension to 
Josefita Montano was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Josefita 
Montano, widow of Jose Montano, late of Graydon’s independent 
company, New Mexico Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and to pay 

«her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiy- 
ing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. MAREAN. 


The bill (H. R. 19807) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Marean was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. 
Marean, late of Company G, Ninty-fourth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to f third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM F. CLINKSCALES. 


The bill (II. R. 19818) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Clinkscales was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William F. Clinkscales, late of Captain Pickens's company, South 
Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD E. CLAPPER. 

The bill (H. R. 19858) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard E. Clapper was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Richard E. Clapper, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN d. KEAN, ALIAS CAIN. 


The bill (II. R. 19871) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Kean, alias Cain, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
John G. Kean, alias Cain, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD E. HASSETT. 


The bill (H. R. 19872) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard E. Hassett was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Richard E. Hassett, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT WEBB, 


The bill (H. R. 19873) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Webb was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Webb, 
late of Company F, Ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. , 


EDWIN D. BATES. 


The bill (H. R. 19891) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin D. Bates was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin D. 
Bates, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to ihe Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GREENLEAF W. CROSSMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 19915) granting an increase of pension to 
Greenleaf W. Crossman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Greenleaf W. Crossman, late of Tenth and Ninth Batteries, 
Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BETTIE FERGUSON. 


The bill (H. R. 19923) granting an increase of pension to Bet- 
tie Ferguson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Bettie Fergu- 
son, widow of Franklin Ferguson, late of Company I, Second 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES VAN OSTRAND. 


The bill (H. R. 19949) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Van Ostrand was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles Van Ostrand, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES CARTER. 


The bill (H. R. 19963) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Carter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Car- 
ter, late of Company K, One hundred and second Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN F. CHRISTIE. 

The bill (H. R. 19990) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan F. Christie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Susan F. 
Christie, widow of Aaron L. Christie, late of Company D, One 
hundred and fourteenth Regiment, and Company B, Battalion, 
Ninetieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EUNICE COOK. 

The bill (H. R. 19998) granting an increase of pension to 
Eunice Cook was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eunice Cook, 
widow of Nathan Cook, late of Captain Vincent's company, 
Georgia Volunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbances, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. PRENDERGAST. 


The bill (H. R. 19651) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph II. Prendergast was considered as in Committee of the 
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Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Joseph H. Prendergast, late of Company A, Eighty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

$ JACOB M’WILLIAMS. 

The bill (II. R. 19661) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob McWilliams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob. Mc- 
Williams, late of Company A, Eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY A. KEPHART, : 

The bill (H. R. 19639) granting an increase f pension to 
Lucy A. Kephart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lucy A. 
Kephart, widow of Thomas Kephart, late of Company I, Thir- 
teenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS M’'DERMOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 19672) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McDermott was considered as in Committe of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
McDermott, late of U. S. S. Osceola, United States Navy, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SETH CHASE, 


The bill (H. R. 19703) granting an increase of pension to Seth 
Chase was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Seth Chase, late 
of Company H, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. LEFLER. 

The bill (H. R. 19708) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Lefier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William A. 
Lefier, late of Company I, Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY B. MASON. 


The bill (H. R. 19713) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary B. Mason was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary B. 
Mason, widow of John T. Mason, late assistant surgeon, United 
States Navy, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN M. BRUNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 19715) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan M. Brunson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Susan M. 
Brunson, widow of Randolph P. Brunson, late first lientenant 
in Captain Hibbler’s company, South Carolina Volunteers, 
Florida Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY F. JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 19716) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary F. 
Johnson, widow of Leroy J. Johnson, late of Captain Parker's 
company, South Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. BURNS. 


The bill (H. R. 19722) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Burns was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
H. Burns, late of Company K, First Regiment Alabama Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN ST. CLAIR. 


The bill (H: R. 19738) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin St. Clair was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin 
St. Clair, late of Company H, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 8 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK SCHERER. 


The bill (H. R. 19885) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Scherer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frank 
Scherer, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


"JOHN B. MAISON. 


The bill (H. R. 20029) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Maison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John B. 
Maison, late of Company I, Ninetieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and Eleventh Company, Second Battalion, Vet- 
eran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C. ARNOLD. 


The bill (H. R. 20064) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Arnold was cousidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William C. 
Arnold, late of Company G, Thirty-third Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry. and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WALTER M. ENGLISH. 


The bill (H. R. 20078) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter M. English was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Walter M. English, late of Companies A and B, Third Regi- 
ment California Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT LAFONTAINE, 


The bill (H. R. 20085) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Lafontaine was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Robert Lafontaine, late of Company I, Twelfth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


CASSIA C. TYLER. 


The bill (H. R. 20087) granting an increase of pension to 
Cassia C. Tyler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Cassia C. 
Tyler, widow of Henry R. Tyler, late first lieutenant, Capt. I. N. 
Rutland’s company Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian 
war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. THURMOND. 


The bill (H. R. 20088) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Thurmond was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mary J. Thurmond, widow of George W. Thurmond, iate of 
Captain Hibbler’s company South Carolina Volunteers, Florida 
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Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THERESIA BELL. 


The bill (H. R. 20096) granting an increase of pension to 
Theresia Bell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Theresia Bell, 
widow of Anthony Bell, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESTON J. MICHENER. 


The bill (H.-R. 20117) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston J. Michener was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Preston J. Michener, late of Company C, One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN LEMLY. 


The bill (H. R. 20129) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lemly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Lemly, 
late of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET C. KENNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 20146) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet ©. Kenney was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Harriet C. Kenney, widow of Charles H. Kenney, late of Com- 
pany D, First Regiment (Palmetto) South Carolina Volunteers. 
war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. DYER. 


The bill (H. R. 20154) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Dyer was considered as in Comniittee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George H. 
Dyer, late of the U. S. S. Preble, Connecticut, and Ohio, United 
States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH SALMON. 


The bill (H. R. 20166) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Salmon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah Sal- 
mon, widow of Richard Salmon, late musician, Company H, 
First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. > 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. MADDOX. 


The bill (H. R. 20198) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Maddox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. 
Maddox, widow of Thomas A. Maddox, late of Company F, 
Mounted Battalion Georgia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH N. CADIEUX. 


The bill (H. R. 20199) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph N. Cadieux was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph N. 
Cadieux, late of Company L, Sixteenth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN DOWNING. 


The bill (H. R. 20219) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Downing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ellen Downing, 
widow of Joseph Downing, late of Captains Whitehead and Hill's 
company, First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole 
Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY C. JOSEPH. 


The bill (H. R. 20222) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Joseph was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry C. 
Joseph, late of Company A, Twenty-seventh Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JEHU F. WOTRING. 


The bill (H. R. 20229) granting an increase of pension to 
Jehu F. Wotring was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jehu F. 
Wotring, late first lieutenant Company E, Sixth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: THOMAS M'BRIDE. 

The bill (H. R. 20250) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McBride was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
McBride, late of Captain Riddle’s independent company, Ohio 


Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. GALLOWAY. 
The bill (H. R. 20269) granting an increase of pension to 


Sarah A. Galloway was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. 
Galloway, widow of Simpson R. Galloway, late of Captain 
Killian’s company, Third Regiment North-Carolina Volunteers, 
Cherokee Indian disturbances, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES L. HOUSE. 

The bill (H. R. 20272) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. House was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James L. 
House, late of Company I, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDMUND HOSTETTER. i 

The bill (H. R. 20279) granting an increase of pension t 
Edmund Hostetter was considered as in Committee of thé 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Edmund Hostetter, late of Company E, Thirty-eighth Regiment 
Indiana: Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOWARD WILLIAM ARCHER. 


The bill (H. R. 20292) granting a pension to Howard Wil- 
liam Archer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Howard Wil- 
liam Archer, helpless and dependent son of Oscar F. Archer, 
iate of Company E, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN CROWLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 20303) granting an increase of pension to 
John Crowley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Crowley, 
late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN M'FALLS. 
The bill (H. R. 1144) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 


lin MeFalls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Franklin Mc- 
Falls, late of Company H, Two hundred and third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH A. DOWNIE. 


The bill (H. R. 20327) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Downie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth A. 
Downie, widow of Andrew J. Downie, late of Company I, Bev- 
enteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a pension of $8 per month. g 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


THEODORE F. REIGHTER. 


The bill (H. R. 20350) granting an increase of pension ta 
Theodore F. Reighter was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Theodore F. Reighter, late of Company F, Eighty-third Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER M. SIMON. 


The bill (II. R. 20351) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter M. Simon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Peter M, 
Simon, late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, er- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE AULDRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 20357) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Auldridge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jane Aul- 
dridge, widow of James Auldridge, late of Company A, Second 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMERY CRAWFORD, 


The bill (H. R. 6057) granting an increase of pension to 
Emery Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Emery 
Crawford, late of Company F, One bundred and fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $35 per 
month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LORENZO B. FISH. 

The bill (H. R. 6060) granting an increase of pension to Lo- 
renzo B. Fish was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lorenzo 
B. Fish, late of Company G, Thirty-eighth Regiment, and Com- 
pany G, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES R. CHAPMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Chapman -was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to, place on the pension roll the name of 
James R. Chapman, late of Company C, Twenty-second Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. è 


GEORGE PRICE. 


The bill (H. R. 6424) granting an increase of pension to 
George Price was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George Price, 
late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment 
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Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELI BOYNTON. 


The bill (H. R. 6493) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Boynton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Boynton, late 
of Company M, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Ar- 
tillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH C. MAHAFFEY. 


The bill (H. R. 7666) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Mahaffey was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Joseph C. Mahaffey, late of Company I, Viftieth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FRETT, JR. 


The bill (H. R. 7804) granting an increase of pension to John 
Frett, jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Frett, jr., 
late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH J. LITTLETON. 


The bill (H. R. 8247) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Littleton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah J. 
Littleton, widow of Adam D. Littleton, late first lieutenant and 
adjutant Fifty-fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS E. AYLSWORTH. 


The bill (H. R. 8553) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Aylsworth was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. , It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Thomas E. Aylsworth, late of Twentieth Battery, Indiana Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMILIE CLOE. 


The bill (H. R. 7581) granting an increase of pension to 
Emile Cloe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Emile Cloe, 
late of Fifth Independent Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light Artil- 
lery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW LARICK. 


The bill (H. R. 8667) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Larick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew 
Larick, late of Company I, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS LENNOX, 


The bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Lennox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lewis Len- 
nox, late of Company B, First Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MELVILLE A. NICHOLS, 


The bill (H. R. 9278) granting an increase of pension to Mel- 
ville A. Nichols was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Melville A. 
Nichols, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER H. GRIFFIN, 


The bill (H. R. 9673) granting a pension to Oliver H. Griffin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Oliver H. Griffin, late of 
Company G, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL C. ROE, 


The bill (H. R. 10033) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Roe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel C. 
Roe, late of U. S. S. Fawn, United States Navy, and to pay him 
a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

i JOHN CAMPBELL. 


The bill (H. R. 13806) granting an increase of pension to 
John Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Camp- 
bell, late of Company K, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS H. PRIMROSE. 


The bill (H. R. 13975) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Primrose was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Thomas H. Primrose, late of Battery B, New Jersey Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JIMISON F. SKEENS. 


The bill (H. R. 14046) granting a pension to Jimison F. 
Skeens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jimison F. 
Skeens, late of Company F, Second Regiment United States 
Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES SETTLE. 


The bill (H. R. 14378) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Settle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 
Settle, late of Company A, Forty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 14675) granting an increase of pension to 
James Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James 
Davis, late of Company L, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARMON W. M'DONALD. 

The bill (H. R. 14715) granting an increase of pension to 
Harmon W. McDonald was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Harmon W. McDonald, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D, CAMPBELL. 

The bill (H. R. 14860) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Campbell was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William D. Campbell, late of Company A, Seventy-fourth Regi- 
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ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY STAUFFER. 


The bill (H. R. 14884) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Stauffer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry 
Stauffer, late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and Company D, First Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Proyisional Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


R. T. DILLARD ZIMMERMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 14983) granting an increase of pension to 
R. T. Dillard Zimmerman was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 
of R. T. Dillard Zimmerman, late of Company B, Third Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. BELL. 


The bill (H. R. 14995) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Bell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James II. 
Bell, late of Company D, Sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH STROPE. 

The bill (H. R. 15017) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Strope was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph 
Strope, late of Company I, First Regiment Mississippi Marine 
Brigade Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAI A. KIZER, 


The bill (II. R. 15630) granting a pension to Sarah A. Kizer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. Kizer, helpless 
and dependent daughter of David L. Kizer, late of Company K, 
Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES P. MULLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 15189) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Mullen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James P. 
Mullen, late of Company C, One hundred and ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES n. F. CALLON. 


The bill (H. R. 15317) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. F. Callon was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James B. F. Callon, late of Company B, First Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

i HENRY C. WORLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 15631) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Worley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry C. 
Worley, late of Company D, One hundred and thirty-second 
Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY J. BURROUGHS. 

The bill (H. R. 15839) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Burroughs was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
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Mary J. Burroughs, widow of George W. S. Burroughs, late of 


Company A, Tenth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. LEAHY. 


The bill (H. R. 3226) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Leahy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John E. 
Leahy, late first lieutenant Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH C. MORRIS. 


The bill (H. R. 15860) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah C. Morris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah C. 
Morris, widow of Reamus G. Morris, late of Company H, First 
Regiment Illinois Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H.. SCULLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 15868) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Seullen was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William H. Scullen, late of Company F, First Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ASHLEY WHITE. 

The bill (S. 7995) granting an increase of pension to Ashley 
White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ashley White, 
late of Company E; Fifty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 2 5 
and passed. 

ROBERT B. LUCAS. 


The bill (S. 7996) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. Lucas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert B. Lucas, 
late of Company K, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and captain Company D, One hundred and thirteenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SIMON STONE. 


The bill (H. R. 21859) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Stone was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Simon Stone, 
late of Company I, One hundred and second Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES F. HENNINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 20896) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Henninger was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James F. Henninger, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that-he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW CASEY. 


The bill (H. R. 23307) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Casey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Casey, 
late of Company D, Regiment United States Artillery, 


Second 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
-The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAREL LANE. 

The bill (H. R. 17773) granting an increase of pension to Carel 
Lane was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Carel Lane, late 
of Company G, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAUL COULSON. 

The bill (H. R. 17810) granting an increase of pension to Saul 
Coulson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Saul Coulson, late 
of Company H, Twenty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES A. MEREDITH, 

The bill (H. R. 22052) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Meredith was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James A. Meredith, late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL PROCHEL. 

The bill (H. R. 2826) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Prochel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
Prochel, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment, and Com- 
pany E, Third Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JERRY JOHNSON. 

The bill (H. R. 21086) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerry Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jerry John- 
son, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILTON RUSSELL. 


The bill (H. R. 20844) granting an inerease of pension to Mil- 
ton Russell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Milton Russell, 
late captain Company A, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $45 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES HOWARDSON. 


The bill (H. R. 20614) granting an increase of pension to 
James Howardson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James How- 
ardson, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cayalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HIRAM STEELE. 

The bill (H. R. 20613) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Steele was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Hiram Steele, 
late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEONARD TYLER. 

The bill (H. R. 22281) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard Tyler was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Leonard 
Tyler, late of Company H, Forty-second. Regiment Wisconsin 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MARTIN L. OHR. 


The bill (H. R. 19967) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin L. Ohr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martin L. 
Ohr, late first lieutenant Company A, Seventieth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDMOND D. DOUD. 


The bill (H. R. 22997) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmond D. Doud was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edmond 
D. Doud, late first lieutenant Company H, Eighth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD G. HAUSEN. 


The bill (H. R. 17988) granting a pension to Edward G. Hau- 
sen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to plece on the pension roll the name of Edward G. Hausen, late 
of Company B, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADELBERT E. BLEEKMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 20717) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Adelbert E. Bleekman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Adelbert E. Bleekman, late of Company A, Second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN ROBB, FIRST. 


The bill (H. R. 15463) granting an increase of pension to John 
Robb, first, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll, the name of John Robb, 
first, late of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THEODORE T. TATE. 


The bill (H. R. 20852) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore T. Tate was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Theodore T. 
Tate, late surgeon Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY HAMME, 


The bill (H. R. 20851) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hamme was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry 
Hamme, late of Company A, Bighty-seventh Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a penison of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CALVIN JUDSON. 


The bill (H. R. 20586) granting an increase of pension tq Cal- 
yin Judson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Calvin Jud- 
son, late of Company C, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month In 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARA C. EDSALL. 

The bill (H. R. 19762) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara C. Edsall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension- roll the name of Clara C. 
Edsali, widow of Joseph S. Edsall, late paymaster’s clerk, 
United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was reported -to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NETTIE G. KRUGER, 


The bill (H. R. 20581) granting an increase of pension to Net- 
tie G. Kruger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nettie G. 
Kruger, widow of Charles W. Kruger, late of United States 
Marine Corps, and to pay her a pension of $18 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving: Provided, however, That in the 
eyent of the death of Emilie L. Kruger, helpless and dependent 
child of said Charles W. Kruger, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. KROM. 


The bill (H. R. 20415) granting-an increase of pension to 
John H. Krom was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John H. 
Krom, late of Company I, Eightieth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY V. ACKLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 22280) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily V. Ackley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Emily V. 
Ackley, widow of Charles Ackley, late acting ensign U. S. S. 
Tyler and acting master, United States Navy, and to pay her 
a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN LYTLE. 


The bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Ann Lytle was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place- 
on the pension roll the name of Ann Lytle, widow of George 
Lytle, late of Company F, Seventy-seventh Regiment Pennsyl- 
mane Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CALVIN E. MOBLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 21575) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin E. Morley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Calvin E. 
Morley, late of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. HARLAN, 


The bill (H. R. 22207) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Harlan was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William A. Harlan, late of Company H, Twenty-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.- 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN D. EVANS. 

The bill (H. R. 18248) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Evans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John D. 
Evans, late of U. S. S. Indianola and Champion, United States 
Nayy, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK J. DOWLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 20571) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick J. Dowland was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Frederick J. Dowland, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRYNGEL SEVERSON. 

The bill (H. R. 22932) granting an increase of pension to 

Bryngel Severson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Bryngel 
Severson, late of Company A, Forty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. BRICK. 


The bill (H. R. 22717) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Brick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Brick, 
widow of Aaron Brick, late of Company C, First Regiment, and 
Company G, Twenty-first Regiment, and Company G, Third 
Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON EVERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6165) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Everson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nelson 
Everson, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB A. GRAHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 21148) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob A. Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob A. 
Graham, late first lieutenant Company F, Thirteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 


DANIEL ROBB, 


The bill (H. R. 7551) granting a pension to Daniel Robb was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Daniel Robb, late of Company 
I, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM SHERK. 


The bill (H. R. 22684) granting an increase of pension to 
William Sherk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Sherk, late of Company M, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and Company F, Nineteenth Regiment Veteran 
Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABIRAM P, M’CONNELL. 


The bill (H. R. 19448) granting an increase of pension to 
Abiram P. McConnell was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Abiram P. McConnell, late surgeon Twenty-second Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BARTHOLOMEW HOLMES, 


The bill (H. R. 20286) granting an increase of pension to 
Bartholomew Holmes was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Bartholomew Holmes, late of Company E, Fifty-fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS M’MAHON, 


The bill (H. R. 20587) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis McMahon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis 
McMahon, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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FRANCIS ANDERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 18242) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Anderson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis 
Anderson, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. MOSER. 


The bill (H. R. 19105) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Moser was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with amendments, in line 7, after the word “ Mexico,” to strike 
out “and Company D, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry;” and in line 9, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert twenty; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piane on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam H. Moser, late of Company C, 


Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT J. DEWEY. 


The bill (H. R. 21043) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert J. Dewey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “twelye” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
J. Dewey, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment United States Infan- 


try, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of hat he is now receiving. $ * 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EVAN H. BAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 21015) granting an increase of pension to 
Evan H. Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Evan H. 
Baker, late of Company H, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Rifles, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE RHODES. 


The bill (H. R. 21001) granting an increase of pension to 
George Rhodes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George 
Rhodes, late second lieutenant Company K, Ninth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARVEY SINE. 


The bill (H. R. 20965) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Sine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to pension Harvey Sine, late of Company C, One hun- 
dred and fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, at 
$30 per month in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DARIUS E. GARLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 20958) granting an increase of pension to 
Darius E. Garland was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Darius E. Garland, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REUBEN A. GEORGE. 


The bill (H. R. 20928) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben A, George was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Reuben A, George, late of Company A, Ninety-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. CARPENTER. 


The bill (H. R. 20899) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles W. Carpenter, late of Company H, Thirty-first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BERGE LARSEN. 


The bill (H. R. 20735) granting an increase of pension to 
Berge Larsen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Berge Larsen, 
late of Company B, Forty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 0 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAPOLEON B. FERRELL, 


The bill (H. R. 16222) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon B. Ferrell was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Napoleon B. Ferrell, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment, and 
sergeant-major Tenth Regiment, West Virginia Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES O. PIERCE. 


The bill (H. R. 20721) granting an increase of pension to 
James O. Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James O. 
Pierce, late major and assistant adjutant-general, United States 
Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 

that he is now receiving. 
~ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL W. SEARLES. 


The bill (H. R. 20712) granting an increase of pensioi to 
Samuel W. Searles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel W. 
Searles, late of Company L, First Regiment New York Veteran 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES BOND, 


The bill (H. R. 20683) granting an increase of pension to 
James Bond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James 
Bond, late of Company H, Eighty-second Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN NEUMANN. 


The bill (H. R. 20431) granting an increase of pension to 
John Neumann was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Neu- 
mann, late unassigned, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. SPERRY. 


The bill (H. R. 17094) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Sperry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James H. 
Sperry, late second lieutenant Company F and captain Company 
A, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to 


pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. GILLISPIE, ALIAS JOHN G. ELLIOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 17484) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of John E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott, late of 
Company D, First Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BARBARA E. SCHWAB. 


The bill (H. R. 22416) granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
bara E. Schwab was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Barbara E. 
Schwab, widow of Joseph Schwab, late of Company A, Fourth 
Regiment United States Artillery, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN P, DIX. 


The bill (H. R. 21849) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Dix was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John P. Dix, 
late principal musician, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PLEASANT CRISSIP. 

The bill (H. R. 21228) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant Crissip was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Pleasant 
Crissip, late of Company A, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA J. M’CARDEL. 


The bill (H. R. 21216) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. McCardel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza J. 
McCardel, widow of Charles E. McCardel, late of Company A, 
First Battalion Georgia Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MARY M. GOBLE. 


The bill (H. R. 21185) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Goble was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary M. 
Goble, widow of Nicholas M. Goble, late of Company I, Twenty- 
seventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiying. t - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES GREEN. 

The bill (H. R. 21179) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Green was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 
Green, late of Company I, Second Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH ROSE. 


The bill (H. R. 21142) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rose was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to pension Joseph Rose, late of Company H, First Regi- 
ment Tennessee Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, at $20 
per month in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. CRANE. 

The bill (H. R. 21124) granting an increase of pension to 

William B. Crane was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William B. 
Crane, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The pill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RHODA A. HOIT. 


The bill (H. R. 20724) granting an increase of pension to 
Rhoda A. Hoit was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Rhoda A. 
Holt. widow of James B. Hoit, late captain Company B, and 
lieutenant-colonel Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOPE MARTIN. 


The bill (H. R. 20725) granting a pension to Hope Martin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Hope Martin, helpless and 
dependent daughter of William E. Martin, late of Company I, 
Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 20726) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary J. 
Smith, widow of Girdin Smith, late of Company H, Third Regi- 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, 
That in the event of the death of Frank W. Smith, helpless and 
dependent child of said Girdin Smith, the additional pension 
herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided fur- 
ther, That in the event of the death of Mary J. Smith the name 
of said Frank W. Smith shall be placed on the pension roll at 
$12 per month from and after the date of death of said Mary J. 
Smith. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID M. WATKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 20829) granting an increase of pension to 
Dayid M. Watkins was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
David M. Watkins, late of Company H, One hundred and sev- 
enty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN H. BAILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 20962) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin H. Bailey was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Franklin H. Bailey, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FOX. 


The bill (H. R. 20964) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Fox, late 
of Company O, Ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER BOSHEA. 

The bill (H. R. 21119) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Boshea was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Alexander Boshea, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NICOLAUS KIRSCH. 

The bill (H. R. 21302) granting an increase of pension to 

Nicolaus Kirsch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nicolaus 
Kirsch, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB KOHL, 


The bill (H. R. 21304) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Kohl was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Kohl, 
late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI EDDY. 5 


The bill (II. R. 21641) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Eddy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Levi Bddy, 
late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE REANEY. 


The bill (H. R. 21749) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Reaney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Annie 
Reaney, widow of Henry B. Reaney, late acting master, United 
States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NICHOLAS D. KENNY. 


The bill (H. R. 20463) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas D. Kenny was considered as. in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Nicholas D. Kenny, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty- 
sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OTIS E. RUSH. 


The bill (H. R. 20363) granting an increase of pension to Otis 
E. Rush was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Otis E. Rush, late 
of Company B, Battalion Alabama Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 20384) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Wilson, 
widow of Robert Wilson, late of Seventh Independent Battery 
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay her a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY JANE MELDRIM, 


The bill (H. R. 20391) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Jane Meldrim was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mary Jane Meldrim, widow of John I. Meldrim, late of Captain 
Jackson’s company, Georgia Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. WHEELER. 


The bill (H. R. 20424) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Wheeler was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name off 
George W. Wheeler, late of Captain Dill's company, First 
Regiment Georgia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay 
him a pension of $20 per month in Heu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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UNITY A. STEEL. 


The bill (H. R. 21045) granting an increase of pension to 
Unity A. Steel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Unity A. 
Steel, widow of James M. Steel, late of Company I, Sixth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G. WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 21054) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
G. Wilson, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. ISBELL. 


The bill (H. R. 21058) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Isbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
H. Isbell, late of Company E, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. FELL. 


The bill (H. R. 21019) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Fell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
Fell, late of Company A, Eighty-fifth Regiment, and Company 
K, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment, Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD MURPHY. 


The bill (H. R. 22937) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Murphy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward Mur- 
phy, late captain Company F, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FERDINAND DAVID. 


The bill (H. R. 7393) granting an increase of pension to Fer- 
dinand David was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ferdinand 
David, late of Company L, Tenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cayalry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN T. HETHERLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 22607) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Hetherlin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John T. Heth- 
erlin, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH JANE HANCHER. 

The bill (H. R. 22265) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Jane Hancher was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Elizabeth Jane Hancher, widow of John Hancher, late of Com- 
pany C, Second Regiment Mississippi Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH L. SIX. 


The bill (H. R. 22566) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Six was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph L. Six, 
late of Company K, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI WELCH. 


The bill (H. R. 4692) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Welch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


“poses to place on the pension roll the name of Levi Welch, late 


of Company G, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. TRUMBULL. 


The bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Trumbull was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary J. Trum- 
bull, widow of Edgar B. Trumbull, late of Company F, First 
Regiment Michigan Volunter Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading; read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL F. ANDERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4833) granting an increase of psnsion to Sam- 
uel F. Anderson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel F. 
Anderson, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB HENNINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 5173) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Henninger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Hen- 
ninger, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK TURNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5174) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick Turney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick Turney, 
late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT JOHN. 

The bill (H. R. 5187) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert John was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roli the name of Robert John, late 
of Company G, Two hundred and sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELISHA BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 5595) granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elisha Brown, 
late of Company K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NORMAN H. COLE. 

The bill (H. R. 5729) granting an increase of pension to Nor- 
man H. Cole was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Norman H. 
Cole, late of Company B, Third Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRISCILLA A. CAMPBELL. 

The bill (H. R. 5776) granting an increase of pension to Pris- 
cilla A. Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Priscilla 
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‘A. Campbell, widow of Elijah Campbell, jr., late of Company 
K, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALGERNON E. CASTNER. 


The bill (H. R. 5801) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
gernon E. Castner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Algernon 
E. Castner, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE ANDERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 5829) granting an increase of pension to 
George Anderson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George An- 
derson, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH J. ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. R. 11307) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Roberts was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Joseph J. Roberts, late of Company G, Thirty-first Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. HUMPHREY. 


The bill (H. R. 21162) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Humphrey was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
John W. Humphrey, late of Company I, One hundred and forty- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. HUFF, 


The bill (H. R. 21038) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Huff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William P. 
Huff, late of Company C, Second Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico,.and to pay a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Toe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
derel to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. CHRISTMAN,. 


The bill (H. R. 22568) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Christman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John 
H. Christman, late of Company D, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT H. CAMPBELL, 


The bill (H. R. 10402) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert H. Campbell was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It propeses to place on the pension roll the name of 
Albert H. Campbell, late second lieutenant Company H, Sixth 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
of $17.50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES BALLANTYNE. 


The bill (H. R. 20715) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Ballantyne was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles Ballantyne, late of Company A, Second Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NOAH PERRIN. 


The bill (H. R. 21828) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Perrin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Noah Perrin, 
late sergeant-major Ninety-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL FAUVER. 


The bill (H. R. 21307) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Fauver was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
Fauver, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONTEZUMA ST. JOHN. 


The bill (H. R. 21519) granting an increase of pension to 
Montezuma St. John was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Montezuma St. John, late of Company K, One hundred and 
twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI MILES. 


The bill (H. R. 18574) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Miles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Levi Miles, 
late of Company G, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM FAULKNER, 


The bill (H. R. 22424) granting an increase of pension to 
William Faulkner was considered as in Conimittee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Faulkner, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. SALLEE, 


The bill (H. R. 16493) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Sallee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William T. 
Sallee, late of Company G, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN I. BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 7878) granting an increase of pension to John 
L. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John L. Brown, 
late of Company D, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL 8. MEVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 2421) granting an increase of pension tol, 
Daniel S. Mevis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel S. 
Mevis, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F. SANCRAINTE, 


The bill (H. R. 2399) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Sancrainte was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Charles F. Sancrainte, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


1652 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB MILLER. 
The bill (H. R. 2286) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Miller, late 
of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylyania Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. BLISS, ALIAS JAMES WARREN, 


The bill (H. R. 2175) granting an increase of pension to 
‘James W. Bliss, alias James Warren, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of James W. Bliss, alias James Warren, late of 
Company K, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCAS LONGENDYCKE. 


The bill (H. R. 2056) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucas Longendycke was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Lucas Longendycke, late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Thirteenth 
Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOANNA L. COX. 


The bill (H. R. 2055) granting an increase of pension to 
Joanna L. Cox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joanna L. 
Cox, widow of Charles J. Cox, late of Company E, Eighteenth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

‘ JOSEPH B. WILLIAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 1937) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Williams was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Joseph B. Williams, late second lieutenant Company D, Second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RUTSON J. BULLOCK. 


The bill (H. R. 1723) granting an increase of pension to Rut- 
son J. Bullock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Rutson J. 
Bullock, late of Company H, One hundred and fifth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


GEORGE M. FOWLER. 


The bill (H. R. 1717) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Fowler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George M. 
Fowler, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH Q. OVIATT. 


The bill (H. R. 1693) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Q. Oviatt, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Q. 
Oviatt, late of Company A, Second Regiment United States Ar- 
tillery, and Company E, One hundred and seventy-seyenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL ROWE. 


The bill (H. R. 4673) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Rowe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Rowe, late 
of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD B. TANNER. 


The bill (H. R. 4670) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward B. Tanner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward B. 
Tanner, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Fifty-eighth Company, Second Battalion 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS H. B. SCHOOLING. 


The bill (H. R. 4346) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. B. Schooling was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Thomas H. B. Schooling, late of Company G, Second Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN G. V. HERNDON. 


The bill (H. R. 4166) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. V. Herndon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John G. V. 
Herndon, late of Company F, Forty-ninth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. HOWARD. 


The bill (H. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Howard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. 
Howard, late first lieutenant Company K, Forty-third Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


‘THOMPSON WALL. 


The bill (H. R. 4149) granting an increase of pension to 
Thompson Wall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thompson 
Wall, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-third Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. BONE. 


The bill (H. R. 687) granting an increase of pension to, Wil- 
liam H. Bone was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
H. Bone, late of Company F, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MUSGROVE E. O'CONNOR. 


The bill (H. R. 676) granting an increase of pension to Mus- 
grove E. O'Connor was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Musgrove E. O'Connor, late of Company D, One hundred and 
twenty-eigbt Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE E. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 725) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George E. 
Smith, late of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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` JAMES WINTERSTEEN. 


The bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to James 
Wintersteen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Win- 
tersteen, late of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA J. TURNER. 


The bill (H. R. 1150) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma J. Turner was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Emma J. 
Turner, widow of William H. H. Turner, late first lieutenant 
Company G, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSIAH C. HANCOCK, 


The bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Josiah C. Hancock 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Josiah C. Hancock, help- 
less and dependent son of Francis M. Hancock, late of Company 
I, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. MATHES. 


The bill (II. R. 1252) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Mathes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. 
Mathes, widow of Jesse M. Mathes, late of Company I, Ninety- 
seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES B. EVANS. 


The bill (H. R. 1337) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Evans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James B. 
Evans, late of Company C, Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MELVIN T, EDMONDS. 


The bill (H. R. 1512) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin T. Edmonds was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Melvin T. Edmonds, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. KEACH. 


The bill (H. R. 2726) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Keach was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John C. ‘Keach, 
late of Company F, Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ETHAN A. VALENTINE. 


The bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to 
Ethan A. Valentine was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Ethan A. Valentine, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in liéu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE L. ROBINSON. 


The bill (H. R. 2764) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Robinson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


George L. Robinson, late of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment 


Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN D. CHAPMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 2793) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan D. Chapman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Nathan D. Chapman, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN G. H. ARMISTEAD, 


The bill (H. R. 3740) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. H. Armistead was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John G. H. 
Armistead, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM T. HOUGHTON, | 


The bill (H. R. 8989) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram T. Houghton was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Hiram T. Houghton, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This completes the Calendar under 
the agreement. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment no business was to be transacted other than the considera- 
tion of unobjected pension bills and bills to correct military 
records. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course I do not want to break the agree- 
ment. This is a matter which could not possibly be objected to, 
but as the agreement has been made I will not ask that the bill 
be taken up. I will try to get it through some other time. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 
26, 1907, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


I ask unanimous consent to call up a bridge 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 25, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couven, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

REGULATION OF COMMERCE BETWEEN STATES. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary have leave 
to file its views on the bill (H. R. 13655) to limit the effect of 
the regulation of commerce between the several States and 
Territories in certain cases until Tuesday morning next, Jan- 
uary 29, 1907. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary 
have leave to file its views on the bill indicated until Tuesday 
morning next. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported the 
bill (H. R. 24925) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accom- 


‘panying documents, referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, on that bill I reserve all 


_| points of order. 


The SPEAKER. 
points of order. 
UNITED STATES COURTS AT CLARKSDALE, MISS. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 


The gentleman from Tennessee reserves all 
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24285) to provide for holding terms of United States courts at 
Clarksdale, Miss., which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the counties of Coahoma, Bolivar, Quitman, 


Tunica, Sunflower, Tallahatehie, and Leflore shall constitute a rt of 
the northern judicial district of the State of Mississippi, and shall be 
known as the Delta division of said district. Circuit and district courts 
for the transaction of business pertaining to persons or property in said 
Delta division shall be held at the city of Clarksdale, in Coahoma 
County, on the third Monday in June and December in each year, and 
shall continue for twelve days or so long as business may require. 

Sec. 2. That said courts to be held at Clarksdale, as provided in sec- 
tion 1 of this act, shall be possessed of and shall exercise all the powers 
and jurisdiction now possessed or exercised, or which may hereafter 
be granted to or exercised, by the circuit and district courts in said dis- 
trict now held at Oxford, Miss., and all laws regulating and defining 
how suits against persons or property located or found in judicial dis- 
tricts shall be brought shall be applicable to and govern the bringing 
of suits in said Delta division; and all laws touching the removal of 
causes from the State courts to the United States courts shall apply to 
said court hereby established; but all crimes and offenses heretofore 
.committed within the counties composing said Delta division shall be 
prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the 
same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

Sree. 3. That it shall be the duty of the clerks of the courts now held 
at Jackson, Oxford, and Vicksburg, on demand of either party to any 
suit now pending in either of said courts, and properly belonging to 
the courts to be held at Clarksdale, to make out and certify a copy of 
the record and proceedings in said suit and transmit the same to the 
deputy clerk of the proper court at Clarksdale; and he shall enter said 
cause on his docket, and the same shall be proceeded with as if it had 
been originally brought in said court. The fee for such transcript shall 
be paid for by the party applying for same. 

Sec. 4. That the marshal and clerk of said northern district of Mis- 
sissippi shall appoint deputies who shall reside at Clarksdale and act 
as marshal and clerk in place of their principals. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Mississippi what the 
effect of the bill is? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the effect of 
the bill is to require the present Federal judge to hold court at 
a different place from the places he now holds court in the two 
divisions in the State. This bill does not create a new district, 
but does create a new division. I think there are three divi- 
sions in the southern district and two in the northern district, 
and the counties composing the proposed new division are now 
remote from court facilities. The fact is, people have to travel 
from 150 to 200 miles to get to the Federal court. This pro- 
vides that the present judge shall hold court at Clarksdale, a 
point that is convenient to the people of the proposed division. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


RESURVEY OF LAND IN FREMONT COUNTY, COLO. 


Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1178) pro- 
viding for the resurvey of a township of land in Colorado, which 
1 send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to cause to be made a resurvey of the lands in town- 
ship No. 16 south, of range No, 71 west, of the sixth principal me- 
ridian, in Fremont County, in the State of Colorado; and all rules and 
regulations of the Interior Department requiring petitions from all set 
tlers of said township asking for resurvey and agreement to abide by 
the result of same, so far as these lands are concerned, are hereby abro- 
gated: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed 
as to impair the present bona fide claim of any actual occupant of any 
of said lands so occupied: Provided further, That before any survey is 
ordered it shall be made to appear to the Secretary of the Interior fhat 
the former official survey of said lands is so Inaccurate or obliterated as 
to make it necessary to survey the land, and only such paris of the 
land where the survey is so inaccurate or obliterated shall be surveyed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I will ask the gentleman to explain the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The purpose of the bill is simply 
to provide for a resurvey of lands in a single township, where 
the present monuments are so obliterated and destroyed that 
it is impossible to locate the particular Government subdivi- 
sions which are to be entered. The bill is the ordinary bill 
for resurvey and has the unanimous report from the com- 
mittee. y 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is that the same bill that was 
passed at the last session? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Oh, no; that bill was for a re- 
survey of a considerable quantity of land, while this is a 
bill for a resurvey of a single township of land in Fremont 
County. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection?. [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none. 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Brooks of Colorado, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN 
OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

A bill (H. R. 23394) to provide for an additional district judge for the 
northern district of California. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint an addi- 
tional judge of the district court of the United States for the northern 
district of California, who shall reside in said district, and who shall 
possess the same powers, perform the same duties, and receive the 
same salary as the present district dodge of said district. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 5 add the letter “s” to the word “court;" so that it shall 
be plural instead of singular. 

After the syllable “ern,” in line 6, add the words “and southern.” 

After the word “ district,” where it appears the first time in line 6, 
add the letter s;“ so that it will be plural instead of singular. 

Strike out the word “ district,” where it 7 the second time in 
line 6, and insert in lieu thereof the words “ State of California.” 

In line 8, after the word “ judge,” insert the letter s; so that It 
will be plural instead of singular. 

In line 9, after the word “district,” insert the letter ““s;" so that 
it will be plural instead of singular. 

Amend the title so as to read: “To provide for an additional judge 
for the northern and southern districts of California.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does this create a new judge? ; 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; it does create a new judge. Mr. Speaker, 
at the present time the calendar in the United States circuit 
court at San Francisco is clogged to such an extent that cases 
are two years in arrears. The situation there is this: The 
present district court judge for the northern district of Califor- 
nia can just about keep up with his calendar. The circuit 
judge sits practically all the time in the circuit court of appeals, 
and his circuit court calendar is continually running further 
behind. That is why the cases are about two years behind in 
trial in the circuit court. The Department of Justice recom- 
mends this bill very strongly; the Judiciary Committee has 
reported it unanimously. ‘The Department of Justice has made 
a suggestion which this bill endeavors to carry out, that in- 
stead of limiting this judge to the northern district he shall be 
assigned either to the northern or southern district, as the case 
may be, so in case the district judge of the southern district 
becomes sick or his calendar becomes clogged the new judge 
can moye down to Los Angeles for a while and try cases there. 
It is absolutely imperative, the Department says, that some 
relief should be given at this time. The business of the court 
has been constantly increasing. A large number of cases are 
constantly being filed. Litigants have no opportunity to have 
them adjudicated. Judge Morrow of the circuit court is, in ad- 
dition to that, a sick man. His eyesight is failing, and that 
makes another hardship; but the entire bench of the circuit 
court of appeals unite in asking Congress to give this additional 
judge, so as to relieve the congestion that prevails there. 

Mr. MANN. May I call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that the other day we passed a bill providing for an addi- 
tional judge in Ohio only during the life of the present judge. 
Now, the same condition exists there that exists here. The 
present judge has not the physical capacity to attend to the 
work. Oh, I understand the gentleman shakes his head; but 1 
believe that to be the fact from my information. 

Mr. KAHN. I have not probably made myself clear. That 
is not the fact. The circuit court judge at San Francisco sits in 
the cireuit court of appeals as much as he can, in fact nearly all 
the time. The work of that court is so great that for several 
years Judge Morrow has been practically unable to do any 
circuit-court work. The work of the circuit court of appeals is 
constantly growing in the ninth circuit. It is a very large 
circuit. It embraces all of those large States along the Pacifie 
coast and many interior States, as well as the Territories of 
Hawali and Alaska, and the Philippine Islands. Ordinarily a 
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district judge could be assigned to do the cirecuit-court work, but 
the district judge at San Francisco can only attend to his own 
His own calendar. 
If Judge Morrow is to perform his 


calendar and can not sit in the circuit court. 
takes up all of his time. 
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duties in connection with the circuit court of appeals, which, of 
course, I presume the gentleman from Illinois will recognize as 
being absolutely necessary, then he can hardly do his circuit- 
court work, and the purpose of having this judge appointed is 
to enable this new district judge practically to do circuit-court 
work. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says the district judge is engaged 
all the time in doing district court work. If the gentleman is 
correct, a yery peculiar condition of affairs exists there, because 
there is not another district judge in the United States who is 
engaged one-third of the time in doing district work. Now, 
will the gentleman inform us what is the peculiar condition of 
affairs in California that requires a district judge to be con- 
stantly busy in the trial of criminal or libel suits? 

Mr. KAHN. He tries not only criminal or libel suits, but also 
tries civil suits in which one of the parties is not a citizen of 
the State of California. 

Mr. MANN. But in the district courts he does not. 

Mr. KAHN. He does in the district courts. He has all the 
bankruptcy work. There is a great deal of work in that dis- 
trict. The gentleman must know that Chinese cases come in 
there constantly and take up a great deal of time. The district 
judge of that district was a former Member of this Congress, 
and I venture the assertion that there is not a more conscien- 
tious judge upon the bench in any State of this Union. I know 
personally that he is constantly engaged in his own court, be- 
cause I have occasion to see him frequently. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says, “engaged in his own court.” 
Is it not the universal practice throughout the United States 
for the district judge to sit as a circuit judge? If this is the 
case there, the gentleman has not made out a very good case 
yet, and if it be the fact that the district judge is engaged all 
the time in attending to district business, I think we ought 
to know what business he has there that requires so much at- 
tention. It does not require all of the time of the district judge 
of New York City, nor the district judge in Chicago, where, 
probably, there are as many criminal cases, or ought to be, as 
there are in California. He is not required to sit one-half of 
his time trying district business. 

Mr. KAHN. The conditions, then, in Chicago and New York 
are different from what they are in San Francisco. 

Mr. MANN. That is what we are trying to ascertain. What 
are the facts in San Francisco? 

Mr. KAHN. There are a great many admiralty cases, there 
are maritime cases, there are bankruptcy cases, there are 
smuggling and counterfeiting cases, and, finally, there are cases 
growing out of the enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion laws, 
- which Chicago and New York do not have at all. 

Mr. MANN. I believe they have as many of those cases in 
Chicago as they have in San Francisco. 

Mr. KAHN. I doubt that very much. 

Mr. PARSONS. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] mean that in New York the time of the district judges 
is not taken up with the district court work? 

Mr. MANN. Not all of it. 

Mr. PARSONS. Nine-tenths of it is so taken up. 

Mr. MANN. He tries a good deal of circuit business over in 
New York? 

Mr. PARSONS. Nearly all of their time is taken up in that 
district by district-court work. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says the district judge in New 
York City takes nine-tenths of his time trying district busi- 
ness 

Mr. PARSONS. I repeat it. Occasionally Judge Holt, who is 
one of our three district judges, sits on the circuit court of ap- 
peals, but one of our district judges’ time is taken up entirely 
with admiralty cases, another with bankruptcy, and another 
with criminal work, and occasionally one of them sits in the cir- 
cuit court of appeals. . 

Mr. MANN. Who tries cases in the circuit court? 

Mr. PARSONS. They are not tried by them. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say in that connection, if I may be al- 
lowed, that Judge Ray, of the northern district, frequently goes 
to New York and holds court for several weeks, and I do not 
see why the same thing can not be done in California—why some 
other district judge can not go into this district and hold court 
there. 

Mr. KAHN. There is this situation: If you bring a district 
judge from Nevada, for instance, to try cases in California, it is 
a considerable distance from that State down to San Francisco. 
The litigants, in order to have their bills of exceptions settled, 
have to make long trips over into another State; and then 
probably the judge up there may be busy and may not be able 
to come down to try circuit-court cases. The distances in the 
West are very great. Now, my colleague [Mr. McKintay] was 
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an assistant United States attorney before he came to Congress. 
He had cases to try constantly in Judge De Haven's court, and 
he can assure the gentleman from Illinois that that judge is 
constantly occupied in trying cases in the district court of the 
northern district of California. 

Mr. MANN. Who tries the circuit court cases? 

Mr. KAHN. They are not being tried. Our calendar is two 
years behind time. a 

Mr. MANN. Every calendar is two years behind time. 

Mr. KAHN. Well, I do not knoW 

Mr. MANN. The calendar of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and all court calendars, are two years behind time. 

Mr. KAHN. I do not think—— 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Kann, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JICARILLA RESERVATION. 


Mr. HOGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 23650) to quiet title to 
lands on Jicarilla Reservation, and to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to cause allotments to be made, and to dispose of 
the merchantable timber, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23650) to quiet title to lands on Jicarilla Reservation, and 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to cause allotments to be 
made, and to dispose of the merchantable timber, and for other pur- 
poses. j 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized to cancel the allotments made to the members of the 
Jicarilla tribe of Indians in New Mexico, provided all the members of 
said tribe relinquish all their individual right, title, and interest in the 
allotted lands to the United States, or he may cancel any of said allot- 
ments upon the relinquishment thereof by the allottee or his heirs; and 
each Indian taking advantage of the foregoing provisions and each un- 
allotted member of the tribe shall be allotted not exceeding 10 acres of 
agricultural land and not exceeding 640 acres of other land, the areas 
to be in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, and he shall 
cause patents to issue therefor in accordance with the fifth section of 
the act of February 8, 1887, (24 Stat. L., 388); but the merchantable 
timber on any allotments authorized by this act is hereby excepted from 
allotment to be disposed of as hereinafter provided. 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior may dispose of all mer- 
chantable timber on allotments herein authorized during the term these 
are held in trust, and on the surplus lands for twenty-five years; the 
8 therefor to be expended under his direction for purposes bene- 

cial to the individual allottees hereunder and their heirs, or for fami- 
lies, as he may deem best, and no part of such proceeds shall be ex- 
pended for community or common benefits other than irrigation, but 

BORIDES equitably apportioned as near as may be among the Indians en- 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Sec. 3. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is hereby empowered 
and directed to make relinquishment for any minor, insane, incompe- 
sents ne sacra cae Indian for the purpose of carrying out the provi- 
Sions o act. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I desire to ask the gentleman if this is a unanimous report? 

Mr. HOGG. It is a unanimous report, and is a bill prepared 
by the Department in order to carry out more fully the proyi- 
sions of a similar bill passed at the last session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Prepared at the Indian Bureau? 

Mr. HOGG. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hoce, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF TIME TO ENTRYMEN. 


Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate joint resolution 86. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution 86, granting an extension of time to certain homestead 
entrymen. 

Resolved, etc., That all persons who made homestead entry in the 
States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Idaho, Minnesota, Montane. and 
Wyoming, where the six months’ period in which they were, or are, 
required by law to establish residence, expired or expires, after De- 
cember 1, 1906, are hereby granted until May 15, 1507, within which 
to make actual settlement and establish residence upon the lands so 
entered by them. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


After the word “entry,” in line 3, insert the following: “ Ineluding 
persons who have filed soldier's declaratory statements.” 
After the word “ the,” in line 5, strike out the words “six months.“ 
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After the word “ them,” in line 10, add the following: 

“Provided, That this extension of time shall not shorten either the 
period of commutation or of actual residence under the homestead law: 
Provided further, That the provisions of joint resolution 81, approved 
January 18, 1907, shall apply to the ‘State of Idaho.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is 
a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the 
gentleman that it is a unanimous report, and it is simply to cor- 
rect the resolution that we passed the other day where the word 
“ settler ” was used instead of “ entryman,” and the Department 
officials are inclined to the opinion that that resolution does not 
do what it contemplates, and this is to correct it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. By the way, why was this in the shape of a 
joint resolution instead of a bill? 

. Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I have no knowledge as to 
that. It originated in the Senate; it is a Senate resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

Mr. STERLING. I rise for the purpose of making an inquiry 
about the resolution. From the reading of the joint resolution I 
understand that it referred to joint resolution 61. I think that 
the number of that resolution which was passed was 81 instead 
of 61. 

The SPEAKER. It is 81 in this amendment. 

Mr. STERLING. It should be 81, I am quite sure. 

Mr. LACEY. This resolution 86, I understand, is before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not before the House. Unanimous con- 
sent has not been given. The gentleman from Illinois suggests 
that the joint resolution which is referred to should be 81 in- 
stead of 61. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘There are several amendments that ought to be 
incorporated in the resolution when it gets before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The first thing to determine is, Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LACEY. The committee desire to offer some amend- 
ments. 

Mr. GRONNA. 

The SPEAKER. 


I offer the following amendments. 
Is that a committee amendment? 
Mr. GRONNA. These are committee amendments. 
The SPEAKER. Committee amendments will first be offered. 
Mr. GRONNA. These are committee amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, in line 6. after the word “ Montana,” insert“ Washington.” 
Line 7, page 1, after the word “ to,” insert “ make entry under such 
declaratory statement or.” 
Page 1, line 3, after the word “ make,” insert “such entry or.” 
In line 2, page 2, strike out the word “sixty” and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “ eighty.” 
Strike out line 4 on page 2 and insert “ States of Idaho and Wash- 


ington.” 

Mr. LACEY. One other amendment. The 
months,” in line 6, should be stricken out, 

The SPEAKER. That is already reported. 

Mr. GRONNA. These amendments haye all been authorized 
by the committee. 

Mr. LACEY. One of these amendments is an amendment to 
a committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on either of 
the amendments? If not,. the amendments of the committee 
just read and the amendments to the committee amendments, 
including the amendments offered by the gentleman from North 
Dakota, will be considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid 
on the table. 


words “six 


PENSION BUSINESS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that bills in order under the rule to-day may be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that bills reported from the Committee on 
Pensions and the Committee on Invalid Pensions, in order under 
the rule to-day, may be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr, 
Capron] will please take the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


JOHN M’KINNON, ALIAS JOHN MACK: 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1160) te correct the military record of John McKinnon, alias 
John Mack. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John McKinnon, alias John Mack, late of Com- 
any L, Sixteenth 5 Cavalry, and seaman on the U, 8. 8. 
North Carolina and U. S. S. Brooklyn, and to grant him a discharge 
from the military service of the United States: Provided, That no 
bounty, pay, or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue 
of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was read the third 
time, and passed, 


BURRIS SUBERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20261) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Burris Subers. 

The bill read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Burris Subers, late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

SYLVANUS 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23136) granting 
an increase of pension to Sylvanus Sloat. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


SLOAT. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Syl- 
vanus Sloat, late of Company E, One hundred and thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after the word “‘ Regiment,“ insert the words and Com- 
pany D, Eighteenth Regiment.” 

in line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert the word 
“ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


JOHN H. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23143) granting 
an inerease of pension to John H. Robbins. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
II. Robbins, late of 3 F, Fifty-second Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


ROBBINS. 


FREDERICK KRINER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21134) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Kriner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Kriner, late of Company G, Two hundred and fifth Regiment 


Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HARVEY M’'CALLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20455) granting 
an increase of pension to Harvey McCollum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey 
McCollum, late of Company C, First Regiment New York Volunteer 
Mounted Rifles, and Company C, Fourth Provisional Regiment New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word McCollum” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word“ MeCallin,” 
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In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “and Company C, Fourth Pro- 
visional Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey McCallin.” 


JOHN J. DUFF. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20187) granting 
an increase of pension to John J. Duff. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J. 
Duf, late captain Company E, One hundred and seventieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

ALEXANDER W. TAYLOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19650) granting 
an increase of pension to A. W. Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. 
W. Taylor, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and first Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter A.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Alexander.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander W. Taylor.” 


HENRY GOODLANDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23299) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Goodlander. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions amd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Goodlander, late of Company G, Forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word fifty and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. z 

EDWARD S. E. NEWBURY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19537) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward S. E. Newbury. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
8. oe Newbury, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment New 3 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per mont 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Company,” insert the words Company 
D, Third Regiment, and first lieutenant.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HENRY AREY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2049) granting 
aun increase of pension to Henry Arey. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Arey, late of the United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of the“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “acting master commanding U. S. S. Wilderness.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amendea was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES W. COSGROVE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21133) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Cosgrove. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Cosgrove, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: A 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID C. JOHNSTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3002) granting 
an increase of pension to David C. Johnston. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
C. Johnston, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : 

In line 7, before the word “Artillery,” insert the word “ Heavy.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” d 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH DEWHURST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23812) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Dewhurst. 

The bill was read, as follows: ~ 
Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Dewhurst, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 

of that he is now receiving. 


7 ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS = 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES J. SCHREINER. * 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23644) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles J. Schreiner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pen laws, the name of Charles 
J. Schreiner, late of Com: G, Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month In lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. è 

DANIEL MOSE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22440) granting 

an inerease of pension to Daniel Mose. . 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of niel 
Mose, late of Company A, First Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland 
Volunteer 3 apa pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6, after the word “ First.“ Insert the word Regiment.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AARON PRESTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22408) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron Preston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 
Preston, late of Company F, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


DANIEL A. PEABODY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22388) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel A. Peabody. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of niel 
A. 1 8 late of Company G, Second Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

1 Pate line 6 strike out the letter “G” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “I.” 

In same line strike out the word“ Second“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Fifth,” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

MARIA CROSS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22322) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria Cross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to paes on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria 
Cross. widow of James G. Cross, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. TYSON. 


The néxt pension business was the bill (H. R. 22252) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Tyson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of William 
W. n, late captain Company A, Fortx-üfth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MENT STANNAH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21764) granting 
an increase of pension to Ment Stannah. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pac on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ment 
Stannah, late seaman in the United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “seaman in the“ and insert in fieu 


thereof the words of U. S. S. Clara Dolsen and Exchange.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

URIAH KITCHEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22223) granting 
an increase of pension to Uriah Kitchen. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Uriah 
Kitchen, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment United States pir mace fs 
war with Mexico, and Company D, Forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, civil war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words“ 8 


D, Eleventh Regiment.“ 
In line 7 strike out the words “ Unit States Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and.” 


In line 9 strike out the words “ civil war.” . 

In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL KELLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22020) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Keller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Keller, late of Company F, Cass County, Mo., Home Guards Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HENRY OSTERHELD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21962) granting 
un increase of pension to Henry Osterheld. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Osterheld, late of Company K, Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: y 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 3 
: In — line strike out the letter K and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “ F.” , 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third - 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER PORTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 217 
a pension to Alexander Porter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexan- 
der Porter, late of Company G, Third Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him & pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: . 

In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and pa - 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander Porter.” 


T) granting 
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JOHN LYNCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21120) granting 
an increase of pension to John Lynch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pacs on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Lynch, late of Company. C, Seventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ENOCH MAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21025) granting 
an increase of pension to Enoch May. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Enoch 
May, late of Mig ores G, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

TIMOTHY QUINN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20713) granting 
an increase of pension to Timothy Quinn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Timothy 

uinn, late major, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry and 
First Regiment. New York Volunteer Cayalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Second Regiment New York.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry, and.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOHN GUSTUS.. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17750) granting 
an increase of pension to John Gustus. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Gustus, late of Company I, One hundred and twelfth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ' 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


-time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


ANDREW BRINK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16020) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew Brink. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
Brink, late of Companies D and B, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Companies" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Company.” 

In same line strike out the words “and B.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. HELVEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11754). grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles W. Helvey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ries 
W. Helvey, late of Companies B and H, Seventh Regiment Missouri 
State Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: . 

i a 1 6 strike out the letter “B” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter II.“ 

In same line strike out the letter “H” and insert in lieu thereof 
the letter “ B.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Militia,” insert the words “ Volunteer 
Cavalry.” S 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM CROOKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9655) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Crooks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Crooks, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

LINAS VAN STEENBURG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6943) granting 
an increase of pension to Linas Van Steenburg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Linas 
Van Steenburg, late of Company B, Fifty-seventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a oe at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ADOLPHUS COOLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 22017) granting 
an increase of pension to Adolphus Cooley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pines on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adol- 
phus Cooley, late of 3 K. Twentieth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry.” 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HEZEKIAH DEZARN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 830) granting 
an increase of pension to Hezekiah Dezarn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Heze- 
kiah Dezarn, late of Company A, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES M. MORRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23278) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Morris, late of Company B, 5 Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by. the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

GEORGIE A. MERCER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23250) granting 
an increase of pension to Georgie A. Mercer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Georgie 
A. Mercer, widow of John Q. Mercer, late of Company K, Twentieth 
Regiment Pennsylvania A oan Infantry, and Company E, One bun- 


dred and forty-seven Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 


th Regimen 

pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word late,“ strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

Strike out all of line 7. z 

In line 8 strike ont the word“ Infantry.” 

In line 10 strike out the word twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
passed. 


time, and 
JOSEPH M’NULTY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3720) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph McNulty. 


the 
McNulty, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. F 

JOHN VOROUS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3977) granting 
an increase of pension to John Vorous. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ètc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Vorous, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cayalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered io be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was according read the third 
time, and passed. 

. JONAS GURNEE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5854) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonas Gurnee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Jonas 
Gurnee, late of Company C, One hun and sixtieth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


one at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 8 

In line 8 strik — ae 
Pt cord . 3 word “thirty’” and insert in lieu thereof 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARINE D. TACKETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6880) granting 
an increase of pension to Marine D. Tackett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marine 
D. Tackett, late of Third Battery Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARY SCHOSKE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8816) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Schoske. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary Schoske, widow of John Schoske, late teamster in the Govern- 
ment employ during the Indian war in Minnesota, in the year 1862, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “late,” insert, in parentheses, the words 
“or Scheske.“ 

Strike out all of line 7 and insert in lieu thereof the words “an ex- 
pedition against the Sioux Indians in August, 1862." 

In line 8 strike out the words “in the year 1862." 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twenty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
JOSEPH R. ROGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7416) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph R. Boger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joseph È Boger, late of Company A, First Regiment Virginia Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word“ Virginia,” insert the word“ West.“ 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volun- 
teer.” 

In same line strike ont the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. BRAW NER. 


The next pension business was the biil (H. R. T415) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Brawner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary cf the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George W. Brawner, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


JACKSON MAYS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8164) granting 
an increase of pension to Jackson Mays. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jackson 
Mays, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, 
Perf pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MILTON J. TIMMONS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8586) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton J. Timmons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton 
J. Timmons, late of Company H, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 

of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

' MELISSA M’CRACKEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9073) granting 
an increase of pension to Melissa McCracken. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations 25 the pension laws, the name of Melissa 
McCracken, widow of William R. McCracken, late of Company F, Fourth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry. and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9450) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 5 laws. the name of Alox- 
ander Brown, late of company E, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a paneo at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and Insert in lleu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FREDERICK PFAHL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10874) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Pfahl. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Pfahl, late of Company H, Forty eighth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 9 of 830 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended. was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


: ROBERT L. HAMILL. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11523) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert L. Hamill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., eee the Secretary of the Interior be, and h 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 1 


time, and passed. 


Da 


rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
amill, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Pennsylyania Volunteer 
Giri, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month In lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 ae out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARGARETTE R. BACON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11535) granting 
an increase of pension to Margarette R. Bacon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the 8 of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 
garette R. Bacon, widow of George Bacon, late colonel Fifteenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, ‘and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and Insert In leu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

e . strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 

wo a“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES H. DAVISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11693) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Davison. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
H. Davison, late of Twenty-sixth Battery, Indiana Volunteer Li — 
Artery; and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment scar i by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word *“ twenty-four.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


> 


WILLIAM H. BOULTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11980) granting 
an increase of pensioh to William B. Boulton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the rash of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to paca on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam B. Boulton, late first lieutenant of Company C, One hundred and 
fourteenth Regiment United States Colored Infantry, and him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu. of that he now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ William,” strike out the letter“ B.” and 
— in lieu thereof the letter “ H.” 

In same line, after the word “late,” insert the words “of Com 
H, MRY: -sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, 
Twelft e ent Ohio. Volunteer Cavalry, and.” 

In same line, before the word 2 8 ” strike out the word “ of.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Colored,” insert the word ‘ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out of the Word“ ia era 550 ind insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Boulton.” 


MARTHA W. WRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11994) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha W. Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 83 of ‘the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject ‘to 
mho porog and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 

Wright, widow of Ebenezer Wright, late of. I, Fourteenth 
Normes New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : : ; 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert In lieu thereof the words second lieutenant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES E. TAYLOR, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6887) granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
E. Taylor, late of Company M, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a penson at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ca rt 


tain, 
In line 8 strike out the word R fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTIN OFFINGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5856) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Offinger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Offinger, late of Company B, First Regiment New York Mounted Rifles 


Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words“ First Regiment New York 
Mounted Rifles Volunteers“ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“Third Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company B, 
Fourth Regiment New York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lien thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS B. THOMPSON. 


` The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 12355) granting. 


a pension to Thomas B. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 5 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjèct to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
B. Thompson. late of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty-six.” . 

In same line, after the word“ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas B. Thompson.” 


HURLBUTT L. FARNSWORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12496) granting 
an increase of pension to Hurlbutt L. Farnsworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hurl- 
butt L. Farnsworth, late of 8 E. Two hundred and seventh 


Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 9 third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


; * MARY A. CLARK. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14777) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 

ark, widow of Linus R. Clark, late ig ee Company F, One hun- 
dred and seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infentry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ fifteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ABBY J. BRYANT. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 15353) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Abby J. Bryant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abby J. 
Bryant, widow of David S. Bryant, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “sixteen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY S. SCUDDER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15903) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry S. Scudder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henr 
S. Scudder, late of Campany H, Twenty-first Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM CRANE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13835) granting 
an inerease of pension to William Crane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Crane, late of Company E, First Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer gag) Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE C. LIMPERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 16322) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Limpert. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
€. Limpert, late of Company C, Twenty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Regiment,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany C, Third Regiment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM JACKSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16391) granting 
an increase of pension to William Jackson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Jackson, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 5 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line S strike out the word “ twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for à third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CLARKE S. COLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16907) granting 
an increase of pension to Clarke S. Cole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clarke 

Cole, late of Company C, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Illi- 
nols Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and Insert in Heu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

IVA o. SHEPARDSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17061) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Iva O. Shepardson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Iva O. 
Shepardson, widow of George J. Shepardson, late captain Company I, 
Fourth. 9 Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were. read, 
as follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANNA F. BURLINGAME. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17618) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Anna F. Burlingame. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pinas on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
F, Burlingame, widow of Walter H. Johnson, late of Company D, 
Third Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ widow,” insert the word “ former.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

In same line strike out the word “sixteen” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES BOWMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17831) grant- 
ing an Increase of pension to James Bowman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Bowman, late of Canpa K, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMOS VAUGHAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13681) granting 
a pension to Amos Vaughan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pare on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amos 
Vaughan, late of Company C, First Regiment Tennessee Mounted Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Sr 855 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias William 
anks.“ 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Mounted.” 

In same line, after the word“ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Mounted.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ ten.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Amos Vaughan, alias William Shanks.” 


DAVID PROVINCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16046) granting 
an increase of pension to Dayid Province. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Province, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES WEST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17783) granting 
an „increase of pension to James West. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
West, late of Company A, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: N 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL D. M’CURDY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18245) granting 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel D. McCurdy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the msion laws, the name of 
Samuel D. McCurdy, late of 88 G, o hundred and eleventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay, him a pension at 
the rate of $50 dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

i a uneg strike out the letter“ G“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
n line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and p. 

WILLIAM C. THOMPSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20858) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William C. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William C. Thompson, late of United States States Navy, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $40 dollars per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “United,” insert the words “U. 8. S. 
North Carolina and Santee.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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NELSON J. WELLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21039) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nelson J. Weller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the poraina laws, the name of 
Nelson J. Weller, late of Company I, Fifty-third Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZA HOWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18450) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza Howell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
Howell, widow of James P. Howell, late first lieutenant Company B, 
Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventeen“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES E. NETSER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18602) granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Netser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
E. Nesser, late of Company F, Fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and. insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH A. HAWKES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20738) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Hawkes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Hawkes, widow of Benjamin F. Hawkes, late of Company B, First Regi- 
ment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Sarah,” insert the letter “A.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Hawkes.” 

MARCUS WOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21121) granting 
an increase of pension to Marcus Wood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcus 
Wood, late of Company I, One hundredth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SYLVESTER BICKFORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21115) granting 
an increase of pension to Sylvester Bickford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sylves- 
ter Bickford, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB HARTMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21118) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Hartman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to epi on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Hartman, late of Independent Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

1 6, before the word “ Independent,” insert the word “ Nine - 
eenth. 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


t 


CHRISTIAN ROESSLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21276) granting 
an increase of pension to Christian Roessler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chris- 
tian Roessler, late of Companies B and A, Sevyenty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWARD C. MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21356) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward C. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
C. Miller, late of Company B, Ri old Battalion, Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOSEPH WHEELER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21515) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Wheeler, late of Company A, Seventy-second Regiment Illinois Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “Illinois,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany A, Thirty-third Regiment.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES MURTHA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21516) granting 
an increase of pension to James Murtha. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nume of James 
Murtha, late of Company C, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer. In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

> A LEONIDAS W. REAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21618) granting 
an increase.of pension to Leonidas W. Rearis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Leonidas W. Rearis, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment ‘Tennessee 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Rearis” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Reavis.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Leonidas W. Reavis.” . 


MARIA R. KLINDT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21740) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria R. Klindt. 

The bill was read, as follows: > 

Be it cnacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria 
R. Klindt, widow of Claus Klindt, late of Company B, Second Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: i 

In line 8 strike out the word“ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MERRITT M., SMART. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21563) granting 
an increase of pension to Merritt M. Smart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Merritt 
M. Smart, late of band, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ý WILLIAM A. WHITAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21853) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Whitaker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Whitaker, late of Company E, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ twenty-four.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JACOB W. PIERCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H, R. 21894) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob W. Pierce. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
W. Pierce, late first lieutenant Company F, Fifth Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: : 

In line 6 strike out the words “ first lieutenant” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” $ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SEBASTIAN FUCHS. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 21923) granting 
an increase of pension to Sebastian Fuchs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place’ on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sebas- 
tian Fuchs, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

TERRANCE DOYLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22715) granting 
an increase of pension to Terrance Doyle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ter- 
rance Doyle, late ot Company B, Ninetieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: i 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22927) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Leach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Leach, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


LEACH, 


THOMAS ADAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22978) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Adams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Adams, late of Company K, First Regiment Eastern Shore Maryland 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS HAMILTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23805) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Hamilton. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Hamilton, late of Companies C and D, Twenty-fifth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a ee at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ANTONIO ARCHULETA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22153) granting 
a pension to Antonio Archuleta. ? = 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of An- 
tonio Archuleta, late of Company C, First Regiment New Mexico Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Company” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Companies.” 

In same line, before the word “ First,” insert the words “and B.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALBERT RILEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6491) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert Riley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
Riley, private Company I, Fourth Tennessee Regiment, Mounted In- 
fantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ private” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ late of.” 

In same line, after the word “ Fourth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line and in line 7 strike out the word“ Regiment.“ 

In line 7, before the word Mounted,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Volunteers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. e 

EDGAR D. ELLIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23458) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edgar D. Ellis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to gon on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edgar 
D. Ellis, late of Company H, Second iment Vermont Volunteer In- 
esd and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. “ 

MARTIN BECKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23468) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Martin Becker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Becker, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words E, Fifth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry” and insert In lieu thereof the words “G, Fif- 
teenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, 
Twenty-first ment New Jersey Veteran Volunteer Infantry.” 

- In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lien thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 25, | 


ADAM SLIGER. $ 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23495) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Sliger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam 
Sliger, late of Company I, Forty-third Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert the word“ twenty- 
Ur. 


fo 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALFRED B. STANSIL, . 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23509) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred B. Stansil. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension taws, the name of Alfred 
B. Stansil, late of Company H. Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS PHILLIPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23683) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Phillips. 3 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is. 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of omas 


Phillips, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pensian at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
sged, 


pa 
HARRY ©, CADWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23684) granting 
an increase of pension to Harry C. Cadwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harry 
C. Cadwell, late of Company B, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


WARREN A. SHERWOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22276) granting 
an increase of pension to Warren Sherwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pansion laws, the name of Warren 
Sherwood, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as’ 
follows: : 

In line 6, after the word Warren,” insert the letter “A.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Warren A. Sherwood.” 

HENRY D. COMBS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23770) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry D. Combs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 


1907. 


D. Combs, late of Company E, Second Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line S strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


THERON CROSS. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 23811) granting 
an increase of pension to Theron Cross. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theron 
Cross, late of Company K, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the words “of Company 


thereof the words “ first lieutenant Company B. 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


” 


„K and insert in lieu 


word “ twenty-four. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 4 


GEORGE QUIEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 23153) granting 
an increase of pension to George Quien. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Quien, late of Company K, Twenty-third Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6. after the word “ late," strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words second lieutenant,” 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE R. RORABACK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3352) granting | 


an increase of pension to Geogre R. Roraback. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of George 
R. Roraback, late musician in the band of the Thirty-fifth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “musician in the band of the“ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words of band.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. ANTHONY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3204) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles H. Anthony. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
H. Anthony, late of Company A, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In 5 6 strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
As > 


te 2 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in leu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
HENRY DAMM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R 
an increase of pension to Henry Damm. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Damm, late of Company A, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


2246) granting 


DANIEL B. BAYLESS. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 1019) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel B. Bayless. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisione and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
B. Bayless, late of Company A, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 


| Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANCIS L. ARNOLD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 529) granting 
an inerease of pension to Francis L. Arnold. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis 
I.. Arnold, late of Company A, One hundredth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line S strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID H. MOORE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23279) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to D. H. Moore. 

The bill was read, as fotlows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
D. H. Moore, late of Company E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “D.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ David.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to David II. Moore.” z 

PAUL SHEETS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23327) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Paul Sheets. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Paul Sheets, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


CLARK CRECELIUS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23371) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clark Crecelius. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ELBRIDGE SIMPSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 28428 grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eldrige Simpson. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on = pension roll, 8 to 
the provisions and limitations of the are ws, the name of Eldrige 
Simpson, late of Company E, en Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Eldrige” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Elbrid: 


ge.“ 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Elbridge Simpson.” 


HENRY C. EASTEP. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19450) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry C. Eastep. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
tae 8 and limitations of the pension ce the name of Henry 

sastep, late of Company H, Fourth R. t Tennessee Volunteer 
Teeter end pay him a — at the rate of 836 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an in- 


SARAH NEELY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19498) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Neely. 

_ The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hg is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 3 roll, subject to 
the provisions end limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Neely. widow of Samuel Neely, late — — y A, Fifty-sixth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and ra — at the rate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that is — recelvin 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thira reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM B. CORLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19592) granting 
an increase of pension to W. B. Corley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., ee the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and di = pe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and 5 — of e pension 8 the name of W. B. 
Corley, late of Company eR Fourth Regiment Tennessee Mounted 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 2 of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In 8 strike out the letter W.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wa line z Strike a mo — —— Mounted” Volunteer” and insert in 

h t 5 unteer Moun 
nf ine 8 atrike out the word thirty and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William B. Corley.” 

JAMES A. PRYCE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19613) grant- 

ing a pension to James A. Pryce. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho and directed to pma on the pension roll, subject to 
the A- Pryce, late and limitations of t nsion laws, the name of James 

ce, late of 8 C, Eighty-fourth Regiment New York Volun- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
7 the a ee recommended by the committee were read, as 
Oos: 

In line 8 strike ont the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. Pryce.” 


MARGARET PINT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20126) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Pint. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension 5 the name of Marx 

Pint, widow of Henry Pint, late of Company F, Fifty-eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 3 8 at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

soe ine 6 seco out the word Mary and insert in lien thereof the 
word Margaret. 

In line as sirike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret Pint.” 


ANTON HEINZEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20243) granting 
an increase of pension to Anton Heinzen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of Anton 
Heinzen, late of Company D. th Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry. and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 
word “ W 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


strike out the word “Iowa” and insert in lieu thereof the 


HENRY D. BOLE. > 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20283) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry D. Bole. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ener ig That the 5 of the Interior be, and he is 
directed t 


hereby, autho: place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and ‘imitations of “the —.— laws, the name of Henry 
D. le, late of Com Fifth Pennsylvania Volunteer 


z ent 
Heavy Artillery, and pay mag a pension at the rate of 850 per month in 
lieu Of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CAROLINE A. SMITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20008) granting 
a pension to Caroline A. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 3 of the Interior be, and he is 

directed to on the 


hereby, auth pension roll, subject to 
the | 7e vinione and limitations o5 the 8 laws, the a roll, of 5 — — 
A. Smith, widow of pene “ao late of Company —, Fifth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer 3 pay her a pensi on at the rate 


of $20 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
a follows: 


n line the word “la 


6, after Strike out the word of and insert 
in Tet thereof the words “ secon 


lieutenant.” 
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In line 7, after the word Com y,” insert the letter “ B.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word twenty und insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline A. Smith.” 


FRANK VROMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23121) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frank Vrooman. A 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and hee of Sr meen laws, the name of Frank 
3 late of Company I Regiment ‘Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension a at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Vrooman and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Vroman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Vroman.” 


SANFORD D. PAYNE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22007) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sanford D. Payne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sanford 

’ayne, late of Neg gon H, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry. and pay him a 5 at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now recei 


The amendment e by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSIAH H. SHAVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22022) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Josiah H. Shaver. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josiah 
H. Shaver, late of Company D, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” — 820 the words “second lieuten- 

ant Company E, Twenty-fifth Regiment, 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” mia insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ fifteen. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Josiah H. Shaver.” 


EMMA A. HAWKES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22036) granting 
a pension to Emma A. Hawkes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
A. Hawkes, widow of 5 F. Hawkes, late lieutenant-colonel 
Seventy-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word late,“ + aa the N, “ second lieutenant 


Company E, Twenty- Regiment, 
In line S strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word“ 


The amendments were agreed to. > 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY KUCHLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20125) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Kuchler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the visions and limitations of the pension laws, 75 name of Ma 
Kuchler, widow of Henry Kuchler, late of Company A, Eleventh 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 

20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Mary,” strike out the word “ Kuchler” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Küchler.” 
In same line, after the word „H strike out the word “ Kuch- 

and insert in lieu f the word “ Küchler. 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty and Tait in lieu thereof the 
word twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. A 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
erease of pension to Mary Kiichler.” 


JOHN P. MACY, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22068) granting 
an increase of pension to John P. Macy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., vane the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to o pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of John P. 
Macy, late of Company I, Tenth ment United States Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lire 6 strike ont the words “of Company I” —— insert in lieu 
thereof the words “first lieut tenant.” 

In line 7 strike out the word“ Volunteer.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


is 
to 


ler 


“A bill granting an in- 


. 


JAMES D. GRAYSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22079) granting 
an increase of pension to James D. Grayson. 

The bill was read, as ee 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to fo place om on 5 pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of sion laws, the name of James 
D. Grayson, late of First Independent F Battery, Ohio Vi teer t 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Independent.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOHN W. BOOTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22222) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Booth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., igre) the 8 of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed lace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and 8 ee ae the pension laws, the name of John 
W. th, late of Company E, One 5 and twenty-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer cer Infantry, y him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is tow receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 
In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and . — 
pany F. Third Artill 


rd Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and Werk in lieu the ＋ 


JOHN O. M’NABB. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22929) granting 
an increase of pension to John O. McNabb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of the Interior be, and he 5 
the pension roll, subject to 


hereby, authorized and directed tọ place on 
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rovisions and limitations of the 


nsion laws, the name of John 
cNabb, late of Company F, One 


undred and twenty-ninth Regi- 
ment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Company,” insert the words “ Company 
E, Eleventh Regiment, and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY E. COLLINS. . 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12154) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry E. Collins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
E. Collins, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer In- 


coat and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: . : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FELIX G. COBB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22746) granting 
an increase of pension to Felix G. Cobb. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Felix 
G. Cobb, late second lieutenant Company —, One hundred twenty-fifth 
United States Colored Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Company,” insert the letter “ F.” 

In line 7, after the word “ hundred,” insert the word “ and.” 

In same line, after the word “twenty-fifth,” insert the word “ Regi- 
ment.” 

In same line, after the word “ Colored.“ insert the word Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

W. IRA TEMPLETON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22838) granting 
an increase of pension to W. Ira Templeton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. Ira 
Templeton, late of Company I, Sixth iment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty ”. and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CLARENDON KELLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23703) granting 
an increase of pension to Clarendon Kelly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Claren- 
don Kelly, late of Company E, Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 3 

n same line strike out the words E, Eighth” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words F, Fiftx-second.“ 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Missouri” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ United States Colored.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. WEBB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20823) 
an increase of pension to William H. Webb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Webb, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: - 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


granting 


THOMAS MORRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21257) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Morris, late of Company A, First Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the. rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. A 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 2 
i a 1 6 strike out the letter A“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “ H.” = 

In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB PALMER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21103) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Palmer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pecs on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Palmer, late lieutenant Company F, Eighty-sixth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 830 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word late,“ insert the word “ first.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY HUFF. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21461) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Huff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Hut late of Compay C, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in licu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” A 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

‘ JONATHAN B. REBER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22550) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonathan B. Reber. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 
t . Reber, late of Compan 
unteer Infantry, and Cem 
unteer Cavalry, and pay h 


nsion laws, the name of Jona- 
F, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
y F, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ Company F, Fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry.” 
In e 8, after the word “ Cayalry,” insert the words “and unas- 
„ Fourth Regiment United States 8 
In line 9 strike out the word forty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JESSE LEWIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21289) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to eae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse 
Lewis, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Ar- 
tillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Artillery,” insert the word “ Heavy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

JOHN A. PENCE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21298) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Pence. 
The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pason laws, the name of John A. 
Pence, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word ' late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ setond lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CARRIE E. COSGROVE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21373) granting 
an increase of pension to Carrie E. Cosgrove. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Carrie 
E. C ve, widow of Henry Cosgrove, late of Cranes —, Sixth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Heavy ery, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word Company,” insert the letter “A.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ™ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN L. ROSENCRANS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22269) granting 
an increase of pension to John L. Rosecrans. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
L. Rosecrans, late of Company A, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Rosecrans” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Rosencrans.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. Rosencrans.” 


LOUISA L. WOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22359) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa L. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, a ph to 
the provisions and limitations of the ere laws, the name of 
L. Wood, widow of Nathan F. Wood, late of Company D, One hundred 
and twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a 2 at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. - 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word“ twenty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


LYMAN S. STRICKLAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22443) granting 
an increase of pension to Lyman S. Strickland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
S. Strickland, late captain Company C, Sixteenth ent United 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
ae line 6, before the word “ Sixteenth,” insert the words “ First Bat- 
on. 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. x 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 
AARON CHAMBERLAIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22462) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron Chamberlain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 


Chamberlain, late of ig emo I, Thirteenth Regim 


ent New Jersey Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $18 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 5 ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “eighteen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES 8. ABBOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22620) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles S. Abbott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
8. Abbott, late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. WILLISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22623) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Willison. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
W. Willison, late of Company M, Third Regiment West Virginia Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. Lag 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 
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WILLIAM C. HODGES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22842) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Hodges. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the penson laws, the name of William 
H. Hodges, late of Company K, One hundred and seventy-seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

l 5 wire G strike out the letter H.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter Ad 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” - 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William C. Hodges.” 

GEORGE If. JUSTIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15136) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Justin. 

The bill was read, as follows: ° 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
tbe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
H. Justin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

OLIVER CURRY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15012) granting 
an increase of pension to Oliver Curry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver 
Curry, late of Company E, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ° and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ATTICUS LEWIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12095) granting 
an increase of pension to Atticus Lewis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Atticus 
Lewis, late of Company A, Two hundred and eleventh Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amandment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALBERT F. DURGIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2777) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert F. Durgin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
F. Durgin, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infant y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


GEORGE W. IRWIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12033) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Irwin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


. 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Irwin, late of Company E. Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and Company C, First Regiment. Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now. receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARCENA C. S. GRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8678) granting 
an increase of pension to Marcena C, 8. Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcena 
C. S. Gray, late first lieutenant Company H, First Regiment Louisiana 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: = 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Company” and insert in lien thereof 
dhe word “ Companies.” 

In same line, after the letter “ H,” insert the words “and K.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers and insert in lieu thereof 
the words“ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in-lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

JOHN M. BUXTON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7018) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Buxton, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
M. Buxton, late of Company H, Thirty-third Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

THOMPSON H. HUDSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7538) granting 
an increase of pension to Thompson H. Hudson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomp- 
son H. Hudson, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MANOAH W. DUNKIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6589) granting 
an increase of pension to M. W. Dunkin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. W. 
Dunkin, late of Company C, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ M.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word Manoah.” 8 

In same line strike out the word Company“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word Troop.” 5 

In same line and line 7 strike out the words “ Kentucky Volun- 
teer” and insert in lieu thereof the words United States.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. k 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Manoah W. Dunkin.” 

FLORENCE BACON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1375) granting 
an increase of pension to Florence Bacon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florence 
Bacon, widow of Daniel Bacon. late second lieutenant Company I. 
Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen- 


sion at the rate of $15 per 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 9 strike out the word “ fifteen’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


month in lieu of that she is now re- 


WILLIAM M. NEAL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20684) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William M. Neal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, author and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
M. Neal, late of Company I, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC FORNWALT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20616) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Fornwalt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations. of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Fornwalt, late of Company G, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word `“ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW H. GROVES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20446) granting 
a pension to Andrew H. Groves. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
H. Groves, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. - 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line § strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew H. Groves.” 


EDWARD K. MULL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19131) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward K, Mull. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
K. Mull, late of Company F, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he Is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Cavalry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed 


WILLIAM TODD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18344) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Todd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary cf the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of William 
Todd, late pas Company G, Eighth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: t 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS B. MANNING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13960) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas B. Manning. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
B. Manning, late of Company H, Seventy-sixth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN J, CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22601) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John J. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of. John 
J. Clark, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: N 

In line 7, before the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany G, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES D, cox. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22318) granting 
an increase of pension to James D. Cox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pince on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
D. Cox, late of Company B, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


HUGH L. DICUS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22297) granting 
an increase of pension to Hugh L. Dicus. . 
. The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 
L. Dicus, late of Company E, Fiftieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. s 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 8 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


DENNIS REMINGTON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22285) granting 
an inerease of pension to Dennis Remington, 
The bill was read, as follows: ; 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


lace on the pension roll, subject to 
unis 


hereby, authorized and directed to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law, the name of 
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Remington, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
S In line 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias John 
er. 


In line § strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” . 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bili as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Dennis Remington, alias John Baker.” 


JAMES M. PING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22240) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Ping. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed tô place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Ping, late of Company M, Forty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. No part of this amount shall be held by 
the Government to repay any sum which may have been wrongfully 
paid to said James M. Ping on former pension. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

i a Hne 6 strike out the letter “M” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “I.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word“ twelve.” a 

In same line strike out the words “in lieu of that he is,” and all of 
lines 9, 10, and 11, and insert in lieu thereof the words “the same to 
to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and 
time of payment without any deduction or rebate on account of former 

overpayments or erroneous payments of pension.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to James M. Ping.” 


ELIZA A. HUGHES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22215) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza A. Hughes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
A. 1 ‘pers widow of John A. Hughes, late captain Company H, Forty- 
sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of dollars per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ seventeen.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
. time, and passed. 


$40 per month in 


LIBBIE D. LOWRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22099) granting 
an increase of pension to Libbie D. Lowry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Libbie 
D. Lo „ widow of Morrow P. Lowry, late assistant paymaster, United 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 921 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” insert the word “acting.” 

In line § strike out the word“ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ADALINE G. BAILEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22089) granting 
an inerease of pension to Adaline G. Bailey. 
The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adaline 
G. Baile „Widow of John G. Bailey, late of Company A, Seventeenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Ca and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “Seventeenth,” insert the words “and 
quartermaster-sergeant.” 8 

In line 8 strike out the word“ seventeen“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. $ y - 

EMMA C. AIKIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21769) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma Aiken. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
Aiken, widow of Calvin Aiken, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word Emma,” strike out the word Alken“ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words“ C. Aikin.” 

In same line, after the word “ Calvin,” strike out the word “Aiken” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words“ N. Aikin.” 

In line 8 strike out the word twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Emma C. Aikin.” 7 


FRANZ Z. F. W. JENSEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21718) granting 
an increase of pension to Franz Z. F. W. Jensen. f 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 3 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Franz 
Z. F. W. Jensen, late of Company A, irteenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. WICKHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21462) granting 
an increase of pension to William Wickham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to = on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William Wickham, late of Company M, Second Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 7 

In line 6, after the word William,” insert the letter“ H.“ 

In the same line strike out the letter M“ and insert in lieu thereof 


the letter “ D.” 
In same line strike out the word “ Second” and insert in Heu thereof 


the word “ Ninth.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ fifty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Wickham.” 


GEORGE W. LASLEY. - 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21433) grantin 
an increase of pension to George W. Lasley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
os nA ist directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension 8 name of 
George W. Lasley, late of Company K, One hundred and twentieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed, 
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JASPER F. BROWN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21425) granting 
an increase of pension to Jasper N. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jasper N. Brown, late second lieutenant Company G, Fifty-first Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: j 

In line 6 strike out the words “ second licutenant” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN J. ROSS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21426) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John J. Ross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John J. Ross, late of Company C, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

CHARLES H. HOMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21374) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Hornan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles H. Hornan, late of Twenty-fourth Independent Battery, New 
York Volunteer Artillery, and pay him a pman at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Hornan” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Homan.” 

In line 7, before the word “Artillery,” insert the word “ Light.” 

In the same line, after the word “Artillery,” insert the words “and 
Company G, Eleventh Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 5 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Homan.” 


SAMUEL RHODES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21316) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Rhodes. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Samuel Rhodes, late of Company K, Thi Regiment Missouri State 
Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN R. GOODIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 21301) granting 
an increase of pension to John Goodier. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to gs on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of John 
Goodier, late of Company C, gee Eon Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ John,“ insert the letter“ R.” 
latte pame line strike out the letter “C” and insert in lieu thereof the 

er “D.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third , 
time, and passed. À 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John R. Goodier.” 


HENRY W. MARTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21097) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Martin, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
anaa and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: x 

In line 6, after the word “ Henry,” insert the letter W.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” - 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in; 
crease of pension to Henry W. Martin.” 


THOMAS N. GOOTEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21022) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas N. Gootee. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
N, Gootee, late of Company I, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows. 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GUTHRIDGE L. PHILLIPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20740) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Guthridge L. Phillips. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Guth- 
ridge L. Phillips, late of Company E, Third Regiment North Carolina 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Mounted.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

IRA J. EVERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23810) granting 
an increase of pension to Ira J. Everson. s 

The bill was read, as follows: 5 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ira J. 
Everson, late of epee | G, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, is was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC L. GRISWOLD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23645) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac L. Griswold. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pan on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 


L. Griswold, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecti- 
‘cut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. - 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

EVA LOUISE EBERLIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20413) granting 
a pension to Eva Louise Eberlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eva 
Louise Eberlin, helpless child of Henry Eberlin, late of Company C, 


One hundred and forty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. - 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Pe! line 6, after the word “ helpless,” insert the words and depend- 


the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN MANLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23608) granting 
an increase of pension to John Manley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 5 laws, the name of John 
Manley, late of 8 D, One hun and eighty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES M. BUCK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23593) grantin; 
an increase of pension to Charles M. Buck. , 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
M. Buck, late of Company D, Eightieth R ent United States Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word of and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “first lieutenant.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word“ Colored.“ 

In line 8 strike ont the word “ twenty-five ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ISAIAH CARTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23549) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaiah Carter. 5 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaiah 
Carter, late of Company E, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
STEPHEN D. JORDAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23526) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen D. Jordan. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
D. Jordan, late of Company E, Second Regiment United States Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. j 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 
MARTIN V. B. WYMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2781) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin V. B. Wyman. 

The bili was read, as follows : 3 be 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 53 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
V. B. Wyman, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a sion at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is —— mera de Eon Fo pe 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an 
passed. > 

JAMES A. WONDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22034) granting 
an increase of pension to James A. Wonder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho and directed to pee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of James 
A. Wonder, late of Company A, Forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “of Company A“ and insert in lier 
thereof the words “drum major.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


FRANCIS A. LANDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22990) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis A. Lander. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Francis 
A. Carder: late of Company E, Fifth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in leu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


; Re une 6 strike out the letter E“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “ F.” 
In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


dollars per 


SIDNEY 8. SKINNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15189) granting 
an increase of pension to Sidney S. Skinner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sidney 
S. Skinner, late of 8 E. New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 8 
In line 8. before the words “ New York,” insert the words Eighth 


Regiment. 
In line S strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in Heu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID ANGEL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18769) granting 

an increase of pension to David Angle. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 5 and limitations of the ion laws, the name of David 
Angle, late of Company I, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: É 

In line 6 strike out the word “Angle” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Angel.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dayid Angel.” 


SAMUEL NAUS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12250) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Naus: : 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Naus, late of Companies C and I, Thirty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer 8 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “Companies C and” and insert in licu 
thereof the word “ Copan 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOSEPH A. ROBINSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 11098) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph A. Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions. and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
A. Robinson, late of Third Battery, Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in leu of that be 
is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT W. MILLS. 


The next pension business was the.bill (H. R. 10598) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert W, Mills. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 te 
the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Robert 
W. Mills, late of Company B, Forty-sixth ee ieee Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty-six’ and in 
the word “ twenty-four.” * N 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM T. ROWE. 


The hext pension business was the bill (H. R. 8718) granting 
a pension to William T. Rowe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
T. Rowe, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Maine,” insert th 5 
x, ‘Twentieth Roni wW e, rt the words “and Company 


ment. 
line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
Wo same tine, after the word “ month,’ insert th 
n same line, after the wo: mon rt u 
that he is now receiving.” : a moraa ee tes at 


The amendments were agreed to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T. Rowe.” 


JOHN M. CHEEVERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2878) granting 
a pension to John M. Cheevers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. 
Cheeyers, late of Company C, Eighteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, and to 
reward him for distinguished and meritorious service in loosenin; the 
pontoon bridge from her moorings at Decatur, Ala., in the face of the 
enemy, on November 25, 1864, and saving said bridge to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, which was of great value, and in permitting 
said bridge to swing around out of reach of the Confederate forces. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line strike out the words “and to“ and all of lines 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, and 15, and insert in lien thereof the words“ in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John M. Cheevers.” 


JOSEPH M. STORPY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20688) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph M. Storey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
M. Storey, late of Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Forani and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. s 
CHARLES F. CONNERY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20493) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles F. Connery. 5 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the proyisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
F. Connery, late of Company H, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 

JOSIAH B. ARNOTT. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19175) granting 
an increase of pension to Josiah B. Arnott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josiah 
B. Arnott, late of Company C, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer manni and pay a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

DORA T. BRISTOL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22428) granting 
an increase of pension to Dora T, Bristol. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dora 
T, Bristol, widow of Frank C. Bristol, late of Company C, Thirteenth 


Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that-she is 8 receiving. . 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EDWARD H. LUNN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22282) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward H. Lunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
H. Lunn, late of Company . First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike ont the words “ Company —, First Regiment 
sert in lieu thereof the words“ First Battery.” 

In line 8 strike ont the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 

THOMAS M. GRIFFITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 22279) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas M. Griffith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
M. Griffith, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


and in- 


BENJAMIN SWAYZE. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 22085) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin Swayze. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pine on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ben- 
jamin Swayze, late of Company B, One hundred and eighth Regiment 
Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” ° 

The amendment wis agreed to. 

The bili as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM GIRDLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21604) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Girdler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws. the name of Wil- 
liam Girdler, late of Company C, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line S strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL BARBER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21508) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Barber, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Barber, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cay- 


alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. VEACH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23508) granting 
an increase of pension to William M. Veach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam M. Veach, late of Company I, Eighty-third Regiment Ilinois Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary of this bill 
is dead, and therefore I moye that it lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill 
will lie upon the table for the reason stated. ° 

There was no objection. 


THOMAS J. GREEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23475) granting 
an increase of pension to T. J. Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of T. J. 
Green, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


Tg amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter „T.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Thomas.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas J. Green.” 


JOIN G. PRICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23481) granting 
an Increase of pension to John G. Price. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pornon laws, the name of John 6. 
Price, late of Company G, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 


1 92 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Mounted.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in leu 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SEITZ. 


The next pension business was the bill (HI. R. 23365) granting 
an inerease of pension to William Seitz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Seitz, late of Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES M. HOUSTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23357) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Houston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to a on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Houston, late of Siac te E, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer 

on 


Cavalry, and pay him a pens at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line S strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARTHA IL. BURNHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23339) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha Louise Burnham. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Lou Burnham, widow of Lewis W. Burnham, late of Company H, 
Fifty-seventh ent Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 


eee at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ng. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

i 2 = strike out the word Louise" and insert in leu thereof the 
2 In line 8 strike out the word twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha L. Burnham.” 


WILLIAM T. FISHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23281) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William T. Fisher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
T. Fisher, late of Company E, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JAMES W. WALSH, ALIAS JAMES POWERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23234) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James W. Walsh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Walsh, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “allas James 
Powers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Walsh, alias James Powers.” 


AURORA GARWOOD ELLIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23195) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Aurora G. Ellis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aurora 
G. Ellis, widow of Howard Ellis, late captain Company K, Sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. . 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the initial “ G.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ Garwood.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Aurora Garwood Ellis.” 


JENNIE E. LUCKENBACH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23187) grant- 
ing a pension to Jennie Luckenback. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
tne provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie 
Luckenback, widow of Owen Luckenback, late of Company C, Forty- 
sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Jennie,” strike out the word “ Lucken- 
back and insert in lieu thereof the words E. Luckenbach.” 

In same line, after the word “ Owen,” strike out the word “ Luck- 
enback” and insert in lieu thereof the words “A. Luckenbach.” 

In same line, after the word “Jate,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed; it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 


‘| sion to Jennie E. Luckenbach,” 


ROSEANNA KING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23135) grant- 
ing a pension to Rosanna King. $ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosanna 
King, widow of James King, alias James Kincaid, late of Company A, 
Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the-rate of $15 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Rosanna” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word Roseanna.” 


In same line strike out the word James“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Dunbirth.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Roseanna King.” 


GEORGE 8. SCHMUTZ. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22820) granting 
an increase of pension to George S. Schmutz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of G 
S. Schmutz, late of Company I, One hundred and second nt Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont the word“ thirty“ and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
SAMUEL V. CARR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22764) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel V. Carr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension reall, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of nel 
V. Carr, late of Company G, Eighth ment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
3 and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


per month 


JOHN M. GILBERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22762) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Gilbert. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior d he 
hereby, authorized and directed to — . — the pension rol — 88 
the provisions and limitations of the panion laws, the name of Jobn 
M. Gilbert, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 


Mounted Infantry, and im a pension at the rate of $40 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. R 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 3 


In line 8 strike ont the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

i WILLIAM JENKINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22750) granting 
an increase of pension to William Jenkins. 

The bill was read, as follows : . 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Jenkins; late òf Company’ L, Seventh» Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN GREGORY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22642) granting 
an increase of pension to John Gregory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
pie neh late of Company F, Ninety-second Regiment. and Company G, 
Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 sirike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY KAISTED. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20577) granting 
a pension to Mary Kaisted. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
Kaisted, widow of Jasper Kaisted, late unassigned, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month and $2 per month additional for each of the four minor 
children of said soldier until they shall attain the age of 16 years. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ five.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment be 
not adopted, and that the bill be passed as originally written. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can be accomplished by 
voting down the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CHAGNON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20957) granting 
an increase of pension to William Chagnon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Chagnon, late of Company F, Fifty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HENRY BAUERLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22985) granting 
an inerease of pension to Henry Bauerlin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Ba it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Bauerlin, Jate of Company B, Third Regiment New York Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MILTON PEDEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16855) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton H. Peden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton 
H. Peden, late captain Company K, Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and colonel One hundred and forty-seventh Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ H.” 

In line 8, before the word “ Indiana,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “fifty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 2 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. $ - 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Milton Peden.” 

OREN b. CURTIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13920) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oren D. Curtis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oren 
D. Curtis, late of Company 1, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Thirtx-third“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Thirty-eighth.” 

In same line, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the words “ and 
Company F, Thirty-fourth Regiment.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS J. SAYLOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12458) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas J. Saylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
J. Saylor, late of Company E, Twenty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ROBERT R. DILL, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11740) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to R. R. Dill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pisco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. R. 
Dill, late of Companies E and D, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: - 

In line 6, after the word “of,” strike out the letter “ R.” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word * Robert.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Regiment” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Independent Battalion.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read. the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert R. Dill.” 

HENRY WAGNER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9576) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Wagner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
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Wagner, late of Company D. Seventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

RAWLEIGH M. MONIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Rawleigh M. Monin, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ponsion laws, the name of Raw- 
leigh M. Monin, late of Company E. Third Regiment Kentucky Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


6575) granting 


MARY H. PATTERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5709) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Patterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to pan on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Patterson, widow of Capt. Austin H. Patterson, late of Company —, 
Fourteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry. and pay her a 
8 at the rate of 830 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. : 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: ` 

In line 6, after the word “ Mary,” insert the letter II.“ 

In same line strike out the word Captain.” 

In line 7, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert In lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In same line, after the word “ Company,” insert the letter “A.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary H. Patterson.” 

JOHN F. G. CLIBORNE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19369) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. G. Cliborne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pacs on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
F. G. Cliborne, iate of Company F, Second Regiment Arkansas Volun- 


tear Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month In lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

PETER M’CORMICK. 


‘The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22434) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter McCormick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pree on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 
McCormick, late of Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE RUHLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22284) granting 
an increase of pension to George Ruhle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 


Ruble, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he 
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is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed. it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT MEDWORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21588) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert Medworth 

The bill was read, as follows: i : 

Be it cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
io the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Robert Medworth, late of Company F, One hundredth Regiment Ili- 
nois Volunteer atanta; and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line S strike out the word “ thirty 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


JACOB HOWE. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 21506) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Howe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Jacob Howe, late of company B, Seventy-fifth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS BAYLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 22609) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Bayley. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Thomas Bayley, late colonel Ninth Regiment United States Volunteer 
Colored Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words“ Volunteer Colored“ and insert in 
lieu thereof the words ‘Colored Volunteer.” - 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof tho 
word e twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HUGH M. cox. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23858) granting 
an increase of pension to Hugh M. Cox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to po on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 
M. Cox, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered tg be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH ANN KENDIG. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23846) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Ann Kendig. 

The bill was read, as follows: A 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


1682 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Ann Kendig, widow of Michael B. Kendig, late of Company E, Seventy- 


ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 strike out E, Seventy-ninth” and insert in lieu thereof 
“K, Seventh.” 


In line 8 strike ont the word“ Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. CASSLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23845) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Cassle. 5 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Cassle, late of Company E, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
PATRICK M'’MAHON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23795) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick McMahon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 
McMahon, late of Company I, Fortieth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now recelving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: . 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HONORA HIGGINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23781) granting 
a pension to Honora Higgins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Honora 
Higgins, widow of Patrick Higgins, late of the U. S. S. Butaw, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ of the.” 

In line 7 strike out the words U. S. S. Eutaw“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “of U. S. 8. Wyandotte, Eutaw, and North Carolina, 
United States Navy.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Honora Higgins.” 


ZEURIAL M’CULIOCK. Fs 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23792) granting 
an increase of pension to Zenrial MeCullock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Zenrial 
MeCullock, late of Company A, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month In lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Zenrial” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Zeurial.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Zeurial McCullock.” 
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GEORGE W. BUZZELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23783) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Buzzell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Buzzell, late of Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

JAMES MARSHALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 23777) granting 
an increase of pension to James Marshall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Marshall, late of Company D, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he Is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL H. PIERCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23773) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel H. Pierce. 

The bill was read, as follows: è 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
H. Pierce, late of Company E, Third Regiment Missouri Militia Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Militia,” insert the word “ State.” 

A In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volun- 
eer.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed . 

JOSEPH C. FISHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23764) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fisher. 

The bill was.read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
C. Fisher, late of Company A, Eighteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in Lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ADELIADE WAGNER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23762) granting 
an increase of pension to Adelaide Wagner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adelaide 
Wagner, widow of Lewis J. Wagner, late of Company H, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Adelaide“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word Adeliade.”’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. p 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adeliade Wagner.” 
FREDERICK P. GAUDINEER. 
J The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23705) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick P. Gaudineer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick P. Gaudincer, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment New 


Jersey State Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ New Jersey“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ New York.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in licu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH COUNTKYMAN. 


The next peusion business was the bill (H. R. 23699) granting 
nn increase of pension to Joseph Countryman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Countryman, late of Company D, One hundredth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM H. KEHLBECK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23686) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Kehlbeck. 

The bill was read, as follows: | 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Kehlbeck, late of Company D, One hundred and fifty-eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

. JOHN KILPATRICK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23656) granting | 
an increase of pension to John Kilpatrick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Kilpatrick, late landsman, United States ship Harvest Moon, and pay 
ne pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ landsman, U. S. S.;“ and in line 7 
strike out the words Harvest Moon ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “of U. S. S. North Carolina, United States Navy.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


DEWITT C. CHAPMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23653) granting 
an increase of pension to Dewit C. Chapman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, author and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dewit 
C. Chapman, late of Company I, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Dewit" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Dewitt.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dewitt C. Chapman.” 


WILLIAM H. ZIMMERMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23652) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Zimmerman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Zimmerman, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and seventy-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 
word * th 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

‘Phe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTIN HOLMES, ALIAS GEORGE LANGIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22846) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Holmes, alias George Langin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Holmes, alias George Langin, late of Company M, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirtx.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

MAX MUELLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16978) granting 
a pension to J. Max Mueller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, nuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. Max 
Mueller, lute of Company K, Twenty-ninth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter. J.; in same line, after the word 
“Inte,” strike out the word “of” and in sert in lieu thereof the words 
“first Heutenant;” in same line strike out the letter “K” and insert 
in lieu thereof the letter “D;" in same line strike out the word 
“twenty-ninth ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Seventy-third.” 

In line 7 strike out the words New York” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Vennsylvania.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four;” in same line, after the word “month,” insert 
the words “in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Max Mueller.” 

JAMES L. CONN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10188) granting 
an increase of pension to James L. Conn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
L. Conn, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-seventh Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike opt the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


a strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
rty.” 


` 


HORATIO ERNEST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6161) granting 
an incréase of pension to Horatio Ernest. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Horatio 


` Ernest, late of Company I. Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


` JOHN M. DIXON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20687) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Dixon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. 
Dixon, late of Company K, Twelfth t Indiana Volunteer In- 
zanir, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 

In line § strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GREENUP MEECE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19775) granting 
an increase of pension to Greenup Meece. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Greenup 
Meece, late of Company G, Nineteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in Lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in licu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS MILSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19499) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Milson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Milson. late of Company C, One hundred and twenty-fourth nt 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH T. HAYS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22239) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth T. Hays. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word Ephriam and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Ephraim.” 

In same line, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “first lieutenant and adjutant.” 

In line 7 strike out the words Company A.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it-was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HIRAM A. WINSLOW. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21476) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram A. Winslow. 

The bill was read, às follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Bo Mma and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
A. Winslow, late of Company E, Forty-third Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: J 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

3 4 ame line strike out the letter “ E” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “ G.” 


In same line strike out the word “ Forty-third” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ One hundred and forty-second.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in Meu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN w. WILSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23651) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. 
Wilson, late of Company G, Forty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Forty-first " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Second.” ` 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN J. PUCKETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24099) granting 
an inerease of pension to Benjamin J. Puckett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Benja- 
min J. Puckett, late of Company H, Forty-first Regiment Hlinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 8 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OSCAR F. PEACOCK, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24096) granting 
an increase of pension to Oscar F. Peacock. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oscar 
F. Peacock, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JAMES D. WALKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 20953) granting 
an increase of pension to James D. Walker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of James 
D. Walker, late of Company B, First Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pennon at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving . 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WARREN J. SEVEY. - 

The next pension büsiness was the bill (H. R. 24078) granting 
an increase of pension to Warren J. Sevey. 

The bill was read, as follows: F 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Warren 
J. Sevey, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. CLARK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24023) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph H. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
H. Clark, late of Company A, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read; as 
follows : s 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM MORSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23969) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Morson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to paeo on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Morson, late of Battery I, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

s The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Battery” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Company.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM STEGAL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23915) grant- 
ing a pension to William Stegal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Stegal, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Illinois Voulnteer 
Cavalry, ond pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. z 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thi 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the, third 

time, and passed. 
JAMES P. HANNA. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23899) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James P. Hanna. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, auther'zed and directed to peos on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisic:s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
n 1 1 of eenn D, Ninth pe ec oe Volunteer 

ea rtillery, and pay him a pension a e rate o 0 per 
in tien of that he is none fan Ep y Nisei crater 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 

MARY A. EDWARDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23877) granting 


an increase of pension to Mary A. Edwards. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to puce on the pension roll, P to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 9 Fat 
A. Edwards, widow of Thomas Edwards, late of Company I, 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word Volunteer,“ insert the word “ eg ook 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu reot 
the word “ twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES BLACKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23872) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Blacker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Blacker, late captain Company B, One hundred and thirty-seventh 
Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 3 

In line 7, after the word “Regiment,” insert the words “ United 
States Colored.” 

In line S strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in Meu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. HORN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23874) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Horn. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, gS ae to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
R. Horn, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 5 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for, a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
AMERICA J, AUSTIN. . 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23870) granting 
an increase of pension to America J. Austin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of America 
J. Austin, widow of Benjamin Austin, late second lientenant Company 
H, Eighteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pennon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 9 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HENRY CLAPPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23778) granting 
an inerease of pension to Henry Clapper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 95 subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Clapper, late of Company II. Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
Tanis and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in li 
word “ thirty-six.” est Meco eu thereof the 


The amendment was agreed to: 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : ) 

JEREMIAH F. PITTMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 24360) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah F. Pittman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jere- 
miah F. Pittman, late of Company F, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BELAH H. WILCOX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24821) granting 
an increase of pension to Belah H. Wilcox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Belah 
H. Wilcox, late of Company B, New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: q 

In line 6, after the letter“ B,” insert the words“ First Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

HANNIBAL A. JOHNSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24259) granting 
an increase of pension to H. A. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of H. 
A. Johnson, late lieutenant Company B, Third Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter II.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Hannibal.” s 

In same line, after the word “late,” insert the word “ second.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the words “and first 
lieutenant Company D, First Battalion.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hannibal A. Johnson.” 


ALBERT SUNDERLAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24208) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert Sunderland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
Sunderland, late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Kentucky. Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line § strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” > 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 
JOHN DELANEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24182) granting 
an increase of pension to John Delaney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 


Delaney, late of Company D, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Engineers, and Company F, Fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was orderéd to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

RICHARD N. PORTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 24155) granting 
a pension to Richard N. Porter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
N. Porter, late of Company I, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert “ twenty-four ;" and 
also, in same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ in lieu 
of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so.as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard N. Porter.” 


HARRY A. YOUNG. 


The next business was the bill (II. R. 23993) for the relief of 
Harry A. Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Harry A. Young shall be held and con- 
sidered to have been mustered into the 1 service of the United 
States in the office of assistant surgeon of the battalion of Utah Light 
Artillery, with the rank of first lieutenant, on the 18th day of January, 
1899, and to have held said office and rank until he was killed in 
action on the 6th day of February, 1899: Provided, That no pay, 
bounty, compensation, or allowance shall accrue to said Harry A. 
Young by virtue of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM S. WELLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24185) granting 
an increase of pension to William- S. Weller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the proyisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
S. Weller, late of Company H, Tenth and First Regiments New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows : 

In line 6 strike out the words and First“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company H, 
First Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Regiments.” 

In same line, after the words New York,” insert the word “ Pro- 
visional.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OSCAR O. BOWEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11279) to remove the charge of absence without leave from the 
military record of Oscar O. Bowen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of absence without leave 
standing against Oscar O. Bowen, late captain Company C, Forty- 
seventh New York Infantry Volunteers, on the records of the War De- 
partment, and to issue to said Oscar O. Bowen a certificate of honor- 
able discharged. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was read, as follows: 

In line S. after the word “ discharge,” insert the following: i 

“Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become 
due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CELESTIA E. OUTLAW. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22747) granting 
a pension to Celestia E. Outlow. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the 1 0 0 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Celestia 
E. Outlow, widow of Young P. Outlow, late of Capt. David Grayham’s 
company, Georgia Volunteers, Indian wars, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 


Change “ Outlow” where it appears in the title and the body of the 
bill to “ Outlaw.” 
In line 7 c xg Grayham's to“ Graham's,“ and in the same line 


strike out the word “ David. 

In line 8 insert, before the word“ Indian,” “Florida Seminole,” and 
in the same line “wars” to “ war,” and in the same line strike 
out“ thirty“ and insert eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Celestia E. Outlaw.” 


MARY S. SANDERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22772) granting 
a pension to Mary S. Sanders. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Pog on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
S. Sanders, widow of Zachariah R. Sanders, late of Company C, Second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteers” to “‘ Volunteer,” and insert thereafter 
the word “ Infantry.” : 

- Add to the end of the bill the words “in lieu of that she is now 
receiving.” . 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary S. Sanders.” 


ALICE E. RAGAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22951) granting 
an increase of pension to Alice E. Ragan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place-on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice E. 
Ragan, widow of Andrew J. Ragan, late of U. S. S. Independence, 
United States Navy, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “of” and insert “landsman.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 3 


JAMES M. DAVIDSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23057) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Davidson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. vidson, late of 88 A, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
5 war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now recelying. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers.” 

In same line strike out “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES L. COLDING. 


Tke next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23096) granting 
an iucrease of pension to James L. Colding. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
L, Colding, late of Captain Winston Steven's company, Roger's Regiment 
Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, change Steven's” to “ Stephen's.” 

In line 7, strike out Roger’s ” and insert “ First.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 

. MARTHA ELLA WRENN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23182) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha Ella Wrenn. s 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Ella Wrenn, widow of Roberson B. Wrenn, late of Company A, First 
Regiment Virginia Volunteer * war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers.“ 

In the same line strike out “ Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AGNES E. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23197) granting 
an increase of pension to Agnes E. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A 
E. Brown, widow of Alonzo L. Brown, late of Company A, First Regi- 
ment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
888 at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARY LOOMIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23241) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Loomis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o 
Loomis, widow of William Loomis, alias Ambrose Crozier, late of Com- 
pany G, Fourth Regiment United Štates Artillery, Indian wars of 1838 
o 1848, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving, < 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ Company and insert“ Battery,” 

In line 8 insert, after “Artillery,” “ Florida.” In the same line 

A “wars” to “ war.” 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out “of 1838 to 1848.” 

In line 10 strike out “twenty” and insert twelve.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE I. STULTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 28247) granting 
an increase of pension to George I. Stults. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of George 
I. Stults, late of Captain Waterhouse's 3 First Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “Captain Waterhouse’s" and add, after com- 


pany,” the letter “H. 
In line 7, after “ Tenn „ insert “ Mounted,“ and in the same 


essee, 
ae ARS Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers,” and also strike out the word 
“ Infantry.’ e 
In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY HELTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23265) granting 
a pension to Henry Hilton, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Hilton, -late of Company L, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infan- 
try, — with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. apm 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 

In line 6 change Hilton "’ to “ Helton.” = 

In the same line strike out,“ First“ and insert Fifth.” 

In line 7 change “ Voluntéer”’ to Volunteers; and in the same 
line strike out“ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

Add to the end of the bill the words “in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Helton.” 


CAROLINE VICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 23477) granting 
an increase of pension to Caroline Vick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline 
Vick, widow of Stanland Vick, late of Company E, Regiment North 
Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 3 

In line 6 change Stanland ” to “ Stanley.” 

In line 7, after E.“ insert ** First.” 

In the same line change Volunteer“ to * Volunteers.” 

In the same line strike out “Infantry” and insert “war with 
Mexico.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. k 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. SHACKLETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23522) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Shacklett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension 3 name of George 
W. Shacklett, late of Company F, United States Voltigeurs, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOSEPH E. KNIGHTEN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23527) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph E. Knighten. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
E. Knighten, late of Company F, Texas Mounted Volunteers, Indian 
wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 7 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
us follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Texas.” 

In line 7 strike out Volunteers, Indian wars,“ and insert Bat- 
talion, Texas Volunteers, Texas and New Mexico Indian war.” 

In line 8 strike out “ forty” and insert “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN M. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23528) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. 
Smith. late of Company E, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteers, war 


with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ forty ” and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH C. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23550) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. Smith.“ 

The bill was read, as follows: 2 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth C. Smith, widow of William B. Smith, late of Company F, Third 
Regiment United States Dragoons, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

BENJAMIN MAPLE. 


* The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23622) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin Maple. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ben- 
jamin Maple, late of Company II. Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to Volunteers,“ and in same line 
strike out “ Infantry.” Å 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty” and insert “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. s 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. e 
ALBINA M. WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23624) granting 
an increase of pension to Albina M. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albina 
M. Williams, widow of Thomas S. Williams, late of Company D, Mor- 
mon [Battalion Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a 

nsion at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that she is now receiv- 
ng. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after „ Battalion,” insert “Iowa; and in the same line 


Volunteer to! Volunteers“ and strike out “ Infantry. 

In line S strike out thirty“ and insert twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BLANCHE C. POLK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23687) granting 
a pension to Blanche C. Polk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, author and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Blanche 
C. Polk, widow of L. E. Polk, late captain Company D, Forty-third 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the Initial “L.” and insert “ Lucius.” 

In line 9, after “ month,” add “and $2 per month additional for the 
minor child of said officer until he shall attain the age of 16 years.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered, to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH PILLOW. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23739) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Pillow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Elizabeth Pillow, widow of Parker B. Pillow, late of Company —, 
— Regiment Illinois Volunteer Mounted Infantry, war with Mex- 
ico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 


she is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, before company,” insert “ Captain Lawler's.” 

In the same line, after “ Illinois,” insert Mounted; and in the 
same line change Volunteer” to “ Volunteers.” 
In lines 7 and 8 strike out Regiment” and “ Mounted Infantry.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

TEMPERANCE DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23772) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Temperance Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the 3 laws, the name of 
Temperance Davis. widow of Williba J. Davis, late of Company A, First 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers.” 
In lines 7 and 8 strike out “ Infantry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES KELLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23774) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Kelley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James Kelley, late of Company — Second Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after “ Company,” insert “ I.” 

In line 7, after “Infantry,” insert war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out thirty and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID C. JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23803) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David C. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
G. Jones, late of Captain Johnson’s company, Florida Volunteers, 
Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out “ Johnson's,” and after Captain,” in the same 
line, insert “ James F. P. Johnston's independent.” 
x In line 7, after Florida,” insert Mounted.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

time, and passed. 
PHOEBE E. SPARKMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23804) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Phoebe E. Sparkman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phoebe 
2. Sparkman, widow of Henry Sparkman, late of Captain Oliver's com- 
| pany, First Regiment Florida Mounted Militia, Florida Indian war, 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
_ is now receiving. 
|} The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 9 strike out “twenty and insert twelve.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN HEINRICHS. 


| The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23957) grant- 
| ing an increase of pension to John Heinricks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
| the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of John 
' Heinricks, late of peer se J H, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change claimant’s name where it appears in the title and body of 
the bill to “ Heinrichs.” 

In line 7 change Volunteer” to Volunteers; and in the same 
line strike out * Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


THOMAS W. PARSONS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23958) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas W. Parsons. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and Hmitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
W. Parsons, late of Company F, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month jn lieu of that he is now receiving. f- 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to! Volunteers.” 

In the same line strike out“ opel Vere after Mexico” insert 
“and Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY LOOR REGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23973) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry L. Reger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry L. 
Reger, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change the initial “ L.” in claimant's name where it appears in the 
title and the body of the bill to“ Loor.” 

In line 7, after “ Mexico,” insert “and Company H, Eighty-fifth 
Pennsylvania Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH ELIZABETH FULLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 28981) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Elizabeth Fuller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Elizabeth Fuller, widow of „late of Company B, Second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after widow of,” insert“ John Fuller.“ 

In line 7, after Infantry,” insert war with Mexico, and Company 
G, Eighteenth Regiment United States Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out twelve“ and insert sixteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JACOB MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23984) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Miller. - 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Miller, late of Company A, Third pe TE Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 change * Volunteer“ to Volunteers; in the same line 
strike out Infantry“ and insert“ war with Mexico.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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TIMOTHY HANLON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24017) granting 
an increase of pension to Timothy Hanlon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Timo- 
thy Hanlon, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment United States Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: s 5 

In line 7, after “ Infantry,“ insert Oregon and Washington Terri- 
tory Indian wars.” 

n line 8 strike ont “twenty” and insert “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

. JOHN ADAMS MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24018) granting 
an increase of pension to John Adams Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of John 
Adams Miller, late of Company G, fth Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word of:; and in the same line, after the 
word “late,” insert “ second lieutenant.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and change “ Volunteer” 
to “ Volunteers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24019) granting 
an increase of pension to John Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Brown, late of Capt. J. D. Loweries's company, Second Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “of Capt. J. D. Loweries’s company ; and in 
-the same line, after “late,” insert “second lieutenant o Vaughan’s 

any.“ 
Tn line 7 strike out Second” and insert “ Fifth; “ in the same line 
change Volunteer to Volunteers“ and strike out “ Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

5 REUBEN COPHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24056) granting 
an increase of pension to Reuben Copher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben 
Copher, late of Company G, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after“ Mexico,” insert “and Company A, Seventh Ken- 


tucky Volunteer Cavalry.’ 
in line 8 strike out F twenty“ and insert thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY MURRAY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24064) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Murray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 3 to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Mar 
Murray, widow of William Murray, te of Company E, Fourteen 
R ent United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 


pay him a pension 


: 2 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


a 6 and 7 strike out “of Company E” and insert “ first ser- 

In line 7 strike out “ Infantry ” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“Army, retired.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

3 NANCY G. REID, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24187) granting 
an increase of pension to Nancy G. Reid. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nan 
G. Reid, widow of James W. Reid, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regi- 


ment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after “ Reid,” insert “ senior.” 

In line S strike out “ twenty-five” and insert“ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL MOORE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24188) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 2 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Moore, late of e 3 „Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, war 

m 


with Mexico, and pay a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ‘ 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteers” and insert “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out“ thirty-six” and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES LEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24192) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Lee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Lee, late of Captain m’s company of Grenadiers, First Regiment 
Virginia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ; 

In line 6 strike out “ of Captain Preston's.” 

In line 7, after “ Virginia,” insert “ Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to-be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH HODGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24214) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Hodge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Hodge, widow of George W. Hodge, late of Captain Danein's com- 
pany, Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 change Dancin’s” to Douein's;“ in the same line strike 


out “ Regiment.” 
In line 8 strike out Volunteer Infantry” and insert “ Militia, 
Florida Indian war.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


LOUISA OLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24268) grant - 
ing an increase of pension to Louisa Olin. . 


1907. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa 
Olin, widow of Richard Olin, late of Company —, Regiment Ala- 
bama Volunteer Infantry, Indian war, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after late of,” insert“ Captain Elmore’s Independent.” 

In line 7 strike out Regiment; “ in the same line change Volun- 


teer to “ Volunteers; “ and in the same line strike out “ Infantry, 
Indian,” and after “ war" insert “ with Mexico.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


„ ABSALOM SIVLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24231) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Absalom Sivley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Absalom 
Sivley, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 


fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GILLUM M, EZELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 24303) granting 
an increase of pension to Gillum M. Ezell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gillum 
M. Ezell, late of Company „ Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after“ Company,” insert “ B.” 
In line 7 change Volunteer” to “ Volunteers; “ and in the same line 
strike out “ Infantry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

TALCOTT M. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24323) granting 
an increase of pension to Talcott M. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Talcott 
M. Brown, late of Company D, First Regiment United States Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. ‘ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


“ Troop,” 
In tine S strike out “ seventy-two " and insert “ fifty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES WOODRUFF WOOLLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24880) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Woodruff Woolley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Woodruff W late of United States ship Levant, United States 
Navy, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “of” and insert “ midshipman.” 

In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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' hereby, authorized and directed to 


In line 6, before the letter “ D,” strike out “ Company” and insert | 
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reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; A 
SHADRACK II. J. ALLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24383) granting 
an increase of pension to Shadrack H. J. Alley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws; the name of Shad- 
rack H. J. AU late of Captain Cleveland's company, Georgia Volun- 
teer Infantry, Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to“ Volunteers.” 
strike out the word “ Infantry.” 

In the same line, after “ Volunteers,” insert“ Cherokee; and after 
the word “Indian” insert “disturbance” and strike out the word 
“war.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twelve” and insert “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


In the same line 


LAURA G. HIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24415) granting 
an increase of pension to Laura G. Hight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piece on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura 
G. Hight, widow of Fielding Hight, late of Captain Lucas’s company, 
Second Regiment, and Captain Brewster's company, First Regiment, 
Georgia Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as folows: g j 

In line 7 strike out the letter“ s“ in the word Lucas’s.” 

In line 8, after“ Volunteers,” insert Florida Indian war and Chero- 
kee Indian disturbances.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

KATE FLOWERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 24418) granting 
an increase of pension to Kate Flowers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
lace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate 
Flowers, widow of Ephram A. Flowers, late of Company. G, Second Regi- 
ment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
ponnion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments, recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike gut“ Ephram ” and insert Ephraim.” 

In line 7, after “ Mississippi,” insert “ Rifle.” 

In the same line change Volunteer“ to“ Volunteers” and strike 
out the word “ Infantry.” ~ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” 


SIMEON D. POPE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24479) granting 
a pension to Simeon D. Pope. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 3 laws, the name of Simeon 
D. Pope, late of Captain Whitehead's gore Volunteers, Florida 
Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Whitehead’s ” 
pendent.” 

In line 7, before “ Volunteers,” insert “ Florida Mounted.” 
same line strike out “ Florida“ and insert Seminole.” 

In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert “ sixteen.” 

Add to the end of the bill the words “in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Simeon D. Pope.” 


and insert “ Johnston's inde- 
In the 


‘ 
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BOWMAN H. BUCK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24513) granting 
an increase of pension to Bowman H. Buck. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bowman 
H. ck, late of Company G, United States Voltigeurs, war with Mex- 
ico, and Company F, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, 

him a pension at the rate-of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: À 

In line 7. after “ Mexico,” strike out “and.” 

In line 8, after “Infantry,” insert “and Company A, Third Bat- 
talion New Jersey Veteran Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MATHIAS SHIRK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24616) granting 
an increase of pension to Mathias Shirk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pi visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mathias 
Shirk, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and Thirty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, civil war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers.” 

In the same line strike out Infantry” and, after the word “and,” 
insert “ unassigned private.” 

In line 8 strike out “ civil war.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

ELIZABETH BALEW. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24620) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Balew. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Balew, widow of George M. Balew, late of Captain Angel's com- 
pany, North Carolina Volunteers, Indian wars, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after “ Volunteers,” insert “ Cherokee.” 

In line 8 strike out wars and insert “ disturbance.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AUGUSTINE SORRELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 24671) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Augustine Sorrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Au 
tine Sorrell, late of Company G, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 


Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


LUCRETIA DAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1233) granting 
a pension to Lucretia Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Lucretia 
Davis, widow of Justus Davis, late lieutenant of 8 D, Second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, Mexican war, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the 


committee were read, 
as follows: ` 


“with Mexico.” 
Add to the end of the bill the words “in lieu of that she Is now re- 
ving.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. j 

The title was amended so as to read: “ Granting an increase 
of pension to Lucretia Davis.“ 


JEFFERSON L. JENNINGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1778) granting 
a pension to J. L. Jennings. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed 8 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. L. 
Jennings, late of Company G, Second Regiment Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the name of the claimant where it appears in the title and 
the body of the bill so as to read “ Jefferson L. Jennings.” 

In line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 7 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISABEL TAIT BORTHWICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3208) granting 
a pension to Isabel Tait Borthwick. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isabel 
Tait Borthwick, widow of John Livingston Dinwiddie Borthwick, late 
chief engineer of the United States Navy, on the retired list with the 
rank of commander, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
from the 22d day of October, 1904, the date of the sald officer's death. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after John,” strike out“ Livingston Din-.“ 
ihe eee “ Borthwick,” strike out widdie’ and insert the 

s I. D.” 

In line S strike out “on the” and “list with the rank of commander.” 

In line 9 strike gut“ fifty“ and insert thirty.“ 

Strike out all following month in line 9. 

The amendments were agreed tò. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. CRANE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9767) granting 
a pension to William J. Crane. $ 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to age on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam J. Crane, late of Company K, First Regiment United States Cay- 
alry, and Company K, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Company ” and insert “ Troop.” 

In line 9 strike out thirty and insert “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. - 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ALBERT C. ROACH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13706) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert C. Roach. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Albert C. Roach, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


FLORENCE L. M. MENTZ. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17547) granting 
an increase of pension to Florence L. M. Mentz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the penon laws, the name of 
Florence L. M. Mentz, widow of George M. Mentz, late commander, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 550 per month 
in Heu of that she is now receiving. = 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the initial “ M.” and insert “ W.” 
In line 8 strike out fifty and insert “ forty.” 


The amendments were agreed to: 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM INGRAM. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18213) granting 
an increase of pension to William Ingram. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Ingram late of Company G, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 530 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after Mexico,” insert “Company A, Seventh Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, and Company I, Fortieth Kentucky Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

í VANCE PERKINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18968) granting 
a pension to Vance Perkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Vance 
Perkins, late of Company K, Third United States Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after “Third,” strike out “United States” and insert | 


“ Regiment.” 
In line 7, before “ Infantry,” insert Georgia Volunteer.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGETTA K. COLLUM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19042) granting 
a pension to Georgette K. Collum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Georg- 
ette K. Collum, widow of R. S. Collum, late of United States Marine 
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
Change the Christian name of the claimant where it occurs in title 
and y of bill from Georgette“ to “ Georgetta.” 
In line 6, after “ of,” strike out “ R.“ and insert“ Richard.“ 
In same line strike out “of” and insert major.“ 
In line 8 strike out “ fifty” and insert “ twenty-five.” 7 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY A. ROGERS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19578) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to plaro on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma 
A. Rogers, widow of John C. Rogers, ate of Company —, First Regi- 


ment Alabama Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after “late of,” insert “ Coleman's.” 
In line 8 strike out twenty and insert twelve.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


AARON DAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19589) granting 
a pension to Aaron Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: , 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


| Benson, late of Company E, Second 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 
Da late of Company M, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

; ane amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 

In line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALBERT MANICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21087) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert Manice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, 8 the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized directed to place en the pension roll, subject to 


an 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 


Manice, late of United States Navy, war with Mexico, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, - 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out of; * and in the same line, after late,“ insert 
“ ordinary seaman.” 

In line 7, after “ Mexico,” insert “and Company K, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry.” 

n the same line strike out “ forty ” and insert “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 8 

WILLIAM A. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20107) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Brown, late of Company K, First Regiment Pennsylvania Votun- 


teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. J 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 8 strike out “ twe: y and insert “ thirty.” 
In line 7, after “ Mexico,” insert “ Company B. Twenty-second Penn- 


8 . and Company I, Twelfth Pennsylvania Volunteer 
avalry. È 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. į 

JULIA T. BALDWIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20615) granting 
an increase of pension to Julia T. Baldwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hə is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia 
T. Baldwin, widow of William Baldwin, late lieuteant-colonel, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after “ William,” insert the initial “ H.” 
In line 7, after “colonel,” insert “ Dooni Commissary-GeneralL” 
In line 8 strike out fifty and insert “ forty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LE ROY BENSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20732) granting 
an increase of pension to Le Roy Benson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, author and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Roy 
egiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 change Volunteer“ to“ Volunteers.” 
In the same line strike out “ Infantry.” 
In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. $ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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‘ ARTHUR GRAHAM. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 21111) granting 
an increase of pension to Arthur Graham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Arthur 
0 „ late of Company B, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in licu of that 
he is now receiving. x 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers.” 

In the same line strike out “Infantry” and insert “war witb 


Mexico.” 2 
In line 8 strike out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to he engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTIN J. FLAGSTAD. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 21175) granting 
a pension to Martin J. Flagstad. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
J. Flagstad, late of United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: . 

In line 6, before United,” insert“ U. S. S. Maple.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN W. GAHAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21238) granting 
un increase of pension to John W. Gaham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Gaham, late of Company K, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change claimant's Christian name where it appears in the title and 
body of the bill to “ Gahan,” 

In line 7, after “ Mexico,” insert “and Company D, Fifty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MINNIE SCHEELE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21249) granting 
a pension to Minnie Scheele. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minnie 
Scheele, widow of William Scheele, late of Company I, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after William,” insert the initial .“, 

In line S. before “and,” insert “war with Spain;” 
strike out “ twenty-four” and insert“ twelve.” 

In line 9, after “ month,” add “and $2 per month additional for each 
of the two minor children of said soldier until they shall attain the age 
of 16 years.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


in same line 


ROLLIN S. BELKNAP. 
The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 21268) granting 
a pension to Rollin S. Belknap. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rollin 
S. Belknap, of Capt. Miles K. Aleorn’s Company G, Oregon Indian wars, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out “ Miles“ and insert the initial“ M.“ 

In line 7, after “ G,” insert “ Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Vol- 
unteers; in same line, after „Oregon,“ insert “and Washington.” 

In line 8 strike out twelve“ and insert eight.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LISSIE D, ALLEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 21294) granting 
an increase of pension to Lizzie D. Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: > 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pate on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie 
D. Allen, widow of William H. Allen, late lieutenant-commander, United 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change the name of the claimant where 
body of the bill so as to read “ Lissie D. Al 

In line S strike out “ fifty and insert “ forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


it appears in the title and 
len.” 


ERNST BOGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21312) granting 
a pension to Ernst Boger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ernst 
Boger, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four.” 

In line 8, after“ month,“ add in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ernst Boger.” 


BLANCHE M. KELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21410) granting 
an increase of pension to Blanche Munroe Kell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Blanche 
Munroe Kell, widow of John McIntosh Kell, late of United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were réad, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Munroe” and insert the initial * XI.“ 

In line 7 strike out of“ and insert “ midshipman, United States 
ship Savannah. 

wo title of the bill strike out “Munroe” and insert the initial 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTHA E. woob. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21423) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha E. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
E. Wood, widow of Eli M. Wood, late of Company G, First Regiment 
United States Dragoons, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty“ and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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JAMES B. WOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21473) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
B. Wood, late of Company C, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In Hine 7 ae „Volunteer“ to “Volunteers” and insert there- 
after “war with Mexico.” 

In the same line strike out Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MINERVA A. MAYES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21621) granting 
a pension to Minerya A. Mayes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minerva 
A. Mayes, widow of James A. Mayes, late of Company D, Second Regi- 
ment Texas Volunteer Cavalry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 change the initial “A.” to M.“ in soldier's name. 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer.” 


Add to the end of the bill the words “in lieu of that she is now 
receiving.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Minerva A. Mayes.” 


ANDERSON GRAHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21782) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Anderson Graham. S 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ander- 
son Graham, late of Company F, Georgia Battalion, Mounted Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ’ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty ” and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FANNIE J. TERRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21838) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Fannie J. Terry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, autho and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie 
J. Terry, widow of Reuben Terry, late of Company D, Third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

PHILIP DIETER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21988) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip Dieter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip 
Dieter, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment United States Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after “Company,” Insert “F, Third Potomac Home Bri- 
gade, road gece Volunteer Infantry, civil war, and Troop.” 

In line 7 strike out“ Volunteer Infantry and insert Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “twelve.” In same line, 
after month,“ add “ without deduction for any payment or erroneous 
payments of pension heretofore made.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN W. HALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22002) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Hall, late of Company G, Regiment Arkansas Mounted Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after G.“ insert First.” 

2 ee strike out Mounted Volunteer Infantry” and insert 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert twenty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES SELLS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22018) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Sells. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to _— on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles Sells, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment United States Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out Volunteer.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS H. COOK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22025) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. Cook. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to were on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Thomas H. Cook, late of Company B, Second Regiment Tennessee Vol- 
unteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 change Volunteer“ to“ Volunteers; “ and in the same line 
strike out “ Infantry.” 
In line 8 strike out “ thirty” and insert “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN W. FROST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22050) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Frost. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 


lace on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Frost, late of Company H, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change“ Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers“ and insert thereafter 
“war with Mexico.” 

In the same line strike out “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 change thirty“ to “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. p 

MACK RITTENBERRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22101) granting 
a pension to Mack Rittenberry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 
hereby, authorized and directed to 


the provisions and limitations of 
Rittenberry, 


tary of the Interior be, and he is 

lace — 3 roll, su to 
pension law: name 

late of Company A, First — —.—.— 


Alabama 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $70 per month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after“ Infantry,“ insert“ war with Spain.” 

In line 8 strike out “ seventy ” and insert “ seventy-two.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HIRAM C. JETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22187) granting 
a pension to Hiram (Jett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 


C. Jett, late of Company D, Third Regiment Unifed States Volunteer 
Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ELIZABETH 8. OSBORNE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22262) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth S. Osborne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
heth 8. Osborne, dependent mother of John C. Osborne, late of Company 
C, Third Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out twenty-four” and Insert “ twelve.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


THOMAS SIRES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22425) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Sires. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Sires, late of Company K, United States Mounted Riflemen, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SUSAN HARROUN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22522) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan Harraun. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
Harraun, widow of John C. Ilarraun, late of Company I, Fifth Regi- 
ment Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of —— per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change “ Harraun ” to “ Harroun“ where it appears in the title and 
body of the bill. 

In line 7, after Regiment,” insert United States.“ 

In the same line strike out“ Volunteer;” and after Infantry“ in- 
sert “ war with Mexico.“ : 

In line 8, after “ rate of.“ insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CHARLOTTE S. O'NEALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Charlotte S. O'Neall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piece on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Char- 
lotte S. O'Neall, widow of Lark O'Neall, late of Captain Elmore’s com- 
pany, South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


22542) granting 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out“ Infantry“ and insert Florida Indian war.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HELON WILSON. 5 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22634) granting 
an increase of pension to Helen Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Ré it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
Wilson, widow of R. T. J. Wilson, late of Company I, First Kegiment 
North Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month In lieu of that she is now receiving. À 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ‘ ; 

Change claimant's name where it appears in the title and body of the 
bill from “ Helen ” to * Helon.” 

m = 6 strike out soldier's initials of “ R. T. J.” and insert Rob- 
ert J. T.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for n third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CATHARINE WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22635) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Catherine Williams, 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
tbe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cath- 
erine Williams, widow of Benjamin C. Williams, late of Company A, 
First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change “ Catherine“ where it appears in the title and body of the 
bill to.“ Catharine.” 


In line 7 strike out “ North Carolina Volunteers,” and after “ Regi- 
ment.“ in the same line, insert“ Tennessee Mounted Infantry.” ` 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES F, ELLINGWOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22696) grint- 
ing a pension to Charles F. Ellingwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
F. Ellingwood, dependent father of Everett E. Ellingwood, late’ of 
— 47700 States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after of.“ insert U, S. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


S. Marblehead.” 


LOUIS T. FRECH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 549) granting a 
pension to Louis T. Frech. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis ‘I. 
Frech, late of 3 F. First Regiment District of Columbia Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Spain. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LORENZO F. HARMON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1879) granting an 
increase of pension to Lorenzo F. Harmon. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Ne it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo 
F. Harmon, late of Company, C, Mormon Battalion, Iowa Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM P. PARRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2565) granting 
pension to William P. Parrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 


liam P. Parrill, late of Company M. First Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being engrossed, 


it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH B. BOYLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4404) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth B. Boyle. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliz- 
abeth B. Boyle, widow of Henry G. Boyle, alias Henry B. Miller, late 
of Company C, Mormon Battalion, Iowa Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. . 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

FELIX G. MURPHY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5672) granting an 
increase of pension to Felix G. Murphy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Felix 
G. Nurphy, late of Company B, Powell's battalion Missouri Mounted 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. MICKIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6226) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Mickler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Mickler, widow of James A. Mickler, late of Captain Mickler’s com- 
pany, Florida Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

* SARAH R. WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6510) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah R. Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
R. Williams, widow of Ferdinand Williams, late first lieutenant, En- 
gineer Corps, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 

MARGARET M’CULLOUGH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 7096) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret McCullough. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws the name of Mar- 
garet McCullough, widow of Thomas J. McCullough, late of Company 
E, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lien of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ESTHER A. CLEAVELAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 7099) granting an 
increase of pension to Esther A. Cleaveland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Esther 
A. Cleaveland, widow of Charles H. Cleaveland, late boatswain, United 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
: In line 8 strike out “twenty” and insert “eighteen” before “ dol- 
ars.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 


a | was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MELVIN L. LE SUER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 7177) granting an 
increase of pension to Melvin L. Le Suer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melvin 
L. Le Suer, alias James French, late of Companies D and I, Eighth 
tegiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico; Battery L, Fourth, 
Regiment United States Artillery, and 8 D, Sixth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. ' 


JOHN L. WILSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21540) granting 
an increase of pension to John L. Wilson, 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. 
Wilson, late of Company I, Second Regiment Lllinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

a In 2 75 6 strike out “of” and, after “late,” insert “ second lieu- 
enant.” = 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to Volunteers,“ and, in the same line, 
strike out “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out “thirty-six” and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LovupENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider the 
several votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on 
the table. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the agricultural ap- 
propriation bill (H. R. 24815). 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 24815—the agricultural appropriation bill— 
with Mr. Foster of Vermont in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the report of the Committee on Agri- 
culture on this bill may be read at this time. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. WADSWORTH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on ‘iculture haying had under consideration the 
estimates of appropriations required for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year 15 June 30, 1908, respectfully a the 
accompanying bill (H. R. 24815) and report as follows: 

The amount appropriated by this bill for what is known as the 
ordinary and regular routine work of the Department of Agriculture 
is $7,635,790 and the amount carried by the act for the current fiscal 
fone (exclusive of $3,000,000 for meat inspection) is $6,560,440, an 
nerease, for the same objects, of $1,075,350. 

The following increases in existing statutory salaries haye been al- 


lowed : 

Chief of Forest Service (Forester), $3,500 to $4,500. 

Chief of Bureau of Chemistry, $3,500 to $4,500, 

The increase in the salary of the Forester is justified not only by 
long and faithful service of the present incumbent of that office, but 
by the greatly increased work put upon him by the transfer of the 
Government national forests to his care and administration. 

The increase granted to the Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry is also 
ea i by reason of long and faithful service and by reason of greatly 
nereased and responsible duties put upon him in the enforcement of 
the pure-food law. 

Also the following: 

Chief of Bureau of 3 increase from $3,250 to $3,500. 

Cashier and chief clerk, Division of Accounts and Disbursements, in- 
crease from $1,800 to $2,000. 

Assistant Chief, Bureau of Statistics, increase from $2,200 to $2,500. 

Director of Office of Public Roads, increase from $2,500 to $2,750. 

The duties of these officers are constantly increasing with the con- 
tinuing growth of the Department, and the committee therefore feel jus- 
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tified in granting these small increases in salaries in recognition of good 


service. 

All other additions and increases in the statutory rolls of the Depart- 
ment are accounted for by the natural growth of the routine and ordi- 
nary work of the Department, and particularly to the great additional 
amount of work imposed upon the Department on account of the en- 
forcement of the pure-food act, and are chiefly transfers from lump 
sums to statutory rolls. 

—85 following increases in the lump-sum appropriations have been 

owed : 

Weather Bureau.—$25,000. For establishment and equipment of 
from three to five additional stations. 

Bureau of Animal Industry.—$85,000. For reconstruction and repair 
of buildings at the several quarantine stations. 

Bureau of Plant Industry.—$81,100. To take over tobacco work 
formerly done by the Bureau of Soils, and for enlarging and increasing 
the demonstration work, N in the Southern States. 

Forest Service. —83 70,160. To provide a working capital“ for the 
improvement and development of the resources of the national forests. 
The National Government having taken over the care of the national 
forests, it behooves it to develop them as a business proposition and 

e them a source of profit, as is done with the government forests of 
the countries of continental Europe. 

It is estimated by the Forester that.in ten years the revenue from 
the national forests will equal $6,000,000, while the pons of man- 
agement and administration ought not to exceed $4, 000, which 
would leave a balance of something over $1,000,000 to be annually 

into the Treasury of the United States. The Forester believes 
this estimate of receipts is extremely conservative and he is sanguine 
ae will be exceeded. 
urcau of Chemistry.—$504,080. This increase is due sdlely to the 
fact that the enforcement of the pure-food act devolves upon this Bu- 
reau of the Department of Agriculture. 

Bureau of Statistics.—$10,000. For the employment of additional 
special agents deemed necessary by the Secretary of Agriculture to 
insure greater efficiency in the work of the Bureau. 

` Office of Experiment Stations.—$51,300, divided as follows: $4,500 
for new duties imposed by the act of March 16, 1906; $19,000 to ex- 
tend to the Alaska, Hawail, and Porto Rico experiment stations the 
same financial support as is accorded by act of Congress to the ex- 
riment stations in the States and Territories generally ; $27,800 for 
rigation and 8 investigations, to meet the constantly growing 
demands for that work. 

The following emergency appropriations have been allowed : 

Cotton boll weevil investigations, $190,000, of which $150,000 is 
for the use of the Bureau of Plant Industry and $40,000 is for the use 

the Bureau of Entomology. 

For preventing the spread of the gyps and brown-tail moths, 
$150,000, to be used by the Bureau of Entomology. 

From a very small experimental beginning this work was 9 
started with an e of $82,500, carried by the current agri- 
cultural appropriation act, and results already accomplished under t 
appropriation justify the hope that by a still more vigorous attack upon 
these W ee pests they can be held in check and perhaps exter- 


minated. 

Eradicating cattle ticks, $150,000, to be used by the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry. This work was also commenced under an appropriation 
of $82,500, carried in the current agricultural peo opr on act, and 
the good results already shown justify strong ho; at by still more 
extended and systematic operations the cattle tick, now inflicting so 
much loss upon the live-stock industry of the southern country, can be 
confined to a smaller area, if not completely exterminated. 

Pl or Ney tala appropriations swell the amount carried by this bill 
+ éd . 
he current agricultural appropriation act carries $6,930,440 for 
the same purposes, showing a net increase of $1,195,350, which, as 
already shown, is due principally to the additional amounts necessary 
for the enforcement of the pure-food law and a working capital for 
the Forest Service. 

In addition to the $8,125,790 carried by this bill for the use of the 
Department of Agriculture there is carried in other appropriation acts 
$3,000,000 for the enforcement of the ee ae law, and (esti- 
8 for printing and other obocia $1,647,000, making, in round fig- 
ures, the grand total cost of the Department of Agriculture $12,772,790. 

FREE SEEDS. 


There has been omitted from the bill the paragraph mak appro- 
riation for what is commonly known as the “ Con ional free seed 
istribution.” In its place there has been substituted a paragraph 

providing for the “ purchase, propagation, and testing of new, rare, 
and uncommon s, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, 
foreign and domestic,” the sum pppropr ted for this ag ae being 

. the same amount carried by the bill last year for the general 

istribution. 

The substitute paragraph was drawn in the office of the Secretary 
of Agriculture and is strongly indorsed by Secretary Wilson, who 
expresses the emphatic opinion that he can render the farming inter- 
tests of the country vastly more valuable service Le 4 earrying out the 
provisions of the present Dill than would be possible under the old 

lan. ‘This opinion seems to be fully concurred in by the National 

range, the State granges, and practically all the other farmers’ 

organizations of the country, use. with almost complete unanimity 

they have adopted resolutions protesting against the present plan as 

wasteful and useless. It can not be disputed that the original r- 

of the law was to limit the distribution of seeds to the introuue- 

tion of new and valuable varieties. Your committee believes the best 
interests of agriculture demand a return to this original purpose. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to make 
any remarks under the head of general debate, but prefer to 
explain the varlous items in the bill as they are reached. I 
yield the floor to the gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN]. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, just prior to the adjournment of 
the first session of this Congress I stated that during this short 
session I would place in the Recorp a list of the insurance cont- 
panies that wrote policies in San Francisco prior to the conflagra- 
tion of last April and a statement of the manner in which they 
performed their obligations toward the insured in that city, be- 
cause I believed that every man in the United States, no matter 
what his yocation, no matter whether he happened to be a 


large insurer or a small insurer, was entitled to know whether 


the company that accepted his premiums was an honest or a 
dishonest company. 

Since that time the question of insurance in that city has 
been fully investigated by competent authorities, and a com- 
plete report on the insurance conditions was made to the San 
Francisco Chamber of Commerce by Prof. A. W. Whitney, of 
the University of California. It shows that there were 118 
companies writing policies in San Francisco prior to April 18, 
1906. Of these, 88 companies were domestic. That is, they were 
organized and chartered in the United States. Seventeen were 
English and 6 German, 2 were Scotch, 2 Canadian, 1 Austrian, 
1 Swedish, and 1 New Zealand. It is a noticeable fact that 
not a single German company paid its obligations in accordance 
with the conditions of its contracts. Indeed, three of those 
companies refused all liability and withdrew from the State. 
They had been doing business in California for many years, and 
had collected premiums aggregating many hundreds of usands 
of dollars. One of them, the Rhine and Moselle, made an offer of 
50 cents on the dollar on small claims, and this was generally 
accepted, but two of them, up to the present time, have not paid 
a single dollar; however, upon a suit which was instituted in 
the German courts recently, judgment was given for the San 
Francisco policy holders, and I understand that at the present 
time these two remaining German companies, the Trans-At- 
lantic and the North German of Hamburg, propose to make some 
kind of a settlement with the holders of their policies. The 
Austrian company, the Phenix of Austria, denied all liability 
and withdrew from the State. Our State Department here in 
Washington took the matter up with the Austrian Government, 
and I am pleased to state that through the kindly offices of that 
Department the Austrian company has promised and agreed to 
make some settlement with the policy holders at San Francisco. 

Most of the English companies paid their policies in full, or 
less 2 per cent for cash. The assured in San Francisco were 
perfectly willing under the terms of the contracts to accept a 
discount of 2 per cent. That was done for several reasons. All 
the companies of course under the terms of their policies had 
sixty days within which to pay losses after the losses had been 
adjusted. Many of the assured in San Francisco, realizing the 
possibility of another large conflagration either in San Francisco 
or elsewhere within the sixty days, felt that it was worth 2 
per cent to get their money immediately rather than take any 
risk in that regard. So there is no complaint at all toward those 
companies that settled at 1 or 2 per cent discount. Nyerybody 
considers that that was legitimate. 

I have here, Mr. Chairman, a list of all of the 118 companies, 
and a statement as to how each company performed its obliga- 
tions toward the insured. The Aachen and Munich, which was 
a German company, settled most of its claims at 75 per cent, 
but paid 80 to 90 per cent on many claims. The Ætna, which 
was an American company, settled its claims at 100 per cent on 
the dollar. The Agricultural began by discounting at 75 per 
cent, but later paid mostly in full less 2 per cent for cash. The 
Alliance of Philadelphia paid its claims in full less 2 per cent 
for cash. The Alliance of London had a policy which contained 
an earthquake clause, but it settled its claims at 50 or 75 per 
cent, according to location. It paid its small claims of $500 or 
less in full, and paid at least $500 on claims of $500 or over. 

I want to say that in making the offers of 50 and 75 per cent 
in settlement of claims, according to location, the companies 
drew an arbitrary line, and if the insured happened to own 
property on one side of that line the company said, “ We will 
only give you 50 cents on the dollar;” but if he happened to 
have his property on the other side of that line the company 
said, “ We will give you 75 cents on the dollar; and if you do 
not accept that you can go into the court and sue for your 
money.” 

The American of Boston settled its claim at 40 per cent. 

The American of Newark began by discounting, but later paid 
in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

The American Central paid mostly in full, with from 2 to 5 per 
cent discount for cash. 

The American of Philadelphia settled its claims at 50 per cent. 

The Assurance Company of America settled its claim in gen- 
eral at 75 per cent. 

The Atlanta-Birmingham.—The representatives of this com- 
pany left the State in May. Nothing has been paid up to the 
present time, although offers of 25 per cent cash and 15 per cent 
in notes have been received recently. 

Atlas settled its claims in full, and less 1 and 2 per cent for 
cash. 

Austin Fire settled its claims at from 65 to 85 per cent, largely 
at about 75. 

Austrian Phœniæ denied liability and withdrew from the State, 
having paid no claims. 

British America of Toronto paid some claims at 85 and 90 per 
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cent, but largely at one-third cash, one-third in six months, one- 
third in twelve months. 

British American of New York same settlements as the British 
America. 

Buffalo German settled its claims in general at from 75 to 90 
per cent. 

Caledonian of Edinburgh settled claims at from 75 per cent up 
to 98 per cent, but largely at about 90 per cent. 

Calcdonian-American same settlements as Caledonian of Edin- 
burgh. 

California settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

Calumet.—Certain stockholders subscribed special fund of 
$500,000 upon the agreement of a majority of the claimants to 
accept this settlement, releasing thereby the plant and already 
existing assets of the company from further claims. The sur- 
plus to policy holders at the time was $375,000. 

Camden involved in San Francisco conflagration only as rein- 
surer. s 

Citizens settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

Colonial Underwriters began by discounting at 75 per cent, 
later settled nearly all of its claims at upward of 90 per cent. 

Commercial Union of London policy contains earthquake 
clause. Settled its claims at 50 and 75 per cent, according to 
location. Paid claims of $500 or less in full and at least $500 
on Claims of $500 or more. 

Mr. LOVERING. If the gentleman from California will par- 
don me, I would like to ask him to explain what the earthquake 
clause is. 

Mr. KAHN. Some of the policies contain a provision that if 
a fire oceurs directly or indirectly through lightning, insurrec- 
tion, or earthquake, then the company should not be held liable. 
There were some four or fiye different kinds of earthquake 
policies in use in San Francisco, each being worded somewhat 
differently from the others. Upon an examination of policies 
that were written in countries where earthquakes were fre- 
quent, notably South America and Central America, it was 
found that the earthquake clause in the policies in use in those 
localities was entirely different from the earthquake clauses in 
the policies used in California. The German courts have held, 
in the cases of which I spoke in the early part of my statement, 
that this earthquake clause in the policies of the North German 
of Hamburg insurance company was entirely too indefinite to 
be invoked as a defense in an action brought by the insured to 
recover under the terms of the policy, and judgment was conse- 
quently entered against the insurance company. 

I shall ask at the close of my remarks to insert in the 
Recorp the report of Professor Whitney, which goes into this 
feature of the question very fully and sets it forth clearly and 
succinctly. It gives at some length the exact language used in 
their respective policies by the different companies regarding 
their liability in consequence of conflagration arising as the re- 
sult of an earthquake. 

The Commercial Union of New York had the same policy and 
made the same settlements as the Commercial Union of London. 

The Concordia settled its claims at 75 to 90 per cent. 

The Connecticut settled its claims in full and less 1 and 2 per 
cent for cash. 3 

The Continental settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

The Delaware settled its claims at from 60 to 80 per cent— 
largely at 75 per cent. 

The Dutchess settled its claims at 30 per cent. 

The Hagle settled its claims mostly at 75 per cent. 

The English-American Underwriters began by paying its small 
claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash; in June dropped to pay- 
ments of largely about 90 per cent, coming back finally to 98 
and 100 per cent. 

The Equitable involved in the San Francisco conflagration 
only as a reinsurer. 

The Federal settled its claims at from 85 per cent up, but 
largely above 90 per cent. 

The Fire Association of Philadelphia settled its claims at from 
75 to 95 per cent; its early claims largely at 75 per cent, its 
later claims largely at 90 per cent. 

The Fireman's Fund has paid 20 per cent on claims, has of- 
fered to pay 30 per cent more in cash, and remaining 50 per 
cent in stock of company. Claimants haye generally accepted 
this offer. 

The Franklin settled claims at from 75 per cent up—largely 
at about 90 per cent. 

The German of Freeport settled its claims mostly at 60 per 
cent; now in the hands of a receiver. 

The German of Peoria settled its claims at 50 per cent. 

The German Alliance policy contained an earthquake clause 
which was not taken advantage of. It settled its claims in full, 
less 2 per cent for cash. 


The German-American policy contained an earthquake clause, 
which was not taken advantage of. It settled its claims mostly 
in full, less 2 per cent for cash, 

The German National settled its claims at 60 per cent. It is 
now in the hands of a receiver. 

The Germania settled its claims at from 75 to 90 per cent, 
largely at about 85 per cent. 

The Girard settled its claims at from 75 to 90 per cent, mostly 
at 75 and 80 per cent. 

The Glens Falls settled its claims at from 90 per cent up, 
mostly in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

The Globe and Rutgers settled its claims mostly at 75 per 
cent; a few at 90 per cent. 

The Hamburg-Bremen settled its claims at 75 per cent. 

The Hanover settled its claims at 75 per cent up, largely at 
about 90 per cent. 2 

The Hartford settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The reduction made by the 
Hartford of 2 per cent is a legitimate reduction provided for in 
the contract? 

Mrs KAHN. Absolutely. If the insured did not want to sub- 
mit to the 2 per cent reduction he could wait sixty days and 
get his cash in full. But the people who were insured were only 
too glad to accept the discount of 2 per cent for immediate cash. 
As I stated before, they did not want to assume the risk of a 
possible conflagration elsewhere, and looked upon the 2 per cent 
discount as perfectly legitimate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I grant the gentleman ten minutes more. 

Mr. KAHN. The Home settled its claims in full, less 1 and 
2 per cent for cash. 

The Home Fire and Marine made the same settlements as 
Fireman's Fund. 

The Indemnity policy contains an earthquake clause. It set- 
tled its claims at 50 and 75 per cent, according to location. 
Claims of $500 or less paid in full, and at least $500 on claims 
of $500 or over. 

The Insurance Company of North America settled its claims 
in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

The Kings County involved in San Francisco conflagration 
only as a reinsurer. 

The Law Union and Crown settled its claims in full, less 2 per 
cent for cash. 

The Liverpool and London and Globe settled its claims at 100 
per cent. 

The London and Lancashire began by paying its small claims 
in full, less 2 per cent for cash; in June dropped to payments 
of largely about 90 per cent, coming back finally to 98 and 100 
per cent. The company states that its payments have averaged 
about 93 per cent of the amount of its claims. 

The London Assurance Corporation settled its claims in full, 
less 2 per cent for cash. 

The Manchester settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for 
cash; all policies had been reinsured in the Aflas. 

The Mercantile Fire and Marine settled its claims mostly in 
full, less 2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

Michigan Fire and Marine settled its claims in full, less 2 per 
cent for cash. 

Milwaukee Mechanics settled its claims at 70 per cent, having 
taken advantage of the Wisconsin safety-fund law. 

Nassau settled its claims at from 70 to 90 per cent, mostly at 
75 per cent. 

National of Hartford began by discounting at 75 per cent; 
later settled nearly all its claims at upward of 90 per cent. The 
company states that its payments have averaged 94 per cent of 
the face of the policy. 

National Union settled its claims at 75 per cent up, largely 
at about 90 per cent. 

New Brunswick settled its claims largely at about 75 per cent. 

New Hampshire policy contained earthquake clause, which 
was not taken advantage of. Settled its claims in full, less 1 
per cent for cash. 

New York settled its claims at 40 per cent. 

New York Underwriters, same settlements as the Hartford. 

New Zealand settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 
About one-fifth of the entire number of its outstanding policies 
contained an earthquake clause; company settled such claims at 
from 75 to 90 per cent. 

Niagara settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

North British and Mercantile settled its claims in full, less 2 
per cent for cash. 

North German of New York has paid nothing; company in the 
hands of a receiver. 

North German of Hamburg company has denied liability and 
retired from the State, having paid no claims. 
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North River settled its claims mostly at 75 per cent; in a few 
cases at 90 per cent. 

Northern of London settled its claims in full, less 1 per cént 
for cash, ; 

Nortlucestern Fire and Marine settled its claims in general at 
from 75 to 85 per cent. 

Northwestern National settled its claims largely in full, less 
2 per cent for cash. 

Norwich Union policy contains earthquake clause. Settled 
its claims at 50 and 75 per cent, according to location. Claims 
of $500 or less paid in full, and at least $500 on claims of $500 

or over. . 

Orient, same settlements as London and Lancashire. 

Pacific Underwriters, same settlements as Fireman’s Fund. 

Palatine, same policies and settlements as Commercial Union. 

Pelican settled its claim in full, less 2 to 5 per cent for cash, 

Pennsylvania settled its claims in full, less from 2 to 5 per 
cent for cash. 

. Phenix of Brooklyn began by discounting claims at 75 per 
cent; later settled claims in general at from 85 per cent up to 
100 per cent. Data furnished by the company indicate. that 
about 75 per cent of the company’s liability will have been 
settled at an average of 98 per cent of the amount of the claims. 

Philadelphia Underwriters settled its claims at from 90 per 
cent up. 

Phoenig of Hartford policy contained an earthquake clause, 
which led to settlement of early claims at 75 per cent. The 
bulk of its claims were, however, settled without reference to 
the earthquake clause, mostly in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

Phoenix of London settled its claims in full and less 2 per 
cent for cash. ; 

Protector Underwriters, same policies and settlements as 
Phoenix of Hartford. 

Providence-Washington settled its claims in general at from 
90 per cent up, but largely in full, less 2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

Prussian National settled its claims at 75 per cent. 

Queen settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

Queen City began by settling claims at 75 per cent; later set- 
tled claims in full, giving notes in some cases; the company 
states that payments on earlier claims have been brought up 
to the same standard. 

Rhine and Moselle policy contains earthquake clause. Denied 
liability and withdrew from the State. Claims of $560 or less 
have been paid at 50 per cent. 

Rochester-German settled its claims largely at from 90 per 
cent up. 3 

Royal settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

Royal Ezchange settled its claims at from 75 per cent up, but 
largely at 85 to 95 per cent. 

Scotch Underwriters, same settlements as Caledonian. 

Scottish Union and National settled its claims in full, less 2 
per cent for cash. 

Security of New Haven settled its claims largely in full, less 
from 2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

Security of Baltimore in the hands of a receiver. 

Springfield settled its claims in full, and less 1 per cent for 
cash. 

Spring Garden settled its claims in general at 70 per cent. 

State of Liverpool settled its claims mostly in full, less from 
2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

St. Paul Fire and Marine settled its claims mostly in full, less 
from 2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

Sun settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

Svea settled its claims at from 75 per cent up. 

Teutonia settled its claims in full, less 2 to 5 per cent for 
cash. 

Traders in the hands of a receiver. 

Trans-Atlantic denied liability and withdrew from the State; 
no claims paid. 

Union of Philadelphia involved in the San Francisco con- 
flagration only as a reinsurer. 

Unton Assurance settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for 
cash, 

United Firemen’s settled its claims at from 75 per cent up, 
but in general at about 90 per cent. 

Victoria settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent. 

Westchester settled some claims at 75 and 80 per cent, but 
later paid largely in full, less from 2 to 5 per cent for cash, 

Western of Toronto, same settlements as British America. 

Williamsburg City, most of its policies contain earthquake 
clause. Settled claims on these at 50 to 75 per cent, according 
to location. On such policies paid claims of $500 or less in 
full and at least $500 on claims of $500 or more. Settled 
claims on policies that did not contain earthquake clause 
largely at 95 per cent. 


As I have stated, Mr. Chairman, I have read this list of 
companies, together with a statement as to how each one 
treated its policy holders, in order that all persons in the 
United States who carry insurance may know whether the 
companies which accept their premiums are trustworthy and 
reliable in cases of conflagration. For, after all, no one knows 
where or when there is going to be a conflagration; no one can 
tell where or when there is going to be a great disaster. The 
fire at San Francisco was perhaps the largest property loss in 
the history of the world. 

The most conseryative estimate of that loss is $350,000,000, 
upon which was carried $235,000,000 worth of insurance. As I 
say, while that fire occurred only nine months ago, and we hope 
that no other community in the United States will suffer such 
another calamity as did that city, still no one can tell where 
the next conflagration may occur. It is a remarkable fact that 
within the past nine months three great earthquakes have 
occurred in various parts of the world, every one of which was 
succeeded by a conflagration which wiped out the entire busi- 
ness community of the city that was thus visited by an earth- 
quake shock. 

Mr. LOVERING. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Kaun} yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lov- 
ERING]? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. LOVERING. Can the gentleman tell us, if he has any 
knowledge, of the settlement that was made in the earthquake 
that occurred at Valparaiso, and also the recent one at Jamaica? 

Mr. KAHN. ‘I haye no knowledge upon that subject. 

Mr. LOVERING. Is it not a fact that they withdrew, both 
the English and German companies, and-paid nothing at Val- 
paraiso? 

Mr. KAHN. I have no positive knowledge upon the subject 
regarding Valparaiso. All that I have is what I obtained from 
the newspaper accounts, and these, I believe, bear out the 
statement made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lovertnc]. Of course the disaster at Kingston is so recent that 
probably no action has been taken as yet by any insurance com- 


pany. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the leave of the House 
to print as a part of my remarks the report of the special com- 
mittee of the board of trustees of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco on Insurance Settlements Incident to the 
San Francisco Fire, which report was compiled by Prof. Albert 
W. Whitney, of the University of California, at Berkeley. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter above referred to is as follows: 


Report of the special committee of the board of trustees of the Cham- 
er of Commerce of San Francisco on insurance settlements incident 
to the San Francisco fire. 
[Approved at a meeting of the board of trustees November 13, 1906.] 
San Francisco, November 13, 1906. 
To the honorable 5 and board of trustees 
of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco. 

Sms: Your committee appointed to investigate insurance settle- 
ments incident to the late conflagration 9 submits the report 
of Prof. A. W. Whitney, who was engaged prepare the report under 
the general supervision of the committee. 

We have been peculiarly fortunate in having the assistance of such 
an able investigator, with technical experience in insurance matters, 
and we accordingly take this opportunity for expressing our apprecia- 
tion of his untiring efforts and for thanking Mr. Benjamin Ide 
Wheeler, president of the University of California, through whose con- 
sideration it became possible for us to secure his services. 

We have been fortunate, too, in having our trustee, Mr. George B. 
Butler, as a member of our committee. His long experience and prom- 
inence in insurance circles haye been of the greatest value in the in- 
vestigation. 

Thanks are also due to the savings banks, which have given exact 
information as to the thousands of adjustments made on losses in 
which the banks were concerned; to Mr. E. Myron Wolf, State com- 
missioner of insurance; to the press of San Francisco; to the rep- 
resentatives of many of the insurance companies, who have for the 
most part recelved our pee with great courtesy, and in general to 
the many merchants and attorneys who have freely given desired 
information. 

In the BL hice gee of this report we have kept in view its purposes 
as outlined in the original plan, to wit: 

1. The moral effect upon the insurance companies involved. once 
they knew that the chamber of commerce proposed to make a reliable 
report, giving due credit to those companies which are fairiy meeting 
their obligations. 8 

2. Supplying information, on application of our members, reiating 
to adjustments being made by companies with which said members 
might hold policies. 

= Sending general information to commercial organizations through- 
out the country relating to the insurance conditions in our city. 

4. In the light of such information, venturing some su tions that 
will tend to the betterment of the fire insurance business both for the 
insurer and the insured. 

The appreciative expressions already received prompt us to belleve 
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that the first two purposes have been accomplished in a degree far 
beyond our e tations. It is hoped that the latter two purposes 


will be accomplished in the publication of Professor Whitney's report, 
which is the result of most careful work on his part, assist by 
frequent conference with your committee. 
Yours, respectfully,” 

Clas. H. BENTLEY, 

Gero. E. BUTLER, 

Gro. D. Gray, - 

Committec. 


To the special insurance committce 
of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco. 
GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to submit to you the following re- 
port m the fire insurance situation following the San Francisco con- 
gration. 
Yours, respectfully, 
San FRANCISCO, November 10, 1906. 
THE EARTHQUAKE. 


The San Francisco earthquake occurred at about a quarter past 5 
o'clock on the morning of April 18, 1906. The shock lasted about 
one minute. The seismographie record at the Lick Observatory on 
Mount Hamilton, 50 miles away, but in a region where the disturbance 
was considerable, showed the oscillations to have taken place in all 
directions, with a maximum 5 of about an inch. 

Although the city of San ancisco was, because of its size, the 
largest sufferer, the destructiveness of the earthquake was eee 

eatest at Santa Rosa, 50 miles north. San Jose and Stanford 

niversity were also severely shaken. 

The damage done by the earthquake in San Francisco depended very 
largely upon the nature of the ground at the point in question. The 
city may be divided into four districts or sets of districts. ‘There are, 
first, the rocky hills and other more level land closely underlain by 
rock. There are, second, the intervening valleys where a natural de- 
post has occurred. There is, third, a region where sand dunes cover 
he rock to a depth of many feet. There is, fourth, the filled ground 
along the shore line and along the courses of old creeks; there are about 
250 acres of this in the burned district, extending in its greatest width 
from the ferry to Sansome street, a distance of about half a mile. A 
large part of the wholesale district lay in this fourth region. 

The first region, characterized by rock formations near the surface, 
suffered least from the shaking. The damage was confined mostly to 
the shaking to pieces of chimneys above the roof, the falling of some 

laster and loosely attached architectural ornaments, and the destruc- 

on, more or less complete, of some notably badly constructed buildings. 

In the sand-dune country and in the valleys the damage was some- 
what greater. 

The damage on the made land, however, was much the most severe. 
Here there was not only a more destructive form of oscillation, but the 
settling of the land in some cases caused serious structural damage. 

Just how severe the earthquake damage was in the business part of 
the city will never be exactly known because of the fire that immediately 
obliterated its effects. There was, however, a very general shaking to 
pieces of chimney tops all over the city—in fact, throughout the whole 
region; there was to a much less extent general damage to plastering; 
in probably about ome house of two or three was the damage to plaster- 
ing so severe as to require repair. There were numerous cases of col- 
lapse of notably badly constructed buildings, old frame buildings with 
defective 55 5 arts „ brick buildings made with weak lime mortar 
and unwet bricks, and unbonded stone-yeneered buildings. 

Some few spectacular examples of buildings of this character, such 
as the Valencia Street Hotel (a frame lodging ee and the city hall 
(of stone and brick upon a steel frame), together with a certain amount 
of fallen cornices and scattering examples of walls partly fallen or 
cracked, constituted the main visible earthquake damage. 

The structural damage was probably on the whole not large. In steel- 
frame buildings it was almost nothing—as, for instance, in the Call 
sci in well-built brick buildings it was almost nothing—as, for in- 
stance, in the walls of the Palace Hotel, which stand to-day as a mute 
example of what good brickwork can be; in well-built frame buildings 
the structural damage was nothing. The earthquake damage in San 
Francisco stands as a monument almost entirely to cheap, dishonest, 
and insincerely ostentatious construction. 

Coming back, however, to actual conditions, it is undoubtedly true 
that the business of the city could have gone on with very little inter- 
ruption if there had been no fire, as it did in fact in the unburned part 
of the city and in those buildings which, though in the burned district, 
were spared by the fire, such for example as the mint, the post-office, 
the appraiser’s store, and the Montgomery Block. The earthquake 
damage in such unburned buildings was in general not severe. 

REPORT OF THE NATIONAL BOARD OF FIRE UNDERWRITERS. 

Mr. S. A. Reed, consulting engineer, in his report to the National 
Board of Fire Underwriters on the San Francisco conflagration, has the 
following to say concerning the extent of the 3 damage: - 

“The actual damage, though appalling to those who experienced the 
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to a considerable extent, due to straining. In wooden frame build- 
ings it was noted tbat where each story was framed to that below, un- 
less diagonally braced, the damage was greater than where the verticals 
were continuous, as in the balloon frame of less ute. In fact, im- 
munity from effects of the earthquake seemed to a characteristic 
of buildi having vertical continuity as distinguished from vertical 
discontinuity. In steel frames, where each column is spliced to that 
below, column tiers are practically continuous. Buildings depending 
mainly upon gravity for their 1 experienced the maximum in- 
jury. The ordinary brick wall has slight 5 apart from gravity 
aided by the bracing effects of the beams, unless the brick is properly 
laid in cement and properly bonded and the walls of more than usual 
thickness. Such walls as the latter were rare in San Francisco. 
Still, even in the case of weak walls, the interior bracing reduced 
structural damage where there was no actual ground displacement. 
There were, however, a large number of structural injuries, not ap- 
pera to the eye, but such as would have required expensive repairs 
ad there been no fire.” 
THE FIRE. z 


The earthquake was followed by fires that broke out almost imme- 
diately at a number of points; in fact, there are said to have been as 
many as thirty of these, most of them in the region south of Market 
street. The city was supplied with water by three 8 pipes, each 
of which was broken where it crossed marshy ground outside of the ci 
During the second and third days of the fire some water was made 
available in the western part of the city by repairs. This water was 
instrumental in checking the fire at Van Ness avenue. 

The efficient head of the fire department, Chief Sullivan, to whose 
efforts had been largely due the freedom of San Francisco in the past 
from disastrous fires, was fatally injured by the falling of a chimney. 
It is a sad coincidence that in the Baltimore, the Toronto, and the San 
Francisco conflagrations the fire chief was unable through personal in- 
jury to direct the work of the department. 

There was an almost entire absence of sttong wind during the fire, 
so that ignition and combustion went on slowly, and there was no oc- 
casion for the frantic efforts to escape that characterized the Chic: 
fire. The day of the earthquake itself was an ideal summer day. 
contrast was most painful between the inferno in the city and the 
smiling serenity of nature across the bay. For three days a pillar of 
smoke stood over the city. 

Some of the orlginal fires were extinguished; the others coalesced 
during the first day. Many new fires originated, however, most of 
them by sparks or dynamiting, but some in the general confusion quite 
independently of the fires already started. Two of these independent 
fires spread and consumed many locks of property in the heart of the 
city. One was the Hayes Valley, or “ham and eggs,” fire at Hayes 
and Gough streets on the morning of the 18th, said to have been 


started by a woman in getting breakfast. The other was the Alcazar 
‘tp re, said to have been started by the overturning of a lamp 
y soldiers. 


The water supply failing, dynamite was resorted to for blowing up 
buildings in the hope of thus stopping the progress of the fire. In some 
cases this was successful, but the dynamite being largely handled by 
those who were unfamiliar with its use, on the whole little good was 
accomplished and in many cases the fire was actually spread by its use. 

The fire was brought under control on the third day by a desperate 
stand at Van Ness avenue, a north and south street, 125 feet wide and 
about 14 miles from the ferry. The intelligent use of dynamite, a line 
of hose to the bay, some water from the mains, a favorable wind, and a 
desperate hand-to-hand fight together made this successful, although at 
some points the fire cr the avenue and burned a few blocks beyond. 

The total area burned was about 3,000 acres, or about 4.7 square 
miles, containing 520 blocks, and about 25,000 buildings; about one- 
half of these were residences. 


THE INSURANCE SITUATION. 


The amount of insurance covering property in the burned district was 
approximately $235,000,000 (estimated). All of this had been written. 
by companies authorized to do business in the State, except about 
$6,000,000 which had been piece outside of the State in some 100 
companies. The value of buildings and contents destroyed in the fire 
must have been about $350,000,000, basing an estimate upon the in- 
surance liability, the known general ratio of insurance to value (about 
70 per cent), and a guess that there was about 5 per cent of property 
that carried no insurance, 

There follows a list of the authorized companies, with their capital 
and surplus, and their San Francisco premiums in 1905; membership 
in the Board of Fire Underwriters of the Pacific is also indicated. It 
was hoped that it would be possible to give the liabilities of the separate 
companies, but the data obtainable are not complete, and for that reason 
are not published. 

DOMESTIC COMPANIES, 


hock. was not, asa general rule; structurally sorious as LRE A appear ; — —T a — 


ance went. Apart from agri having ponderous architectural at- 
tachments, particularly the city hall, where the damage was great and 
ches Nir the apparent structural injury was mainly to tall chimneys, 
church towers, and unbraced brick gables, copings, and projections. 
Interior plaster, tiling, and adhesively applied decorations were quite 
l wrecked. ouse chimneys above roofs fell extensively. 
Actual collapses were mainly confined to flimsy frame structures. Ob- 
servation of the unburned western addition, and also of photographs taken 
between the earthquake and the fire, make it clear that San ‘ancisco 
was far from being destroyed by the quake, and that outside of 
small districts in the flats it was the exception that a building was 
rendered uninhabitable. ‘The effect on fireproof buildings was especially 
important, as the steel-frame type had never before been seriously 
tested In an earthquake. It may be said „ speaking, that these 
buildings had no apparent structural in ury. he steel frames a 
peared plumb and true, and, contrary to the early account, neither the 
sides nor the floors had dropped out. Cracks appeared in many in- 
stances, especially X cracks in pilasters bullt around exterior columns. 
The early accounts, stating that side walls had dropped out, probabi 
arose from the fact that there were several tall and conspicuous stee 
frames in course of construction which had not yet received their side 
walls. Furthermore, at the City Hall a lofty architectural mass of 
east iron and stone was grou around a steel-frame dome, and the 
fall of th ral mass left the steel frame of the dome exposed. 


e e 
Nenappareat injary, to steel frames and thelr exterior walls occurred 


Paid-in | Surplus | San Fran- 
capital Dee. Dee. 31, 8 
' 1905. 1905.4 

tna, b Hartford, Conn 000,000 | $7,036, 011 $44,789 
Agricultural, “ Watertown, N. Y... 500, 000 857, 16, 343 
ance, b Philadelphia, Pa 500,000 | = 462, 181 15,801 
American, Boston, Mass 300, 000 92, 12, 248 
American, b Newark, 600,000 | 2,430,459 18, 962 
American Fire, > Philad 600, 000 253, „550 
American Central, b St. Louis, Mo 000,000 1, 431,518 19, 881 
Assurance Co. of America, b 400, 000 228, 968 . e: 
Atlanta-Birmingham, b Atlanta, Ga 250, 000 80,725 6, 289 
Austin Fire, Austi 318, 975 57,791 » B37 
British-American, 200, 000 118, 727 3,013 
Buffalo-German, 200,000 | 1, 640, 74 
Caledonian-American, “ 200, 000 91,778 8, 836 
California, > San Franc’ „C 240, 000 144,110 22, 585 
Calumet, b Chicago, III 200, 000 255, 441 18, 824 
s er St. 200, 000 182 17, 588 
Commercial Union Fire, U New Yor! — 7 — 130, 124 4,110 
Concordia Fire,” 200, 234, 958 6,345 
Connecticut Fire, ò , 000,000 | 1,729,173 34,197 
Continental, New York, N 000, 000 |, 225 33,936 
Delaware, ò Philadelphia, 702, 875 493 12, 551 
Dutchess, Poughkeepsie, N. Y... 200, 000 175, 519 14, 167 


a Taken from Coast Review Chart. 
ò Member of the Board of Fire Underwriters of the Pacific. 
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DOMESTIC COMPANIES—Continued. 


Paid-in | Surplus Sen Fran- 
pital Dec. alg | See 
31, 1905. 1905. 1190. 
Eagle Fire. New York, N. ...... $300, 000 $376, 072 $11, 968 
Equitable Fire and Marine, a Providence, R.T. 400, 000 215, 276 5, 817 
Federal, Jersey City, N. J.. awe epee 500, 000 856, GG 
Fire Association,a Philadelphia, Pa. -| _ 500,000 | 1,552, 603 | 33, 239 
Fireman's Fund, a San Francisco, Cal. 1,000,000 | 2,718,144 91, 363 
Franklin Fire, a Philadelphia, Pa. 400, 000 „672 20,919 
German, Freeport, III. 200,000 | 1,952, 065 | 52, 802 
German, Peoria, III. 200, 000 126, 444 | 14,752 
German Alliance, a New York, 400, 000 629, 132 | 7, 384 
German American, a New York, N. X. 1,500,000 | 6, 442,675 | 44,589 
Germania Fire, New York, N, Y... 1,000,000 | 2,889, 660 | 46, 552 
German National, Chicago, III. 200, 000 154, 347 | 15, 706 
Girard Fire and Marine, Philadelphia, Pa... 300, 000 697, 864 | 13.747 
Glens Falls, Glens Falls, N. ... 225 200,000 | 2,594,065 | 17, 657 
Globe and Rutgers, a New York. N. Y. 400,000 | 1,256,147 16, 028 
Hanover Fire, a New York, N. Y.. 1, 000, 000 925, 516 23, 167 
Hartford Fire, a Hartford, Conn. 1,250,000 | 5, 150, 696 145, 788 
SOME NO Ey Not eccsntsebecseresaarese 3,000,000 | 8,720,501 39. 779 
Home Fire and Marine, a San Francisco, Cal. 300, 000 503, 695 37, 980 
Indemnity Fire, a New York, N. .... 200, 000 | 4, 785 4,781 
Tnsurance Co. of North America, a Philadel- | 
ny eee cay Pig ie pi 3,000,000 | 3,604,807 43,399 
Mercantile Fire and Marine, a Boston, Mass.. 400, 000 101, 793 13, 020 
Michigan Fire and Marine, a Detroit. Mich.. 400, 000 282, 687 7, 985 
Milwaukee Mechanics, Milwaukee, Wis 200,000 | 1,409,831 34,269 
Nassau Fire, Brooklyn, N. .. 200, 000 251, 498 | 7,391 
National Fire, a Hartford, Conn. 1,000,000 | 2,314,305 | 42, 446 
National Union, Pittsburg, Pa... a 750,000 , 399 20, 936 
New Brunswick, New Brunswick, N. J. 200. 000 14, e 
New Hampshire Fire, a Manchester, N. H.... 1,000,000 | 1,254,267 | 8. 928 
New York Fire, New York, N. Kc 200, 000 61, 682 | 6, 903 
Niagara Fire, a New York, N. ... 600,000 | 1,810,455 33, 126 
North German Fire, a New York, N. Y 200, 000 $3, 806 11,627 
North River, New York, N. Kc 350, 000 440, 895 9, 080 
Northwestern Fire and Marine, Minneapolis, | 
Mb vesencameueettenenan=sateeseea heres. 200, 000 128, 0 ee 
Northwestern National, Milwaukee, Wiss 600,000 | 1,235, 882 11,089 
Orient, a Hartford, Conn 45 500, 000 821, 958 14.373 
Pelican, a New York, N. c 200, 000 119, 803 7,253 
Pennsylvania Fire, a Philadelphia, Fa 400,000 | 3,004, 552 55, 189 
Phenix, a Brooklyn, No. oo ds5-sccec-s cence 1,000,000 | 2,236,779 61, 844 
Phenix, a Hartford, Conn 2,000,000 2, 382, 271 28, 049 
Providence-Washington.@ Providence, R. I.. 500, 000 668, 039 15, 756 
We 1. 000, 000 2,722, 650 24,054 
Queen City Fire, a Sioux Falls, S. Dak. Wee 300, 000 37,385 1,922 
Rochester Gèrman, a Rochester, N. . — 200, 000 493, 216 10, 701 
Security Fire, New Haven, Conn.. z 500, 000 385, 129 6,151 
Security Fire, a Baltimore, Md 200, 000 61,006 7,817 
Springfield Fire and Marine, a Springfield, 

APOT T E TR A ber One fe 2,000,000 | 2,024,000 26, 160 
Spring Garden, « Philadelphia, Pa 400, 000 290, 485 9,519 
st Paul Fire and Marine, a St. Paul, Minn... 600,000 | 1,363, 633 18,705 
Teutonia, a New Orleans, La 250, 000 136, 624 5,315 

raders, a Chicago, III. 600,000 | 1,376,031 58, 096 
Union, a Philadelphia, Ia 200. 000 151.334 8.729 
United Firemen's, a Philadelphia, Pa........ 300, 000 233, 891 11,045 
Victoria Fire, a New York, N. Y..........-... | 200, 000 69, 774 81 
Westchester Fire. New York, N. ..... 300,000 1,678,128 17,573 
Williamsburg City Fire, Brooklyn, N. Y...... | 250,000 | 1,492, 093 15, 862 


aMember of the Board of Fire Underwriters of the Pacific, 


FOREIGN COMPANIES. 
| Surplus and | San Fran- 
paid-in capi- cisco pre- 
tal Dec. 31 miums, 
1904.4 5. 
Aachen and Munich,“ Aix la Chapelle, Germany $2, 370, 284 $49, 421 
Alliance,® London, England 8, 984, 275 43, 749 
Atlas, London, England... 3, 509, 710 39, 792 
Austrian Phoenix, Vienna, ris 1, 496, 087 30, 558 
British-America, Toronto, Canada 1, 040, 01: 13, 333 
Caledonian,» Edinburgh, Scotland ©2, 625, 47,325 
Commercial Union, London, Engla. 12. 250, 000 49, 002 
Hamburg- Bremen,“ Hamburg, Germa e841, 811 56,180 


Helvetia-Swiss®...... 


Law Union and Crown, Lon „Eng 28, 030 
Liverpool and London and Globe,“ Liverpoo! 56, 878 
London, London, England .. $7,719 
London and Lancashire,’ Live 5 68, 558 
New Zealand,b Auckland, New Zealand. 29,299 
North British and Mercantile,“ London, Englan 44,569 
North German Fire, Hamburg, Germany 7 58, HG 
Northern, London, England . . . $, 757, 080 53, 690 
Norwich Union Fire,“ Norwich 5, 154, 661 30,395 
Palatine, London, England.. 875, 745 34, 209 
Phoenix,“ London, England 6, 463, 795 53, 830 
National, Stettin, G 1,399, 005 17, 934 

Rhine and Moselle, Strasburg, German 1,112, 672 59, 649 
Royal,’ Liverpool, England. ron 14, 179, 675 83, 601 
Royal Exchange,“ London, England. 7, 240, 505 56, 529 
Scottish Union and National,“ Edinbu 3, 292, 395 21.916 
State Fire, Liverpool, England .. 900, 405 15, 491 
b London, rom ee 7 9, 769, 715 40,019 
Svea Fire, b Gotten 100 Sw 2, 000, 270 , 955 
Transatlantic Fire, Hamb) 647,750 73, 947 
Union,’ London, England 3, 089, 190 42, 302 
Western,’ Toronto, ada 1, 919, 888 17, 458 


Taken from Best's reports. 

Member of the Board of Fire Underwriters of the Pacific, 
Statement as of December 31, 1905. 

Statement as of November 30, 1905, 


Representatives of these companies, except the Helvetia-Swiss, which 


was not involved. without respect to the 
nonboard, met on April 21 in Oakland and formed an organization for 
facilitating adjustments and for securing uniformity of procedure. 
There were associated with these companies in the adjusting bureau 
also the following underwriting agencies: Colonial Underwriters, Eng- 
lish-American Underwriters, Huropean Underwriters, Individual Under- 
writers, New York Underwriters, Pacific Underwriters, Philadelphia 
Underwriters, Vrotector Underwriters, Scotch Underwriters, Western 
Underwriters, also the Camden, a reinsuring company, the Manchester, 
whose risks had been insured in the Atlas, and the Kings County, a 
company which had withdrawn from the State, but still had outstand- 
ing insurance. Meetings of this organization were held daily up to 
May 16 and almost as frequently thereafter for at least another month. 

A general committee of fifteen on adjustments was appointed, whose 
principal work was the assigning to subcommittees of three of losses on 
which six or more companies were involved. Losses on which there 
were less than six companies were privately adjusted by the companies 
involved and did not come before the bureau. 

The situation that the companies had before them on the 2ist of 
April was the most difficult in the whole history of fire insurance. In 
the first place the conflagration itself was the largest that there had 
ever been; secondly, it was not an ordinary conflagration, but had been 
preceded by an earthquake for whose direct effects the companies were 
not liable and yet the evidence of which had been largely obliterated 
by the fire; third, as to some extent in all conflagrations or large fires, 
but here particularly, there was a large destruction not only of policies, 
but of records of all kinds among the insured; fourth, San Francisco 
being the city from which all the Pacific coast business was managed, 
there was a large destruction of the records of the companies, some com- 
panies, for instance. which sent ne details to their home offices. but 
Whose accounts were audited here, losing their records in toto. These 
had to be reproduced as best they might from agents’ and brokers’ rec- 
ords and from maps in cases where these had fortunately been saved. 

The situation would have been comptes enough if there had 
been relations hetween only the companies and the insured, but there 
was in addition a vast mass of reinsurance not only among the com- 
panies directly involved, but with other companies. Some of these 
foreign treaty companies, soon after the fire, united in publishing 
a letter to the reinsured companies warning them that the reinsurance 
companies would not follow them in their settlements beyond the point 
of strict liability. The most eee feature of the early situation 
was probably the fact that the companies were at a loss to know how 
much of their reinsurance they could collect. 

The great desirability of arriving at some common method of proce- 
dure in the seftlement of losses, particularly in the case of committee 
losses and in the case of losses in which there was reinsurance, was felt 
so strongly that the adjusting bureau was for many days concerned with 
finding a basis on which common adjustments might be carried on 
rather than in working out the details of the adjustments themselves. 

The companies had naturally been in close communication with their 
home offices and in many or even most cases officials of the companies 
had visited the coast themselyes. It was then with an intimate knowl- 
edge of the situation that a meeting of some twenty or more of the com- 
panies most heavily involved was held in New York oy on May 31, and 
an agreement was arrived at concerning general rules of procedure. 
The “ New York agreement ” is as follows: 


“PREAMBLE AND RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE MEETING OF AMERICAN 
COMPANIES HELD IN NEW YORK, MAY 31, 1906. 


“Whereas on the 18th of April, 1906, a great earthquake occurred 
in the city of San Francisco, Cal., which destroyed property to the value 
of millions of dollars, and was followed by a conflagration made un- 

recedented in extent and damage by conditions induced by and fol- 
owing said earthquake ; 

“Whereas the problems arising in connection with the settlement of 
such losses are complex and intricate to an extent never before equaled 
in the history of underwriting by reason of the following and other 
factors, namely: 

“(a) The difficulty of clear! gating losses for which companies 
are Hable from those from which they are exempt; 

“(b) The existence of many varying forms of policy contract; 

% The loss of essential records, both by insurance companies and 
by the assured; 

“Whereas it is highly desirable that all losses for which insurance 
companies are legally liable should be promptly settled with equity and 
fairness to all concerned; and 

“ Whereas it is expedient that a statement as to the legal and moral 
liability of companies in regard to claims arising from the catastrophe 
at San Francisco should be made, the subjoined is adopted as a fair 
8 of such liability, suitable to be used as the basis for adjust- 
ng losses: 

„First. Where posene covered buildings (and, or their contents) 
which had certainly fallen before the fire, or which had been so dam- 
aged as to void the insurance under the express terms of the contract, 
claims under such policies should not be paid. 

Second. Where policies covered buildings (and, or their contents) 
which may have been damaged or destroyed by the authorities, civil 
and, or, military, subsequent to the conflagration, claims under such 
policies should not be paid, until the facts have been definitely ascer- 


tained. 

“Third. (a) Where policies covered buildings (and, or their contents) 
which were probably, but not certainly, so damaged by earthquake as to 
be brought under the provisions of the fallen building clause; or 

“(b) Where policies covered buildings (and, or their contents) which 
had suffered from shock of earthquake but not to such an extent as to 
bring them within the provisions of the fallen building clause ; or 

“(e) Where policies covered buildings (and, or their contents) which 
had been damaged or destroyed by the authorities, civil and, or, mili- 
tary, before fire had reached them; or 

“(d) Where policies covered property whose owners, by reason of 
the destruction of their books and records, are unable to supply the 
por of value required by the conditions of their insurance policies, 

ne such cases claims should be settled by a reasonable com- 
romise. 
ia Fourth, Where policies covered contents of buildings which are cer- 
tainly not affected by the exemption conditons of the policy, claims 
under such policies should be paid, as soon as adjusted, subject to 
such deduction, if any, as may ed be made on account of the sal- 
vage resulting from the removal of portable property from building 
before fire had reached them. 

“ Resolved, That all the insurance companies interested in this 
disaster, both domestic and foreign, be, and they hereby are, cordially 
invited to unite in the carrying out of this plan of operations,” 


nestion of whether board or 
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It had been evident from the first that there was an entire lack 
of unanimity regarding the place of compromise settlements. This had 
come to the surface as soon as the nature of committee adjustments 
had been considered. A minority of the companies had stood for com- 

lete adjustments—that is, showing not only sound value, but the 

nally adjusted claim, the same to be binding upon the companies. A 
majority of the companies, however, would not hear of this, but 
insisted that it should be left to the companies individually to arrive 
with the insured at the amount of the adjusted claim, leaving, there- 
fore, the matter of earthquake damage, both direct and indirect, to be 
appraised by each company separately. Finally a compromise was 
reached by which the subcommittees were to report upon sound value 
and loss, leaving the final adjustment to the companies themselves. 
This averted the disruption of the burean. 

However, the same general difference in attitude again appeared 
in the discussion of the New York agreement. While there was a 
general acceptance of the agreement, there were those who felt that a 
step further might be taken. They said: “An earthquake started the 
fire; an earthquake, by breaking the water mains, made it impossible 
to put the fire out. Neither of these contingencies was contemplated 
in the premium; furthermore, there was widespread earthquake dam- 
age whose exact effect has been obliterated by the fire; the insured, 
under these circumstances should bear part of the loss. Let him then 
bear part of the loss, and, because of the uncertainty as to where 
there was and where there was not earthquake damage, let there be 
a general compromise at, say, 75 per cent of the face value of the 
policy. In this way there will be immediate settlements and justice 
done in the aggregate.’ A vote was taken as to the sense of the 
companies upon the advisability of such a procedure, the vote being 
understood to be only an expression of opinion and not committing 
those voting to action one way or the other. 

Next morning an account of this and the names of the companies 
voting on either side appeared in one of the San Francisco papers, 
in spite of the fact that this, as all other actions of this body, were 
taken in executive session. It may be said‘ at this point that, 
naturally, no attempt would be made in this report to give an account 
of the deliberations of this body had not the matter been made public, 
and thus, and particularly in view of later developments, become an 
important part of the history of the situation. 

e companies reported to have voted against this proposed horizontal 
cut are: Ætna, American Central, Atlas, California, Citizens, Connecti- 
cut, Continental, English-American Underwriters, Hartford, Home, Indi- 
vidual Underwriters, Kings County, Liverpool and London and Globe, 
London and Lancashire, London Assurance, Manchester, Mercantile, 
New Hampshire, New York Underwriters, New Zealand. North British 
and Mercantile, Northern, Orient, Pelican, Phoenix of London, Queen, 
8 Springfield, State, St. Paul, Sun, Teutonia. 

he companies reported to have voted in favor of the horizontal cut 
are: Aachen and Munich, Agricultural, Alliance of Philadelphia, Ameri- 
can of Boston, American of Newark, American of Philadel hia, At- 
lanta-Birmingham, Austrian Phoenix, British-America, British-Amer- 
ican, Buffalo German, Caledonian of Edinburgh, Caledohian-American, 
Calumet, Camden, Colonial Underwriters, Concordia, Delaware of Phila- 
delphia, Dutchess, Eagle uitable, Federal, Fire Association of Philia- 
delphia, Fireman's Fund, Franklin, German of Freeport, German of 
Peoria, German National, Germania, Girard, Glens Falls, Globe and 
Rutgers, . Hanover, Home Fire and Marine, Insur- 
ance Company of North America, Michigan, Milwaukee Mechanics, 
Nassau, National, National Union, New Brunswick, New York, Niagara, 
North German of New York, North River, Northwestern National, Pa- 
cific Underwriters, Pennsylvania, Phenix of Brooklyn, Philadelphia 
Underwriters, Providence-Washington, Prussian National, Queen City, 
Rochester German, Scotch Underwriters, Security of New Haven, Se- 
curity of Baltimore, Spring Garden, Svea, Traders, Transatlantic, 
Union of Philadelphia, United Firemen's, Victoria, Westchester, West- 
ern, Western Underwriters. 

The companies reported to have been absent or excused from voting 
are: Alliance of London, Assurance Company of America, Austin of 
Texas, Commercial Union of London, Commercial Union of New York, 
European Underwriters, German Alliance, German American, Indem- 
nity, Law-Union and Crown, North German of Hamburg, Northwestern 
Fire and Marine, Norwich Union, Palatine, Phoenix of Hartford, Pro- 
tector Underwriters, Rhine and Moselle, Royal Exchange; Scottish 
Union and National, Union Assurance, Williamsburg City. 

Within a few days five companies, which had yoted for the horizontal 
cut, on advice from their home offices, announced their change to the 
other class. These were: Alliance of Philadelphia, American of New- 
ark. Michigan, Insurance ag nee of North America, Niagara. 

It is possible that if the discussion of the question had continued 
that some common principle of procedure might have been evolved, but 
the panan that the vote had received prevented this; those voting 
for the resolution were considered to have put themselves on final rec- 
ord as favoring a straight, horizontal cut of 25 per cent. They were 
eee known as the six-bit“ companies. e companies voting 

the resolution were immediately held in bigh esteem and called 


REAIS 
e “dollar for dollar” 5 
he first that there was a lack of harmony 


It had been evident from 
among the insurance companies, but this inadvertent publicity at this 
time had the effect of making any further attempts at reaching a com- 
mon ground of action impossible. It drove closer together the com- 
nies in the first class. They did not withdraw from the adjusting 
ureau, but ee pea a committee of five from their own number to 
complete the adjustments as they came from the committee of fifteen. 
As a matter of fact, some of the “ thirty-five’ companies individually 
reopened adjustments on such claims after they had come from the 
committee of five. The effect of this 3 upon the companies in 
the second class was, however, disrupting; each company proceeded to 
make adjustments and settlements in its own particular way. 

A word may be said as to the composition of the two classes. The 
first .class was largely made up of old, substantial companies, with a 
reputation for honorable, straightforward methods. hey had had 
large losses, but they had also large surpluses to cover their losses. 
There was every reason why such companies should proceed to settle 
their losses in the old recognized way, adjusting each loss upon its indi- 
vidual merits. 3 

The second class, on the other hand, was less homogeneous. It in- 
cluded, first, some companies so hard hit“ as to be unable, at the time 
at least, to contemplate payment in full; second, some com ies that 
were quite willing to take any opportunity to escape as easily as possi- 
ble, and, third, some eee which, sincerely enough, thought the 
pian a fair one and favorable for the insured, and were at least willing 
o put themselves on record in favor of it on a test vote. 


As a matter of fact, when it came to actual settlement, some of the 
“ six-bit” com es settled their claims quite as favorably as the 
“dollar for dollar” pape brah 

The difficulty of establishing claims where policies or the companies“ 
records were destroyed, and particularly in the case where both were 
lost, was one of the elements of the early situation. Many of the com- 
panies did everything in their pore to help the insured in this matter; 
others apparently tried to make as much trouble as possible. It was 
the same with the filing of proofs of loss. Some of the companies 
aided the insured by furnishing blank forms and by actual assistance 
in filling in the information; other companies, on the other hand, did 
every thing to 223 the filing of proofs of loss. fs of loss were 
refused, were thrown into the faces of claimants without belng opened, 
and were even refused when sent by registered mail. 

Reports of such gross incivilities very naturally found their way into 
the newspapers, as did likewise reports of many of the early settlements, 
which, as a matter of fact, were much lower on the average than they 
were later, some of the companies which began paying off early rire 
only 40 and 50 per cent, while others definitely denied liability al- 
together. The result of this behavior a Po of the companies, fol- 
lowed, as it was very soon, by the “six-bit” split, led to a wave of 
4 7 indignation. The newspapers were large y responsible for this, 

ut the blame for its inception unquestionably lies with those companies 
which began by using thoroughly disgraceful methods in dealing with 
their claimants. 

Such a state of feeling between the insurers and the insured was 
most unfortunate. On the one hand, the timid—poor people for the 
most part, whose insurance was all they had—were frightened in thou- 
sands of cases into settling their claims at a much lower figure than 
was right; on the other hand, whatever natural instincts the insured 
may have had for telling the truth about their losses and for treating 
the representatives of the insurance companies as well-meaning gentle- 
men received a hard shock. ` 

There were undoubtedly many cases of fraud on the part of the = 


an 
intimidation 
fini 


/ 


yet. 

The companies which are most to be praised are those which, usin: 
as nearly as possible the methods of o ary times, made careful bu 
fair adjustments. Such companies have no serious complaint to make 
of the insured, and difficult as the situation was their experience proves 
that the attempt to adjust each loss on its merits was the only satis- 
factory method. 

On their own Initiative many of the companies published their willing- 
ness to haye claimants clear their property and to extend the time for 
filing proofs of loss, as well as to waive notice of loss. Following a sug- 
gestion of Governor Pardee, however, Mr. E. Myron Wolf, insurance com- 
missioner of California, addressed a letter to each of the companies re- 
8 a definite waiving of notice of loss and an extension of the 

ime for filing proofs of loss to August 17. 5 

Eighty-eight companies granted this extension of time. The com- 
panies which did not grant the extension of time gave as their reason 
the fear that this action would invalidate their reinsurance. As a 
matter of fact no such difficulty ever materialized. 

One of the laws passed at the special session of the legislature early 
in June was as follows: 


An act to amend the political code by adding a new section thereto, to 
be numbered section 597a, relating to statements to be furnished to 
the Insurance commissioner by insurance com es. 


[Approved June 3, 1906. 


“The people of the State of California, represented in senate and as- 
sembly, do enact as follows: SECTION 1. A new section, to be known as 
section 597a, is hereby added to the political code, to read as follows: 

“597a. oe ee ee power to, and mere oo a 
sary may, in wr È uire any company engaged in insurance bust- 
ness in the State o California to furnish the commissioner, as of a 
date, past or present, to be des ted by the commissioner, a full and 
complete Hst of all its policies of insurance on property or risks located 
within that portion of the State of California included within the ter- 
ritory descri by the commissioner, and which policies had not by the 
terms thereof expired on the date designated by the commissioner. 
Such list must show the number of the policy, the name in which the 
poitey was issued, the amount for which it was issued, the nature and 

escription of the prope on which the policy was written or the 
nature of the risk assumed by the company, the location of the prop- 
oy and the residence of the insured, and the form-or class of such 
policy as designated on the policy by the company. The commissioner 
shall require such list to be accompanied by the several forms of policies 
so designated and classified by the company, and the forms of riders, 
if any, attacned to each pee form of policy. An which 
fails or neglects to furn such lists and forms for the period of ten 
days from the date of the commissioner's request shall forfeit its right 
to do business in this State, and the commissioner shall thereupon re- 
yoke, in the manner provided in section 600 of this code, the certifi- 
cate previously ted such company to do business in this State, and 
said company shall also be Hable to a penalty in the sum of $3, ` 
for the payment of which penalty suits may be instituted by the com- 
missioner In the name of the people of the State of California, in a 
court of competent jurisdiction, to recover aura ponatis or accumulated 
penalties. Said company shall be liable for d penalty or alties 
5 3 filed by said company, pursuant to section 623 of the 
politica! e 

“Sec. 2. This act shall take effect immediately.” 

Accordingly, Commissioner Wolf, on June 7, sent a letter to the com- 


panies which had not agreed to the extension of the time for 
proofs of loss calling for a list of poncio and licy holders. Some 
of these companies thereupon decided to exte: the time for filing 


licy holders. The 


proofs of loss, while some sixteen -filed lists of 
e nor filed a list 


companies which neither granted an extension of 
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ot pig holders were the following: American of Boston, American 
of Philadelphia, Delaware, Dutchess, New York, North German of New 
York, Spring Garden, Security of Baltimore, Traders, Westchester. 

Punitive action with regard to these companies is still in abeyance. 

The first committee loss to be adjust was 9 back to the 
vommittee of fifteen early in June. It had been the intention of the 
bureau to call a meeting of the companies concerned on each loss, at 
which the report would be read and explained and agreed to. ‘This, 
however, turned out to be entirely impracticable, as the meetings were 
not attended. Thereupon reports were sent directly to the companies 
with the understanding that after one week payment might be demanded. 

The bureau practically finished its work in September. On Novem- 
ber 1, 1.140 claims had been adjusted, on which the sound value was 

128.039.023.838, the insurance 888,018. 123.61, and the visible salvage 
10.683.728.62, showing, therefore, à 68.7 per cent ratio of insurance 
fo value and an 8.35 per cent salvage. There had been 1,337 claims 
altogether; 175 of these had been canceled. On November 1, 22 claims 
were still unsettled. 

The coinsurance clause was very little used in San Francisco. If 
it had been otherwise, the loss to the companies would have been im- 
mensely larger. It is interesting to notice that while ordinarily the 
insured is too likely to look at coinsurance as entirely to the advan- 
tage of the insurer, here is a case where manifestly it would have 
been very greatly to the advantage of the insured. 

On account of the great number of losses and on account of the lack 
of evidence in n great number of cases as to the nature and extent 
of the damage done ca yy on the whole could not be made with 
as great care as usual. The companies generally insisted, following 
the New York agreement, upon a 10 per cent reduction in the case of 
lack of books to prove the loss on stocks of merchandise, and, in gen- 
eral, this was thought to be reasonable, it being evident that a failure 
to prove a loss satisfactorily opened a proper field for compromise. 

he matter of feo bers damage.was handled by the companies in 
very different ways. Some of the companies counted the earthquake 
damage, if any, against the sound value along with depreciation. This 
seldom brought the claim below the face of the policy, particularly as 
there was very general under-insurance. Other companies, while 
making no claim for earthquake damage where no evidence existed, 
in case of proved earthquake damage settled a compromise on the 
face of the policy, the reason for aire Sra ing the possible void- 
ing of the policy under the fallen-building clause. Other companies 
claimed a general concession from each policy holder on account of 
general conditions. There was no serious attempt made in general 
to escape paying for damage done by dynamiting.. The companies 
which made large discounts could hardly have been said to have made 
adjustments, their process of settlement being nothing more in reality 
than the buying of policies, 

‘There arè some amusing stories of the result of this method of 
handling claims. One policy holder with a partial loss of only 30 per 
cent, when he tried to explain the matter was not even listened to, 
hut told that the company would pay no more than 60 per cent of the 
face of the policy whatever the circumstances, and he was paid off at 
this rate and sent away. 

; SETTLEMENTS MADE BY THE COMPANIES, 

The account of settlements made by the various companies which is 
given hereafter has a double purpose. There has been general interest 
throughout the country in the way in which the Insurance companies 
were meeting the situation. To meet this demand it seemed only fair 
that some impartial account should be given, based on carefully col- 
lected information. Secondly, it will be a pity if the San Francisco 
conflagration passes out of remembrance without serving to point the 
way to some needed clfanges In fire insurance: First, in the actual con- 
duet of the business by the companies themselves; second, in legis- 
lation, and, third, in the attitude of the insured. The practically most 
important thing to know for this purpose is just what, in this crisis, 
the companies have done. 

The amount given herewith is based on the tabulation of some 10,000 
settlements. Information concerning these has been furnished by the 
insured, partly upon blank forms distributed by the chamber of com- 
merce and partly on coupons printed in the newspapers. Reports on a 
large number of settlements have been received from the savings banks. 
This information was supplemented in some cases by personal state- 
ments from the companies themselves, a circular letter having been 
sent 1 all the companies inyiting them to make statements if they so 
desired. 

It was natural to suppose that claimants who would respond to 
solicitation of this kind would be mainly those who had complaints to 
make and that the information would thus not fairly represent the 
“facts. This did not appear to be the case. A large number of re- 
sponses were from persons who not merely had no complaints to make, 
but took occasion to express their appreciation of the courtesy and 
fair dealing they had experienced; a woman, for instance, having to 
take her baby with her to an insurance office, was told that the business 
would be concluded at her home; others told of the pains that the com- 
panies had taken to help them prove their claims. 

Nor were all the good things said of the companies that were paying 
their obligations in full. Some companies while paying most of their 
large claims at a discount, paid some of their small claims in full to 

r people who were suffering for the money. Another company that 

Ras not made settlements in full paid a widow with several children a 
policy that had clearly been forfeited. 

In the following account of settlements no attempt has been made in 
general to go back of the actual bare facts. Behind the figures there 
are a thousand circumstances which have a bearing upon the case, but 
even if they were all known it would not be best to publish them. The 
companies have made their settlements, and there the case must rest. 

To tell of the brave facing of the situation by some companies, the 
payment uncomplainingly of large assessments by the stockholders, the 
suffering caused among the poorer holders of stock, the weakness of 
spirit, in the case of other companies, of those who could best afford to 
pay, would be nearly as difficult as to tell the story of the individual 
settlements among the insured. 

Neither has any attempt been made to go back of adjustments. As 
a matter of fact, some companies which paid their adjusted claims in 
full undoubtedly made very close and tricky adjustments, Further- 
more, some companies which are credited with having paid their claims 
in full, less a cash discount, were unquestionably not above asking 
occasionally larger arbitrary discounts, but it has seemed impossible to 


“In the first edition of this report the Germania was, through an 
error, included in this list. 


express this fact with the requisite briefness without seeming to do an 
injustice to their otherwise excellent records. 

’ayments at first, in general, were on far less favorable terms than 
later. This was not altogether unreasonable, since it was impossible to 
give the early claims as careful consideration as the later ones. The 
reason, however, is unfortunately much more easily explained by the 
fact that the first payments were largely to poor people who were in no 
position to insist upon anything better, while the same companies later, 
particularly on committee losses, found themselves unable to refuse 
more liberal ae 

A few of the companies paid their claims with no discount for cash; 
most of the companies, however, took a cash discount of 1 or usually 
2 per cent, and sometimes more if called upon to pay before the end of 
sixty days. Two per cent was generally recognized to be under the cir- 
cumstances entirely reasonable, and com panies paying at this rate were 
held in practically as high esteem as those that paid in full at once. 
As a matter of fact, to pay a claim two months before it was due 
was worth all of 2 per cent—first, because of the difficulty of realizing 
quickly on securities, but, secondly, quite as much because it often hap- 
pan ii during the sixty days additional evidence was obtained upon 

e claim. 

In the following list percentages usually refer to claims adjusted: 
in case of large discounts, however, the percentages refer to the faces 
of the policies, ` 

Payments were not due till sixty 7 after adjustment; payments 
“in full” or “in full with a cash discount” mean immediate pay- 
ments, it being understood that in these cases the claim would have 
been paid in full on maturity. 

In some cases figures have been given that have been submitted by 
the companies. These, however, because of the fact that they have not 
been made up by the companies in any uniform way do not seem very 
valuable for comparison, 

No attempt has been made to include in this list other companies 
than those represented in the adjusting bureau, and as a matter of fact 
several of the underwriting agencies, for lack of information, are not 
reported upon. Nor are reinsurance settlements explicitly considered. 
Many of the companies which did not pay their direct claims in full 
paid their reinsurance claims in full, and very properly; the average of 
all their settlements is thus larger than the average of their direct 
settlements. The list follows: 

Aachen and Munich, settled most of its claims at 75 per cent, but 
paid 80 to 90 per cent on many claims, particularly committee losses. 

-Etna settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

Agricultural began by discounting at 75 per cent, but later paid 
most in full, less 2 ye cent for cash. 

3 of Philadelphia paid its claims in full, less 2 per cent for 
cash. 

* 3 of London, same policy and settlements as Commercial 
nion. 

American of Boston settled its claims at 40 per cent. 

American of Newark began by discounting, but later paid in full, less 
2 per cent for cash. 

American Central paid mostly in full, with from 2 
discount for cash. 

American of Philadelphia settled its claims at 50 per cent. 
„5 Company of America settled its claims in general at 75 

r cent. 

_ AUanta-Birmingham. The representatives of this company left tbe 
State in May. Nothing has been paid np to the present time, although 
oaas os 25 per cent cash and 15 per cent in notes have been recently 
received. 

Atlas settled its claims in full and less 1 and 2 per cent for cash. 

sen Fire settled its claims at from 65 to 85 per cent, largely at 
about 75. 

Austrian Phoenix denied liability and withdrew from the State, 
having paid no claim. 

British America of Toronto paid some claims at 85 and 90 per 
cent, but largely at one-third cash, one-third in six months, one-third 
in twelve months. 

4 . American of New York, same settlements as the British 
merica. 

Baalo German settled its claims in general at from 75 to 90 per 
cent. 

Caledonian of Edinburgh settled claims at from 75 per cent up to 98 
per cent, but largely at about 90 per cent. 

Caledonian-American, same settlements as Caledonian of Edinburgh. 

California settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

Calumet. Certain stockholders subscribed special fund of $500,000 
upon the agreement of a majority of the claimants to accept this set- 
tlement, releasing thereby the plant and already existing assets of the 
company from further claims. The surplus to policy holders at the 
time was $375, 7 

Camden involved in San Francisco conflagration only as a reinsurer. 

Citizens settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

Colonial Underwriters, same settlements as National of Hartford. 

Commercial Union of London, policy contains earthquake clause. 
Settled its claims at 50 and 75 per cent, according to location. Paid 
claims of $500 or less in full and at least $500 on claims of $500 or 
more. 

Commercial Union of New York, same policy and same settlements 
as Commercial Union of London. 

Coneordia, settled its claims at 75 to 90 per cent. 

8 settled its claims in full, and less 1 and 2 per cent for 
cash. 

Continental, settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

Delaware, settled its claims at from 60 to 80 per cent, largely at 75 
per cent. 

Dutchess, settled its claims at 30 per cent. 

Eagle, settled its claims mostly at 75 per cent. 

English-American Underwriters, same settlements as the London and 
Lancashire. 

Equitable, involved in the San Francisco conflagration only as a 


to 5 per cent 


reinsurer. 
Federal, settled its claims at from 85 per cent up, but largely above 
90 per cent. 
Fire Association of Philadelphia, settled its claims at from 75 to 95 
per cent; its early claims largely at 75 per cent; its later claims largely 
at 90 per cent. 

Fireman's Fund, has paid 20 per cent on claims; has offered to pay 
30 per cent more in cash and remaining 50 per cent in stock of com- 
pany. Claimants haye generally accepted this offer. 
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Franklin, settled claims at from 75 per cent up, largely at about 90 
per cent. 

German of Freeport,* settled its claims mostly at 60 per cent. 

German of Peoria, settled its claims at 50 per cent. 

German Alliance, policy contained earthquake clause, which was not 
taken advantage of. Settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

German American, policy contained earthquake clause, which was not 
Sage 3 of. Settled its claims mostly in full, less 2 per cent 
or cash. 

German National," settled its claims at 60 per cent. 

Germania, settled its claims at from 75 to 95 per cent, largely at 
about 85 per cent. 

Girard, settled its claims at from 75 to 90 per cent, mostly at 75 and 
80 per cent. 

Glens Falls, settled its claims at from 90 per cent up, but mostly in 
full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

Reireag and Rutgers, settied its claims mostly at 75 per cent; a few at 
r cent. 

lfamburg-Bremen, settled its claims at 75 per cent. 

Panos settled its claims at 75 per cent up, largely at about 90 
per cent. 

Hartford, settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

Home, settled its claims in full, and less 1 and 2 per cent for cash. 

Home, Fire and Marine, same settlements as Fireman’s Fund. 

Indemnity, same policy and settlements as Norwich Union. 

Insurance Company of North America, settled its claims in full, and 
less 2 per cent for cash. 

Kings County, involved in San Francisco conflagration only as a 
reinsurer. 

rer Union and Crown, settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for 
cash. - 

Liverpool and London and Globe, settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

London and Lancashire, began by paying its small claims in full, less 
2 per cent for cash; in June dropped to payments of largely about 90 
per cent, coming back finally to 98 and 100 per cent. The company 
states that its payments have averaged about 93 per cent of the 
amount of its claims. 

London Assurance Corporation, settled its claims in full, less 2 per 
cent for cash 

Manchester, settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash; all 
policies had been reinsured in the Atlas. 

Mercantile Fire and Marine, settled its claims mostly in full, less 2 to 
5 per cent for cash. ‘ 

A 3 Fire and Marine, settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent 
‘or cash. 

Milwaukee Mechanics settled its claims at 70 per cent, having taken 
advantage of the Wisconsin safety fund law. Der, 

Nassau settled its claims at from 70 to 90 per cent, mostly at 75 
per cent. x 

National of Hartford began by discounting at 75 per cent, later 
settled nearly all its claims at upward of 90 per cent. The company 
sa that its payments have averaged 94 per cent of the face of the 
policy. 

National Union settled its claims at 75 per cent up, largely at 
about 90 per cent. 

New Brunswick settled its claims largely at about 75 per cent. 

New Hampshire pics contained earthquake clause, which was not 
oe . of. Settled its claims in full, and less 1 per cent 
‘or cash. 

New York settled its claims at 40 per cent. 

New York Underwriters, same settlements as the Hartford. 

New Zealand settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 
About one-fifth of the entire number of outstanding policies contained 
an n clause; company settled such claims at from 75 to 90 
per cent. 

Niagara settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

North British and Mercantile settled its claims in full, less 2 per 
cent for cash. 

North German of New York has paid nothing; company in the hands 
of a receiver, 

North German of Hamburg; company has denied liability and re- 
tired from the State, having paid no claims. 

North River settled its claims mostly at 75 per cent; in a few 
cases at 90 per cent. 

Ronnen of London settled its claims in full, less 1 per cent for 
cash. 

Northwestern Fire and Marine settled its claims in general at from 
75 to 85 per cent. 

Northwestern National settled its claims largely in full, less 2 per 
cent for cash. 

Norwich Union policy contains earthquake clause. Settled its claims 
at 50 and 75 per cent, according to location, Claims of $500 or less 
paid in full, and at least $500 on claims of $500 or over. 

Orient, same settlements as London and Lancashire. 

Pacific Underwriters, same settlements as Fireman’s Fund. 

Palatine, same policy and settlements as Commercial Union. 

Pelican settled its claims in full, less 2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

ag ae settled its claims in full, less from 2 to 5 per cent for 
cash. 

Phenix of Brooklyn began by discounting claims at 75 per cent; 
later settled claims in general at from 85 per cent up to 100 per 
cent; data furnished by the company indicate that about 75 per cent 
of the company’s liability will have been settled at an average of 98 
per cent of the amount of the claims. 

Philadelphia Underwriters settled its claims at from 90 per cent up. 

Phenix of Hartford policy contained an earthquake clause, which 
led to settlement of early claims at 75 per cent. The bulk of its 
claims were, however, settled without reference to the earthquake 
clause, mostly in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

3 of London settled its claims in full, and less 2 per cent for 
cash. x 
11 Re a Underwriters, same policy and settlements as Phenix of 

artford. 

Providence- Washington settled its claims in general at from 90 per 
cent up, but largely in full, less 2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

Prussian National settled its claims at 75 per cent. 

ueen settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

ueen City an by settling claims at 75 per cent; later settled 
claims in full, giving notes in some cases; the company states that 
payments on earlier claims have been brought up to the same standard. 

Rhine and Moselle policy contains earthquake clause. Denied lia- 


£ Later in the hands of a receiver. 


bility and withdrew from the State. Claims of $500 or less have been 
paid at 50 per cent. 

Rochester-German settled its claims largely at from 90 per cent up. 

Royal settled its claims at 100 per cent. 

Royal Exchange settled its claims at from 75 per cent up, but largely 
at 85 to 95 per cent. 

Scotch Underwriters, same settlements as Caledonian. 
4 roe Union and National settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent 
‘or cash. ; 


Springfield settled its claims in full, and less 1 per cent for cash. 

Spring Garden settled its claims in general at 70 per cent. 

State of Liverpool settled its claims mostly in full, less from 2 to 5 
per cent for cash. 

St. Paul Fire and Marine settled its claims mostly in full, less from 2 
to 5 per cent for cash. 3 

Sun settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

Svea settled its claims at from 75 per cent up. 

Teutonia settled ifs claims in full, less 2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

Traders in the hands of a heceiver, ` 

Transatlantic denied liability and withdrew from the State; nò 
claims paid. 3 

Union, of Philadelphia, involved in the San Francisco conflagration 
only as a reinsurer. y 

Union Assurance settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent for cash. 

United Firemen’s settled its claims at from 75 per cent up, but in 
general at about 90 per cent. : 

Victoria settled its claims in full, less 2 per cent. 

Westchester settled some claims at 75 and 80 per cent, but later paid 
largely in full, less from 2 to 5 per cent for cash. 

Western, of Toronto, same settlements as British America. 

Willlamsburg City; most of its policies contain earthquake clause. 
Settled claims on these at 50 to 75 per cent, according to location. On 
such policies paid claims of $500 or less in full and at least $500 on 
claims of $500 or more. Settled claims on policies that did not contain 
earthquake clause largely at 95 per cent. 


THE SAN FRANCISCO COMPANIES. 


There are two classes of companies which may be given special atten- 
tion—one, the San Francisco companies; the other, the so-called * earth- 
quare companies.” The San Francisco companies suffered triply. In 
the first place, in their own home city they naturally had a particularly 
large amount at risk; secondly, their San Francisco securities were 
adversely affected; third, their stockholders were largely sufferers by 
the fire, and thereby lost to that extent the ey to come to their 
rescue. There were but three of these companies—the Fireman's Fund, 
she : lome Fire and Marine, owned by the Fireman’s Fund, and the Cali- 

ornia. 

The California was a new company, less than a year old. Its losses 
were several times its capital and surplus. In starting the company 
the stockholders had paid at the rate of $65 per share; after the fire 
they assessed themselves $240 per share, therefore nearly four times 
the value of their stock, paid their losses out of this fund in full, leav- 
ing the original capital and surplus intact. 

The Fireman's Fund found itself in a very serious ition. It not 
only had a large liability of its own, but also a large liability through 
its agency, the Pacific Underwriters, and through its ownership of 
the Home Fire and Marine. It seemed at first as though the com- 
pany would be able to meet its obligations, and, while thinking itself 
to be able so to do, a new company, the Firemen's Fund Corporation, 
Was organized, in which the business of the old company was reinsured. 
This was done to save its plant in case of a possible stampede and -to 
set free a part of its reinsurance reserve for the 1 of losses. 
The situation became steadily darker, however, until it became appar- 
ent that the company’s assets were not more than 50 or 60 per cent 
of its liabilities. The plant of the Home Fire and Marine was there- 
upon abandoned, the Fireman's Fund, as owner, becoming responsi- 
ble for its liabilities. The Home Fire and Marine being known to be 
insolvent, no attempt was made to reinsure its outstanding risks. 

A material element of the situation was the remarkable degree to 
which the Fireman’s Fund possessed the confidence and, as a matter of 
fact, the loyalty of the people of San Francisco, and it found in this 
critical situation a great forbearance and a sincere belief in the desire 
of the company to do what was right. The plan that was evolved is 
a novel one. The plan, and it has been accepted by nearly all the 
claimants, provides for the payment of 50 per cent in cash and 50 per 
cent in stock of the company; the old stockholders have been assessed 
$300 per share; this should provide funds sufficient to set the compan 
upon its feet and to place $100 behind every $500 of the new stoc 
issued to claimants—that is, the stock, while it represents actually only 
$100 of money subscribed, Is issued to the claimants at 8500. It is 
planned to merge the new Firemen’s Fund Corporation, with its capital 
of $1,000,000, into the old company. ‘The issuance of the stock at this 
anticipated valuation is, of course, uivalent to deferred payment, 
since under the best of circumstances it will doubtless be some years 
before the value of the stock, together with the dividends paid, are the 
equivalent of the nominal valuation. A syndicate has n formed, 
entirely independent of the company itself, to take the stock of those 
who desire to dispose of it. 


EARTHQUAKE CLAUSES. 


The so-called “earthquake clauses found in the policies used in San 
Francisco are as follows: * 

(1) “This company shall not be liable for loss caused directly or 
indirectly by invasion, insurrection, riot, civil war or commotion, or 
military or usurped power, or by order of any civil authority; or for 
loss or damage occasioned by or through any volcano, earthquake, or 
hurricane, or other eruption, convulsion, or disturbance; or by theft; 
or by neglect of the insured to use all reasonable means to saye and 
preserve the propris at and after a fire, or when the property is en- 
dangered by fire in neighhoring premises; or (unless fire ensues, and, 
in that event, for the damage by fire only) by explosion of any kind, 
or lightning; but liability for direct damage by lightning may be as- 
sumed by 2 agreement hereon.” 

(2) “This company shall not be Hable for loss caused directly or 
indirectly by invasion, earthquake, insurrection, riot, civil war or com- 
motion, or military or usur power, or by order of any civil au- 


thority; or by theft; or by neglect of the insured to use all reasonable 
means to save and preserve the property at and after a fire, or when 
the property is endangered by fire in neighboring premises; or (unless 
fire ensues, and, in that event, for the damage by fire only) by ex- 
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losion of any kind, or lightning i but liability for direct damage by 
spec 5 


tning may be assumed fic agreement hereon. 

(3) “This company shall not be liable for loss caused directly or 
indirectly by invasion, insurrection, riot, civil war or commotion, or 
military or usurped power, or by order of any civil authority; or for 
any loss or Gamage occasioned by earthquakes, hurricanes, or volcanic 
eruptions; or from the burning of forests or the clearing of lands; or 
by theft; or by neglect of the insured to use all reasonable means to 
save and preserve the ropeniy at and after a fire or when the property 
is e red by fire in neighboring premises; or (unless fire ensues, 
— Tol t event, for the damage by fire only) by explosion of any 
~ (4) (On the face of the policy) ot does insure against 
all direct loss or damage by fire, except caused directly or indirectly 
by invasion, earthquake, insurrection, riot, civil war or commotion, or 
military or usurped power, or by order of any civil authority, and ex- 
cept as hereinafter provided.” 

Any one of these clauses evidently made the liability of the compan: 
questionable. There was, beside these clauses, a clause which in vari- 
ous forms contained a reference to earthquake, but instead of tending 
to release the insurer its effect is apparently to fix the responsibility 
more definitely. This is (all the forms being much alike) : 

(5) „This company shall not be liable for loss caused directly or 
indirectly by inyasion, insurrection, riot, labor strike, civil war, or 
commotion, or military or usu power, or by order of any civil au- 
thority, to prevent the spread of fire, whether such order be legal or not, 
nor in consequence of any neglect of or deviation from police or mu- 
nicipal laws, rules, or ordinances where such exist, or by theft at or 
after a fire, or by neglect of the insured to use all reasonable means to 
save and preserve the property at and after a fire or when the prop- 
erty is endangered by fire in neighboring premises, or (unless fire en- 
sues, and, in that event, for the damage by fire only) by explosion of 
any kind or from any cause, or the bursting of a boiler, or earthquake, 
or hurricane, or ligntning, but liability for direct damage by lightning 
my be assumed by specific agreement hereon.” 

he fallen-building clause, which in one form or another is con- 
tained in aH pona is given herewith : À 

(6) “If a building or any part thereof fall, except as the result of 
fire, all insurance by this policy on such building or its contents shall 
immediately cease.” 

In some cases this clause ‘legitimately released the company from 
liability and in other cases was the basis of compromise. 

It may be interesting in this connection to quote the earthquake 
clause used in Valparaiso by some of the companies having an earth- 
quake clause in their San Francisco policies: 

(7) “This policy does not cover loss or damage by fire occasioned 
by or happening through or during the existence of any earthquake, hur- 
a or voleanic eruption unless proof be made to the satisfaction of 
the company that such loss or mage was not occasioned by, or 
through, or connected with, but occurred from a cause or causes inde- 
pendent of, any such contingency.” 


THE “ BARTHQUAKE-CLAUSE ” COMPANIES. 


The companies whose policies contained an earthquake clause are given 
8 and the particular clause used is referred to by number as 

ven above: 

Indemnity (1), Norwich Union (1), Providence-Washington (1) (20 
policies), illiamsburg City (1). 

Alliance of London (2), Commercial Union of London (2), Com- 
meh 19 * of New York (2), Palatine (2). A few building policies 
contain 7 : 

Rhine and Moselle, clause same as (2) as regards reference to earth- 


make. 
= New Zealand (300 old policies (2); company adopted New York 
Standard form two years ago). 2 

German Alliance (3), German American (3), New Hampshire (3), 
Pheonix of Hartford (3). 

One group of Sag irre whose policies contained an earthquake 
clause, the rman Alliance, German American, New Hampshire, and 
Pheenix of Hartford waived the clause altogether. $ 

The policies of the North German of Hamburg and the North Ger- 
man of New York both contain clause No. 5. In spite of the fact 
that the clause apparently distinctly limits the liability of the g oes 
so as to include damage by fire resulting from earthquake, the No 
German of Hamburg has based a denial of liability upon this clause. 

The Williamsburg City at first denied liability altogether. ‘The Alli- 
ance, Commercial Union of London, Commercial Union of New York, 
Indemnity, Norwich Union, and Palatine neither affirmed nor denied 
liability. They, with the Williamsburg City, were advised by counsel 
that they were not liable to their policy holders and that their stock- 
holders could hold them legally responsible for any ra age regs except 
in the case of compromise; they were advised that a basis for compro- 
mise could be found in the uncertainty attendant upon all litigation 
in the expense that would accompany suits and in the disturbance of 
their business relations, both in this State and abroad. 

Engineers have been employed to make a survey of the city; on the 
basis of this an arbitra ine was drawn, so as to include all buildin 
supposed to have been destroyed by fires caused directly by the earth- 
quake. In this region the companies compromised claims at 50 per 
cent, The destruction of buildings in the remaining district, although 
acknowledged not to have been due entirely to fires caused directly 
by the earthquake, is claimed to have been due indirectly to the earth- 
quake by the breaking of the water mains. In this region the com- 
panies compromised claims at 75 per cent. 


ORGANIZATIONS OF POLICY HOLDERS. 


Many organizations were formed, mostly private, for the purpose 
of facilita the collection of insurance. These were concerned 
1 9 5 suits in this country and abroad against the 

ty. Representatives of these organiza- 


Moselle, and the Trans-Atlantic. =e 
One organization in particular deserves notice. This, the Boy 


by 

a public character, membership being open to anyone. The l e 

had the backing of the best, most conservative 

Francisco. Its purpose was a` broad and rous one, to promote 
in ts of fie insured of San Fran- 


continued though to act publicly in an advisory capacity—for instance 
with regard to the Fireman's Fund and Calumet 3 s} 


WHAT THE EARTHQUAKE AND FIRE HAVE TAUGHT, 


There are many lessons to be learned from the earthquake and con- 
flagration, In the first place it has been demonstrated that thor- 
oughly well-constructed buildings on a good foundation are not ma- 
terially damaged by such earthquake shocks as that of April 18. 
There Is a great mass of evidence upon the effects of fire and earth- 
quake upon various building materials and types of construction; 
there is no evidence at all upon the use of water in fighting con- 
Hagrations; there is a large amount of evidence upon the use of dyna- 
mite in stopping fire; there is nothing to be learned with regard to 
the niceties of adjusting; there is much evidence of the evils of the 
re’ ce system, as used in San Francisco; there is much to be 
learned with regard to the organization and handling of a situation 
of this kind on the side of both the insurers and insured. 

We owe to the conflagration the fact that the status of the rein- 
surance reserve in the case of insolvent companies has been brought 
into question and that we are likely to have judicial decisions there- 
upon; that we are more definitely to ascertain the position that foreign 
insurance companies may occupy in our country, and that thereto we 
are to test the standing of e insured in foreign courts; that we 
ane 3 have judicial decisions as to liability under the earthquake 
clause. 

The lesson that the insured will take most to heart is that insurance 
will not take care of itself, nor will his broker take care of it for 
him without some watching. The insurance interests of a business 
house are immensely important and should be looked after by a trained 

rson. The conflagration has shown, as has the recent life-insurance 
nvestigation, the need of popular education in insurance. 


THE CONFLAGRATION HAZARD. 


It did not need this fire to call to the attention of insurance men 
the importance of the sub of the conflagration hazard; it was a 
vital question already, in fact, it had been only a few months before 
that an elaborate ac on the conflagration hazard of San Fran- 
cisco had been issu by the National Board of Fire Underwriters, 
being one of a series on the large cities of the country. But to the 
insured the conflagration hazard was a very vague idea, not definite 
enough to prevent him from grumbling at paying premiums that were 
larger than what were needed barely to pay ordinary losses. It seems 
an opportune time to discuss the subject the conflagration hazard 
what the companies may reasonably do, and what the insured may do 
to safeguard his rights. 

The rate in fire insurance is designed to cover, first, the fire hazard; 
second, the expense of doing the business, and, third, the profit. The 
fire hazard is cf two kinds, first, the hazard of ordinary fires, in which 
one or a few buildings are burned; second, the conflagration hazard. 
The two things are practically distinct in spite of the difficulty of draw- 
ing the line between them. If the conflagration h were elim- 
inated, not only would a large part of the premium be cut out, but the 
business of fire insurance would be one of great steadiness, for with a 
multitude of risks the fluctuations would be relatively small and would 
be due mainly to general conditions that affect all business in much 
the same way. It would then be unnecessary for companies to hold 
large ee Such, for instance, would be the condition of a com- 
pany which wrote business only in the country. z 

In spite of the fact that fire insurance is usually a private enter- 
prise, there is no more fundamental fact than that the companies 
stand simply as agents of the insured; that is, instead of the company 
insuring its policy holders, the policy holders really insure each other 
and the company simply manages the details of the transaction. In 
insurance there are no values created; they are only distributed, and 
whatever the company distributes must be collected. 

There could be no insurance if there were not a large number of the 
insured. There must be a large enough number of the insured to fur- 
nish an average that will be free from large fluctuations year by year. 
For ordinary this may be obtained in a small section of the coun- 
try and even in a single city. For instance, if there were no danger 
of sweeping fires, a company might very safely write business in San 
Francisco alone. 

So much for the ordinary hazard; but the conflagration hazard is of 
an entirely different character. Here the inhabitants of no one city 
could constitute the insurers, for a conflagration might sweep them ail 
down. ‘The insurers must be taken to be the inhabitants of many cities. 
as — 770 in fact, as can be found for which the conflagration haza 
is near M the same. But still the average is not obtained, for even in 
all the large cities of the country Sopote conflagratlons do not occur 
in any regular way year by year. It is necessary, therefore, to take 
not any one year, but a long series of years in order to obtain the 
necessary average, without which there can be no real insurance. But 
even then the average is far from stable; the San Francisco con- 
flagration in three days did more damage than all the other large con- 
flagrations in this country for the last forty years. The only conclu- 
sion, then, is that it is impossible to have any such perfect insurance 
against e as against ordinary fires. Insurance is a won- 
derful institution, but there are limitations to its usefulness. 

These considerations have a practical bearing. The part of the 
premium that is collected to meet the hazard of ordinary fires is ex- 
pended garing: the year, the year being, in general, sufficient to furnish 
an average, the company being required to hold as a liability the part 
of the premium that is still unearned. The part of the premium, how- 
ever, that is designed to meet the con: ation hazard will not, in gen- 
eral, be expended during a single year, but must be kept, perhaps, for 
many years till the occasion arises for its use. This fund is called 
the “surplus,” but very unfortunately; it should be called the “ con- 
flagration reserve” and should be treated as a liability, just as is the 
reinsurance reserve. Surplus is something “over;"” this is not 
over; it is held for a definite poe and hence is a strict liability. 
This is not a quibble over names; it is an attempt to demonstrate the 
accountability of a company as regards its surplus, the surplus being 
in reality contributions of the policy holders against conflagrations. 

Admitted, then, to be a liability, what should be its amount? There 
are two methods conceivable for its determination—the retrospective and 
the prospective method—just as in life insurance. The retrospective 
method analyzes the premiums into a charge for ordinary fires and a 
charge for conflagrations. This would be very good in order to ascer- 
tain what the annual increase of the surplus should be. But the 

ve method gives the real criterion of its size. The “average” 
Lalling to exist in any reasonable time, the size of the conflagration re- 
serve can not be based upon what is necessary to meet the average“ 
confiagration, but instead must be based on what is necessary reason- 


ably to meet a “ worst” conflagration—that is, the size of the required 
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surplus shall be determined by the amount of the aggregate risks that 
are exposed to a single conflagration. 

To summarize, then, surplus should be treated as a liability, and its 
amount determined by a reference to the aggregate risks exposed to a 
single conflagration. A company's business, then, in a single city must 
be limited not necessarily to exactly the amount of its surplus, for 
practically there is not enough insurance to be had to make this s- 
sible, but it should have some definite ratio to its surplus. But how 
is a new company to get a surplus? Jn cither of two ways: Start 
small and grow big, or else put up the surplus in the beginning. And 
here is the function of the stock company rather than the mutual com- 
pany. ‘The insurance principle proper breaks down when it comes to 
dealing with the conflagration hazard and requires a boost from some- 
thing else, namely, private capital that is willing to assume risk for the 
sake of gain. Pure insurance, only where there is a proper average, 
may be entirely mutual as life insurance and fire insurance in the case 
of well-scattered risks. 

A new company, then, which desires to write business exposed to a 
conflagration hazard must put up a surplus, As the business develops 
and the surplus grows, the company may take on a growing amount of 
city business. If the company should desire to write less city business 
at any time or to retire altogether, part or all of the Sarmon would be 
freed from its character as a liability and would be at the disposal of 
the company. 

The result arrived at is no strange thing. It is nothing but what 
has occurred to every thoughtful person who has known the insurance 
situation following a conflagration. It is simply an insistence upon 
some commensurateness between the resources of a company and the 
amount at risk In a region subject to a single conflagration; an at- 
tempt, therefore, to prevent companies with a capital and surplus of 
$250,000, but with an energetic agent, from assuming the conflagra- 
tion risk that belongs to a company of ten times that size, namely, in 
this case the companies that are now able to pay only 30 to 60 per 
cent. Notice in the table the t range in value of the ratio of pre- 
mium income to available assets. 

You may say leave such companies to perish of their own egregious in- 
temperateness. That would do very well if it were the company only 
that suffered, but the greatest sufferers are the policy holders. There 
is, to be sure, the eventual action of the law of the survival of the fit, 
and if insurers were intelligent enough and well informed enough this 
would be better than legislation. 

Before you go into a theater it would be well if you were able your- 
self to examine into the safety of the building. Since that is out of 
the question, the next best thing is a building law. 


This being a part of the contract introduces no element of unfair- 
ness; the insured instead of buying insurance with theoretically un- 
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limited liability but practically most decidedly limited because of the | 


well-known bag shape and delay of litigation and the undesirableness of 
receiverships, buys insurance in which liability is definitely and legally 
limited, but the protection is standardized. 

This again is not a matter of far-away theoretical interest: it is 
vitally connected with the actual situation in San Francisco. No fact 
has been more striking than that practically the liability of the com- 

anies has been limited. In spite of the fact that companies could be 


wrought into the courts and compelled to pay their claims in full or be 


driven into acknowledged insolvency, in sp 
State law regarding stockholders’ unlimited liability, it is a most not- 
able fact that but three companies are in the hands of receivers, that 
more than half the companies have been able to settle their claims 
at less than their face value with few lawsuits, that companies which 
have paid but 50 and 60 per cent are likely to be able to close out their 
claims and yet preserve their plants. This is a state of actually limited 
liability. Which is the better, theoretically unlimited liability with 
such an attendant host of disagreeable features as we have had in San 
Francisco, n as à matter of fact, to limited liability, or a 
legally limited liability with standardized protection? 

Nothing is gained id — sy the pound of flesh. To drive a company 
into insolveney and thereby destroy its plant is to kill the goose that 
laid the golden eggs. Set a reasonable standard of protection against 
conflagration, then if this has been observed absolve the company from 
further liability. ‘The company will then have saved its plant and may 
immediately go on in business on whatever scale its remaining funds or 
funds to be put up by its stockholders will warrant, 

The details of such a plan can manifestly not be given here, but it is 
perfectly possible to work them out in an entirely practical, consistent 
way. To sum up, however, the advantages of such a plan are, first, no 
company could write an inordinate amount of business and so nullify 
its capacity to 1 second, there would be better, and not only 
better, but standardiz protection against conflagration; third, the 
business of fire insurance with tbis element of uncertainty removed 
would be far more attractive to capital and would appeal to a better 
class of investors. 

This, by the way, might apparenthy seem to be dictated by a thought 
of what would be best for the companies. Not so at all. The funda- 
mentally mutual character of insurance is so dominant that the com- 
pany is almost lost sight of. As a matter of fact, what is best for the 
5 what is best for the company are in any large matters 

entical. i 

One point more; it may be said that a law of the kind proposed 
would work a hardship upon the small company. No great hardship; 
a small company may do as much country business as it pleases, and 
it may take a share of city business . to its size. To at- 
tempt to minimize the advantage of size fire insurance is ridiculous. 
Nowhere else is it more true that to him that hath shall be given; “it 
reads: To him that hath a large surplus shall be given much city 
business and from him that bath not shall be taken away (by reinsur- 
ing it, if a company can be found to take it) most of that which an 
overenergetic agent has written.” 

And now let us come back to the immediately practical business as it 
is to-day. Massachusetts, which has always been the leader in intelli- 
gent insurance legislation, had a law a few years ago limiting the 
amount of risks that a company might assume in any one of certain 


te of the fact that there is a | 


1707 


It was presumably found 


districts in Boston. 
that with the law in operation it was impossible to obtain enough in- 


The law was repealed. 


surance, the reason, of course, being that, while the legally prescribed 
limit would have yielded as much insurance as before, as a matter of 
fact the conservative companies would not write up to the limit allowed. 
There was therefore a deficiency of, to be sure, a very poor type of 
insurance, namely, one that gave practically no protection against con- 
flagrations, but nevertheless it gave fairly good protection in the case 
of ordinary losses, and for this purpose, in the lack of anything better, 
could not be spared. 

This, then, apparently disposes of the 
a limit upon city risk. Yes, absolutely, in large cities if the supply o 
insurance is to be always limited to what is available now. Lut the 
one hope of bettering insurance protection against conflagrations is the 
enlistment of more insurance capital, and the one way of doing this is 
to make the business more attractive. A limited liability law would do 
this. As a matter of fact the safety-fund laws of various States, New 
York among the number, are exactly of this nature, but if the liability 
is to be limited, the simplest, most natural limit seems to be had by a 
reference to the aggregate amount exposed to a single conflagration, as 
outlined above. 

Still, as a matter of fact, whether liability should be limited to the 
surplus, the surplus and capital, or to the surplus, capital, and the ex- 
cess of the nnearned premium reserve over the actual cost of reinsuring 
the outstanding risks is a matter of detail, the importan thing is to 
grant some form of limited liability in case of conflagration that will 
save the plant; but it should be granted oniy if there is the proper com- 
mensurateness hetween the conflagration risk and the company’s assets. 

Is it worth while to think of conflagrations, or do they come so sel- 
dom that we may go on in sweet oblivion? Is the insurance business 
to be organized with the possibility of a conflagration clearly recognized, 
or is it to be based on ordinary loss, and heaven help us if we have a 
conflagration? A conflagration may be a theory in New York, but it is 
a fact in San Francisco. The conflagration hazard, basing it upon 
the three large conflagrations of the last fifty years, excluding the 
San Francisco conflagration, and spreading it over the twenty largest 
cities of the United States, can be demonstrated to have been (on the 
assumption that the rates have been adequate), on mercantile stocks 
half as large as the ordinary hazard, and on so-called “ fireproof” 
buildings several times as great as the ordinary hazard. This docs not 
appear to be a hazard that should be neglected. 


INSURANCE LEGISLATION, 


Nothing is more certain than that there ought to be more money in- 
vested in the fire-insurance business than there is to-day, or than there 
has ever been, if there is to be adequate insurance protection for large 
cities. To this end, as has been said, it is desirable that the business 
of fire insurance should be made as attractive to capital as may be con- 
sistent with the good of the insured. 

A long step in this direction may be taken by applying intelligence 
and fair-mindedness to the subject of insurance legislation; in fact, in- 
telligent legislation would have the effect of improving conditions for 
both the insurer and the insured, for inevitably any restriction upon the 
insurer is immediately shifted to the shoulders of the insured. But in 
our present condition in California the thing we least need now is 
more legislation. Publicity is better than legislation, and for some 
years fire insurance will continue to be a matter of public interest. 
There is no more inexorable economic fact than that unwise legislation 
will do one of two things, either raise the rates or drive companies out 
of business. ‘The best thing that could possibly be done for the insured 
is to remove all unnecessary restrictions from the companies and to 
encourage the formation of organizations for properly adjusting rates 
and preserying stable conditions. ? 

Snch organizations seem to have the character of trusts, but in reality 
their nature is entirely different. Of course any organization may be 
used in such a way as to prevent competition, and doubtless boards may 
be and have been used for this purpose; but there is nothing in the 
fundamental nature of a board as rate-maker that tends to restrict 
competition; quite the opposite; for this information regarding rates 
must of necessity become largely public property, and is to that extent 
generally available for whoever will to use. There will always be non- 
board companies and rates will always be kept down by competition. 


A STANDARD FORM OF POLICY. 


There is one matter that will almost surely be brought up at the 
coming meeting of the legislature of this State, and that is the 
adoption of a standard fire-insurance policy. The more simple and 
uniform the contracts in an insured community the better all around, 
There are some very strong reasons for adopting the New York stand- 
ard form of policy: 

First. It is the best existing form. It was made carefully by a com- 
mittee from the insurance companies and the State superintendent of 
insurance, 

Second. The creation of a new form would be a work that should re- 
quire far more time and thought than could possibly be given to it now. 

Third. The New York standard form has been adopted by a number 
of States and, in the twenty years it has been in use, has received a 
large number of legal interpretations. This is unquestionably the point 
of greatest importance, since a policy has no surely ascertained mean- 
ing till it has received the interpretation of the courts. 

The policy, to be sure, does not impress one with its simplicity nor 
its fairness to the insured; it is not an ideal policy; but its faults are 
lessened by the interpretations of the courts. At any rate this is no 
time to experiment. San Francisco needs now more than ever all the 
insurance that it can get and it is not expedient, to say the least, to 
run the chance of driving companies away that are already not over- 
sure that they wish to stay. 

If a standard form of policy is adopted, there should be some pre- 
seribed method of adding qualifying clauses, as, for instance, in red 
ink. There are some companies that will not do business on this coast 
without an earthquake clause. They should be allowed to offer their 
goods for sale, provided the goods are properly marked. 


A DEPOSIT LAW. 


The State platform of one of the political parties contains a recom- 
mendation in favor of a State deposit law. his must surely have 
been adopted under a misapprehension, perhaps because of the feeling 
that if a deposit is to be made the more closely at home it is made 
the better. In reality a law requiring a company to make a deposit of 
any adequateness in the State, if adopted by all States, would drive 
foreign insurance companies from the country. If * fore means 
American companies that are non.- Californian, then such a law even if 
passed by California alone would kill the California companies, because 
of the retaliatory laws of other States, which would uire the Cali- 


ractical possibility of placin, 
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fornia companies to make the same deposit in every State in which 
there was such a law. Policy holders would be sufficiently protected 
if the law provided for funds anywhere in the United States for the 
benefit of United States policy holders. 


THE STOCKHOLDERS’ LIABILITY LAW. 


One of the most remarkable features of this present insurance situa- 
tion, as has been said before, has been the remarkably small number 
of erp that have been made to the courts. The companies that 
have found difficulty in making compromise settlements have not been 
the companies which were “hard hit” or “down and out,” but the 
companies which were able to pay. In spite of the fact that California 
has a stockholders’ individual liability law there is actually a likely 
to be no test made of it. This is certainly as critical a situation. as 
is likely to occur, and if the law in this case is shown not to correspond 
to a popular want, it should by all means be repealed, at least so far 
as it applies to insurance companies, for its presence acts only to keep 
careful companies out of the State. 


UNDERWRITING AGENCIES. 


It is hard, at least for a layman, to understand how the existence 
of underwriters’ agencies can be for the best good of legitimate under- 
writing. They possess no assets and are not recognize oh the insur- 
ance commissioner. In a time such as the present their effect is to in- 
terject an irresponsible eleMent between the insured and the real in- 
surer. The only reason for the existence of such underwriting fictions 
is apparently that e company and a fiction can do more business than 
a company alone, but the question is, Can not ata com) y through 
its ordinary channels do as much business as it legitimately should? 


FIRE WASTE. 


The most discouraging feature of the fire-insurance situation in the 
United States is the indifference of the American people to the enor- 
mous annual fire loss, due principally to flimsy and meretricious con- 
struction. Is it 88 known that the average rate in the United 
States is over twelve times as large as the average rate in Great Britain 
and twenty-eight times as large as the average rate in Spain? 

It is to be feared that cheap construction is suchan ingrained national 
fault that it is almost hopeless to combat it. But San Francisco, with its 
monumental lesson from earthquake and fire, should think of these 
things seriously. The insurance com les are exerting an influence 
for better things by penalizing bad construction and making allowances 
for good construction in their rates, and they should have the support 
and interest of every good citizen. There is one sure way of prevent- 
ing conflagrations, and that is by giving fire nothing to burn. 


SELF-INSURANCE, 


One of the questions that has been raised by this situation is with 
regard to self-insurance. Under what conditions is self-insurance de- 
sirable and good protection? In the first place, there must be enough 
risks to yleld a good average; second, these risks must be scattered in 
such a way as not to be subject to a single conflagration. Self-insur- 
ance 2A 1 75 Francisco, even if the risks were large in number, would 
not be safe. 

There are evidently some who suppose that carrying no insurance is 
in itself self-insurance. Not in the least; it is-simply not being in- 
sured, not even by oneself. Insurance is a plan for averting the severe 
incidence of a loss by dividing its effects among all those who are ex- 
posed to a like hazard. In self-insurance the contributors are the 
whole of the risks; but their contributions must not be held in abey- 
ance and then called upon when a loss comes, but they must be placed 
in a fund. The difference is just. this: If the contributions are not 
actually segregated they are likely to be so tied up in the properties 
involved that when called upon suddenly the setting of them free is as 
disastrous as the unshared loss itself. 

The contributions of the various aves should instead be col- 
lected into a fund and invested in eas convertible securities. In 
some conceivable cases the investment might be made in the very class 
of property insured. In such cases no insurance and self-insurance 
would the same thing, as, for instance, in the case where a man 
owns a large number of rented dwelling houses; the loss of one of 
these does not come as a shock to the whole property. 

On the other hand, suppose a property consisting of detached build- 
ings of a manufacturing plant. When the paint shop burns it is a 
distinct loss and must individually replaced; and yet the black- 
smith’s shop can not be sold to pay for it, nor the office building; they 
are all needed, and indemnity can not be furnished from any of these 
sources. If a wise course has been pursued the premiums that would 
have been paid to an insurance company have, been invested not in the 
business itself, but in securities which have no connection with the busi- 
ness. 

No properties should enter upon self-insurance until an insurance 
fund has been collected. The entrance, therefore, should be gradual. 
Year by 1 — as the fund grows, insurance in companies may be dis- 
carded. hat the size of this fund should be depends upon the nature 
of the properties and the number of separate risks. 

FIRE-INSURANCE PROFITS. 

In connection with this conflagration it is interesting to draw atten- 
tion to the profit account in fire insurance. The seesi i profit 
has averaged lately—that is, for the last ten or twenty years before the 
San Francisco fire—about 3 r cent of the gross premium receipts. 
It is probable, however, that the loss in this fire will sweep out all such 
profit for the last fifty years. For if, offhand, we take the premium 
receipts in the United States during that time to have been $6,000,- 
000,000, which is probably more rather than less than the true amount, 
the profit must have been somewhere near $180,000,000. The amount 
that will gee oa paid in San Francisco is probably at least as much as 
this, thus leaving no underwriting profit during this time. 

This does not mean, however, that the business has been conducted at 
a loss, for the pines! source of profit is the interest on securities, 
As the assets of a company, which consist of the unearned premium 

d, the surplus and the capital should be several times the capital, 
interest on these at, say, 4 per cent would give an excellent return upon 
the capital. When, however, one considers that the surplus is often 
largely made up of contributions by the stockholders and that not un- 
frequently they have been called upon to subscribe new funds to carry 
on the business, the return does not seem too large for the risk that is 
assumed. 

CONCLUSION. 

A few things remain to be said in conclusion. In the first place, un- 
5 taken all in all, the companies have done remarkably well. 

immense sum of money has been paid into this city, a far larger 


Later, suits have been begun in Chicago. 


need the farmer has 


sum than companies have ever been ealled upon to pay. at one time be- 


fore. In spite of the earthquake, in spite of the nearness in time of the 
Baltimore and Toronto Pere eee the companies will finally have 
pus undoubtedly in the neighborhood of 80 per cent of the amount of 

surance involved. At Chicago there was 50 per cent paid, at Balti- 
more 90 per cent. The remarkable difference between the showing made 
N the companies at San Francisco and at Chicago, where there were 
46 that failed, shows the 8 that has been made in thirty- 
five years in legitimate underwriting. And yet the San Francisco ex- 
perience clearly points the way to needed improvements. 

The people of San Francisco owe a particular debt of gratitude to the 
companies which made the fight for the old methods—for e of 
claims on their merits and for payment of just claims in full. 

It must be evident that such a report as this is entirely inadequate to 
express the situation in any vivid way. It has been a trying time that 
most pame will be glad to forget. much money in controversy has 
caused an overstrain on human nature on both sides. 

Unfortunately also most of the figures as to loss and liability are 
only estimates. 

A very t deal of time has been spent upon the collection and tab- 
ulation of the data upon which the account of settlements has been 
made. These figures are believed to be correct. If any injustice has 
been done it has certainly not been from a lack of careful consideration. 

May there never be another such fire! 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, the amount carried by the 
present agricultural bill now pending before the House is 
$8,125,790. In addition to this there are appropriations made 
in other bills amounting to $3,000,000 in one instance and 
$1,647,000 in another, making in round numbers the grand total 
cost of the Department of Agriculture this year $12,772,790. 
This, when we first consider it, looks like a considerable amount 
of money. But it is nothing in comparison with the appropria- 
tions which are made for the other Departments of the Govern- 
ment, and in addition to that it is nothing in comparison to the 
wonderful benefit that comes to the country at large by reason 
of the great agricultural interests which these appropriations 
are intended to uphold and to sustain. f 

It should be a source of gratification and pleasure to every 
Representative upon this floor and to every patriotic American 
citizen, when we realize that the past year has been the most 
prosperous agriculturally ever known in the history of our 
country, and indeed, exceeds the value of the products in any 
other country in any year of their existence. 

The report of the Secretary of Agriculture, while always in- 
teresting, is especially so this year, because he takes up and pre- 
sents for consideration these facts and figures, showing this 
wonderful progress from an agricultural standpoint and this 
marvelous development that has taken place in the country. 

I desire to call attention to this statement: 

Taken at that point in production at which they acquire commer- 
cial value, the farm products of the year, estimated for every detail 

resented by the census, have a farm value of $6,794,000,000. his is 
485,000, above the value of 1905, $635,000,000 above 1904, $877,- 
000,000 above 1903, and $2,077,000,000 above the census for 1809. 

The value of the farm products of 1906 was 8 per cent greater than 
that of 1905, 10 per cent over 1904, 15 per cent over 1003, and 44 per 
cent over 1899. 

Farm products continue to be so far beyond the national uire- 
ments that the farm still overshadows the mill, the factory, and the 
workshop in providing exports. With his surplus beyond the nation’s 
oaded the fleets of oceans. These products were 
exported to the value of $976,000,000 during the fisca P dno endin, 
June 30, 1906—enough to build a high-class railroad halfway aroun 
the earth. This is the largest amount ever reached by agricultural 
exports for this or any other country, and exceeded by $24,000,000 the 
extraordinary value of 1901, which had previously been the record year. 

Another matter for congratulation is given by the Secretary, 
as follows: , 

The farm real estate, as ascertained by this Department last year, 


increased in value $6,131,000,000 since the census year, or enough to 
raise the census value to $22,7 


45,000,000. Domestic animals were 
worth $2,979,000,000, according to the census enumerators, and now 
they are estimated to be worth more than $4,000,000,000. 

If real estate, domestic animals, other live stock, and implements 
and machinery are combined, the farmers’ cape as composed of these 
items, has increased by haps $8,000,000, since the census valua- 
tion, or about 40 per cent, and now amounts to perhaps $28,000,000,000. 

This shows, gentlemen, how the farmer has helped himself 
and helped in this wonderful increase in agricultural products 
and in the marvelous development of farming lands, and has 
not only derived great personal benefit himself, but has shared 
his prosperity in the development of every other class’ through- 
out the country. 

Another quotation from the Secretary's report: 


Crops so la as to be beyond any rational comprehension have 
strained the freight-carrying ability of railroads. : 


We all know from actual observation and from experience 
that the railroads of the country are congested and are having 
great difficulty in carrying and caring for the products, They 
lack cars, they lack engines, they lack tracks and other facilities 
to transact the business of the country. This has been brought 
about, as shown here, by this marvelous prosperity which has 
been dug out of the ground by these men who make their living 
in accordance with divine writ, “in the sweat of the face.” 
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This prosperity has been so general throughout the country that 
it has brought it not only to them, but to the other classes, who 
have shared it to such an extent that the railroads find that it 
is almost impossible for them to keep pace with the marvelous 
development which we have had. ‘Therefore, it is a justifica- 
tion—in fact, it demonstrates the absolute necessity—of improv- 
ing the waterways of the country in order that we may have 
the benefit of lower freight rates. Nothing will contribute more 
to the reduction of freight rates than the improvement of our 
waterways. 

Hence this wonderful development which has so uniformly 
taken place demands the improvement of the natural arteries 
of trade given us by the God of Creation, and I hope and believe 
increased appropriations along this line will receive the ap- 
proval of this House, and I know will receive the approval of 
the country. [Applause.] 

Directly and indirectly the farmer has set up a demand for 
iron and steel that has exceeded the productive power of the 
chief producer among nations. His contribution to the supply 
of loan capital has been beyond caleulation, and recalls the 
fact that the depression in the loan and investment market of 
1903 was cleared away by the following crop. 

Meanwhile the farmer has been a generous consumer, and has 
given powerful support to the market of the industrial producer, 
to the trade of the merchant, and to the wages of the working- 
man, 

Indeed and in truth the farmer is a patriot and a public bene- 
factor, because in helping himself he helps everybody else, and 
is the foundation rock upon which this whole structure stands, 
and it is by his brawn and honest muscle that the development 
of the country has been produced, not only in his own line, but 
in every other line. 

These facts not only show the benefits that come to him per- 
sonally and the benefits that come to others, but there is an- 
other benefit that is still more marvelous. That is the fact that 
without him and without his products the balance of trade 
would be against us and be in favor of foreign countries. Leave 
it to the factory, the workshop, and everything of that charac- 
ter and we would be in debt to foreigners on the balance of 
trade; but taking into consideration the agricultural products 
of the country in connection with the manufacturing products 
and all other products of the country, then the balance of trade 
is in our favor. The report continues: 


The balance of trade in the international exchange of agricultural 
commodities continues to run in favor of this country by an enor- 
mous amount; for 1906 the agricultural exports exceeded similar im- 
ports 7 $433,000,000, an amount which places this year with the 
seven high years beginning with 1898 and much above the balance of 
1905. This new foreign credit, which equaled that of a rich nation, 
was mostly transferred to large borrowers in this country for the pur- 
pose of enlarging their capital. 

While the farmer placed to the national credit in other countries 
8433.000,000 in 1906, other producers, all included, secured a balance 
in favor of this country of only $85,000,000. During the last seven- 
teen years the farmer has bullt up a balance of trade in forei 
exchange of agricultural products amounting to $6,068,000,000, while 
all other producers find themselves at the end of the same period with 
a total on the debtor side of the account to the extent of $459,000,000. 


Therefore, taking into consideration the manufactured prod- 
ucts and all other exports, exclusive of agricultural exports, 
and the balance of trade would be against the United States 
in the sum of $459,000,000; but taking into consideration the 
agricultural products, they pay the balance of trade against us, 
which amounts to $459,000,000, and leave a balance in our 
favor of $6,068,000,000. I say, if with no other monument to 
the agriculturist of this country or to his productive capacity 
than that, it secures to him the approval of every patriotic 
American citizen, because he not only takes care of and bene- 
fits himself, as I said a moment ago, but he benefits every other 
avenue of trade throughout the country; and not only that, he 
brings a balance of trade in favor of our country as against 
the nations of the world, whereas but for him the balance of 
trade, taking everything else into consideration, would be in 
favor of the foreigners and against us. Now, taking into con- 
sideration these facts and figures which I have presented to you, 
which come from an authoritative source and a reliable one, 
I say that there is no reasonable appropriation that can be made 
for the purpose of developing the agricultural interests of the 
country that would not be justified and which ought not to be 
made. The trouble, in my judgment, is that we do not go far 
enough. I believe that the agricultural interests of the country 
should haye larger appropriations in various lines than we are 
now giving to them. 

I do not believe that they ought to be hampered in any way 
whatever, but that the arm of the Government should go out 
cheerfully at all times, wheresoever any benefit can be hestowed, 
wheresceyer any good can be accomplished by experiments of 
any kind, and by the development of the country in any way, 


to give the agriculturist of the country every possible benefit 
which we can extend to him. Instead of reaching out to him a 
parsimonious and a stingy hand, let us rather reach out to him 
an open and a fuli hand in order that we may help him, as he 
helps all others, as he helps and protects and takes care of the 
business interests of the country. [Applause.] 

Now, there is one provision of this bill to which I want to call 
special attention, and that is to the change which is proposed 
to be made in reference to the distribution. of seeds. In order 
that we may fully understand it, I ask the Clerk to read from 
the desk the provision as it appears in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read in the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Purchase and distribution of rare and valuable seeds: For the pur- 
chase, propagation, and testing of new, rare, and uncommon 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, foreign and domestic; 
for the rent of buildin os to exceed $3,000); the 9 of 
agricultural explorers, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and 
all other necessary labor required in the city of Washington and else- 
where; the purchase of necessary office fixtures and supplies, paper, 
twine, gum, printing, postal cards, fuel, gas and electric current, trans- 
portation, traveling expenses, and all necessary material for securing, 
testing, propagating, packing, and’ distributing the seeds, bulbs, trees, 
and so forth, above 5 $238,000. And the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is hereby directed to spend the said sum, as nearly as practicable, 
for the encouragement and advancement of agriculture and horticul- 


the propagation, testing, and distribution of such seeds, bulbs, plants, 
and cuttings in such manner as he may deem expedient, obtaining, so 
far as practicable, the advice and cooperation of Senators, 1 


a record to be kept of all persons to whom seeds, bulbs, or plants are 
sent, in order that reports on the results of the experiments may be 


Mr. CANDLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, when we reach this pro- 
vision in the bill it is my purpose to move to strike it out and 
insert the provision of last year, which I wiil ask the Clerk to 
read in order that these two provisions may be compared in the 
RECORD. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read in the time of the 
gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the poa: 
propagation, testing, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, 
shrabs, vines, cuttings, and plants; for rent and repairs; the employ- 
ment of local and special Be copay clerks, assistants, and other labor re- 
ulred, in the city of W: ington and elsewhere; all necessary office 
ixtures and supplies, fuel, transportation, paper, twine, gum, print- 
ing, postal cards, Ree and electric current, traveling expenses, and all 
necessary mater and repairs for putting up and distributing the 
same, and to be distributed in localities adapted to their culture, 
242,920, of which amount not less than $202, shall be allotted for 
‘ongressional distribution. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 
directed to expend the said sum, as nearly as practicable, in the pur- 
chase, testing, and distribution of such valuable seeds, bulbs, shrubs, 
vines, cuttin and plants, the best he ean obtain at a public or private 
sale, and such as shall be suitable for the respective localities to which 
the same are to be apporgone and in which same are to be distributed 
as hereinafter stated, and such seeds so purchased shall include a va- 
riety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for planting and culture 
in the various sections of the United States. An equal proportion of 
two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants shall, 
upon their request, after due notification by the retary of Agricul- 
ture that the allotment to their respective districts is ready for distri- 
bution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Con- 
oe for distribution among their constituents, or mailed by the 
epartment upon the receipt of their addressed franks; such franks 
to be furnished by the Public Printer, as is now done for document 
slips, with the names of Senators, Members, and Delegates printed 
thereon, and the words “ United States Department of Agriculture, 
Congressional Seed Distribution,” or such other 8 as the 
Secretary may direct; and the person receiving such seeds shall be re- 
goraren to inform the Department of the results of the experiments 
therewith : Provided, That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein 
allotted to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for 
distribution remaining uncalled for on the Ist of April shall be dis- 
tributed by the Secretary of Agriculture, giving preference to those 
persons whose names and addresses have been furnished by Senators 
and Representatives in Con s, and who have not before, during the 
same season, been supplied by the Department: And provided also, 
That the Secretary shall report, eee in this act, the place 
quantity, and price of seeds pure „ and the date of purchase: but 
nothing in this D shall be construed to prevent the Secretary 
of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for the same. 
And the amount herein appropriated shall not be diverted or used for 
any other purpose but for the purchase, t ropagation, and dis- 


tribution of valuable 5 mulberry and noe: rare and valu- 
able trees, shrubs, 


vines, cuttings, and plants: Provided, however, That 
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upon each envelope or wrapper containing packages of seeds the con- 
Pb 


tents thereof shall be plainly indicated, and the Secretary shall not dis- 
tribute to any Senator, Representative, or paoro seeds entirely unfit 
for the climate and locality he represents, but shall distribute the same 
so that each Member may have seeds of equal value, as near as may be, 
and the best adapted to the locality he represents: Provided also, That 
the seeds allotted to Senators and Representatives for distribution in 
the districts embraced within the twenty-fifth and thirty-fourth paral- 
lels of latiture shall be ready for delivery not later than the 10th da 
of January: Provided further, That $37,780 of which sum, or so muc 
thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture shall direct, may be used to 
collect, purchase, test, propagate, and distribute rare and valuable 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign coun- 
tries or from our possessions for experiments with reference to their 
introduction into and cultivation in this country; and the seeds, bulbs, 
trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants thus collected, purchased, 
tested, and propagated shall not be included in general distribution, but 
shall be used for experimental tests, to be carried on with the coo 
tion of the agricultural experiment stations: And provided also, That 
$10,000 of the sum thus appropriated, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, may be used for the erection of a suitable seed warehouse 
for packeting and mailing seeds on Congressional orders. 


Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I have had these two pro- 
visions read from the Clerk’s desk in order that they may ap- 
pear in the Recorp, one following the other, so that the Mem- 
bers may have an opportunity to examine them and determine 
for themselves which provision they believe is best for the in- 
terests of the country and for the welfare of the agriculturist. 

You will note that the provision in the pending bill provides 
for seed for erperimental purposes. There will be none for gen- 
eral distribution at all. The same amount of money, prac- 
tically, is appropriated under this provision as is appropriated 
under the general provision in the law of last year which has 
just been read, and which I expect to offer as a substitute for 
this provision in the bill. This bill provides for an appropria- 
tion of $238,000 for the purchase of rare seed in our own coun- 
try and for importation of rare and uncommon seeds from for- 
eign countries. After they get them, what do they propose to 
do with them? They say that they shall be distributed to 
actual experimenters only for experimental purposes. How 
many actual experimenters can you point out in your district 
now? If you were asked by the Department to furnish a list 
of such experimenters in your district to whom seeds might be 
sent, how many could you sit down and name as actual experi- 
menters? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. If any ordinary farmer should write for 
rare seeds or bulbs to the Department and say that he wanted 
them for experimental purposes, do you not think he would get 
them? 

Mr. CANDLER. No, sir; and I will tell you the reason why. 
A gentleman in my district wrote and wanted some cane seed— 
sorghum seed. I wrote a letter to the Department and requested 
that they attend to it. They wrote to me that they had written 
to him and would correspond with him about it, and if they came 
to the conclusion that he would properly experiment with the 
seed furnished him in accordance with the directions of the 
Department, the seed would be sent. When I was down home I 
met this farmer, Mr. Wash Taylor, who lives about 4 miles dis- 
tant from Corinth, Miss., my town, and I want to say that he isa 
splendid gentleman and a good farmer. He has made by farm- 
ing money enough to buy and pay for his own land, and buy 
and pay for his own stock, farming implements, etc., and the 
necessaries of life for his family and some surplus. I asked him 
about the seed, and he said that they had sent him a blank to 
fill out and asked him questions that he couldn’t answer, and he 
took it to a merchant and asked him to fill it out, and he 
couldn’t answer the questions that were asked, and then he said 
that he tore the thing up, and that he never did get the seed. 
I said: “I wish you had sent the blank to me, and I would have 
gone to the Department and tried to get them to send you the 
seed.” He-said: “ Well, I didn’t want to bother you any more, 
and so I tore the thing up and concluded to do without the 


Now, if this provision is carried out it will mean exactly this 
kind of treatment all over your district, and all over mine, and 
all over the country. They will ask you to furnish them so many 
names that they may correspond with them and determine 
whether your constituents have sufficient intelligence to receive 
seeds and make experiments in accordance with the directions 
of the Department. It is an effort to increase the power of the 
bureaucracy, which is one of the banes of this Government to- 
day. [Applause.] That is the trouble that there is in it now. 


The public are depending on the representatives of the people to 
transact the business, but it is growing from day to day until 
the bureaus are saying what your constituents shall have, what 
my constituents shall have, and what they shall not have; and 
whenever they put their seal of disapprobation on your request, 
you are at the end of your row and you are becoming powerless. 


ra- 


It has got so on the floor of this House, as vou well know, that 
when you call up any kind of a bill, I don't care what it is or 
what it pertains to, the question is asked about it if it has re- 
ceived the indorsement of the Department. If it receives the 
indorsement of a chief of some bureau or the head of some 
Department, it goes; if it does not receive that, it is a cause of 
condemnation, and we are getting so we are forced to rely upon 
that instead of exercising our own judgment and our own 
opinion in the matter. 

Mr. COCKS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. COCKS. Has not the gentleman ever appealed to that 
same authority to back up a position that he has assumed? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes; because I realize the force of it on the 
floor of this House—that the Representatives here depend more 
upon the indorsement of some bureau chief than they do upon 
their own ideas and opinions, 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is it not the intention that each Member of 
Congress and each Senator shall receive an allotment of these 
fancy bulbs and plants and seeds? 

Mr. CANDLER. The proyision in the bill is that it shall be 
carried out with “ the advice and cooperation of Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, and Delegates in Congress; but you will not be 
permitted to send out a single solitary package yourself. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Was it not the intention of the committee 
that all farmers who wanted to experiment and who were rec- 
ommended by the Members of Congress would receive these 
fancy bulbs and seeds? 

Mr. CANDLER. I presume not. I presume that those who 
voted for this measure did not have that intention in mind. I 
voted against this provision in committee myself because I be- 
lieved the result of it would be, if carried out, that the ordinary 
farmers in the country would not get the benefit of it. The 
reason I say those who voted for it must not have that intention 
in mind is because this language is used, that it shall be dis- 
tributed to actual experimenters only for experimental purposes, 
and a man has to go into the experimental business. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? Is it 
not true, under that provision he has just cited, it is vested in 
the Secretary of Agriculture the discretion as to whom or how 
many of these seeds or plants shall be distributed? 

Mr. CANDLER. It certainly is true. 

Mr. CLAYTON. If the Members of Congress are to have any 
share in the distribution, I agree with the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. CANpDLER] that we ought to have it as a matter of 
right in our representative capacity, without having to resort to 
the necessity of going to the head of a Department with hat in 
hand begging a favor for a constituent. Let us have it in our 
own right. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Can not this be amended so as to accom- 
plish that result? 

Mr. CANDLER. If the majority of the House will agree with 
me, I think we will amend it so that it will accomplish the result 
we have had heretofore, and that is to distribute the seeds our- 
selves and send them to our constituents [applause] and not 
take your hat in hand, as the gentleman suggests, and go and 
ask it as a matter of grace or favor. Let us have it as a matter 
of law and of right. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Let me offer this suggestion. I do not say it 
would not happen, but this is possible. If it be true that these 
seeds and other special considerations, if you please, are used 
at any time for political effect, is it not possible at some future 
time for a partisan Secretary of Agriculture to single out some 
district where a political friend of his has a hard fight on hand 
and give him, if necessary, 400,000 packages of seeds and plants 
necessary to save his political life? Now, that is the sort of 
thing that we do not make possible. We want an equal 
distribution of such special provisions or encouragement that 
the Government has to hand out, and we want the same in our 
own right. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is possible under the present law. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; but under this law which it is now pro- 
posed to enact, it is not possible. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is not possible? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Under this law which it is now proposed 
to enact, it will not be possible. This discretion is vested in the 
head of a Department, and there is nothing more odious cr hurt- 
ful in any civilized government than judicial discretion badly 
used, except one thing, and that is the discretion lodged in the 
head of a Government bureau at Washington. We know that 
this favoritism is practiced every day. Why, it cropped out 
here in the discussion of the Geological Survey appropriation. 
Take the maps, for instance, of the Geological Survey, and you 
find districts where the topographic surveys have been made 
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and others where none has been made. You will find that 
cities haye had topographic maps made of them—a species of 
Tavoritism—and we are asked to go further here to aid that 
species of favoritism exercised by the heads of bureaus. Con- 
gress ought not to permit it, and I hope it will vote down this 
proposition brought in here from the committee. I am in hearty 
accord with the sentiments expressed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. Now, I want to say further, Mr. Chairman, 
that this report says that there has been omitted from the bill 
by the committee the paragraph making appropriations for 
what is commonly known as the “ Congressional free-seed dis- 
tribution.” It has been omitted and this provision is substituted 
and reported; but I want to say that this was not substituted 
and reported by a majority of the committee at the meeting 
when the matter was considered. The subcommittee made a 
report to the full committee reporting the provision as it now 
appears in the bill. When that was presented to the full com- 
mittee I made a motion to strike it out of the report. I offered 
as a substitute in its place the provision which I sent to the 
Clerk’s desk and which I shall offer on the floor of the House as 
a substitute for this provision. On that I demanded a roll call, 
and on that roll cali there were seven votes in favor of the sub- 
stitute, the provision which I shall offer, and seven votes in 
favor of this original provision, and hence the provision to put 
in the free-seed distribution in the committee was lost upon a 
tie vote, and hence the committee was divided equally on the 
proposition; and this does not come here, then, so far as the 
members of the committee who were present at that time are 
concerned, with the indorsement of the committee, but it comes 
here because the parliamentary status in which the question 
stood before the committee at that time required affirmative 

` action to strike out this and substitute the other. A majority 
of the full committee not voting for it, it being a tie vote, the 
proposition was lost in the committee on the tie vote, and for 
that reason this very provision is in this bill to-day instead of 
the other provision. The committee was equally divided 

Mr. WADSWORTH. To be perfectly fair, will the gentleman 
state by what vote this amendment was adopted in the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not remember. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I remember; it was eight to six. 

Mr. CANDLER. Then, there were two who voted for this as 
a final proposition when the other was lost on a tie vote. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to call the gentleman's atten- 
tion to lines 9 and 10, on page 36: 

Provided, That such seeds, bul and plants shall be distributed to 
actual experimenters only for expe tests, ete. 

Is that the way it should read, or should it read: 

That such seeds, bulbs, and plants shall be distributed to actual ex- 
perimenters only, for experimental tests, ete. 

I think there might be room there for a construction that 
would put these seeds only into the hands of seedsmen, so that 
they could sell them to the rest of us on proper occasions. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes; I think that is the conclusion that is 
entirely justified from the language that is in the bill and which 
has the unanimous indorsement of the seedsmen of the United 
States of America. They were before the committee in a body, 
advocating this very identical proposition, and, no doubt, in re- 
ply it will be said that that was followed up by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, who recommended this provision. That 
is true, too. But the seedsmen when they appeared before us 
in the committee admitted that what had been charged was 
practically true—that they were acting in concert to prevent 
this other provision going into the bill this year. 

They admitted that last year when it was left out they held 
that hurried meeting, which you heard discussed upon this floor, 
and to which I referred in a speech which I made on a former 
occasion, at which they organized to preyent this proposition 
going into this bill this year. It was said at that time that they 
proposed to use the press, and you will find copied in the hear- 
ings on this question broadcast extracts from one end of this 
country to the other, taken from the press, taken from college 
professors, taken from scientists, and people of that character, 
but you will not find a letter, I do not believe, in all the hear- 
ings from a farmer who tills the soil himself protesting against 
it. You will find in the hearings protests against it from agri- 
cultural associations, that is true, but, as my friend from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Janes] said last year, that is from the agriculturists 
of the country who do the talking, but do not do the work. 

Then when the seedsmen said last year that they were going 
to use the press the evidence shows conclusively that they did 
use the press to create a public sentiment in the country, and 
how did they use it? They came here and employed a man in 


this city who was a representative of the press, Mr. William 
Wolfe Smith, and he so testified himself before our committee 
that that was his business, that he was a newspaper correspond- 
ent, and he started out by saying that he was not a seedsman 
and was not interested in seeds, but a newspaper correspondent. 
Now, if the seedsmen wanted to create sentiment in the country 
by using the press, who would they secure in order to create that 
sentiment? Would they employ somebody who had access to the 
press, somebody who could use the press? They did not employ 
a seedsman. They certainly did not employ a farmer, but they 
employed a newspaper correspondent who was an expert in his 
line, and he evidently secured the publication of criticisms all 
over the country from one end of it to the other in order that 
he might create this sentiment. 

I heard further—I did not know that when we had this hear- 
ing or I would certainly have asked about it—not only was this 
bureau, conducted by Mr. Smith, carried on and sustained dur- 
ing all the time last year and up to the present time, but that 
in addition to that, in order to get this adverse criticism in the 
newspapers, a news bureau was run in connection with it and 
free letters, purporting to give full information from Washing- 
ton and knowledge in relation to the transaction of public af- 
fairs, were published. In other words, a newsy Washington 
letter was furnished free that went throughout the country and 
was published in the newspapers, and in it was always placed, 
so I am informed, a paragraph condemning the free distribution 
of seeds by Congress. And in that way possibly some of these 
adverse criticisms were obtained that were presented in the 
hearing and are printed in this pamphlet that lies on the desk 
before me. I say I have heard it; I do not state it as a fact. I 
did not hear it until after the hearing, or I certainly would 
haye inquired about it. But I have been informed from a 
reliable source that it is a fact and that is the way in Boa it 
was done. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from. Mis- 
sissippi has expired. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that I may be 
permitted to proceed. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman ten 
minutes more. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, J ask that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi may be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Smits] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman may be 
recognized to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANDLER. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee and 
the House for this kind indulgence. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
CANDLER] yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]? 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman from Mississippi is 
discussing this matter, I think, very fairly, but I think there is 
one matter he has omitted in connection with the testimony 
given before the committee by the various seedsmen who were 
there. It is unfortunate at this time that we have not the hear- 
ings. I understand they are not yet printed; at least, they 
were not a little while ago. But be that as it may, I would at 
this time like to ask the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CANDLER} this question: Was not the question repeatedly asked 
of the various seedsmen who gave testimony before our commit- 
tee what their principal objection was to the distribution of 
these seeds—that is, the Congressional distribution—and, finally, 
did they not admit that the seed distribution as heretofore 
given was valuable and important to the farmer, and did they 
not, upon a question addressed to them by myself, say that the 
seeds were of a good quality and were very beneficial to the 
farmer, but that their sole or chief objection was that by 
reason of the Government engaging in the business it inter- 
fered with their business from a pecuniary standpoint, and 
that theirs was a purely selfish motive in that it interfered 
with their business; also, that the sum of $60,000 or $80,000 
that was actually invested by the Government for seeds had a 
tendency to, and in some instances did, bankrupt some of their 
concerns, although they admitted that their concerns did a busi- 
ness equal, if not greater, than $20,000,000 annually? 

Mr. CANDLER. That, in substance, was the testimony 
given. 

Mr. JAMES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. CANDLER] if on examination before his committee 
if Mr. C. F. Wood, of Louisville, Ky., testified that the $232,000 
appropriated here for free seeds would have purchased 
40,000,000 packages, and he said: “ Forty million, at 5 cents, is 
how much?” And the gentleman from Mississippi answered 
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him and said: “ You can calculate it as well as I can.” And 
Mr. Wood answered by saying, $2,000,000; is it not?’ That is 
the amount that would have been taken from the people by the 
seed houses if it had not been for the Government distributing 
$232,000 worth of seeds to the people. A profit to the dealers 
in seeds of $1,768,000. It is not a matter of wonderment that 
they maintain a great lobby here to do away with this distribu- 
tion. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. That is correct. And I want to call atten- 
tion to another thing in this connection with reference to the 
seedsmen’s position. This is a contest, absolutely, so far as 
that is concerned, between the people of this country who ob- 
ject to this distribution and the farmers of this country—by 
their Representatives and the farmers themselves. That is the 
issue which has been presented, and that is the question upon 
which we will be called upon to vote. 

Mr. CLAYTON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]? 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman to remark 
in that connection that the seedsmen have had a lobby here 
for some time, haye lobbyists in Washington now, and that the 
farmer is dependent upon nobody to represent his interests 
except the Representatives here who come from the farming 
districts? [Applause.] God bless the farmer and the Repre- 
sentatives from those districts! We are going to have these 
seeds! [Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. Well, I am one of their representatives. I 
join freely and fully in “ God bless the farmer,” and I am going 
to stand by his interests. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. How about the farmers, the 
grangers, and the press of the country—not only the agricultural 
press, but the secular press? 

Mr. CANDLER. I just discussed that a moment ago. I do 
not know whether the gentleman was present then or not. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption 
in connection with what has just been said by the gentleman 
from Alabama? I would ask the gentleman from Mississippi if 
it is not true that the Committee on Agriculture brought in prac- 
tically a similar report last year when there was no such lobby 
and no person claiming to represent the seedsmen coming before 
the committee and asking for such legislation? Is that true? 

Mr. CANDLER. There was no hearing on the subject. The 
committee, however, were about equally divided last year. 

Mr. SCOTT, I simply wanted that statement to go into the 
Recorp, in justice to the committee, that the committee took 
precisely the same action last year when there was no solicita- 
tion upon the part of the seedsmen before that committee. 

Mr. ADAMSON. What year was it that the seedsmen did not 
have a lobby here? 

Mr. SCOTT. During the five years that I have been a member 
of the Committee on Agriculture, this is the first year that the 
seedsmen haye been represented before that committee in any 
hearing. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Were they not represented by the agricul- 
tural press? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow 
me to ask the gentleman from Kansas this question: The last 
year and the year before last and ever since you have been here 
and since I have been here, is it not true that the seedsmen have 
loaded your mail and mine with letters, newspaper extracts, 
magazine articles, and other articles against the distribution of 
seed by the Federal Government? Haye they not been lobby- 
ing all along, persistently and consistently, in that way, and 
through their literary bureaus? 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to enter a most emphatic negative to all 
those questions. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can state as a fact that I have received 
numerous newspaper extracts and letters from seedsmen for 
several years protesting against this appropriation, and fellow- 
Members around me on this side of the House and others on 
your side of the House have had the same contributions from 
their literary bureaus and the same letters from the seedsmen 
last year. 

Mr. SCOTT. But no lobby. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That was a lobby. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. What objection is there to that? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have no objection to it and I have no ob- 
jection to their coming here lobbying. But I do not want what 
they have said to be invoked as an argument here against the 
farmer and his representatives here to defeat this meritorious 
distribution. You ought to listen to the appeals of the farmer. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think that is fair. Any man 
has a right to petition and to protest. They have the right to 


come to Congress if they think their interests are wrongfully 
affected. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. Nobody disputes their right. 
The point I make is that the farmers -have had no special 
champion of their rights and of their interests except such 
gentlemen as the distinguished and able gentleman from Miss- 
issippi and others of us from the great farming districts. 

Several Members rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANDLER. I yield to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
just a word as to what my, recollection is of the statement made 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr]. It is true that I 
have not been a member of the committee very long, but I say 
that during another session of this Congress, I do not think I 
saw any lobbyist in or about the committee and its sittings, 
but during the present session of Congress they were here 
with an attorney and appeared for several days, and the ques- 
tion arose upon questions put by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. CANDLER] as to what kind of a lobby they had last 
year, and the statement was made that they could not state 
that they had any distinct amount of money, but I think the 
amount of $3,000, however, was broached somewhere during the 
conyersation. But they said they did have a lobby two years 
ago. But this time they had organized a stronger lobby, and 
this was the first time they had ever appeared before the com- 
mittee with an attorney to advocate their cause; and they did 
have an attorney and a very shrewd one. He did not deny, 
but, on the contrary, asserted that two years ago, and a year 
ago they had a lobby, but I wish to inform the House that if 
they had a lobby it was not as bold as it has been this year. 

Mr. CANDLER. I now yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. MACON. I do not intend to make a speech in the gen- 
tleman's time, but the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Henry] 
a few moments ago interposed a suggestion about the agricultural 
papers of this country that are opposed to this free-seed distri- 
bution. I do not know all of the agricultural papers of the 
United States. I do not know what their policy is upon this 
subject, but I do know about one. There is an agricultural 
paper in the State of Arkansas that represents an organization 
of more than 80,000 farmers, and I do know that no single line 
has ever appeared in that sheet in opposition to the free distri- 
bution of seed in this country to the farmer. [Applause.] 


Mr. CANDLER. That is a good paper. I hope the people 


will continue to take it. 

Now, just along the line that was suggested a moment ago 
by my friend and colleague on the committee [ Mr. Davis of Min- 
nesota], I want to call attention to the position taken by these 
seedsmen when they were before our committee. I pressed the 
question from the beginning to know about this concerted action 
that had been brought about. I asked the first man that went 
on the stand about it, and I continued to ask about it, and I 
want to give you a sample of some of the answers that they 
made and to show you, from their own testimony, how they 
stood on that guestion. 

I quote now from the statement of Mr. Stokes. Mr. COLE 
asked him this question : 


Mr. Coty. The statement was made on the floor of the House last 
year that some of the Members were in favor of the free distribution 
of seeds because of the trust existing between these seed firms of the 
United States. Is there any trust? 

Mr. STOKES. There’ is absolutely no trust whatever. It was at- 
tempted at one time, years ago, and it ended disastrously. It was 
absolutely impossible to have a trust in secds. 

Mr. Lams. I have never heard of it. 

Mr. STOKES. There is no foundation for it in fact whatever. 

Mr. CANDLER. Is there not concerted action among those representing 
the opposition to the free seed distribution? 

Mr. STOKES. Yes. 

Mr. Canpuer. Have they organized headquarters here in Washington 
to oppose it? 

Mr. Stokes. Mr. Smith can talk to you about that. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr, Smith was their attorney, was 
he not? 

Mr. CANDLER. He represented them before the committee 
and introduced them one by one. Now, I want to read a little 
further: 


Mr. CanpLer. Do you not know? 

Mr. STOKES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANDLER. You are one of the seedsmen? 

Mr. STOKES. Gentlemen, I claim that as seedsmen we are bound to 
do it. We are bound to place our case before the people. 

Mr. CANDLER. I want to know the fact about it. 

Mr. Stoxes. If we have a proper sense of the dignity of our business. 
we are bound to do what we can to present to the people in- general 
what we believe to be the facts. 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not oppose any man doing what he deems legiti- 
mate and right, or any man doing anything that is legitimate and 
right to protect his own interests and sustain his own business; but I 
asked questions here yesterday along this line, and I want te kuow 
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whether that is the fact or not, because when this matter was under 
consideration before the second vote was taken in committee I heard 
and it was stated in the Washington Post—that there was a hurried 
meeting of seedsmen from all parts of the country at the New Willard 
Hotel, and that they determined there to use such means as they could, 
and to put up such funds as were necessary, to prevent the continu- 
ance of this seed distribution; and this paper stated, according to my 
recollection of it, that they expected to use the press to create public 
sentiment in that way. I heard that they raised $3,000 there then. 


Mr. Srokks. No. 
Mr. CANDLER. And that they have raised a fund since of $20,000. 


Mr. Stokes. No, sir; that is all in the air. 

Now, listen: A 

Mr. CANDLER. But you got concerted action. 

Mr. STOKES. Yes; or we would not have been here to-day together. 

[Applause. ] 

Mr. CANDLER. You stated a moment ago that Mr. Smith is in charge 
of your headquarters here at Washington to bring about such senti- 
ment as he can in opposition to this appropriation. 

Mr. STOKES. Yes. 

Mr. CANDLER. And it takes money to do that? 

Mr. Stokes. It takes some money to do that. It is perfectly proper 
and legitimate. We feel that a wrong is being done to us, and if we 
Hyg do anything In a fair way to correct that wrong we are going to 

o It. 

He said, “ It takes money to do it.” 

Now, I want to show you the purpose of these seedsmen, and 
what they would like to have done: 

Mr. CANDLER. You stated a while ago that you would like to see this 
money given to the Department of Agriculture to make these experi- 
ments with reference to the introduction of foreign and rare seed, and 
so forth and so on. . 

I asked seyeral of them whether or not they were in favor 
of a reduction of this appropriation, and they said, “Oh, no; 
do not take it away from the Department; give it to them; ” 
‘and then they come in, don’t you see, and say, “ Why, don't 
take it away from us; of course not; but give it all to us, and 
give us the benefit of every bit of it, and do not give the benefit 
of it to any Member of Congress, in the distribution which has 
been made heretofore; but turn over this money to the Depart- 
ment absolutely, to be used in the way they see proper.” 
That is the plan suggested by the seedsmen and recommended 
by the Department. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 


Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANDLER. Just a moment, and then I will yield. Let 
me finish the point I am talking about. I want to show you 
the position of the seedsmen. Then I will yield. 

Mr. CANDLER. You stated a while ago that you would like to see 
this money given to the Department of Agriculture to make these 
experiments with reference to the introduction of foreign and rare 
seed, and so forth, and so on. Do you agree with the gentleman—I 
do not remember who it was now—who stated a while ago that as 
soon as these seed experiments were made and the benefits were de- 
rived from them and they were given to the people, and the seed 
should become to a certain extent common seed throughout the country, 
then you would op the further distribution of that seed by the 
Department of Agriculture? 

r. Stokes. Yes. 


Not only did they oppose the distribution of seed through the 
Members of Congress, but they would absolutely oppose the 
distribution of them by the Agricultural Department itself. 
Their proposition is, first, to stop the distribution by Members 
of Congress, and then later, when the Agricultural Department 
distributes seeds throughout the country and they become to 
a certain extent common, then they propose to stop the Agri- 
cultural Department from sending them out, and do not want 
any seeds sent out by the Government at all. 

Now listen. Mr. Stokes answered that question “ Yes.” 

Mr. CANDLER, Then’ you would favor the distribution by the seeds- 


en? 
7 Mr. STOKES. Yes; I think that would be eminently proper. 


Of course he thought it would be eminently proper. 
Mr. CANDLER. In other words, you want the experiment made by the 


Department of Agriculture at the expense of the public for the benefit 
of the seedsmen of the United States and not for the benefit of the 


people. 
Was there any escape from that conclusion? There was none. 


Mr. Stokes said: “ No, sir; it is for the benefit of the people. 
There is no such thing as benefit to the seedsmen.” 

Oh, no; according to Mr. Stokes, it would not benefit the 
seedsmen of this country to prevent the distribution of seed; it 
would not benefit the seedsmen to enact a provision so that it 
would be impossible for anybody to get seed from anybody else 
but the seedsmen. 

They didn’t want to cut down the appropriation, you know; 
they didn’t want that done; they wanted that continued to the 
Department, and so it is made here at $238,000, while the appro- 
priation last year was $242,000. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly, with great pleasure. 

Mr. GARRETT. When you come to the fundamental objec- 
tion to this seed business, if there be an objection, is it not this: 
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That it is not a proper function of government to furnish seeds? 
That is the objection that was made in the beginning to this dis- 
tribution, but the system has grown up, and there probably 
will never be a proposition to abolish this distribution of vege- 
table seeds that will not be accompanied by a proposition that 
will appropriate at least an equal amount of money to distribute 
other seeds. Now, is there any greater objection from the stand- 
point of principle toward the distribution of seeds under the 
amendment that the gentleman proposes to offer than there 
is to the principle in this bill as reported by the committee? 

Mr. CANDLER. The principle is exactly the same. 

Mr. GARRETT. And those who would support the bill as it 
stands will simply vote to take the distribution away from the 
Representatives? 

Mr. CANDLER. The only difference is that they would take 
it away from the representatives of the people who distribute it 
fairly throughout their districts to their constituents. That is 
the way I distribute mine. They would take the distribution 
away from the Representatives and confer it upon the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Mr. GARRETT. Then the only proposition upon which we are 
asked to vote is the method of distribution, and the principle 
is not involved in any way in it? 

Mr. CANDLER. Not at all; it is as to the method of distri- 
bution, and that is all there is in it. e 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
these seedsmen claim that the seed being distributed by the De- 
partment of Agriculture at that time was inferior to those sold 
by the seed dealers? 

Mr. CANDLER. No; the evidence is strong that they are the 
best seeds that can be obtained ; they have to be tested and have 
been tested and found to be true to type and strong as to vi- 
tality. They are required to come up to the highest standard in 
type and vitality. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. In these bearings did anybody claim 
that the seeds distributed would cost the people any more than 
if purchased from seedsmen? 

Mr. CANDLER. No, sir; they did not. On the contrary, the 
testimony clearly shows that if purchased of the seedsmen they 
would cost a great deal more. 

Mr. JAMES. That they would cost $2,000,000 if purchased 
of the seedsmen, and they only cost $238,000 when distributed by 
the Government. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Did the gentleman ever hear any man 
who wanted garden seeds for his own use object to the Govern- 
ment distributing the seed? 

Mr. CANDLER. Never. 
myself. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 


I never had an objection of that sort 


I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CANDLER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I want to ask the gentleman if I understood 
from the testimony that he read here that the committee propo- 
sition in the pending bill did not save one cent to the Govern- 
ment, but provides for the same appropriation as last year, the 
only difference being that there is a change in the distribution of 
the seed? Under the law as it now stands so many are allotted 
to each Representative and he distributes them. Now, it is pro- 
posed in this bill to turn over the whole power of the distribu- 
tion of seeds to the Agricultural Department and take it away 
from the membership of this House? 

Mr. CANDLER. That would be the result. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then the committee proposition is not in the 
interest of public economy? 

Mr. CANDLER. No. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is not for the interest of the farmers, and 
again I say, God bless them, let them have these seeds, [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. The appropriation last year was $242,000, 
and the appropriation in this bill $238,000. 

Mr. COCKS. The gentleman says that is the difference. Is not 
there quite a difference between the method of distribution, and 
also the character of the seed will be different, will it not? 

Mr. CANDLER. Ob, yes. Under this provision it proposes 
to limit it to rare and uncommon seeds in this country and the 
importation of rare and uncommon seeds from foreign countries, 

Mr. COCKS. And also the propagation of our own known ya- 
rieties of uncommon seeds, 

Mr. CANDLER. Les. 

Mr. JAMES. I want to suggest to the gentleman, for the 
purpose of placing Kentucky right on this distribution of garden 
seeds, that I notice the first witness here is Mr. C. F. Wood, who 
is the representative of the seed house of Wood, Stubbs & Co., 
of Louisville, Ky. I haye heard it said by. some gentlemen that 
the farmers’ organizations of various States are opposed to the 
free distribution of seeds, and I have heard it said, and I be- 


1714 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 25, 


Heve that fact is in the hearings, that the farmers met in Lex- 
ington, Ky., and presented resolutions there, which were passed, 
but they concealed from the committee the fact that those reso- 
lutions were introduced not by the farmer who tills the soil 
with his own hands, not by the farmer with the smell of new- 
plowed earth upon his garments, not by the farmer who brings 
the harvest from the field, but by this kid-gloved individual, 
C. F. Wood himself, who represents the seed house of Wood, 
Stubbs & Co., who was there, and who presented these resolu- 
tions for the farmers of Kentucky, when he never plowed a fur- 
row in all his life. I deny the right of this gentleman to speak 
for the honest farmers of Kentucky when he is not one of them. 

[Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. That is a fair sample of the farmers, in my 
judgment, who are protesting against this free distribution of 
seeds. ‘ 

Mr. BURNETT. Did a single farmer appear before your 
committee to make any protest at all? 

Mr. CANDLER. Not one. : 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether or not there was any evidence before the com- 
mittee as to what are these rare and uncommon seeds they pro- 
pose to distribute? 

Mr. CANDLER. That is to be left to the scientists and 
agriculturists in the Agricultural Department to select. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Was the gentleman given 
any information at all as to what they proposed to do along 
this line? 

Mr. CANDLER. Not a particle, except they said they would 
to a certain extent be like the 500 packages of novelties that 
were given to the Members a few years ago, that the seed which 
would be distributed under this might be prepared to some ex- 
tent like they were, and a limited number sent out under the 
direction and with the advice of Members, but that none would 
be sent out by the Members of Congress themselves. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Is it not true that these 
rare and uncommon seeds they propose to distribute are things 
that are confined to a narrow section of country, or to warm 
sections, or some particular climate or locality, and would not 
be for general distribution? 

Mr. CANDLER. Not knowing what these rare and uncom- 
mon seeds would be, I am at a loss to give the gentleman definite 
information on that subject. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the Department of Agriculture is to 
confine itself to the purchase of rare and uncommon seeds, what 
was the use of an appropriation of $238,000? Why was not 
that amount stricken out, or a large bulk of it. 

. Mr. CANDLER. The seed men all recommended that the ap- 
propriation be retained for the Department, and I presume the 
Department wanted it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then the purpose is to give the seed men 
the market and take the benefits away from the farmer. 

Mr. CANDLER. I am just going to say now, and I want to 
call special attention to this fact, that they have already been 
engaged in experiments with rare and uncommon seeds under 
the provisions of the bill as it has existed heretofore; that they 
can continue that kind of work to the degree that is n 
if the amendment which I propose to offer is adopted in the 
House. I wrote Mr. Galloway on the subject and asked for in- 
formation, and I have here his reply, which appears in the 
hearings: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1906. 
Hon. E. S. CANDLER, Jr., 
House of Representatives. 

Dear MR. CANDLER: I have yours of 10th instant in reference to in- 
formation regarding the seed distribution. I expect to be present myself 
at the hearing to-morrow, Wednesday. 

I can send no additional data to what was furnished last year, as 
there have been no specially new developments. Inelosed is copy of 
letter addressed to 7e last year; also of one sent to Mr. TAWNEY, 
signed by the honorable Secretary. 

aon emphasis should be put on the fact that we are not spending 

242,000 for ordinary grain seed, but that the work is divided into 


Pe ‘sect 
1. e securing, handling, and distributing of miscellaneous en 


anas forss seeds, grapevines, strawberry plants, ornamentals, etc., 
2. The securing and distributing of comparatively new or little-known 


kinds of various field and forage crop s, such as cotton, corn, alfalfa, 

etc.; the improvement of the same by poceni and selectión, and the 

eneral upbuilding of agricultural industries through such work. For 
is work we e ded last year $72,385.27. 

8. The introduction and dissemination of new and oe seeds 
and plants from foreign countries and the buildin: Bp of. new industries 
as the result of the work. Last year we ex ded $ „780 for this work. 
I will be glad to explain verbally any further points in reference to the 
matter at any time. 

Very truly, yours, B. T. GALLOWAY, Chief of Bureau. 


Thetefore, under the provisions of the bill as it was passed 


last year, this very thing could be done, and I propose to offer 
exactly that provision this year as a substitute for this provi- 
sion. They carried on experimentation with rare and uncom- 
mon seeds purchased in our own country and rare and uncom- 
mon seeds imported from foreign countries, when the seed was 
distributed through the Members of Congress, paying $132,000 
in round numbers for the Congressional free-seed distribution, 
$74,000 in round numbers for the propagation and distribution 
and experiments in rare and uncommon seeds produced and 
found in our own country, and $37,500 to import rare and un- 
common seed from foreign countries. So under the provisions 
of the bill as it passed heretofore each and every kind of this 
work has been done and can be done in the future; therefore, as 
was suggested by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] 
a moment ago, $238,000 might be extravagant to be appropriated 
for the purpose of investigation, experimentation, of the rare 
and uncommon seed, and limited to that line because prior to 
this time the amount that has been used for these two pur- 
poses under the bill as previously prepared and passed was in 
round numbers $110,000—$72,500 for home-produced seed and 
$37,500 for foreign seed, which made that $110,000.. Now it is 
proposed under this provision of this bill to appropriate $238,000 
to do identically the work which has been done under the other 
appropriation for $110,000. f 

Mr. SIMS and Mr. LAMB rose. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. To which gentleman does the gentleman 
from Mississippi yield? 

Mr. CANDLER. I yield to my colleague [Mr. Lams] for a 
moment. 

Mr. LAMB. Should this amendment prevail, what will be- 
come of the provision carried in the other bill for the distribu- 
tion of flower seed, and how will you and I send our pretty 
girls any flower seed? 

Mr. CANDLER. We will not have any flower seeds to send 
to the pretty girls, and they will look longingly with their 
bright and smiling faces, anxiously desiring the flowers, but we 
will be compelled to say “No” to the sweetest, noblest, and 
best of all God’s creation, a pure, beautiful girl. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Except a white-haired old lady, who is 
just as sweet and lovely. 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, what excuse can we give when we 
go home if we knock out the appropriation which gives the per 
capita of this country 2 mills, having increased our own com- 
pensation 50 per cent on the floor of this House, what excuse 
shall we give our constituents? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I should say one was right and the 
other was- wrong. 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not think any man can offer any excuse 
to justify himself at all when he runs his hands into his pockets 
and looks the honest old farmer in his face and acknowledges 
to him that he had the increased salary in his own pocket for 
which he voted and was enjoying the luxuries, the pleasures, 
and comforts derived therefrom, and then say to him that 
“while I did that for myself, I took away the single package 
of garden seeds that has heretofore been sent to you.” 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman state to the House 
how he voted on the salary question? 

Mr. CANDLER. I voted against it. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
If the bill as reported by the committee stands, there is $238,000 
to be used for the same purposes that $110,000 was used last 
year. Is that correct? 

Mr. CANDLER. That is correct. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, was there any evidence before your com- 
mittee to show that there was any need to increase this $110,000 
appropriation to $238,000, or that $238,000 could profitably be 
expended along the line for which the $110,000 was expended a 
year ago? — 

Mr. CANDLER. I think it could be much more profitably 
expended by dividing it as it has been divided heretofore. I 
have no doubt but what the Department can use the $238,000, 
and will use the $238,000 in case it is left in the bill as it is 
now, but as to the profitableness with which it will be used I 
am not advised, because there was no evidence on the subject. 

Mr. SIMS. That is what I wanted to know. Was there any 
evidence before the committee showing a demand for such use 
to the extent of more than double the appropriation for last 
year? 

Mr. CANDLER. No, sir; there was not; on the contrary the 
printed estimates will show the fact that the original provision 
was in the estimates just like it was last year. 
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Mr. SIMS. Then why did the subcommittee, and afterwards 


the full committee, double the appropriation over and above the 


estimate for that particular purpose? 

Mr. CANDLER. I am frank to say I yoted against it in the 
committee myself, because I wanted to keep the amount of money 
in this bill and I wanted the appropriation recommended by 
the committee for that amount of money, and I believed that 
when it came to the House this other provision would be in- 
serted and no more money would have to be asked for. That is 
my reason. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Has there been any complaint of the ex- 
cellent distribution of the excellent seeds by the excellent head 
of the distribution bureau, Professor Galloway, except the com- 
plaint made by the seedsmen? 

Mr. CANDLER. None that I have ever heard of from any 
source whatever. [Applause.] I never. heard of any opposi- 
tion, as I said a moment ago, on behalf of the people. I have 
never received a single solitary protest in all my life from a 
farmer. I have received thousands upon thousands of requests 
from them asking me to send seed to them. I do not get a 
mail now, not one, but what in that mail I have requests for 
seed from the farmers of the country, garden seed and field 
seed, and they ask me for a great many varieties that I can 
not furnish, because I am not given them by the Department to 
distribute, and I am asked for flower seed by the ladies in 
almost every mail, and I keep a sack of flower seed in my office 
and I keep a sack of garden seed in my office so that I can 
respond to those requests the day they come to me and send 
them to them when I am asked for them. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Will he not be willing to extend the scope 
of the distribution in the amendment he intends to offer by 
including field seed as well as garden seed? 

Mr. CANDLER. With pleasure, if it is not subject to a point 
of order. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It will not be subject to a point of order 
any more than the present one. 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not object, but would be glad to see field 
seed included. I offer the amendment in the language of the last 
bill because I want a clear-cut and clean issue between this pro- 
vision and the provision of last year, which we are entirely 
familiar with from experience as well as observation. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is not the gentleman willing to fix it to 
include field seeds? 

Mr. CANDLER. If the gentleman will offer an amendment 
including field seeds, I will put it in without any hesitancy what- 
ever. Now, then, I believe this to be the scope of these two 
provisions, I have tried, in the discussion of the provision 
which is now in the bill and the provision which I expect to offer 
as a substitute, to be entirely fair. I have earnestly endeavored 
to stay within the record as the testimony was developed in the 
hearings. } 

I have tried to state frankly and honestly the position that 
we occupy in reference to it, because I believed that the House 
was entitled to know that. When it comes here, of course, 
with this provision in the bill, and with the report made, and no 
minority report, but for an explanation upon that line every- 
body would have a perfect right to believe it had received the 
unanimous indorsement of the committee, Therefore I think it 
is entirely proper to explain that it did not receive the unani- 
mous indorsement of the committee, but that the committee was 
equally divided upon the question, half of it voting one way and 
half voting the other. 

Mr. LAMB. Does not the gentleman think this very provision 
in the bill is subject to a point of order? 

Mr. CANDLER. No, sir. Does the gentleman mean this pro- 
yision here? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. A 

Mr. CANDLER. I am not an expert parliamentarian. I am 
inclined to believe it would be subject to a point of order. 
There are provisions in it, I am sure, that are subject to a point 
of order. 

Mr. LAMB. If the gentleman will compare it with the other 
he will come to the conclusion that it is subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. CANDLER. Unquestionably there are provisions in it, 
I think, that are subject to a point of order, because it is new 
legislation. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that if no one else 
does so, I propose to raise a point of order on a large portion of 
this paragraph. 

Mr. CANDLER. Unquestionably the proyision in here pro- 
viding that these seeds and bulbs and plants shall be distributed 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1715 


to actual experimenters only for experimental purposes, and 
that the Secretary of Agriculture shall cause a record to be 
kept by everyone to whom seeds and bulbs and plants are sent, 
is new legislation in an appropriatien bill, and in my judgment 
subject to a point of order. But I am not, as I said a moment 
ago, an expert parliamentarian. That is my judgment only in 
reference to that matter. 5 

Now, then, I hope, gentlemen, that you will take occasion to 
examine in the Recorp, and I will put it there for that purpose, 
the provision in the bill which will be printed in the Recorp to- 
morrow morning, and then the provision which I propose to 
offer as a substitute for it, and, as I said at the outset, take the 
two and compare them and see which you believe is for the best 
interests of the people to whom these seeds shall go, the best 
method of getting them to the people, and the best method of 
justly distributing them to all people alike. If you come to the 
conclusion that the Department of Agriculture, through the 
Bureau of Plant Industry, can make a better, more equitable, 
and more just distribution than the representatives in Congress 
of the people themselyes can make, then, of course, I take it 
that you will vote for the provision as it now appears in the bill; 
but if you come to the conclysion you know your own people bet- 
ter than the Chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry, that you can 
distribute the seed to them with greater accuracy, with more 
equity, in greater fairness, and better than he can distribute 
them, then I take it you will vote for this provision which I 
offer as a substitute and which has been in the bill heretofore. 

I referred in the commencement of my remarks to the pros- 
perity that exists throughout the country among the farmers. 
I want to discuss for a short time the development of the South. 
It is a source of gratification and pleasure to us in that section 
of the country that the agriculturist is coming to his own once 
more. [Loud applause.] I am glad to see him taking an 
interest in his own affairs and fixing, to a certain extent at least, 
the price of the product that he toils to produce, and not leaving 
it to Wall Street or to the stock gamblers, the cotton gamblers, 
the wheat gamblers, and to the gamblers in “ futures” to fix the 
price of his product, and say he shall take that, without any 
regard to its actual and intrinsic value. [Applause.] 

It is a source of gratification they are standing together, say- 
ing to the people of this country and saying to the people of 
foreign countries that we propose to fix the price of our prod- 
ucts, and if you want them at that price you can buy them if 
you have the money, and if you do not want them we are 
able to take care of them and able to keep them; we will build 
warehouses in which to protect our products from the storms 
and weather and preserve them for future sale. I hope they 
will continue to stand shoulder to shoulder, man to man, for 
their own protection and their own welfare. Before they took 
this position we sold the cotton crop of 1900 for $387,000,000. 
Now, with the farmers standing together, we sold it last year 
for $667,000,000. By reason of this action on their part, fixing 
the price of their own product and not leaving it to the grain 
gamblers and the cotton gamblers and gamblers in futures to 
say what it shall be, they raised the price of that product 
nearly $300,000,000 and brought prosperity to that section of 
the country, and in that way brought prosperity to every sec- 
tion of the country, because the prosperity of one section is the 
prosperity of them all, 

There has been established an absolute standard of money in 
this country, and that standard is gold. I am frank to say that I 
believed in the free coinage of both silver and gold at the ratio 
of 16 to 1, without the consent of any nation on earth, and be- 
lieve it yet under same conditions. But the standard was fixed 
as the gold standard by law. What has done more to sustain 
it than any other one thing is the cotton crop, which is exported 
to foreigners and brings gold to our country. Last year more 
than a million dollars of cotton each day, Sundays and holi- 
days included, was exported to foreign countries and sold for 
gold. To be entirely accurate, last year $401,000,000 worth of. 
cotton was exported and sold and brought that amount of gold 
to the United States in exchange for that product, which was 
produced in the Southland. 

Cotton is the great leveler in commercial and international 
exchange; and when I say that I speak advisedly, because that 
which can control the markets of the world as to money must, 
to a certain extent, control the destinies of the cotntry and be- 
come a great leveler in the transactions between those countries. 
[ Applause. ] 

I want to tell you that it is a fact that the cotton production 
in the last five years has amounted to more in dollars and cents 
than the total world’s production of gold and silver both com- 
bined. Listen! In the last five years the total value of the 
world’s gold and silver production was $2,578,852,000. The total 
value of our cotton crop in the last five years was $2,974,000,000. 


1716 


Therefore, the total production of cotton in five years has 
amounted to more than the total value of the world's produc- 
tion of both gold and silver combined. That being true, then 
cotton is the great leveler in international trade. We say that 
cotton is king. Some people say, No; iron is king.” It is 
said that Mr. Carnegie made the remark that iron is king, and 
Mrs. Carnegie promptly replied, “If iron is king, then coal is 
queen.” We say that the cotton crop is the king of the com- 
merce of the world, and we do not admit anything to the con- 
trary; but admitting, for the sake of argument, that iron is 
king, we stand in just as advantageous a position in reference 
to that great product as we do in reference to the cotton. 

We find by investigation that there are in the Southland to- 
day 62,500 square miles of coal, while in England and Germany 
combined there are only 12,000 square miles and a little over. 
So within the borders of the Southland we have not only more 
coal land than both Germany and England combined, but more 
than all of Europe put together. So if iron is king and coal is 
queen, how does the country stand that possesses unquestionably 
that which is the king, namely, king cotton, and then possesses 
a majority of the iron lands of this country and a majority of 
the coal lands of this country? Having the two kings and the 
queen in the Southland, we ask nothing of anybody else. [Ap- 
plause.] 

One other thing and then I shall be done. The one other 
great product in this country is timber, And do you know that 
to-day more than half of the standing timber in the United 
States is south of Mason and Dixon’s line? So when we have 
the cotton, when we have the iron, when we have the coal, and 
when we have timber, all within that section of the country, no 
wonder that prosperity has perched upon our banners; no won- 
der that we are happy and rejoicing. [Applause.] 

Forty-five years ago those of the South who were old enough 
to be away from home were engaged in the conflict that was 
then in progress. When those men returned to their homes 
they found devastation and destruction on every hand; but 
standing brave, courageous, and noble as they were, asking no 
favors and no concessions, the only thing that they ever have 
asked and the only thing- that we ask now is that we shall be 
permitted to work out our own salvation under the shining 
canopy of God Almighty’s heaven, trusting to Him for guid- 
ance, protection, support, and comfort; looking to Him for the 
sunshine and the showers, for those things that will bring 
from the earth the production which will yield happiness, 
peace, and joy to our people. To-day, we are coming back 
to our own. We are reaching the point where we can take care 
of our own affairs without asking anything from anybody any- 
where. Only a few years ago we had to go to Wall Street or 
to some commercial center, to some great banking institution, 
to obtain the money with which to transact our business; but 
last year the people of the South were able to market their own 
cotton without asking a favor from any source, without asking 
a loan from anywhere; and this prosperity that has come over 
the Southland has permeated all this country of ours. 

William D. Kelley said years ago that the prosperity of the 
South was the prosperity of every section of the country; and 
that is absolutely true. He looked forward to this day and 
saw with prophetic eye that the time would come back again 
when the Southland would blossom like the rose and when joy 
and happiness would be round about. That time has come. It 
will continue, and there is a greater time ahead of us for our 
people, if they will care for the heritage given to them and not 
waste it or fritter it away. We have stood upon the chivalry 
of our manhood and the purity of our womenhood, and upon 
that foundation we have builded a superstructure that has 
towered heavenward and shines in the very presence of God 
aboye. [Great applause.] 

But we are all prosperous, I am glad to say, and I am glad 
that the time has come, and I hope it will grow stronger every 

_day, when we shall have an interest one with another through- 
out this great, broad land. 

When I came to Congress I said it was my purpose to be the 
Representative not of one section against the other, but to do 
anything I could and to exercise any influence I might possess 
and all the ability God had given me to develop and upbuild 
every section of our country from one end of it to the other. 
[Great applause.] 

I have tried to pursue that course since I have been here. 
Whether I have succeeded or not I do not know, but I expect to 
pursue that course in the future. I want to see this the greatest 
country, as it is, on the earth. I want to see this great country 
more powerful as the years go by. I want to see us all stand 
together as one people, working each with the other, looking 
wherever good may be done, and lending a helping hand to any 
section or any State or any community wherever the Goyern- 
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ment can constitutionally and lawfully extend its aid for its up- 
building and for its development. When that time shall arrive 


‘then we shall all consult in reference to governmental affairs. 


There was a time, and to some extent it existed a long time, 
when we were practically shut out from the councils of the Re- 
public. Now we are back, and let us all be together, let us con- 
sult one with the other, and all work together for the advance- 
ment, the upbuilding, and glory of our beloved country; yes, let 
us all stand for an indissoluble Union of indestructible States, 
all clustered around and bearing allegiance to the Stars and 
Stripes, the emblem of liberty, our country’s glory. Let the 
Angel of Peace kiss the frown from the brow of the Republic, 
and let the smile of an approving Heaven rest upon a great and 
reunited people. I am profoundly grateful to the membership 
of the House for your close attention and indulgence. Please 
accept my thanks. [Loud and prolonged applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lowven having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading Clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 17099. An act to authorize the refund of part of fines im- 
posed on the vessels Sotie R, Mathilda R, and Helen R; and 

H. R. 21677. An act to amend an act granting to the Daven- 
port Water Power Company rights to construct and maintain 
a canal, power station, and appurtenant works in the Missis- 
sippi River in Scott County, Iowa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 24541. An act making appropriations to supply additional 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I now yield forty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Scotr]. : : 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Mississippi, with his usual eloquence and 
emphasis, with his characteristic acuteness and adroitness, has 
presented the view of the minority of the committee on this im- 
mortal seed question, a question which, like the poor in Scrip- 
ture, we seem to have always with us. It had not been my in- 
tention or expectation to participate in this discussion, but in 
view of the fact that I hold with the majority of the committee 
in the report that has been made it would not seem out of place 
for me to state the reasons which influenced the majority in 
bringing in this report. I shall try to state these reasons briefly 
and dispassionately, because I believe they will appeal to the 
judgment of this House. 

If we were of the opinion expressed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, that this is a contest between the seedsmen and the 
farmers, his speech would have been unnecessary, because not 
one vote could have been obtained upon the floor of this Cham- 
ber for the proposition opposed to the one that he supports: But 
we can not agree with that opinion for a great many reasons, 
some of which I wish to present to this Chamber. 

The majority hold, in the first place, that what has been 
known as Congressional free-seed distribution is unwarranted 
by any sound principle of government. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER], in reply to a question, stated that 
there was no difference in principle between the proposal in 
the bill now before the committee and that involved in the 
Congressional free-seed distribution. I am sure that upon re- 
flection he would not make that statement, for he is a man of 
too keen intelligence to fail to note the distinction between a 
proposition authorizing the Secretary of the Department of 
Agriculture to distribute plants and seeds for experimental pur- 
poses with a view to promoting the agricultural interests of the 
country, and a proposition to make a present to individual 
American citizens of a small amount of common ordinary garden 
seeds which they can obtain at any crossroad. I insist that as 
a matter of principle, of governmental policy, it woald be abso- 
lutely impossible to differentiate between a proposal to distribute 
seeds to individual citizens and a proposal to distribute jack- 
knives or lead pencils among individual citizens; and I main- 
tain that as a matter of governmental policy it is wholly in- 
defensible to take the money from the public Treasury, put 
there by taxes levied upon all the people, and spend it in making 
presents to a few of the people. It is that fundamental proposi- 
tion upon which the majority of the committee rests its oppo- 
sition, in the main, to this distribution. 

In the second place, we opposed it because we do not believe 
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that it is authorized by law. The law creating the Department 
of Agriculture contains these words: 
That there shall be established at the seat of Government of the 


United States a Department of Agriculture * © to procure. 
propagate; and distribute among the people new and valuable seeds an 


The Department is constituted for the purpose of distributing 
new and valuable seeds and plants, not conunon and ordinary 
garden varieties of seeds and plants. That is absolutely the 
only authority in the statutes of the United States upon which 
this distribution rests, and I do not believe that upon that 
authority any warrant can be found for the practice of general 
free seed distribution. 

Mr. ZENOR. I desire to ask the gentleman what he cites 
from? 

Mr. SCOTT. I cited the act organizing the Department of 
Agriculture, approved May 15, 1872. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman answer a question 
at this time? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not that act also authorize the 
Secretary of Agriculture to buy seeds that may be improved by 
transporting them from one place in the country to another? 

Mr. SCOTT. The paragraph in the act to which the gentle- 
man from Indiana refers is doubtless section 527, which reads 
as follows: 


Src. 527. The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department 
of Agriculture shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon 
to the country, or such as can be made more profitable by frequent 
changes from one part of our own country to another; and the purchase 
or progagation and distribution of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cut- 
tings shall be confined to such as are adapted to general cultivation and 
to promote the general interests of horticulture and agriculture through- 
out the United States. 


I do not see that the paragraph I have just read changes in 
any degree the evident intention of the original act under which 
the Department was organized. 

In the third place, the action of the majority of the committee 
was taken in consonance with the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and those under him who are immediately 
connected with the work of the Bureau of Plant Industry. The 
Secretary of Agriculture, in his annual report for 1903, made the 
following recommendation with regard to securing and dis- 
tributing miscellaneous garden and flower seeds, and I beg to 
emphasize this and impress it upon the minds of those who 
seem to be of the opinion that nobody but the seed men are 
protesting against this distribution; that nobody representing 
the farmers is in favor of discontinuing it. There is not a 
Member on this floor who does not accord to the distinguished 
Secretary of Agriculture the most single-minded devotion to the 
interests of the farmers of this country, and his recommendation 
would seem to me, based as it is on a lifetime of experience as 
an actual farmer and on nearly twelve years of experience as 
Secretary of Agriculture, to be well worth the serious attention 
of the membership of this House. He says: 


With regard to the securing and distribution of miscellaneous garden 
and flower seeds, the fact remains that this work does not accomplish 
the ends for which the law was originally framed. These seeds are the 
best that can be obtained in the market, but from the fact that large 
number of packets are wanted the seed obtained can be of standard 
sorts cnly, such as are to be found everywhere for sale in the open 
market. As there is no practical object to be gained in distributing 
this kind of seed, it seems very desirable that some change be made. 
To this end it would seem wise to limit our work entirely to the secur- 
ing and distributing of seeds, plants, etc., of new and rare sorts. 

And it is precisely in line with that recommendation that your 
committee has brought in the paragraph which is now in the bill. 

Mr. LMB. May I interrupt my colleague a moment there? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. LAMB. Can the gentleman account for the changed opin- 
ions of the Agricultural Department from last year when this 
discussion was up and now? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Why, there has been no change. 

Mr. SCOTT. I don’t remember that there has been any 
change. 

Mr. LAMB. Yes; and I will produce the letters, and I will 
refer the gentleman to Doctor Galloway's testimony. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That was because contracts had al- 
ready been entered into which could not be broken. This bili 
was under consideration in June last, and the seeds for this 
year, which will be distributed now, were under contract and 
they could not be changed. 

Mr. LAMB. My friend the chairman misunderstands me. 
When these hearings were had last year we had Mr. Galloway 
before us, and I will turn to the record. I have just been 
reading it a little while ago, and it is a strong indorsement of 
the law as it now stands. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman from Virginia must have for- 
gotten that the recommendation of the committee last year was 


to strike out the entire paragraph in regard to the distribution 
of seed. 

Mr. LAMB. No; I have not forgotten it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think it is entirely likely that Doctor Gallo- 
way did offer an adverse opinion to such action as that, but I 
am very certain from conversations which I have had with 
both the Secretary and Doctor Galloway that they have been 
of the opinion for many years that the real interests of agri- 
culture would be much better advanced by the distribution of 
new and valuable varieties. s 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. In that connection I would like to ask 
a question. ‘ 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. This question having been before Con- 
gress a number of times, where it has been passed upon by 
representatives of the people speaking in favor of this distri- 
bution, does not the gentleman from Kansas think that the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture and Doctor Galloway also should accept 
the verdict that has been rendered by the representatives of the 
people, and stop logrolling and lobbying against this sort of 
legislation? 

Mr. SCOTT. I am quite sure that upon refiection the gentle- 
man from Missouri will not accuse either Doctor Galloway or 
the Secretary of Agriculture of logrolling and lobbying for any 
legislation. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will not call it that, but they are 
constantly making reports which are read here in opposition to 
this proposition, when year after year Congress, representing the 
people, have declared that they favor that policy. Now, would 
it not be better for those gentlemen to carry out a policy that 
the people have declared for rather than spend their time al- 
ways in trying to obstruct policies which the people favor? 

Mr. SCOTT. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Missouri, I wish to say that the Department of Agricul- 
ture has always carried out with scrupulous care the direction 
that has been given by any act of Congress. I wish to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Missouri, however, and also 
the other Members of the House, to the fact that the proposi- 
tion that comes before us this year is in a very different shape 
from what it was last year, or what was brought before the 
House on any preceding year of which I know. Last year the 
proposition was to strike out of the agricultural bill entirely any 
appropriation for the distribution of plants and seeds of any 
character, whether new or valuable or common and ordinary. 
This year the proposition is to retain the distribution of new 
and valuable varieties of seeds and carry that forward as it 
has been done under authority of preceding acts while we strike 
from the bill only that part of the old law which related to free 
distribution of common and ordinary varieties of seeds. I think 
this presents a very different problem indeed, and I think be- 
cause it presents a different problem that the officials of the 
Department are entirely right in coming before the committee 
when they are sent for (and they never have volunteered to 
come, they always wait to be called) and giving their opinion 
as to what plan would bring the best results, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Is this new plan now another cam- 
paign by which the seedsmen hope to flank our position on the 
other proposition of having the free distribution of seeds? 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to say that the seedsmen are not in any 
degree responsible for the provision which is offered in our 
present bill. That provision was drawn in the office of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, I presume by Doctor Galloway or per- 
haps upon consultation with the Secretary himself. And I 
would like to say further in this connection, while I have no 
criticism to offer upon the seedsmen for sending their repre- 
sentatives before the committee, that it was the unanimous 
opinion, I think, of my colleagues on the committee that they 
made a very poor showing of a very good case. I do not be- 
lieve there was a man on the committee whose vote was in- 
fluenced in any degree by any facts which were brought before 
the committee by this representation from the seedsmen. I 
wish also to make the further statement that the committee, it 
seems to me, does not deserve the insinuations that have been 
east against it of being influenced by a lobby which had no . 
right to be here. It is a matter well known to all Members of 
this House that the labor organizations of this country main- 
tain a lobby here in Washington. It is well known that other 
interests maintain a lobby here. : 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Do the farmers? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will come to that. No one criticises the labor 
unions or other interests for seeking to secure fair legislation. 
These men come before the committee openly and aboveboard 
to represent their interests, as they have a perfect right to do. 
The gentleman from Missouri asked if the farmers have a lobby. 
I desire to say that the farmers of the United States are well 
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represented before the Committee on Agriculture. 
of the members of that committee are practical farmers. 

They call before them every year the Secretary of Agriculture, 
who is the attorney at large, I think I may say, for all of the 
farmers of the United States. His aids and chiefs of the dif- 


A majority 


ferent bureaus are brought before them. Every year there come 
before us officials of the agricultural colleges, representing the 
farmers certainly, if any body of men can be said to represent 
them; and I believe it can be truthfully said the interests of the 
farmers are most carefully represented before the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

“Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] stated that it had always been 
the purpose and the practice of the Secretary of Agriculture to 
carry into execution the wishes of the Congress. I here wish to 
remind the gentleman of this fact, that my colleague [Mr. 
Murrny] at the last session of Congress offered an amendment 
to this bill, which was adopted, providing for an appropriation 
of $5,000 to be expended in the Ozark regions of Missouri for 
the investigation of the apple scab, a disease known to horticul- 
turists and orchard people. I beg to inquire of the gentleman 
why that amount was not expended, as directed by the action 
of the Congress of the United States? 

MI. WADSWORTH. Does the gentleman know it was not ex- 
pended? I remember the item perfectly. 

Mr. RHODES. I was advised on Saturday that not one cent 
of it had been spent. 

Mr. LEVER. As a matter of fact, was it not stricken out in 
the Senate? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The item was in the bill. I remember 
it perfectly, and I am astonished when the gentleman asserts 
that it was not expended. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman should understand that it was 
only last year that the appropriation was passed. There are 
four seasons in the year and 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
Ropes] quite sure of his statement? 

Mr. RHODES. I am quite sure. Mr. Chairman, in response 
to the gentleman from Illinois, I will say that four seasons 
of the year have fully come and gone, and if there are other sea- 
sons to which he refers, I know not what they be. 

Mr. MANN. The four seasons have not come and gone since 
the agricultural appropriation bill became a law at the last 
Congress. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It has only been in operation 
months. 

Mr. MANN. The Agricultural Department doubtless has not 
had time to make preparation to carry on this investigation 
after the first of the fiscal year, and, in my judgment, it does 
not run out until the Ist day of next July? 

Mr. RHODES. With that explanation I feel satisfied. 

Mr. MANN. It may be a continuing appropriation. 

Mr. SCOTT. Concurring in what has been said by the chair- 
man of the committee and the gentleman from Illinois, I wish 
to say I have no doubt that the particular work to which refer- 
ence has been made will be carried out. There yet remain 
nearly six months of the period for which the appropriation was 
made, and I think upon application to the Secretary the gen- 
tleman will get a satisfactory answer to his question. 

Mr. JAMES rose. 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
JAMES]. ` 

Mr. JAMES. If I understand the gentleman's contention, it 
is that this is no fight between the farmers on one side and the 
seed sellers on the other? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is my contention. 

Mr. JAMES. Now, I would like to have the gentleman en- 
lighten this House as to who is paying William Wolfe Smith to 
maintain headquarters here in Washington and send letters to 
Members of Congress like the one I have in my hand. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have no doubt that the Seedsmen's Associa- 
tion is paying the salary of Mr. Smith, the same as the labor 
organizations are paying the salaries of men to represent them. 

Mr. JAMES. Are they doing that from patriotic motives to 
benefit the farmer, or from sordid motives to benefit themselves? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. What has that got to do about 
It? 

Mr. JAMES. A good deal “to do about it.“ 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. That has no relevancy to the 
expenditure of this money. 

Mr. JAMES. I am not responsible for the gentleman not see- 
ing that point. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I must protest against a col- 
loquy in my time in which I do not participate. We are all in- 
fluenced by selfish motives, and I have no doubt that the seeds- 
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men themselyes would be the first to admit they are maintain- 
ing an organization for the purpose of benefiting themselyes, I 
think the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. James] would hardly 
deny they had that right. 

Mr. JAMES. Yes. That is why I wanted to get the point 
before the committee, so that the Members might understand 
this agitation against the farmers having free seeds—that it 
did not start with the farmers themselves, nor was it started 
on behalf of the farmers, but it was started by the seed pro- 
ducers and seed sellers so that they could benefit themselves by 
selling to the people the seeds which are now furnished by the 
Government. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think I can present some facts before I close 
that will convince the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] 
and the other members of the committee that he is entirely 
mistaken when he says that the agitation started with the 
seedsmen and not with the farmers themselves. I do not refer 
to it at this time, because I want to proceed in an orderly man- 
ner, but I will reach it in a few minutes. 

Mr. JAMES. I will be glad to see it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I would like to interrupt the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. SCOTT. Along this line? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Along the line of the seedsmen 
and something Doctor Galloway should have said. 

Mr. SCOTT, I will yield to the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. In the hearing which ‘we had 
during the recent sessions of the Agricultural Committee, this 
testimony was given. I am reading from the beginning on page 


32 and ending on page 33. It bears directly upon the point as 


to who is the greatest beneficiary under the present system that 
we desire to keep in vogue. I asked the following questions of 
Mr. Forbes: 


Mr. Davis. You would like the Department to go to the expense of 
introducing or propagating this new variety of seeds and then allow 
the seedsmen to sell them to the farmers at high prices. Is that it? 

Mr. FORBES. I beg your pardon, Mr. Davis. We do not look for that 
assistance. We have been able to take care of ourselves in that way 
all these years. 

Mr. Davis. I understood that the first expense in bringing forward 
a new seed you wanted to get rid of, and have the Department do that, 
and then allow you to distribute them at high prices? 

Mr. Forses. No; we are willing to go on as we are going; but if 
Congress wants to assist us to the extent of helping us to find new, 
rare, and valuable varieties, such as we can not reach, we would be 
glad to have the assistance. You know, we travel far and near, going 
to Europe, to California, and sometimes to Australia, and have been 
Rooting 175 newer varieties fer decades. We are doing it, I think, 
airly well. 

Mr. Davis. But as soon as the seed becomes generally known do you 
not want Congress to stop distributing it and let you distribute it— 
as soon as it becomes well known? 

Mr. Forres. We have a perfect right to get the same seeds that Con- 
gress will be instrumental in bringing into the country. We have a 
right, in common with the general agricultural 255 to procure some 
ef these new, rare, and valuable varieties that the Department will be 
instrumental in bringing in, and I hope they will be able to show us 
the way better than we have been doing it thus far. 


Here is the nub of what I wanted to get at: 


Mr. Davis. But I am getting at the result when the Department gets 
the seed established. Then you want thém to drop the distribution? 
Mr. Forges. Certainly. 


That, I claim, is the point. As soon as the Government goes 
to the expense of it, not the distribution, then the seedsmen 
want to distribute it. Is not that the idea of the seedsmen—to 
let the Department furnish it? 

Now, on another point, reading from the hearing of Mr. Gal- 
loway. I understand the gentleman says that this has been a 
distribution of simply common yarieties of seeds. In the hear- 
ings of January 25, 1906, on pages 232 to 235, Doctor Galloway 
made the following statement: 


Mr. GALLOWAY. I can make a statement now ; yes, 

I want to say that of the 477 Members—and I come in contact with 
nearly all of them in one way or another at some time—this is the 
first statement of that kind that has been made— that is, that there 
are more complaints about the worthlessness of the seed than there 
are about the goodness of it; because I do not see how anyone who 
took the ordinary precautions with the seed we send out could help 
from getting results. We send out seed that must necessarily be better 
than the ordinary seed that the seedsmen can secure. 

Mr. Scorr. Why? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. For the reason that we buy our seed in this way: 
In the first place, a considerable portion of the seed is grown for us 
out of what we call our own stock. We know the full history of the 
stock. We get, for example, a pound of lettuce seed of a high quality, 
and it Is true to name. We can take that pound of lettuce and turn 
it over to a reliable man in California and get 100 pounds that is abso- 
Intely true to stock, and in order to make it true we send a man Into the 
field where that lettuce seed is grown and have him rove the field— 
that is, we eliminate all of the lettuce before the seed have gotten 
away from the desirable characters. We have for that work a man 
who has had more experience than ors other man in the United 
States—Mr. W. W. Tracy, sr. His special business is to keep track 


of our stock. ‘That is the stock we start with. That is done for the 


greater portion of our seed, and the other we bay out of stock or in 
the open market under these conditions: We bu 


ny to-day, for ex- 
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ample, a lot of onion seed. That onion seed, we provide in the con- 
tract, must not only be true to name, but must have a certain standard 
of vitality. It is sent here, and more or less of it Is tested in our 
laboratory, and if it does not come up to our standard it is rejected. 

If it is found it is not true to name—and we can only determine 
that after our field tests are made the following summer—we always 
withhold a certain amount ot pay to cover that; but then during the 
following summer we make field tests at the Arlington farm and 
six or seven other places, in cooperation with the experiment stations, 
of all the seed that enters into the Congressional distribution. We 
test it for vitality in the laboratory, and we test it for trueness to 
name in the field. 

Mr. Scorr. Where is your seed grown? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. The seed is grown all over the United States. 

The point I make is this: First, the seedsmen want to get 
them, but they do not want the Government to distribute a 
single package of the seed after establishing a good variety, 
but to allow the seedsmen to take them and make money out of 
them. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would have admitted at once, if the gentle- 
man had intimated what his point was, that the seedsmen are 
prompted by selfish motives in the conduct of their business, 
as all other men are; that it will be of advantage to them, and 
they will always take advantage of it, to have this work car- 
ried on by the Government. But I maintain that this fact 
should not in the least degree alter the policy of the committee 
or of Congress. We are legislating for the whole country, and 
if our legislation is wise for all the people, we should not 
withhold it because it may happen to help the seedsmen along 
with the rest of the people. Under the provisions of former 
appropriation bills the Government has been spending nearly 
half of the appropriation for seed distribution in the exploita- 
tion of new and valuable varieties, and the seedsmen have had 
opportunity to take advantage of that fact. They may get a 
little greater advantage of it if the appropriation is increased, 
but it will be merely to the extent of the increased appropria- 
tion. It will not change the principle under which we are 
operating in any degree. 

Now, I wish to go back to the line of argument which I had 
in my mind in the beginning. I said that we proposed a new 
plan, first, because we believed the old plan was contrary to 
sound governmental“ policy; and, second, because we believed 
it was contrary to the acts of Congress establishing the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. I followed that up by giving an extract 
from the report of the Secretary of Agriculture, showing that 
he condemned the free-seed distribution, and recommended the 
plan which has been brought in here by your committee. 

I wish now to call the attention of the committee to an ex- 
pression by Doctor Galloway, the Chief of the Bureau of Plant 
industry, who appeared before us to present the paragraph now 
under discussion. You all know, of course, that Doctor Gal- 
loway is the Chief of this Bureau, has long been in the service, 
is one ef the ablest men in the Department, and upon introdu- 
cing himself he stated that he came there representing the views’ 
of the Department in this case; that he had talked it over care- 
fully with the Secretary and was sure what he had to say 
would meet with the approval of the Secretary. 

He was most emphatic in appealing to the committee to adopt 
the paragraph which is now in the bill; and in response to a 
question from the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Brooxs] he 
made a remarkable statement as emphasizing the value of the 
work that might be done under this paragraph. Mr. Brooxs 
asked him if he would not give a specific example of the bene- 
fits that had accrued to the agriculture of the country by reason 
of the introduction into the country of new types of seeds and 
plants, and suggested the wilt-resisting cotton, the seedless 
orange, and the durum wheat. 

Mr. Galloway responded that in his judgment the introduction 
of these three plants had been worth up to date at least 
$25,000,000 to the people of this country. 

Mr. Brooks inquired of him: 


Did eo eyer know of any 88 advantage that came to the 
agriculturalists of the country by the distribution of lettuce, radishes, 
onions, and beets? 


And the question seemed so preposterous, in view of the senti- 
ments which Doctor Galloway had expressed, that he replied: 

You are not asking me that question? 

And Mr. Brooxs said: 

No; I will withdraw that. 

And there was laughter. Everyone who was in the committee 
room understood perfectly well that Doctor Galloway did not 
answer the question as to the good that had resulted from the 
distribution of common seeds, because there was no good, be- 
cause there was not any such result, in his judgment. 

Mr. Brooxs followed his line of questions a little further. 
said: 

In your judgment, Doctor Galloway, is there any Congressional dis- 
trict in this country where you can not profitably expend your ener- 


He 


gies along the line laid down here? 


And Doctor Galloway answered: 

Not one. F 

So that we have the Secretary of Agriculture and the Chief of 
the Bureau of Plant Industry emphatically on record as fayor- 
ing the change which the bill proposes to make. 

Now, I call your attention to some other sentiments in this 


same line. The question has been asked here a great many 
times in this discussion, who was here to represent the farmers, 
and what evidence was there to show that the farmers were in 
favor of the discontinuance of the Congressional distribution 
of seeds and the change to the new plan that has been pro- 
posed. I hold in my hand the printed report of the hearings 
that we had on this subject before the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, and on page 69 I find a summary of the expressions from 
agricultural colleges on this question, and these brief extracts, 
only a sentence or two from each man quoted, occupy more than 
two pages of small type in this volume of hearings. I will read 
just one or two, to give you a sample of the sentiment expressed. 

Mr. George B. Ellis, secretary of the Missouri State board 
of agriculture (may it not be assumed that he represents the 
farmers?), says: g 

I am heartily in sympathy with the movement to discontinue the 
free distribution of seeds to farmers. f my own personal knowledge 
I know that 99 per cent of the farmers who receive these seeds do not 
appreciate them and receive very little benefit from them, 

Similar statements appear here from the director of the North 
Carolina Experiment Station; from Mr, A. M. Ten Eyck, pro- 
fessor of agronomy, Kansas State Agricultural College; from 
Mr. Alfred Atkinson, of the Montana Agricultural Experiment 
Station; from Mr. W. H. Stevenson, professor of soils, Iowa 
State College and Experiment Station; from Mr. E. Mead Wil- 
cox, botanist of the Alabama Agricultural Experiment Station; 
from professors of the University of Illinois, University of 
Nebraska, University of Minnesota, the Minnesota Experiment 
Station, and scores of others, which I will not take the time of 
the committee to read. All declare that, in their judgment, the 
Congressional seed distribution is absolutely of no value to the 
agricultural interests of the country, and demand in the name 
of the farmers that the system be changed. So much for the 
sentiment of agricultural college workers. 

Now, the printed report of this same hearing presents the 
view of the granges and other farm organizations of the coun- 
try. I read from resolutions of the National Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, representing 800,000 farmers, adopted at Denver, 
Colo., in November, 1906: 

Whereas Sere peo annually appropriates $242,000 for the purchase of 
field, flower, an rden s most of which are of a common variety; 

And whereas the Department of Agriculture at Washington expends 
as much more in their distribution, making, in round numbers, a 
million dollars ; 

And whereas the farmers of the country receive comparatively no ben- 
= oe nag we believe the money could be more wisely expended: There- 
ore, be 

Resolred, That we reaffirm and readopt the resolution unanimously 
adopted by the National Grange at its session held at Portland, Oreg., 
in November, 1904, which is as follows: . 

“We are unanimous in the conclusion that while the Agricultural De- 
partment at Washington should exert due diligence in its research for 
new food, forage, and other plants, and while there is something that 
can and pears should be done through the 1 of seeds, we can 
not conclude otherwise than that the general and free distribution of 
the many kinds and varieties of garden and field seeds by the Depart- 
ea is without benefit in any important sense and should be aban- 

0) s 

So you see that as long ago as 1904 the national grange had 
taken exactly the same position on this question, long before 
this alleged lobby had been organized or any newspaper bureau 
had been employed to concentrate sentiment upon Congress. 

The Farmers’ National Congress, composed of a thousand dele- 
gates—can anyone assume that these men did not represent the 
real sentiment of the farmers, that the farmers composing this 
national congress were speaking without knowledge of the views 
of their constituents? That organization, which met at Quincy, 
III., last autumn, adopted this resolution: 

Resolved, That we are opposed to the system of seed distribution as 
now conducted by the Federal Government, but believe in the work of 
exploring foreign countries for such seeds and plants as may be profit- 
ably introdu into this country, and recommend that the money ex- 
pended for seed distribution as now conducted be added to the fund for 
maintaining American seed and plant explorers in other countries under 
direction of the United States partment of Agriculture, and the dis- 
tribution of the same among the agricultural experiment stations of the 
country for practical test. 

The paragraph we haye introduced in the bill follows almost 
identically the line suggested by this resolution. I could oc- 
cupy the time of the committee for hours in reading similar 
sentiments, but I do not want to weary you, and I shall not do 
so, although I haye before me resolutions from practically 
every State grange in the United States and from innumerable 
subordinate granges cordially approving the purpose that is now 
before the House. If gentlemen will examine the hearings on 
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this subject, they will find that from page 99 to page 114, in- 
clusive, fifteen pages of solid type, the space in these hearings 
is occupied in giving the names of organizations and of news- 
papers and in noting the writers of individual letters in support 
of the proposition which is brought before your body to-day. 

I want to read a few lines to show the sentiment that pre- 
yails in my own State. Here is an extract from a letter written 
by J. W. Berry, president of the board of regents of our State 
agricultural college, himself a practical and highly successful 
farmer, now a member of the State senate, and a gentleman 
who has been connected with farming all of his life. He surely 
can speak for the farmer, and he says: 

This political seed sowing is entirely discredited by practical farm- 
ers. I am sure there is not a farmer in this county who would defend 
it or even apologize for it. 

Mr. Frank C. Pomeroy, a member of the Kansas house of 
representatives, says: 

I am a farmer and as such have received many packets of seeds, 


but would far rather buy my own from reliable seedsmen, The free 
distribution is a farce and should be abolished. 


I have a number of letters here from the editors of country 
newspapers in my State, not reprints of manufactured edi- 
torials that have been sent to them for publication, as has been 
suggested, but personal letters that they took the time to write 
with their own hands. One of them is Mr. J. E. Junkin, who 
is at present the president of the National Editorial Associa- 
tion. He says: 

The newspapers of Kansas regard the distribution of garden seeds 
by Congress as a joke. The appropriation devoted to improving plants 
would really bring some benefit to the agriculturists of the country. 

These are only samples of expression, which could be dupli- 
cated by the hundred, to show that the country press, which 
must surely reflect the sentiment of the farmers, upon whom it 
depends for support, regards the old plan as a farce and a 
fraud. 

The agricultural press of the United States also is a unit in 
support of the proposition now before the committee. At any 
rate, there was not brought before the Committee on Agricul- 
ture the name of a single agricultural newspaper in opposition 
to that proposal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be allowed to finish. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Kansas be allowed to 
finish. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. I thank the committee for its courtesy, and 
shall endeavor not to abuse it. I think I haye shown in bring- 
ing before the House some of the testimony which was brought 
before your committee, that the agricultural sentiment of the 
country is practically unanimous in opposition to the old plan 
and in support of the new plan. I do not question for a mo- 
ment that there is a demand for these seeds. I think if we were 
to advertise throughout the country that Congress was going 
to buy $238,000 worth of jackknives, we would have an appli- 
cation or two from our constituents to share in that distribu- 
tion. But the fact that there is an application for something whica 
can be obtained without money and without price does not 
warrant us in reaching the conclusion that the agricultural 
interests of the country would be advanced by yielding to that 
demand. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have wondered since the free distri- 
bution of Congressional seeds, as it is popularly termed, has 
been eliminated from this bill, why the entire appropriation has 
been recommended. If there is to be no saving by the change, 
I am one who believes it would be_better to continue after the 
old fashion. I want the gentleman to state if he regards it as 
necessary to appropriate $258,000 for the purchase of new and 
rare seeds and bulbs, to be used only by experimenters? Is all 
of that large sum necessary after the popular distribution of 
garden seeds shall be eliminated? 

Mr. SCOTT. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana, I would 
say that I do not regard the appropriation of that large sum as 
absolutely necessary any more than I would regard the appro- 
priation which we make for the effort that is being made to ex- 
terminate the gypsy moth in Massachusetts as absolutely neces- 
sary. The country could get along without either of them. 
The sum was fixed as named in the bill for the reason that the 
Department officials came before the committee and told us they 
could use that amount to advantage in promoting the interests 
of the farmers of this country. 

A good deal of emphasis was laid by the gentleman from 


Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] in the colloquy with the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER] upon the idea that under the 
proposed plan the Secretary of Agriculture may concentrate his 
distribution of plants and seeds into one district or into a few 
districts and in that way make this authority a political 
bludgeon. I wish to call the attention of the House to the 


fact that the paragraph in last year’s bill, the paragraph which: 


has been in all bills for many years, contains precisely the same 
provision as far as the distribution of seeds is concerned. 
There is not a line or a word in the bill of last year that would 
prevent the Secretary of Agriculture from sending every pack- 
age of the Congressional seeds into one district. I will not 
take up the time of the committee to read the language, but 
any gentleman who desires to do it can read it and verify my 
statement. Under the language of last year’s bill the Secre- 
tary is not required to distribute these seeds pro rata, giving 
to each Member of the House and Senate his proportionate 
share. It is left to the discretion, to the sound sense, and 
to the honesty of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would ask the gentleman to read the lan- 
guage to which he refers. 

Mr. SCOTT. I refrained from reading it only because I did 
not want to occupy so much time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman’s conclusion may be cor- 
rect, but I doubt it very much, and I would like to have him 
read the language. 

Mr. SCOTT. Here is the language: 

An oguat eee of five-sixths of all seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants shall, upon their request, after due notification by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, after the allotment to their respective 
districts is ready for distribution, be supplied to Senators, Representa- 
tives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their constitu- 
ents or mailed by the Department, upon the receipt of their addressed 
franks, in packages of such weight, etc. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does not that language say that there shall 
be an equal proportion to the Members of Congress and the Sen- 
tors? Does it not bear out the contention I made and still make, 
and has not that been the uniform practice of the Department of 
Agriculture to so construe that law? : 

Mr. SCOTT. It has undoubtedly been so construed. I had 
not believed that the wording warranted that construction, that 
it necessarily compelled it. It may be the gentleman is right. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Is not the gentleman, in view of the section 
of the law that he has just read, willing now to take back his 
assertion that he made a while ago? In all frankness and can- 
dor, was not the gentleman mistaken in his conclusions made a 
moment ago, and does he not now in all frankness and candor 
retract the same? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say frankly that I had not observed the 
words “equal proportion.” 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is the reason I wanted the gentle- 
man to read it. I know that the gentleman, like myself, wears 
glasses and sometimes he misses a word, and hence I wanted 
him to read it. Now, I ask the gentleman to be frank and 
candid in accordance with his usual custom and to admit that 
he was in error. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have just said that I had not observed the 
word “equal” in glancing hastily over this language, and if it 
affords the gentleman any satisfaction, I hope he will notice that 
I have made this admission, and I am sure he will agree that 
my former statement was not made with any intention to mis- 
lead the House. Indeed, it was not essential to the argument I 
had in mind to make, and that is this: That there can not be 
vested in any authority great power for good which does not 
earry with it a possibility of a great influence for evil. ‘The 
proposal now before the House gives to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture the authority to distribute these seeds and plants for 
experimental purposes in his discretion, and of course it is true, 
as the gentleman has suggested, that he might concentrate all of 
that distribution in a small section of the country, but I am sure 
that neither the gentleman nor any Member of this House would 
believe for a moment that the Secretary will do that. 

I wish also to call attention to what I think is the undue 
emphasis that has been placed upon the difficulties that might 
arise under the proposal here to place these seeds and plants 
in the hands of actual experimenters. Doctor Galloway out- 
lined to the committee the plan which he proposed to follow in 
the event of the enactment of this legislation. He said, in brief, 
that he would ask a Representative, for example, to supply him 
with the names of a hundred men among his constituents 
whom he could recommend as intelligent and substantial farm- 
ers, and to those men he would send the seeds and plants with 
which he wanted to have experiments conducted. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Does not the gentleman think it would 
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make it very interesting for those of us who want seeds if we 
had to select a hundred names out of our constituency of men 
who are farmers? ; 

Mr. SCOTT. I think it would be just about as interesting as 
it is now to select 12,000 men from amongst 45,000 families. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Oh, that is not a fair statement of it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not see any difference. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Besides that, we sometimes get more than 
twelve thousand. As the gentleman knows, there are a number 
of gentleman on the floor who come from cities and who have no 
occasion for seeds. They are left to the Secretary, and he dis- 
tributes them. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman must acknowledge no matter 
how industrious 2 Member of Congress may be or how gener- 
ous he may be in buying seeds around the corridors of this 
Capitol, as it has been stated before our committee has been 
done, there must yet remain a great many people in his district 
who can not be favored with this gift, so that it seems to me 
that as a mere selfish proposition there would be no advantage 
in the one case over the other. But I certainly hope that the 
gentleman and all Members of this House will consider that we 
are trying to legislate here for the benefit of agriculture in the 
United States of America and not for the benefit of ourselves, 
not for the benefit of individual farmers who may receive from 
us, if they are on our lists, the grand total of 15 cents worth of 
garden seed every year. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman permit a question now? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. What good reason is there that these rare 
seeds and bulbs and plants should not be allotted to us for dis- 
tribution? 

Mr. SCOTT. The idea of the Secretary is that better results 
can be obtained if those seeds and plants can be sent to men who 
will agree in advance to experiment with them and report upon 
those experiments. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Then we will have to rely upon the discre- 
tion or authority or generosity of some bureau of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not see that we will at all; and in that same 
connection I wish to say that I differ with the gentleman from 
Mississippi, who insists that this plan would lead further in the 
direction of bureaucracy in the Department. The Department 
will ask us for the names of farmers whonr we are willing to 
recommend as good experimenters, as intelligent, active men 
who will take these seeds and plants, grow them according to 
directions, and report the results. p 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why should not the Secretary allot so 
many, as he does now of strawberry plants, grapevines, and 
things of that sort, and let us select the people to whom they 
shall be sent? . 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman from New York will remember 
that on the present allotment the understanding 1s, and, indeed, 
it is set down in the law, that those receiving these seeds shall 
report the results, and he knows also that they never do. The 
Secretary believes that the plan which he has suggested would 
be more certain to have careful work done with the seeds and 
plants, and thus bring better results. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. ‘Those people are not expected to report the 
results. We get an allotment arbitrarily and we send them out 
with no expectation of getting these reports. 

Mr. SCOTT. The law directs that a report should be made. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why should we not haye the same privilege 
with these others which are substituted for the common seeds 
and plants? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is a matter which rests wholly with Con- 
gress. Of course if the Congress wishes and decides to have the 
distribution made that way a simple amendment to this para- 
graph will bring that result; but I am assuming that Members 
of this House will prefer to trust in the wisdom and discretion 
of the Secretary and allow the new plan to be put into operation 
under such directions as he may prescribe. 

Mr. JAMES. Does not your bill provide that the Secretary, 
in complying with the direction of Congress, shall have discre- 
tion whether or not the seeds he desires to send out will be 
udaptable to the soil and climate of a particular locality? 

Mr. SCOTT. Undoubtedly so. 

Mr. JAMES. Now, does the gentleman believe that the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture is a better judge of citizens to whom seed 
ought to be sent in his district, and the soil in his district, and 
the climate in his district, when perhaps he has never been 
there, than the gentleman is himself? 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to say that the Government of the 
United States has spent a great many hundreds of thousands 
of dollars in carefully surveying the soil of the United States 
and mapping the crop zones of the country, and I am inclined 


to think that the gentleman will find officials in the Department 
of Agriculture who have a more intimate and accurate knowl- 
edge of the agricultural possibilities of his own district than 
the gentleman has himself. 

Mr. JAMES. And whether or not farmers would keep their 
word and reply to these things and make experiments? Does 
the gentleman think the Department knows enough about 
human nature and about the different men throughout the dis- 
trict? 

Mr. SCOTT. The proposal of the Secretary is to ask the Rep- 
resentative to recommend a certain number of farmers. The 
Secretary then enters into correspondence with those farmers, 
sends them blanks to fill out, or in any other way that he may 
prescribe, attempts to make sure that they will cooperate with 
him, and, upon receiving that assurance, he then begins the 
experiment. 

Mr. JAMES. It is discretionary with him, at least? 

Mr. SCOTT. It is absolutely discretionary with him. 
not be done in any other way. 

Mr. Chairman, I have occupied the floor much longer than I 
intended to, and I shall not delay the committee further. I 
merely venture, in closing, to express the hope that the Members 
of this body will take into account the fact that the new provi- 
sion complies literally and exactly with the law, that it has the 
indorsement and recommendation of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture and the bureau chiefs under him, that it has the approval 
of the agricultural press of the country, the approval of the 
national and the State granges, and all the other agricultural 
organizations of the country, and the approval in the very 
largest measure of the local press of the country, which cer- 
tainly must reflect the sentiment of the people upon whom it 
depends for support. Through every avenue of expression 
open to them the farmers of America have made clear their. 
opposition to the old plan and their approval of the new. For 
this reason, and being absolutely clear in my own conviction that 
the new plan will bring immeasurably greater benefit to agricul- 
ture than the old, I support the pending measure, and earnestly 
hope it will be retained in the bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, in view of my 
somewhat lengthy remarks of a year ago in opposition to the 
Congressional distribution of cheap and common seeds, when the 
last agricultural appropriation bill was before the House, I do 
not care to occupy the time of the committee with remarks 
which would necessarily be largely a repetition of the argument 
then made. I will, however, take the privilege of using the time 
allowed me in presenting the objections to the distribution of 
common varieties of seeds from the view point of a prominent 
seedsman, Mr. Charles Francis Wood, of Louisville, Ky., as 
stated by him before the House Committee on Agriculture a 
short time ago: 

The original appropriation for the free distribution of rare seeds and - 
plants (while it was confined Strictly within the limits of the law) was 
never objected to by us, and I may say that the question of the appro- 
priation was not taken up by the seedsmen at first at all, but was taken 
up by the National Grange, an association of farmers of the United 
States. They agitated the question of this Congressional free distribu- 
tion of seeds themselves, realizing that many parts of it, as it was car- 
ried out, were not doing the country any good. They recognize that 
it was a misuse of public funds, that it was doing the country no good, 
and that it was injuring a legitimate rivate business. 

The question, as I understand this matter, is whether this appro- 
priation shall be made, or if it is made, shall it be confined to the strict 
imits of the law. ‘The law says this act was for the dissemination of 
new and improved varieties of seeds; and we, as ismen, and the 
country at large, the farmers, do not question this enactment or the 
wisdom of it. We say, however, gentlemen, that as the law has been 
construed in the last eight or ten years and as a portion of it is de- 
voted to injuring a legitimate business, that portion of it should be 
carefully considered by Congress and stricken out of the appropriation, 

This aperoprisien is divided up into three classes: First, the Con- 
gressional free distribution of seeds; second, the dissemination of new 
and improved yarieties of seeds; and, third, the 1 of foreign 
countries with a view of finding new seeds for introduction to our 
citizens. These last two classes we, as seedsmen, and the country at 
large do not object to; but we do say that the first clause of this a 

ropriation is a serious menace and injury to our business, and that Te 
does the country at large no g It is an appropriation of $132,000 
to be spent in common garden seeds, which are put in small packages 
and sent indiscriminately throughout the country to a list of con- 
stituents and at the request of comparatively few men. 

There is evidence to prove that the combined agricultural 
press is solidly opposed to this free distribution; evidence that 
every grange, every horticultural society, every board of trade, 
every interest pertaining to the farmer has passed resolutions 
condemning it. All of which shows that a large majority of 
these things have been done voluntarily on their part. These 
are not printed petitions, set forms. Some are written in the 


It can 


crabbed handwriting of the old farmer who can hardly write, 
who has gone to the trouble of writing out a set of resolutions 
to present to his little meeting, asking that this Congressional 
free distribution of seeds be stopped. Others are editorials 
taken from the best and most influential of all the press of this 
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spe try, condemning this appropriation and showing up the folly 
of it. 

These extracts from letters, resolutions, and editorials are 
attached as an appendix to my remarks, and are worthy of 
the careful consideration of every Member of this House. 

I also include a summary of the statement of Dr. B. T. 
Galloway, chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry, likewise made 
before the Committee on Agriculture, giving the views of Sec- 
retary Wilson and the Department of Agriculture. 

In reply to an inquiry made by Chairman WADSWORTH, 
` Doctor Galloway said: 


I shall present the Department's view and represent the Secretary in 
prias matrem ee I ini problem over 8 fony with 5 — and 
the policy o e Department on this whole subject, I think, pretty 
well understood. After all that has been said before the committee re- 
ute the distribution of miscellaneous vegetable and flower seed it 

not necessary to add very much from the standpoint of the Depart- 
ment. For the past six years the Department has sent out annually 
about 7,000,000 packages, of 5 papers each, of vegetable seed, and has 
never had any of these seed left on hand. During the six years the 
number of packages sent out has remained the same, while the cost has 
decreased about 12 pa cent. This has been accomplished through im- 
proved methods of handling the work, by the introduction of modern 
machinery, and by doing away with the middleman in contracting. 

The Department — 5 does the work which was formerly done by 
the contractor, and thus saves the poe paid to him. In this way 
we have been able to save about $30, annually in the last six 
and have used this money in connection with the distribution of rare 
and uncommon seeds. 

The matter of the number of packets of seeds put up is one wholly 
dependent upon the kinds bought. If we bought certain kinds of 
seeds we could supply each Member of Congress with 20,000 packages 
of 5 packets each, but they would necessarily be very cheap kinds. If, 
on the other hand, we attempted to secure only novelties, i. e., very 
rare varieties that have scarcely been introduced by en, we 
would be limited to 3,000 or 4,000 packages each, so that the number 
of packages is a matter wholly of the kind of seeds that we secure. 
We have endeavored to secure the very best quality of seed of the kind 
that is obtainable, and I think that I can say fairly that the seeds we 
are now sending out are better than those we sent out six or seven 
pans ago, and they are getting better all the time. At the same time 

t must be understood that these are of the average ordinary 
kind that the seedsmen themselves handle, and if, as I said before, 
we attempt to secure the novelties, which the seedsmen also handle, 
bor would cose us eight or ten times as much. * * * 

he Department's attitude on the ordinary seed distribution has been. 
I think, well understood for sometime, and been quite fully set 
forth in a number of the honorable Secretary's reports. In his report 
for 1903 the Secretary said: 

With regard to the securing and distributing of miscellaneous gar- 
den and flower seed, the fact remains that is work does not ac- 
complish the ends for which the law was originally framed. * * * 
These s are the t can be obtained in the market, but from 
the fact that large numbers of packets are wanted, the seed obtained 
can be of standard sorts only, such as are to be found everywhere for 
sale in the open market.” 

The Secretary further says: 

is no practical object to be gained in distributing this 
seed [meaning miscellaneous vegetable and flower — it 
seems very desirable that some change be made. 5 this end it would 


have these miscellaneous vegetables and flower seeds, and to have them 
in such quantities as to meet the demands of their constituents. 
The Department has endeavored, and will continue to endeavor, so 
long as Congress takes this attitude, to supply the best seed available 
for the pu If Congress, in its judgment, believes the time has 
come to make a change, the Department stands ready to indicate In 
what manner this change can be made and in what way the funds 
now 9 might be used for the upbuilding of plant indus- 
tries. am here to present this plan and to invite your suggestions 
and criticisms u offer thi 


m any points e 
e e it fs to be freely discussed. 


of course, with „ an 
I shall be glad to answer any questions relative thereto. It is short 
and covers point that we have discussed as to the manner in which 
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systematic introduction of new, rare, or uncommon seeds, bulbs, 
trees, vines, cuttings, etc.; in the establishment of new or the im- 
rovement of existing plant industries; in colla „ digesting, report- 
| Beever illustrating the results obtained through the testing and dis- 
tribution of new and rare seeds, bulbs, and plants herein provided for; 
and the Secretary of Agriculture is further directed to purchase such 
new and rare seeds, bulbs, pna; vines, and cuttings at publie or 
vate sale, and to arrange for the propagation, testing, and distribu- 

m of such ulbs, plants, and ew gs In such manner as he 
may deem expedient, obtaining, so far as p ble, the advice and 
cooperation of Senators, Representatives, and 
Provided, That such seeds, bulbs, and plants 
actual experimenters only for expe tal tests, 
iculture shall cause a record to be 


practicable, coo 
tical farmers, uit growers, and others, in seeds, 
bulbs, and prne may be distributed with due regard to their adapt- 
ability to the various soil and climatic conditions prevailing in the 
United States. The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 
to prepare annually a report showing what the results of the distribu- 
tion have been." £ 

That directs the Secretary, first, to secure these rare and uncommon 
seeds, both domestic and foreign, and to distribute them to actual ex- 
perimenters only; to distribute them in cooperation with the Members 
and Senators and the State experiment stations, and each year publish 
a report on the results of the work. 


te with the State experiment stations and prac- 


order that the 


APPENDIX. 
EXTRACTS FROM LETTERS OF AGRICULTURAL EDITORS. 
The New Jersey Farmer, Westfield, N. J.: The Farmer is opposed to 
the free-seed distribution. 

Southern Tobacco Journal, Winston-Salem, N. C.: You may 5 me 
down as being opposed to the free distribution of garden seed. It is a 
gross humbug, to say the least. 

The Southern Farm Gazette, Starkville, Miss.: We regard the free 
distribution of seeds as one of the worst fakes that was ever perpe- 
trated on the American people. 

The Rural Californian, Los Angeles, Cal.: This thing fs an old 
chestnut. According to our way of thinking it is wholly useless. 

The Southern Ruralist, Atlanta, Ga.: We appreciate the work ae 
are doing to have the free-seed distribution done away with and will be 
glad to cooperate with you. 

The Prairie Farmer, Chicago, Ill.: We have referred to this matter 
in various issues in the Prairie Farmer, always urging that the same 
be discontinued. 

Ranch and Range, Denver, Colo.: From pi we are making a 
protest against this wholesale slaughter of the people’s money. 

Daily National Live Stock Reporter, Chicago, Ill.: We are heartily 
in favor of the attitude you assume with reference to this subject. 

Town and Country Journal, San Jose, Cal.: We quite agree with all 
you say. ` 

The Twentieth Century Farmer, Omaha, Nebr.: We hope that this 
appropriation will be abolished, as we believe this money can be put to 
much better use. 

Rural Californian, Los Angeles, Cal.: We will help you in fighting 
the free distribution. 


Poultry Husbandry, Waterville. N. Y.: We quite agree with you in 
the matter of free-seed distribution. 

The Tri-State Farm Journal. Crisfield, Mo.: We will give our sub- 
scribers a straight talk on the matter. 

Western Breeders’ Journal, Clay Center, Kans.: This practice has our 
unhesitating condemnation. The original idea was all right, and if 
carried out would have meant great things for the American farmer, 
but the plan as it is now 3 is the rankest kind of foolishness 
ane 7 ved expenditure of the people’s money, and borders close to 
actual gra 

Texas Stockman and Farmer, San Antonio, Tex.: We have alrea 
gotten after the Government seed fake, editorially and otherwise, an 
will keep the lick up. 

The Southern Home, Louisville, Ky.: The Southern Home has been 
opposed to the indiscriminate free distribution of seeds. 

The Southern Reporter, Charleston, S. C.: The Sonthern Reporter 
may be put on record for the purchase and distribution of rare and 
valuable seeds, rather than common garden seeds. 

Farm and Ranch, Dallas, Tex.: The Farm and Ranch has been fight- 
ing this old fraud for many years. 

The Ranch, Seattle, Wash.: We are in full accord with the ideas 
expressed in your letter. 

ogressive Country Life, Washington, D. C.: We heartily indorse 
the action against free seeds. 

Successful Farming, Des Moines, Jowa: We are with you in the 
fight against the Congressional free seed distribution. 

Inland Poultry Journal, Indianapolis. Ind.: The Inland Poultry 
Journal is yery much in favor of el ting all this tommyrot. : 

Wallace's Farmer, Des Moines. Iowa: I am entirely in sympathy 
with you and your fight against this free seed distribution. 

Missouri Agricultoral College Farmer, Columbia, Mo.: We are with 
you in this fight against the free seed distribution. 

The American Cultivator, Boston, Mass.: We have always taken the 
standpoint that the free seed business is a kind of graft, and ought to 

opposed on that principle, if for no other. 

The Garden Magazine, New York, N. Y.: 
posed to the general distribution of seeds. 

The Connecticut Farmer, New Haven, Conn.: The consensus of opin- 
fon among those of our subseribers we have been able to reach is in 
favor distinctly of the abolishment of this practice. 

Farm and Fireside, Springfield, Ohio: rm and FiresiGe has stead- 
fastly and consistently opposed free-seed distribution. 

American Farmer, Indianapolis, Ind. We have been fighting this 
pro; 


ition for years. 
S Fart A eld, III.: We will be pleased to cooperate in 
the anti free-seed cam 


e Farm Home, Sprin. 

The California Fruit ¢ Grosse: San Francisco, Cal.: We have for a 
number of years back been howHng and editorializing in opposition to 
this matter. 

The Northwestern Agriculturist, Minneapolis, Minn.: We have long 
been on record ourselves in opposition to this petty, contemptible graft. 

Farm and Home. North Yakima, Wash.: For many years we have 
been exposing the frauds of the free-seed deal. 

Farm, Field, and Fireside, Chicago, III.: We have frequently taken 
up the abuse of the free-seed distribution, and have followed the sub- 
ect closely. 

a The Fruit Grower, St. Jompa Mo.: The Fruit Grower has published 
a number of articles denouncing the whole business. 
The Farm Magazine, Omaha, Nebr.: The Farm Magazine has been 
editorial comment every issue relative to the evils of the free- 
seed practice. 

Farm Life, Chicago, III.: We baye always opposed the free distribu- 
tion of seed. 

The Farmers’ Tribune, Sioux City, Iowa: The Farmers’ Tribune has 
for years been opposed to free-seed 

The Farmer and Stockman, Ashburn, Ga.: I am on principle oppesed 
to the free distribution of seed by the Government. 

Fruitman and Gardener, Mount Vernon, Iowa: The horticultural and 
ga interests are a unit in opposing the worse than useless waste 
of money on inferior seeds. 


We are ungualifiedly op- 
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The Farmers’ Advocate, Topeka, Kans.: I consider the free distribu- 
tion of seeds by Congress, as is generally given out, a petty political 
graft which is an imposition on people. 

The Field and Farm, Denver, Colo.: We have been 1 3 on 
this question a good many years, and it is our intention to — am- 
pao a We trust the fight against this pernicious practice wil 
effective. 

Farmers’ Review, Chicago, III.: We hope that concerted efforts in this 
direction by all interested will result in doing away with the evil. 

The Farmers’ Guide, Huntington, Ind.: The Farmers’ Guide has been 
opposing this for several years. 

louse and Garden, Philadelphia, Pa.: We are entirely in sympathy 
with the movement against this free distribution. 

The Modern Farmer, St. Joseph, Mo.: The Modern Farmer has been 
wag against free seed for the last ten years. We think the Govern- 
ment has no business distributing free seed or free anything else. 

Farm, Stock, and Home, Minneapolis, Minn.: Our paper has ever 
since its founding, nearly twenty-two years ago, been consistently and 
continually opposed to the Government seed distribution, 

Kansas Farmer, Topeka, Kans.: The free-seed graft amounts to the 
aggregate to an enormous raid on the Treasury. It is a perversion of 
the useful origins, parpoee of aiding in the introduction and distribution 
of new varieties of cultivated plants. How any honorable man can sup- 
port its continuance is hard to understand. 

Kimball's Dairy Farmer, Waterloo, Iowa: With reference to the free- 
seed proposition, we are mighty glad to write as strong an article as 
we are able on this question. 

The Strawberry, Three Rivers, Mich.: We trust that the vigor with 
which this work is being prosecuted may result in permanently eliminat- 
ing this unjustifiable expenditure. 

Oklahoma Farmer, Guthrie, Okla.: We consider this an outrage on 
both seed produeers and sellers, and a scheme which does the farmers 
but little good. 

National Stockman and Farmer, Pittsburg, Pa.: We are very much 
opposed to the perpetuation of the free-seed eyil. 

North Pacific Rural Spirit, Portland, Oreg.: An unjust practice of 
the Government. 

The North Dakota Farmer, Lisbon, N. Dak.: We have always con- 
tended that the money expended was largely thrown away. 

The New York Farmer: For years the New York Farmer has opposed 
the appropriation for this pu k 

The National Nurseryman, Ithaca, N. Y.: I am very much in sym- 
pathy with your antiseed crusade. I think, with you, that it simply 
needs a little more hammering on this subject through the representa- 
tives of the people to make them realize that the farmers and persons 
interested are, if not active! Le get to the principles of this dis- 
tribution, completely unaided by the seed sent out. 

he Modern Farmer and Busy Bee, St. Joseph, Mo.: The Modern 
Farmer has always been opposed to the distribution of seed by the 
Government, 

The Woman's Farm Journal (The Woman's Magazine), St. Louis, 
Mo.: We assure you of our sympathy in the work which you have on 
hand, and our willingness to do anything possible to help you. 

Southern Planter, Richmond, Va.: An abuse of public authority and 
a waste of the taxpayers’ money. Never during the nearly twenty 
years which I have edited this journal have I received any remonstrance 
from any reader against the position I have taken on this seed-dis- 
eg a question, but I have frequently been commended for attack- 
ng it. 

Editor The Southern Tobacconist and Modern Farmer, Richmond, Va.: 
15 1 at liberty to use my name as an opponent of the free seed dis- 
tribution. 

The Dairy Record, St. Paul, Minn.: You may count on us for what- 
ever little we cun do in this matter, as we are in hearty sympathy with 
those who want it abolished. f 

New York Produce Review, New York City: We have opposed this 
matter for years editorially, and are pienen to add another shot. 

The ry be Dairy Report, Elgin, Ill.: We have your favor regarding 
the seed business and have already communicated with our Congress- 
men in regard to the same. 

Southern Ruralist Company, Atlanta, Ga.: We have already taken 
this matter up with our Representatives in Congress, and shall have 
something to say about it 9 

The Practical Farmer, Philadelphia: I have written to Senator 
Procror protesting against the insulting and utterly unwarranted in- 
sinuations of the friends of the free-sced graft in the House, and gave 
a oe information as to the ways the seeds are handled in the 

outh. 

Rural Spirit, Portland, Oreg.: We are mailing Senator Procror a 
copy of our paper in which one of our editorials expresses our views 
pretty fully regarding free-seed distribution. Trust that this will aid 
.somewhat toward the desired end. 

The Florists’ Review, Chicago, Ill.: We shall be 
vise us as to the date of the hearing on free 
Committee on Agriculture. We shall endeavor to be represented. 

Southern Agriculturist and Home, Nashville, Tenn.: We have 
already written letters on the free-seed question to our Representatives 
in Washington, but at your suggestion we are writing Senator Proctor. 

The Ohio Farmer, Cleveland, Ohio: We have written to Senator RED- 
FIELD PROCTOR. 

Among other papers whose editors have written letters expressing 
their views on this subject are the following: 

The Southern Planter, Richmond, Va. 

The Florists’ Review, Chicago, III. 

The Farm and Ranch, Dallas, Tex. 

The Farmers’ Voice, Chicago, III. 

The Indiana Farmer, Indianapolis, Ind. 

The Implement Age, Philadelphia. 

Illinois State Journal, Springfield, Ill. 

Farm Implements, Minneapolis, Minn. 

rg ee Sxperiments, Minneapolis, Minn. 

The Kentucky Farmer and Breeder, Lexington, Ky. 

The Agricultural Epitomist, Spencer, Ind. 

The Columbus (Ga.) Ledger. 

The Nut Grower, Poulan, Ga. 

The Mont; omor (Ala.) Advertiser. 

Minneapolis (Minn.) Journal. 

The Montgomery la.) Times. 

The Evening Standard, New Bedford, Mass. 

The ton (Mass) G Š 

The Jamestown (N. Y.) Post. 

The Hornellsyille (N. X.) Times. 


prove 
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The Standard, Bridgeport, Conn. 

The Albany (N. X.) Argus. 

Pittsburg (Pa.) Chronicle-Telegraph, 

The Detroit (Mich.) Times. 

The Farm Students’ Review, University of Minnesota. 

I also beg the indulgence of the committee to Introduce some ex- 
tracts from letters from the daily newspapers; not editorials, but let- 
3 showing the editors are personally interested. They are as fol- 
ows: 

LETTERS FROM DAILY NEWSPAPERS. 

The Gazette-Chronicle, Augusta, Ga.: We will take pleasure in giv- 
ing editorial attention to this matter and in doing what we can with 
our own Representatives in 8 

Denison (Tex.) Herald: The Herald has 8 taken up this mat- 
ter in opposition to the free distribution of by the Government 
and has had considerable to say about it one way and another. 

Wheeling (W. Va.) Intelligencer: We have written the Members of 
Congress from this district urging the same view that you take. 

Waco (Tex.) Times-Herald: We have mers been opposed to it, and 
for several years we haye been condemning it in our editorial depart- 


ment. 

The South, Holly Springs, Miss. : Emphatically opposed to the custom 
by the Government. 

Daily Messenger, Washington, N. C.: Favor using seed appropriation 
onl for purchase and distribution of rare and valuable seeds. 

che News and Herald, Winnsboro, N. C.: This money should be spent 
only for new seeds to send out for the purpose of rbot gy: 

The Asheville (N. C.) Citizen: Opposed to the promiscuous distribu- 
tion of common seeds. 2 

n Bryson, N. C.: Condemn distribution of common seeds. 

Cherokee News, Gaffney, S. C.: Opposed to graft. Favor dis- 
criminate distribution . statlons. < 

Clinton (S. C.) Chronicle: We regard the free distribution of cheap 
seeds as nothing better than a species of graft. 

The Lantern, Chester S. C.: The appropriation for distribution of 
common seeds is pure waste. 

The Covington (Tenn.) Leader: We have never seen any practical re- 
sults from the Government's indiscriminate distribution of seed. Is a 
useless waste of public money. 

Commercial, Collins, Miss.: We are strictly in favor of abolishing 
this expensive and foolish custom. . 

The Calhoun Monitor, Pittsboro, Miss.: Am unalterably opposed to 
85 gy distribution of seeds in the manner in which it is now con- 

ucted. 

The Enterprise, Mullins, S. C.: A useless expense to the Government. 

The Dixie Home, Birmingham, Ala.: The Government should not 
make this appropriation. 

The Durham (N. C.) Recorder: The Government has no more busi- 
ness coming in contact with the seed business than any other. 

Darlington (S. C.) News: Am op to distributing seeds at ran- 
dom over country, but favor money being given to Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to secure new and valuable seeds for experiment stations, 0 

Fort Worth ex) Record: The Record has repeatedly declared it- 
self opposed to this nig 

Fairfax (S. C.) Enterprise: Am in favor of the Government appro- 
priation being used in the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds 


only. 

Everything, Greensboro, N. C.: The free-seed graft is purely a high- 
en pes ane The entire appropriation should be changed to differ- 
ent hands. 

News and Sun, Griffin, Ga.: Do not favor indiscriminate distribu- 
tion of cheap seeds, but do think it very proper. that new or rare seeds 
should be thus sent out for fair tests in different parts of the country. 

The Ledger and Grit and Steel, Gaffney, S. C.: Am opposed 
distribution of seeds as has been carried on in recent years. 

The Hartford (Ky.) Herald: Am not in favor of the free distribution 


of common garden 8. 
Chronicle: We have always condemned the free- 


The Houston (Tex.) 
seed graft. 

Hickory Flat (Miss.) Banner: Am in fayor of stopping distribution 
of garden seeds. 

The News, Jackson, Miss.: The News is much opposed to free seed 
distribution as an unnecessary expense and a paternalistic practice 


which should be stopped. 
The free distribution of seeds 


The 3 (8. C.) 
should not be tolerated. 

Lexington (Ky.) Leader: The free garden seed distribution seems to 
us to be contrary to our governmental traditions and a subversion of 
the original purpose for which the seed appropriation was intended. 
It looks to us like a waste of money. 

The Greene County Herald, Leakesville, Miss.: A nuisance and an in- 
tolerable waste of money. 

Kings Mountain (N. C.) Herald: I oppose the free distribution of 
worthless seeds. 

Virginia Pilot, Norfolk, Va.: We have had several editorials opposing 
the continuation of the seed distribution. 

Our Mountain Home, Asheville, N. C.: 
free-seed business, 

New Albany (Miss.) Gazette: The distribution of common garden 
seed is money wasted. 

The Siler City (N. C.) Grit: The money should be given to Secretary 
Wilson to secure new and valuable seeds to distribute through the ex- 
periment stations. 

The Landmark, 
humbug. 

Sanford (N. C.) Express: The seeds are worthless and the farmers 
know it. Cut out the common garden seeds, as the Senate proposes, 
and let the Secretary of Agriculture use the funds for making experi- 
ments and developing new b 

The Record, Rock Hill, S. C.: Am opposed to the distribution of com- 
mon garden seeds. It is a waste of money, which should go toward 
strengthening the efforts of the Secretary of Agriculture in propagating 
new and valuable seeds. 

The People, Camden, S. C.: I am opposed to the proposition men- 
tioned as now before the Senate committee referring to the free distri- 
bution of seed. 

The Prentiss Plaindealer. Booneville, Miss.: So far as I am ingi- 
vidually concerned I have for yore known that the practice of send- 
ing out seeds was a farce and of no practical benefit, except as a means 
of reminding us that we had a Congresrman, which, if it were not for 
the annual seed distribution, we probably would overlook. 


to the 


Advocate : 


Have no sympathy with the 


Statesville, N. C.: The distribution is the veriest 


The Sterling (Kans.) Bulletin: The newspapers of Kansas regard the 
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istribution of garden seeds by Congressmen as a joke. The appropria- 
preg devoted to uapeaving plants would really bring some benent to th 
agriculturists of the country. 

The Spencer yona Herald: Government seed distribution is a wrong 
idea, and 9 shoul = stopped: There is nothing that can be said in favor 
of it as now conducted. 

Sioux City (lowa) Courier: We have always been opposed to the free 
distribution of the seeds in question. The present system is an outrage 
and nothing but a nuisance. 

The Every Other Daily Union, Belle Plaine, Iowa: I can not too em- 

tically state that I think the practice is an abuse which is run into 
ramii The distribution of rare and valuable seeds is an entirely 
diferent matter, and, as I understand the law, it was the distribution of 
such seeds only that was originally contemplated. 

The Winfield (Kans.) Weekly Tribune: I regard the free-seed distri- 
bution the most ridiculous of the many absurd propositions this Govern- 
ment is tied to. It ought to be abolished. 

The Winterset (Iowa) Madisonian: I think the cost of the distribu- 
tion is more than the value of the service rendered and that the money 
could be more wisely e ded in other channels. 

Rockwell City (lowa) Advocate: The free distribution of garden 
seeds is a useless expense. A 

The Atlantic (lowa) Messenger: The plan to send rare and valuable 
seeds to experiment stations is a good one, but the old graft 
should be retired. 

Clinton (Iowa) Daily Advertiser: The work of the Department 
rey da confined to introducing new varieties of vegetables and dther 

ucts. ` 
5 The Semiweekly Gazette, Cedar Falls, Iowa: I believe it a useless 
waste of money to distribute the kinds of seeds now be distributed. 
It accomplishes no good purpose and is becoming a huge joke through- 
out the pirat The seeds are very ordinary as to class and inferior 
as to qu A 

The Mail and Times, Des Moines, Iowa: Favor the use of the seed 
money for the Rpg occ and distribution of rare.and valuable seeds 
only. I hope t sensible change may be brought about. 

The Denison (Iowa) Bulletin: The present distribution of garden seeds 
by the Government is considered a farce by nine out of every ten people 
who think about it at all. And nearly the same p: rtion of people 
believe that the purchase of tons of indescribably poor and mixed-up 
seeds every year is a waste and a graft which ought to be exposed. 

The Advocate, Eldorado, Kans.: I never could see the sense in the 
distribution of common garden seeds as conducted in the past. 

Encampment (Wyo.) Herald: Consider seed distribution foolish 
waste of money as now conducted. 

The Duluth (Minn.) Evening Herald: This has been a hobby with 
the Evening Herald for some time past, and a great many articles and 
editorials have appeared in its columns denouncing this aft. This 
abuse has been carried on so long a time that ple have lost sight of 
this extravagant nuisance. I sincerely trust the present Congress will 
abolish the custom. 

Iowa-Posten, Des Moines, Iowa: I have always looked at this free-seed 
distribution by the Government as a puerile undertaking which can ex- 
ist only because the farmers in Congress are in a hopeless minority. A 

ractical, intelligent farmer could never sanction such waste of money 
o no z 

Dail ital, Jamestown, N. Dak.: We are opposed to the old 
method of distributing seeds by the Government, but heartily support 
the distribution of rare and valuable seeds only, when carried on along 
the lines of work conducted by State experiment stations. The work 
of the single experiment station in North Dakota has saved the farm- 
ers millions of dollars. 

The Daily Eagle-Star, Marinette, Wis.: We have published consider- 
able matter in opposition to this free-seed distribution. 

Journal, Lansing, Iowa: Free distribution of garden seeds should be 
discontinued by the Government. 

The Republican, Lincoln, Kans.: I believe the free distribution of 
common garden seeds to be the most foolish, useless, and defenseless 
method of dissipating the public funds that exists in the American 
Congress at the present time. I am heartily in favor of the purchase 
and distribution of rare and valuable seeds. This has resulted in 
great good to western Kansas by the introduction of several new forage 
crops during the past fifteen years, and, I think, is a valuable invest- 
ment of public funds, 

The Journal, North Freedom, Wis.: I didn’t think Congress could be 
Inveigled into any, such political fraud as the seed question, with the 
evils of the distribution of seed. 

Newton (Iowa) Journal: I consider the distribution of seeds, etc., 
as it has been done in the past, to be the most infernal piece of non- 
sense on record. 

The Daily Eagle-Star, Marinette, Wis.: The distribution of any rare 
or valuable s, which may be imported or originated through the 
Agricultural Department, is something which we believe ought not to 
be disturbed, but the general free distribution, through Members of 
Con, -n of peas, beans, corn, squash, and similar — we believe a 

evil. 
The Minneapolis (Minn.) Daily News: I am certainly opposed to 
free seed distribution, and must say most emphatically my opposition 
is not due to any advertising influence. Distribution of rare or valu- 
able seeds should be continued. The stopped of bushels of common 
vV 


I am _ heartily opposed to the foolish free 
distribution of common garden seeds. I 
opposition to all such waste of funds. 


no 
he Democrat, Akron, Ohio: We are in thorough sympathy with your 
statement in this regard and trust you will be successful in abating 


the nuisance. > 
The Bay City (Mich.) Tribune: We have already had several edi- 
he free-seed distribution. 


torials eee, the 

The Crawfordsville (Ind.) Journal: We are glad to state that we are 
In perfect accord with your views on the subject of free-seed „ and 
that we have been hammering away against it for some time. 

The Dayton (Ohio) Journal: The distribution of new, rare, and valu- 
able seeds is something that the Government ought to do more in than 
it is doing, but when it comes to the distribution of the seeds of com- 


roducts the 

have n made wi 

The Detroit 
graft for years back. 

The 8 News, Dayton, Ohio: This is a practice which has been 


mon roposition is absurd. The expenditures for seeds 
out due consideration for results. 


Mich.) Journal: The Journal has been pounding on the 


much abu: and has really resulted in no material benefit to the people. 

The Joliet N Daily News: Our people here are opposed to the free- 
seed distribution on general principles. 

The Morning News, Muskegon, Mich.: The promiscuous distribution 
of seeds is a useless expense, and brings no adequate returns to the Goy- 
ernment or the people. J 

The Philadelphia (Pa.) Inquirer: We beg to inclose you editorial in 
reference to No more free seeds.” 

The Pittsburg (Pa.) Gazette: Several years ago the Gazette took this 
matter up, but did not seem to make any great progress toward a set- 
tlement. However I trust you will be more successful. 

Pittsburg (Pa.) Chronicle-Telegraph: Our editorial writer, Mr. Simp- 
son, will have something to say regarding the “ free-seed distribution 
oer pean as he entirely agrees with your favor in regard to the 
matter. 

The Utica (N. Y.) Press: We have had several editorials on this 
subject. We shall be pua to keep the matter up, and think it is in the 
best interest of all to have that 5 done away with. 

The Patriot, Concord. N. H.: Neither as an editor nor as a citizen do 
I believe in the ie age free distribution of common garden seeds 
or of any other kinds of seeds. The whole thing should be summarily 
dispen: with and disposed of. 

Hampshire Gazette, Northampton, Mass.: We believe it inexpedlent 
for the Government to distribute seeds as it has done for years. 

Beverly (Mass.) Cae aig Times: We are in fall sympathy. 

The Lancaster (N. at azette: Among practical gardeners there has 
never been any attempt to use the seeds that have been so promiscuously 
sent out. By all means cut out the squash and pumpkins, and if the 
appropriation is to be continued let us have the rare and valuable seeds 
distributed to the different experiment stations. 

The Newburyport (Mass.) Daily News: We have used about all of 
your matter on the seed question, considering it timely and exactly 
meeting our views upon the question. 

Plymouth (N. H.) Record: The free-seed distribution as carried out 
now is not doing the good intended, and the seeds as sent out now are 
principally good for chicken feed. 

The Syracuse (N. Y.) Post-Standard; We deem the annual appro- 
priation ridiculous, and have pleasure in cooperating for the defeat and 
permanent discontinuance of this old-time abuse. À 

Providence (R. I.) Journal and Eyening Builetin: The Providence 
Journal and the Evening Bulletin have for years contended against the 
wasteful use of money for free-seed distribution. We have printed 
countless editorials on the matter and shall continue to do so until the 
practice is abandoned. 

Terre Haute (Ind.) Morning Star: I have taken the matter up with 
our Congressman. He has promised not only to look into the matter 
thoroughly, but to use his personal influence. - 

Wheeling (W. Va.) Daily News: We haye written the Member of 
Congress from this district urging the same view that you do. 

apolis (Ind.) News: Your letter reflects our views, which we 
have roana expressed in the News. 

The Republican News and Hamilton Telegraph, Hamilton, Ohio: We 
are going to give our immediate attention to this matter and are writ- 
ing our Senator and Representative; also making editorial comment. 

The Republican Herald, Winona, Minn.: We are at your service. 

The St. Paul (Minn.) Pioneer Press: We have already published 
several editorials on this subject and our Congressmen know thoroughly 
how we stand in the matter. 


EXPRESSIONS GENERAL PRESS. 


The Christian Union, Des Moines, Iowa: By all means let us haye 
the new and valuable seeds, rather than pumpkins and persapa; . 

Scottish Chief, Moxton, N. C.: I think some plan ought to arrived 
at of distributing a better class of seed. e distribution of poor 
seeds brings the Agricultural Department into disrepute. 

Confederate Veteran, Nashville, Tenn.: I agree with you that there 
should be a radical change in the 1 of sending out seeds by the 
Government, and only the rare and valuable kinds sent ont. 

White Ribbon Bulletin, Fargo, N. Dak.: I regard the free distribu- 
tion of garden seeds as an unnecessary expenditure of public money. 

A. 0. U. W. (Ancient Order United Workmen) Messenger, Nashville, 
Tenn.: The wholesale giving away of cheap and worthless seeds is a 
was unnecessary expense and should be stopped. 

extile Excelsior, Charlotte, N. C.: I am opposed to the practice, 
first, last, and all the time. 

National Printing 8 pas Bohemian-American News- 
paper Union, Omaha, Nebr.: It has been our policy from way back to 
denounce the fake seed distribution. Many times we have pointed out 
the uselessness of the same and the constant waste. 

Spirit of the West, Des Moines, Iowa: Spirit of the West is entirely 
willing to cut out the free distribution of 8 and squash seed and 
turn the appropriation over to Secretary Wilson to do the rest. 

The Southern Lumberman, Nashville, Tenn.: From what we do know 
of it, are opposed to the custom. 

Southern Christian Advocate, Spartanburg, S. C.: I am absolutely 
opposed to the free distribution by the Government of seeds, in most 
cases absolutely worthless. 


RESOLUTIONS NATIONAL GRANGE, PATRONS OF HUSBANDRY, REPRESENTING 
800,000 FARMERS, ADOPTED AT DENVER, COLO., NOVEMBER, 1906. 


Whereas Congress annually appropriates $242,000 for the purchase 
of field, flower, and garden seeds, most of which are of a common va- 


riety ; and 
Whereas the Department of Agriculture, at Washington, expends as 
much more in their distribution, making, in round numbers, a half mil- 


lion dollars ; and 

Whereas the farmers of the country receive comparatively no benefit 
from it, we believe the money could be more wisely expended: Therefore, 
be it 


1 

Resolved, That we reaffirm and readopt the resolution unanimously 
adopted by the National Grange at its session held at Portland, Oreg., 
in Noyember, 1904, which is as follows: 

“We are unanimous in the conclusion that while the Agricultural 
Department, at Washington, should exert due diligence in its research for 
new food, forage, and other plants, and while there is something that 
can and perhaps should be done through the exchange of seeds, we can 
not conclude otherwise than that the general and free distribution of the 
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many kinds and varieties of garden and field seeds by the Department is 
without benefit in any important sense and should be abandoned. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THS JOINT CONVENTION OF THE FARMERS’ IN- 
re AND KENTUCKY STATE GRANGE, AT LEXINGTON, KY., OCTOBER 
4, 4 
Whereas the distribution of common garden seeds by the United 
posi age Department of Agriculture has become a misuse of public funds; 
an 


Whereas the farmers of this country derive comparatively no benefit 
from it, and we believe that the money could be more wisely expended : 
Therefore, be it_. 

Resolved, 1. That we are opposed to the Congressional free distribu- 
tion of seeds as now conducted. : 

2. That we heartily indorse the action of the Agricultural Committee 
of the House in omitting from the agricultural appropriation bill the 
amount annually expended for this purpose. 

3. That we appeal to the Fresident of the United States and our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress to oppose this appropriation 
in the future and. to devote the amount now rome appropriated 
toward the upbullding of our agricultural colleges and experimental 
stations, the development of important crops, and the advancement in 
education pertaining to agriculture. 

The South Texas Fruit and Truck Growers’ Association, consisting 
of affiliated local associations throughout south Texas and the Gulf 
coast country, the total membership of which is over 1,300, passed 
unanimously the N resolutions during their regular meeting at 
Edna, November 13 and 14: . ‘ 

“Whereas the free garden seed received from Members of Congress a 
the expense of the General Government are usually of varieties known 
to be unsuited to the soil and climate of south Texas, and hence are 
worthless to us; and 

“ Whereas these sced are sent to us by our Representatives in Con- 

under the mistaken idea that a favor is being conferred, which 
mistaken idea we hereby wish to correct; and 

“Whereas the expense to the General Government of obtaining seed 
and distributing them is a considerable item, and a serious economic 
waste wholly unjustified by the results obtained; and 

“Whereas the amount of money spent annually for seed distribution, 
if apportioned among the United States experiment stations, would be a 
thousand times more beneficial to each of us than as now spent, for it 
would enable more investigators to work on horticultural problems the 
solution of which would be of lasting value to every vegetable grower 
and to the whole State: Therefore be it 

“Resolved, That we, the South Texas Fruit and Truck Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, thank our Representatives in Congress for their past favors in 
the way of free S, but assure them that these favors were mis- 
taken kindnesses on their part; that we condemn the practice of free 
distribution of garden seeds as an economic waste wholly. unjustifiable ; 
that in the future we will not accept from the Government free garden 
seeds; that we urge our Representatives, as a favor which we will 
heartily appreciate, to vote against the bill appropriating funds for the 
distributing of free garden seeds, and to use their influence to have the 
amount thus saved appropriated to the ex 
country, whose valuable work is indorsed by all right-thinking men. 

* “Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions be sent each Con- 

a d Representative from south Texas and to the press of the 
tate with a request for its publication. 

; “W. H. TRAVIS 


“Palacios, President. 
“S. A. MCHENRY. 
“Santa Maria, Vice-President. 
C. A. WALTON, 
“Victoria, Secretary- Treasurer.“ 


Wilson Grange, East Wilton, Me.: * * The members of Wilson 
Grange, No. 321, do wish to enter protest against the free distribution 
of so-called “rare and valuable” seeds and any appropriations what- 
ever for this purpose, and also ask all Representatives and Senators to 
vote squarely against it—B. E. H „ master. 


riment stations of the 


Canton Grange, No. 110, Canton, Me.: * * + Disapprove of the 
practice of Con in annuall appropriating a large sum for the pur- 
chase and dist: tion of so-called rare and valuable” seeds, consider- 


extravagant and useless expenditure of the people's money. 
25 8 we petiton 5 re Sastre from Le ote ae 
the resentatives ongress, to vote any appropriation for 
the free distribution of common garden seeds at the next session of 


Co —Mrs. C. W. Walker. secretary. 
Pine Grove Grange, Bath, N. H.: * * * Voted unanimously that 
the free distribution of seeds by the United States Government be dis- 
continued, as it is certainly a needless waste of money.—Henry S. Long, 
master. 
Chester Grange, No. 169, Chester, N. H.: It was voted that the senti- 
ment of the grange was against the sending of free seeds.—Susie M. 


Gillingham, secretary. 

Worcester and Norfolk Pomona Grange, No. 10: * * * Passed a 
unanimous vote against the free-seed distribution.—Moses U. Gaskill, 

er. 

Granite Grange, South Worthington, Mass.: Voted unanimously: 
“Not in favor of the free-seed distribution.“ —C. D. Blair, secretary. 

East Lyme (Conn.) Grange, No. 157: It was voted: That we con- 
demn the practice of the Government in sending out “ free seeds.“ 

Rippowam Grange, No. 145, Long Ridge, Stamford, Conn.: We > * * 
ho hereby condemn ulvocally the free distribution of seeds. 

Lindenwald Grange, No. 985, Kimderhook, N. Y.: Resolved, That it 
is the unanimous sentiment that the free distribution of garden and 
other seeds by the Members of Congress is unnecessary and useless 
waste of money that should be Stoppen at once, and we petition our 
Congressmen and Senators to use their utmost endeavors to put an 
end to this useless waste of money.—Eugene Merwin, secretary. 

Onondaga County Pomona G e, N. Y.: Passed resolutions oppos- 
ing the annual EF a for the purchase and free distribution of 


ing jt an 


y Congress, and recommended the 30 subordinate granges of 
the county to do likewise. Our farmers’ club will also pass i 
tions. —John T. Williams. 


Tarrytown Horticultural Society: Resolved, That the members 
of the Tarrytown Horticultural jety, sternly oppose a further 
appropriation of public money for the free distribution of common 


Knoxboro (N. Y.) Grange, No. 758: * * Passed resolutions 
proteinas against the distribution of free seed.—Mrs. E. T. Stone, 


secretary. 
Thorofare Grange, Paulsboro, N. J.: Our 


is sending a set of 
resolutions to our Congressi PPA nite 


ge 
ives to vote any 


further appropriation for free-seed distribution—-Rodman W. Cler- 
mont, secretary. 

Ramsey (N. J.) Grange, No. 135: Ramsey Grange condemns the free- 
seed distribution, as they think it unnecessary expense. Ramsey 
Grange has 200 members. John H. Coe, master; E. C. Gurney, sec- 
retary. 

Central Grange, No. 194, Towanda, Pa.: * * We are opposed 
to any “ free-seed appropriation."—D. W. Post, secretary. 

Fairview Grange, No. 817, Farmington, Pa.: Resolved, That this 
range and the farmers of this section demand that Congress pass a 
aw abolishing the sending out of free seeds by Members of Congress.— 
Frank B. Brown, Harry Van Dusen, Wallace W. Davis, committee. 

Wyebrook Grange, No. 1306, Barneston, Pa.: * > * Unani- 
mously condemn the practice of free-seed distribution, and hereby de- 
mand that the law be repealed.—J. F. Lautz, master. 

Spring Brook (Pa.) Grange, No. 1037: * * + as passed reso- 
lutions about the free-seed bill and sent same to the chairman of the 
committees.— W. J. Jones, secretary. 

Beaver Grange, No. 838, Conneautville, Pa.: Beaver Grange took ac- 
tion and went solid “ antiseed.“ — 8. B. Lawrence, W. R. De Groot, 


committee. 

Holton (Mich.) Grange, No. 585: * * è Unanimously voted 
against the free-seed distribution. 

Ashbaugh Grange, No. 1202, Lake City, Mich.: Adopted resolutions 
condemning the practice of free-seed distribution and calling on our 
Senators and Representatives to yote against any appropriation for the 
free distribution of common garden seeds at the next session of Con- 
gress.—Ida M. Teachout, secretary. 

Gnadenhutten Grange, No. 1486, Uhrichy Ohio: * * * ITs op- 
posed to the present practice of the free distribution of garden or other 
seeds by Congress.—Alice Gram, secretary. 

Berlin Grange, No. 629, Delaware, Ohio: Unanimous ‘opinion that 
such distribution is a useless expenditure of public money.—HBlsle 


English, secretary. 

Washington Gr. No. 5, Logan, Ohio: Stands unanimously o 
posed to the free distribution of so-called “rare and valuable“ 
as a genuine farce; that it is sheer waste of 1 ay money to continue 
the shameful fallacy.—B. E. Parish, master; J. W. Schaal, secretary. 

Sylvester (Pa.) Grange, No. 1078:'* „ Resolutions passed ask- 
ing our Senators and Congressmen to use all legitimate means to put 
a stop to the free-seed distribution.—Hettle Daugherty, secretary. 

Corydon (La.) Grange, No. 1205: > * * Kesolved; That we pro- 
test against and denounce the free-seed distribution by Congress as an 
imposition on the people and a damage to agriculture. * R. 
Canfield, master; A. W. Reeves, secretary. 

Quincy (Mich.) Grange, No. 152: Resolved, That Congress make nd 
more such appropriation, and that our resentatives in Congress be 
sent a copy of these resolutions, and that they be earnestly requested to 
vote against further appropriations.—-D. B. Scripter, secretary. 

Belleville (Mich.) Grange, No. 331: Instructed thelr secretary to 
write Senators und Representatives to vote against free distribution of 
sceds.— Margaret E. Hope, secretary. 

Union Grange, No. 811, Rockford, Ill.: Unanimously condemns the 
practice of free-seed distribution and hereby demands that the law be 
repealed.—T. L. Cleveland, master; Margaret McIntosh, secretary. 

Sunnyside Grange, No. 7, Bridgeville, Del.: Resolved, That it is the 
sense of this grange that the free distribution of and plants, as 
it is now conducted by act of Congress, should be discontinued.— E. M. 
Wright, secretary. 

White Clover Grange, No. 279, Nehalem, Oreg.: Resolved, That we 
are unalterably opposed to the continuance of such distribution, and 
hereby request our Representatives in Congress to op all appro ria- 
tions for such purposes.—B. A. Todd, master; Lillian M. diach, 


secretary. 

Natal Grange, No. 302, Mist, Oreg.: The free distribution of “ rare 
and valuable” sceds by Congress is a delusion and a fraud as far as 
assisting agriculture is concerned. Resolved, That we denounce the 
practice of making appropriations for the purchase of such seeds.—Net- 
tie B. Peterson, secretary. 

Romola Grange, No. 1192: Resolved, That we do pele ie RL Recon 
against the free distribution of seeds by Congress.—D, E. Robb, secre- 


tary. 

Wleetville Grange, No. 1199: Resolred, That we declare ourselves in 
favor of discontinuing the free-seed appropriatlon.— BE. B. Barber, mas- 
ter; W. H. Van Fleet, secretary. 

Rhode Island State Grange, F. E. Marchant, master: You can count 
upon my doing anything possible to do away with the present method. 

Kentucky State Grange and Farmers’ Institute: Joint resolution 
unanimously adopted, recommending that the practice of the United 
States Congress of furnishing free seeds of all kinds to farmers 
throughout the United States be discontinued. 

Delaware State Grange, Wesley Webb, secretary: I am in favor of 
confining the free-seed distribution to new and valuable varieties, as 


was originally intended. 

Michigan State Grange, Jennie Buell, secretary: I assure you that in 
so far as I ean assist the cause of the suppression of free-seed distribu- 
tion I shall gladly do so. 

California State Grange, J. W. Webb, lecturer: Hits me just right. 
For years I have protested. Wish you abundant success. 

Emily L. Burnham, Michigan State Grange: I will bring the matter 
of the free distribution of seeds before the State Grange at its next 
meeting, also before the stbordinate grange of which I am a member. 

New Hampshire State gengs, H. O. Hadley, master: I believe, as 
you and as a large majority of the farmers, t this waste of money 
should be Sopa 

* Nashua (N. H.) Grange, J. Earlfred Hall, master: I am heartily in 
favor of your idea and will present it to the next meeting of Nashua 


Grange. 
Erral (N. H.) Grange, S. R. Hanscom: I shall be most happy to 
do what little I can to stop the useless waste of Government funds 
through this free distribution. I will place your letter before my 
grange at its next meting and have them act upon the matter. 

Maine State Grange, O. Gardner, master: am in full sympathy 
with you in regard to the free-seed-distribution humbug and will assist 
in every way in stopping the confounded nuisance. 

Minnesota State Gran, S. G. Baird, master: Will be glad to do 
anything to help the work along. 

Also a few selected opinions of individuals, which will be of interest: 

Harvie Jordan, president Southern Cotton Association: I will use the 
subject-matter as a basis for an editorial in the Cotton Journal at some 
time in the near future. 5 

J. Harvey Whiteman, attorney, Wilmington, Del.: I take 
adding my support to the movement that has been inaugura 


leasure in 


looking 
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toward the appropriation of funds, which have hitherto been applied to 


the distribution of seeds, to the Department of Agriculture in the vari- 
ous agricultural colleges. 

Charles A. McClure, Walthall, Miss.: In reference to free distribution 
of seeds I will say that it is condemned by the farmers and pers of 
this section. I think that the distribution of rare and valuable seeds 
would be universally favored. 

James H. Jackson, M. D., the Jackson Sanatorium, Dansville, N. X.: 
I heartily approve of your fight. 

C. Watt Brandon, Pinedale, Wyo.: I would most certainly be in fayor 
of rare and valuable seeds and seeds adapted to the various altitudes. 
MAR 2 the seeds now sent to this high altitude, 7,169 feet, are seldom 

anted, 
* C. W. Eichling, manager Avenue Floral Company, New Orleans, La.: 
I shall not fail to bring the matter before the four horticultural soci- 
eties we have in the South. I can assure you in advance of their 
hearty cooperation. 

B. F. Smith, fruit and plant grower, Lawrence, Kans.: I was on the 
committee on resolutions at the August meeting of our county horti- 
cultural society. Our society was about unanimous in vote against free 
distribution of free seed. 

W. A. Wickham, Tipton, Iowa: In get to the Congressional free- 
seed distribution I will say that I am, and always have been, unalterably 
opposed to it. 

€. M. Gallup, Brooklyn, Conn.: I am a farmer. 
farmer say a word favorable to the free-seed distribution, and I live in a 
section purely ay Sei prcontge 

C. D. Tuener, Hillsboro, N. C.: We have great confidence in the integ- 
rity and ability of Secretary Wilson and his associates. Therefore we 
would say give him all re consistent with reason to manage the 
affairs of his Department in such manner as he deems 

Otis Bigelow, Silver Sprin; 


Md.: I have written a strong letter of 
rotest in the name of 


he y repre and gardeners of this and other 
tates, 


Mason Snowden, Wilkinson County Cotton Association, Woodville, 
Miss. : In regard to doing away with the free-seed distribution, will say 
that I am in favor of its annulment. 

Geor; P. Hardwick, secretary Farmers’ Industrial Union, Britt, 
Iowa: I have nothing to offer favoring the free distribution of prop- 
. whether it be seeds or otherwise. 

olon C. Lillie, president Michigan State Dairy Association: I am 
heartily in sympathy with your efforts in this matter. 

J. R. Simonton, Yarmouth (Mass.) Grange: I have always thought it 
and should be sto 


amounted to nothi 
i itor Waynesboro 


J. Haynie, $ iss.) News-Beacon: It would 
seem to us that this arrangement would be of incalculable benefit. 

J. W. Berry, president board of regents Kansas State A; 
College: I am sure there is not a farmer in this county that would 
defend it or even apologize for it. Mr. Breed, who represented this 
county at the farmers’ mosting at Rock Island, Ill., says all the farmers 
at that congress consider this Government distribution a farce. You 
can count on my active support, 

G. A. Ivins, board of directors, Iowa State Horticultural Society: I 
heartily concur with you in the movement of stopping the free-seed 
distribution. 

Frank C. Pomeroy, Kansas house of representatives, Holton, Kans.: I 
am fully in accord with your effort to turn the money annually in- 
vested in the free-seed farce to better purpose. 

James Withycombe, director Oregon Agricultural College and Experi- 
ment Station: I am heartily in sympathy with your movement for the 
elimination of the free-seed 

Andrew Olander, Isanti: 
the free-seed distribution. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. ZENOR]. 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lase] for his courtesy. 

I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to discuss generally the 
provisions in this bill. I confess I am not very familiar with 
the bill, as I haye not examined it very carefully, but I desire 
to emphasize my objection to that particular portion of it to 
which attention has been called, and which has occupied the 
time up to this point in the discussions before the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, this measure affects in a large measure about 
twenty billions of the wealth of this nation invested in farms 
and farming property, and it affects more or less about 5,737,372 
farmers. The total value of the entire products of the farms 
of the United States, as given by the census of 1890, amounts to 
$4,739,118,552. As a matter of course not all the farms are 
operated by their owners, but the number of farms measure the 
number of farmers in the United States. 

According to the census there are 5,787,372 farmers. The to- 
tal value of the products is as I have suggested. I represent in 
part, I think, one of the greatest States in this Union. At any 
rate, Mr. Chairman, it is the peer of any other State in this 
Union as an agricultural State [applause]—a State that em- 
braces an area of 36,000 square miles, containing, according to 
the ratio of population and farms as given by the census, about 
400,000 farmers. The total value, as shown by the census in 
1890, of the products of the farms of Indiana was $204,450,196. 
According to the same authority there was paid out by the farm- 
ers of Indiana in the year 1899 for labor employed upon the 
farms $9,685,540, and paid out for fertilizers $1,553,710, making 
a total expenditure in the operation of ‘the farms of Indiana 
$11,239,250. According to the census of 1890 there were at that 
time 10,272,000 and upward of farmers in the United States. 
This bill carries an appropriation for the agricultural interests 
of this great country, representing about one-fifth of our total 
national wealth, the small and comparatively insignificant sum 
of $7,635,790—about one-thirtieth part of 1 per cent of the 


icultural 


raft. 
s will do all I can to help do away with 


I have never heard a 


aggregate annual appropriations for the ordinary operating 
expenses of the Government, less than 3 per cent of the amount 
carried in the annual nayal budget, and not to exceed 24 per 
cent of our annual Army supply. 

I have said that this measure to a certain extent affects the 
entire farming interests of this country. I have listened with a 
good deal of interest to the discussion of this particular feature 
of the bill, and I think that the proposed change made in this 
bill is an unwise policy to inaugurate at this time. I think this 
an unwise change to make and that the public seed distribution 
should be continued as now provided by law. This policy was 
immediately adopted upon the establishment of the Agricultural 
Bureau in 1862, and with but a slight modification made by the 
act of July 25, 1866, has ever since been followed. This latter 
act only changed the language in reference to the character and 
quality of the seed to be purchased and distributed. By the last 
act these seeds were to be “rare and uncommon,” whereas in 
the original act they were “new and yaluable seeds.” In that 
act—that is, the original act of 1862—it was provided that the 
Secretary of Agriculture should purchase certain seeds—to use 
the exact language of that part of the statute, “ to purchase and 
distribute among the people new and valuable seeds and plants.” 

Subsequent to that time there was a change made with ref- 
erence to the purchase and distribution of seed, The act of 
1866, July 23, now embraced in the Revised Statutes as section 
527, has this language: 

The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agri- 
culture shall be confined to such seed as are rare and uncommon to the 
country or such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes 
from one part of our country to another; and the purchase or propa- 
pan and distribntion of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings shall 

confined to such as are adapted to general cultivation and to promote 


the general interests of horticulture and agriculture throughout the 
United States. 


Now, the gentleman from Kansas suggests that there were no 
changes made in reference to this law. But it is apparent, Mr. 
Chairman, that for some reasons that occurred to the Agricul- 
tural Department it was necessary to make a change in the 
manner in which the seeds were purchased by the Government. 
So Congress authorized the Secretary to purchase these same 
kind of seeds, rare and uncommon,” and this statute provides 
it may be done either from our own people here or from foreign 
countries. The advocates of this change claim that there is no 
special change in the general provision of the law, nor will there 
be in the administration, except as.to the manner and method of 
the distribution. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened as well as I could to the gentleman 
from Kansas, and he says that he predicates his objection to 
the law as it now stands, and as it has stood for these many 
years, upon the ground that it is a violation of the fundamental 
principles of our Government. A violation, says he, of the fun- 
damental principles of our Government. He does not believe 
that the Government ought to engage in the business of buying 
seed for the farmers to any extent or for any purpose and as- 
sume the burden of their free distribution among the farmers. 
That this is a business that does not belong to the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, since I have been a Member of this House 
there have been a great many measures that have led to a great 
diversity of opinion among the Members of this House as to 
their wisdom or policy, and many laws that have been enacted 
have created a division of sentiment as to whether they were 
not partial in their objects and purposes—a species of favoritism, 
and operated for the especial benefit of some as against the in- 
terests of others. 

I listened with a great deal of interest to a discussion which 
took place on a bill introduced by my colleague from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER] but a few days since, and which I gladly 
supported and voted for, to control the exercise of the discretion 
and provide for a review of the decision of one of the heads of 
the Departments here at Washington. In the Post-Office De- 
partment the Postmaster-General became substantially an auto- 
erat in determining what character of mail should go through 
the public mails, and through his decision cutting off, proscrib- 
ing, and forbidding carrying certain matter through the mail. 
This bill, introduced by my colleague and passed by this House 
authorizing a review of that decision, a decision that was to 
all intents and purposes final, no matter what interests it in- 
volved or who it may have affected, and unless this bill shall 
betome a law this arbitrary power will remain and continue to 
be exercised by this Department of the Government. Mr. Chair- 
man, the proposition contained in this bill to withdraw from 
the Members of Congress the distribution of these seeds and 
vest the power in the Agricultural Department is virtually 
creating the same condition in the Agricultural Department as 
to seeds, only in a different form, to that which we are trying 
to destroy in the Post-Office Department. 
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This provision in this bill proposes to turn over and vest in 
the discretion and power of the Secretary of the Agricultural 
Department the complete control of the seed distribution, and 
confines the same to those only who will establish experiment 
stations, and not to the farmers, as heretofore. The effect of 
this will be to create a corps of new oflicers—experts and sci- 
entists—here in Washington, at a large expense. It proposes 
to appropriate $238,000. It proposes to create a bureau here 
and rent rooms at an annual cost of $3,060, and the Lord only 
knows what additional cost will ensue to equip this new branch 
of the public service. Why not let this money go into the 
purchase of seed for distribution among the farmers of this 
country, instead of creating a coterie of Federal officers here 
for the purpose of experimenting with the seed that they say 
the Government shall purchase? [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ZENOR. Will the gentleman allow me ten minutes more? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to continue his remarks for ten minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman haye leave to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Permission has already been granted for 
ten minutes more. 

Mr. ZENOR. If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] is 
so scrupulous about this being a violation of fundamental 
principles of cur Government, if he thinks it is the pursuance of 
an unwise policy, I ask him how he stands on the proposition 
of a ship subsidy, which proposes to take out of the Federal 
Treasury of this country a large sum of money—oyer $3,750,000 
annually—and donate it to special interests under the pretense 
of increasing and building up the merchant marine of this coun- 
try? That proposition seems now to be pressing and will, in 
all probability, in a few days be presented for the action of this 
House. Only yesterday Members listened to a message from the 
President of the United States advocating it. 

I want to know if the gentleman can discriminate between 
that kind of favoritism, that kind of bounty, that kind of ap- 
propriations, and reconcile his conscientious scruples with the 
support of that measure while insisting that he and those 
sharing his views feel constrained to oppose the present law 
authorizing the free distribution of seeds to the farmers of the 
country? No, Mr. Chairman, it seems that the tendency of 
legislation in recent years to favor the already wealthy and in- 
fluential, and not only to concentrate all wealth in the hands of 
the few, but likewise all power in some department of this 
Government or some bureau in the city of Washington, until 
we are rapidly becoming a Government of bureaus and de- 
partments, instead of a representative Government by the people. 
For years this policy of free-seed distribution among the 
farmers throughout the country, this slight aid in improving 
the quality and character of farm seeds and grain, has been 
carried on through the Members of Congress. These seeds, 
through the very excellent administration of Secretary Wilson, 
of the Agricultural Department, have come to be of a very 
‘high grade, and much sought and appreciated by the farmers 
as a rule, and they will feel that this change, this withdrawal 
from them of this small pittance, is as ungracious as it is 
unjustifiable under all the circumstances. They will be apt to 
compare this effort to economize and reform with the action 
of this House but a few days since in reference to the salaries 
of its Members and the various heads of the Departments and 
members of the Cabinet. 

I have before me the act of June 30, 1906, the last appropria- 
tion act, wherein it is made mandatory upon the Secretary of 
Agriculture to equally distribute the amount of seeds which are 
purchased for distribution among the Members of Congress, and 
it is also made mandatory upon Members of Congress to distrib- 
ute those seeds to the people of their districts, and there is also 
a requirement that, upon being so requested by the Secretary, 
the Members of Congress shall make a request of the farmers to 
whom the seed is sent to make report of the results to the Agri- 
cultural Department. Whether this may be construed as manda- 
tory or permissive, it matters not. No complaint has ever 
been made that the distribution of those seeds is not properly 
made by the Members of the House. Yet it is proposed to with- 
draw this little benefit that goes to the farmers under the pre- 
tense that it is a useless extravagance and does them no good. 
I do not pretend to say, Mr. Chairman, that I reflect the univer- 
sal sentiment of my district. There are some persons who be- 
lieve there is no great benefit derived by the farmers from the 
free distribution of seeds, but I undertake to say that the great 
bulk, the great majority of the people of the district, and I be- 
lieve of the State of Indiana, indorse the free distribution of seeds. 


a bureau in the city of Washington. 


Is there any benefit? Go and ask the farmer who has been 
receiving these seeds and get his reply to that question. You 
will find that out of every ten six or eight will give ycu an 


affirmative answer. This practice and policy has been going 
on since 1866 up to the present hour, and it is very difficult 
for anyone to estimate the exact benefit derived by the farmers. 
How are you to get at it by a mathematical calculation what 
benefit is derived by the farmers by the distribution of these 
public seeds? It is difficult to do it, but the farmers themselves 
understand the proposition. 3 

Mr. Chairman, it was replied by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Canpter], who is a distinguished member of the 
committee, who heard all the evidence before that committee, 
in answer to a question propounded by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. James], that there was a certain 
elass of individuals who had been exploiting public sentiment, 
who had been attempting to create public sentiment-in favor of 
the repeal of this law and in favor of the destruction of this 
free distribution of seeds. 

It was in evidence before that committee, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER], that eertain parties in- 
terested in the sale of seeds—certain retail dealers, certain job- 
bers—had been able to come here and organize a strong lobby 
or concerted effort to make a protest against the further con- 
tinuance of this free-seed proposition and in fayor of a change 
in the law. No farmers are represented here by a lobby. They 
are unable to gather about these Halls and committee rooms 
to protect their interests when threatened by the combined as- 
saults of sordid interests. I haye a great contempt for a lobby 
of any kind. I am not, however, disposed to criticise the right 
of any man or of any interest to be heard before a committee 
of this House or any committee of Congress, for I believe in the 
right of every man and every interest to be so heard, whether 
through the instrumentality of a properly accredited representa- 
tive or through the party directly interested; but I do think 
that where a lobby is organized and comes before a committee, 
actuated by a sordid and selfish motive, and favors the repeal 
of a law in their own personal interest and for ‘their own per- 
sonal benefit, especially where the law sought to be changed or 
repealed is one solely in- the interest of the farmers, that that 
lobby should be open to criticism, and what they say ought to 
be taken with a great deal of allowance. 

For, as a rule, lobbies are seldom formed and rarely ever 
occupied in the promotion of legitimate legislation, and are 
still less frequently actuated by pure and patriotic motives. 
This free-seed distribution, I confess, seriously in some in- 
stances interferes with the profits of these men who are en- 
gaged in the sale of seeds. We all understand that the men en- 
gaged in this business have always protested against this free 
distribution of seeds by the Government. It has been suggested 
that the same amount of seed purchased and distributed by the 
Government for $242,000 last year would have cost the farmers, 
if they had purchased same at retail prices from private deal- 
ers, the sum of $2,000,000. Therefore you can see the margin 
of profit in this business to the seed dealers of the country. 
If these gentlemen succeed in changing or altering the policy 
of this Government and destroy the distribution of these seeds, 
gentlemen can see the great profit that they expect to make. 
But that is not the serious objection, in my judgment, to this 
proposition of changing this policy of the Government. 

I am opposed to it because it is not a matter of economy and 
it does not lighten the burdens of the Government. It proposes 
to appropriate $238,000 to purchase the same kind of seeds and 
then place the distribution of these seeds under the control of 
What for? For the bene- 
fit of the agricultural interests, for the benefit of the farmer, to 
develop the agriculture of the country? No. But for a few 
scientists and experts who may experiment through the Agri- 
cultural Department at the cost of $238,000 annually, the same 
we are now paying for the free seeds, with a view of possibly 
discovering some method of improving the quality of a few 
seed, without any provision by which the farmer can be bene- 
fited by it. Where are the experimental places to be estab- 
lished? Where? Are they to go to your own district? No; 
there is no provision for that in this bill; it is in the discretion 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, and I want now to take this 
opportunity and occasion to pay the Secretary of Agriculture 
my humble compliment by saying that I believe that I reflect the 
universal opinion of the farmers in this country, especially of 
my own district and State, when I say that the Secretary of 
Agriculture is a man eminently fitted and worthy of the position 
that he holds, and the peer of any man, in my judgment, who 
has ever administered the affairs of that Department. 

I might say the same of Doctor Galloway. But these men 
seem to have indorsed a change of policy. Where are the bene- 
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fits of this change to go? Is it of adyantage to the Govern- 
ment? It does not go to the farmers. How are you going to 
improve the quality of the seeds sent out? In what manner? 
By what method? Is the farmer of this country to derive any 
benefit from it? Why do you want to experiment to improve 
the quality of seeds in the country if it does not redound to 
the benefit of the farmers of this country? How are you going 
to get the benefits to them? ‘There is no provision in this bill 
for it. Is it simply for the purpose of gratifying the curiosity 
and demonstrating the skill of these expert scientists that may 
be selected to investigate and inquire into the improvement and 
quality of the seeds of this country. I do not believe it is a 
proper policy. 

Sir, as I have already suggested, I shall not be astonished if 
the constituents of some of the Members of this Congress will 
not challenge their attention to the fact that this spasmodic 
effort to inaugurate reforms could have been accomplished with 
far better grace by letting their salaries remain where they 
have had the approval of many years, and have always been 
sufficient to induce worthy and distinguished statesmen to seek 
their suffrages to represent them in this the greatest legisla- 
tive body in the world, and permit them to enjoy the small 
favor of a few high-grade Government seeds. They may be 
reminded by some of their farmer constituents that they are 
unable to appreciate the disinterested statesmanship that would 
move this body to increase the pay of its Members 50 per cent, 
or about $1,300,000 annually, and at the same time, under the 
pretense of economy, retrenchment, and reform, abolish the 
free-seed distribution to the producers, who haye these in- 
creased burdens to meet out of the proceeds of their sweat and 
toil. 

Sir, I do not believe it is a wise change, and I am therefore 
opposed to the provision as it stands in this bill and shall yote 
to support the amendment to be later on offered by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. [Applause.] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the. Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Foster of Vermont, chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
24815, the agricultural appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: A 

H. J. Res. 190. Joint resolution extending protection of second 
proviso of section 1 of the act of December 21, 1904, to certain 
entrymen ; 

H. R. 23561. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and Benton 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company ; 

H. R. 28560. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Benton and Franklin coun- 
ties, in the State of Washington, by the North’Coast Railroad 
Company ; 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 23114. An act extending to the subport of Bellingham, 
in the State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section 
of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate 
transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement ; 

II. R. 24048. An act authorizing and empowering the Secre- 
tary of War to locate a right of way for and granting the same 
and a right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through the 
Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to the Spokane and Inland Empire Railroad Company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns ; 

H. R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Bennett; and 

II. R. 3980. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
G. Hammond. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
12 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: i 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submit- 
ting estimates for sites for public buildings at Hagerstown, Md., 
and Warren, Ohio—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting a report of the investigation of the east- 
ern bituminous coal situation—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for investigation of black 
sands of the United States—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. C. Waldrop, administrator of estate of Wellington Waldrop, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. - 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Stephen E. Brown against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. i 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Charles W. Hewgley against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for purchase of land for brigade post 
at Fort Oglethorpe, Ga.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission submitting an estimate of appropriation for the 
Commission for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recom- 
mending a reappropriation of money for furnishing the New 
York custom-house—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, recommending an 
appropriation in payment of the W. C. Walsh Company for 
mail service in Chicago—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, a 
draft of an amendment to the act of June 16, 1880, for the relief 
of certain settlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills of the following titles were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr.. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6229) to authorize 
the sale of public lands for cemetery purposes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6715); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 


‘| Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 6470) in relation to the Washington Market Company, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6718); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12222) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to fix the compensation of 
inspectors of customs, reported the same with amendment, ne- 
companied by a report (No. 6722); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20067) to remove dirt, gravel, sand, and other obstructions from 
the payed sidewalks and alleys in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
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companied by a report (No. 6724); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 22123) 
to amend an act to authorize the Baltimore and Washington 
Transit Company of Maryland to enter the District of Colum- 
bia, approved June S. 1896, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6736); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 
7042) to transfer jurisdiction of the Washington Aqueduct, the 
filtration Plant. and appurtenances to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6743) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (II. R. 24750) amending section 553 of the 
Code of Isiw for the District of Columbia, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6744); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 34) to empower 
the Secretary of War to allow burial of wives of deceased en- 
listed men in national cemeteries in the same graves as de- 
ceased soldiers, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6711) ; which said bill and repost were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whieh was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4267) to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors near the Government Hos- 
pital for the Insane and the District Almshouse, reported the 
sume with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6714); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 24603) to authorize the Atlanta, Birmingham and At- 
lantic Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Coosa 
River in the State of Alabama, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6716); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7170) to 
amend an act relating to service on foreign corporations, ap- 
proved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of Colum- 
bia” reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6720) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
9326) for the widening of Mills avenue NE. from Rhode Island 
avenue to Twenty-fourth street, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6721) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23384) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,’ 
regulating proceedings for condemnation of land for streets,” 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 6725); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 23830) governing the maintenance of stock yards, 
slaughterhouses, and packing houses in the District of Colum- 
bia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6726) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23940) for the extension of Albemarle street, NW., District of 
Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6727); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. . 

Mr. SHAOKLEFORD, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23941) to amend section 14 of the act approved July 29, 1892, 
entitled “An act for the preservation of the public peace and 
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the protection of property within the District of Columbia,” 
reported the same withoyt amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 6728) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
24361) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the Mer- 
cantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monon- 
gahela River. Pennsylvania, from a point in the borough of 
North Charleroi, Washington County, to a point in Rostraver 
Township, Westmoreland County,” approved March 14, 1904, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6729); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Ilouse Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 24867) to authorize the Inter-State Bridge and Terminal 
Railway Company of Kansas City, Kans., to construct a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kans., re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6730) ; whieh said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24746) for 
free lectures, reported the same without amendment, ctcompa- 
nied by a report (No. 6731) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KLINE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24841) to 
authorize The National Safe Deposit, Savings and Trust Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia to change its corporate name, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6732); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
24932) for the extension of School street NW., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6733); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 24272) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Mississippi River at or near Pike Rapids, in Mor- 
rison County, Minn., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6784) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24283) permitting the building of a 
railway bridge acrq’s the Mississippi River, in Morrison County 
and State of Minnesota, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6735); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KLINE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21669) 
to provide for the incorporation of banks within the District 
of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6737); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21684) to amend section 2 of the act entitled “An act regulating 
the retent on contracts with the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 31, 1906, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6739) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12690) to define the term of “ registered 
nurse” and to provide for the registration of nurses in the 
District of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6740); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22350) to authorize the recorder of 
deeds of the District of Columbia to recopy old records in his 
office, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6741); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5698) to regulate the practice of veterinary 
medicine in the District of Columbia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6742); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17212) to amend an act to incorporate 
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the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6738); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7034) to incorporate the International 
Sunday School Association of America, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6745) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, -private bills of the following 
titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5660) for the relief 
of Capt. William N. Hughes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6710) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22367) for the relief of Patrick Conlin, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6712) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3702) for 
the relief of the Gurley Memorial Presbyterian Church of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6717); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7028) for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers 
Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6719); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse report was delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19517) to amend and 
construe an act entitled “An ‘act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1900, and for other purposes,” in so far as the same re- 
lates to Virginia military, continental, or State land warrants, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
6723) ; which said bill and report were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 24925) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes— 
to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 24926) to amend section 1301, 
chapter 45, of the Code of Laws for the District of Colum- 
bia, relating to negligence causing death—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 24927) to increase the com- 
pensation of rural letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Ioads. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 24928) author- 
izing the construction of a dam across the Snake River, in the 


State of Washington, by the Benton Water Company—to the 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 24929) to increase the sal- 
ary of the deputy naval officer at the port of New York—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 24930) prohibiting the dis- 
tribution of circulars and certain other advertising matter on 
private property within the District of Columbia, and for other 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 24931) regulating certain licenses in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: A bill (H. R. 24932) for the extension of School 
street NW.—to the House Calendar. ? 
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By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 24933) to provide two addi- 
tional judges and other officers for the district of Alaska, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 24934) for the relief of cer- 
tain counties in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24935) to prevent 
the exclusion of a newspaper or periodical from the United 
States mails as second-class matter, after having been entered to 
such privilege, without due process of law—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
228) authorizing the President of the United States to appoint a 
commission to examine and report upon a route for the construc- 
tion of a free and open waterway to connect the waters of Dela- 
ware River and Raritan Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A resolution (H. Res. 792) 
to increase the salary of the assistant index clerk of the House— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (II. Res. 793) pro- 
viding for the payment to L. S. Terry of money for. services in 
the Pension Committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A resolution (H. Res. 794) to pay Her- 
man Gauss for expert and extra services rendered—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 24936) granting an increase 
of pension to Annie J. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. A 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 24937) granting an increase 
of pension to William D. Guertler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24938) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Coates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 24939) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma H. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 24940) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Timothy H. Gibson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 24941) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah G. Bloxom—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 24942) granting a pension 
to Adam Young—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (II. R. 24943) granting an 
increase of pension to Moses H. Pride—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24944) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Lamb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 24945) for the relief of 
M. I. Gallups, R. S. Smith, W. N. Gill, J. A. Weaver, I. S. 
Cadenhead, Davis Gillenwaters, and John MecLemore—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 24946) granting a pension 
to Phebe Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 24947) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Mailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 24948) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jacob Hufty, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24949) for the relief of Mary E. Willett 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24950) for the relief of the heirs of Hugh 
G. Glenn, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. i 

By Mr. ELLERBE: A bill (H. R. 24951) for the relief of 
George M. Staekhouse—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 24952) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David M. Myers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24953) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Conlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 24954) granting an increase 
of pension to Vachael Parrish—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24955) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24956) granting a pension to Jennings Dug- 
gins—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 24957) granting an increase 
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of pension to Francis H. Ferry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 24958) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Kanline—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (II. H. 24959) granting an increase 
of pension to William McClarance—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 24960) granting an incrense 
of pension to Charles S. Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 24961) granting an increase 
of pension to Augustus H. Hansell—to the-Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 24962) granting a pension to 
George Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 24963) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Macedonia Church, in Frederick County, Va.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 24964) granting a pension 
to Milton Lee—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 24965) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Gilbrech—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24966) granting a medal of honor to Jesse 
S. Harrold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 24967) granting an increase 
of pension to J. L. Adams—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. KELIHER: A bill (H. R. 24968) granting an increase 
of pension to John Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (IT. R. 24969) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles N. Stafford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24970) granting a pension to Joseph P. 
Dalton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 24971) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elijah Devore—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 24972) granting an increase 
of pension to Leonidas Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24973) granting an increase of pension to 
D. C. Brownson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24974) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip Isaac Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A Dill (H. R. 24975) granting a pension to 
Henry Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 24976) grant- 
ing a pension to Smith Crowell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 24977) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert De Barry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 24978) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas M. Grahame—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 24979) for the relief of 
G. M. D. Alexander, administrator of the estate of R. M. Alex- 
ander, decensed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 24980) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen Prior—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 24981) for 
the_relief of James Henry and Porter Henry—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 24982) granting an increase of 
pension to James F. Trobridge—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 24983) granting 
a pension to Julia M. Hinsdill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 24984) granting an increase 
of pension to Lauranah J. Hedgepeth—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17260) granting a pension to Josephine Stew- 
art Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21128) granting a pension to Johanna O'Brien 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21130) granting a pension to Margaret Mc- 
Nally—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 24781) granting a pension to John S. Woods 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23499) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Myers—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24575) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Freeman—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (II. R. 9448) granting an increase of pension to T. B. 
Hockey—Connmnittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (II. R. 10181) granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
Crew—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Ry the SPEAKER: Petition of Henry Vickers et al., citizens 
of Greater New York, against interference in affairs of the 
Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of John M. Gudrongen et al., of Climax, Minn., 
for amendment of the free alcohol bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of George J. Baldwin, for an 
Appalachian forest reseryation—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petitions of the Savannah Clearing Association aud the 
Fourth National Bank of Atlanta, Ga., for bill H. R. 23017—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BARCHEFELD: Petitions of citizens of Manning, 
S. C,: Fond du Lac, Wis.; Trudean, N. J.; Charleston. W. Va.: 
Sedro Woolley, Wash.; Schoolcraft, Mich,; Sandy Hill, N. V.; 
Stevens and Grant counties, Mich.; Grand Forks, N. Dak. ; Alex- 
ander, III.; Bellingham, Wash., and Cumberland, N. J., against 
bill S. 5221, to regulate the practice of osteopathy in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Samuel Mahuren—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of the New Immigrants’ Protect- 
ive League, against the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of citizens of Wausau, Wis., against 
the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill for relief. of 
James K. Garland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Sarah G. Bloxom—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 2 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Papers to accompany bills for re- 
lief of Louis Lamb and Moses H. Pride—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ed- 
ward Mailey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Henry L. Pengilly and Henry Denzer—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Michael Cook Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Faribault, Minn., for passage of the age pension bill— 
to the Committee. on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Finus M. Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of heirs of Hugh C. 
Glenn, Mary E. Willett, and heirs of Jacob Hufty—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the National Private Commercial 
School Managers’ Association, for revision of the postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Massachusetts State Fed- 
eration of Women’s Clubs, for forest-reservation law (S. 4953)— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of N. H. Ray, of Shabbona, III., for an amend- 
ment of the railway-rate law to permit exchange of advertising 
for transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreigu 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of W. W. Wilkerson (previously referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Hebrew 
citizens of Massachusetts, against enactment of a law to restrict 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation, F7 : 
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By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William B. Booker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of John W. Morris, against sec- 
tion 3 of bill S. 976—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Bertrand Rockwell, for bill H. R. 23109 
(increase of pay in the Regular Army)—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the First National Bank of America, for bi!l 
II. R. 23017 (reform of currency laws)—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the Rhode Island State 
Grange, against passage of the ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of the International Seamen's 
Union of America, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
M. Freeman (previously referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions) —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of George W. Congle et al., citizens, 
against the employment of Asiatic coolies on the Panama 
Canal—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the California Promotion Committee, for an 
appropriation to improve Sacramento River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Norwich City Lodge; No. 62, 
O. B. A., of Norwich, Conn., against any further restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the Soldiers’ Relief Com- 
mission, for an amendment to the McCumber bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Joseph Burke, of San Francisco, 
against the employment of Asiatic laborers on the Panama 
Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the California Promotion Committee, for im- 
provement of Sacramento River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, for improvement of the Government Post-Office 
Department favorable to rates for second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Boston Association of Retail Druggists, 
against application of the Sherman trust law inimical to organi- 
zation and cooperation of small dealers—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of H. M. Batchelder et al., against bill H. R. 
7052—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Beatrice H. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Association, for 
further enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of 45 citizens of Omaha and South Omaha, 
for the Hamilton bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: Petition of the forty-fourth general as- 
sembly of the State of Missouri and the board of aldermen of 
the city of Excelsior Springs, against extension of time by the 
Federal Government for building a bridge on the Winner Piers— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the New Jersey State 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, that the forest-reservation bill 
be passed—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Taunton Association, of 
Massachusetts, for intervention by the United States in behalf 
of natives of the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Federation of Jewish Charities and the 
United Hebrew Benevolent Association, against enactment of 
the Dillingham-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McNARY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles J. M. Temple, Otis H. Barnes, Patrick F. Shevlins, and 
William V. Monroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Wholesale 
Liquor Dealers’ Association of Pennsylvania, for bill H. R. 
4490, relative to the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana: Petition of the Indiana 
Grain Dealers’ Association, for legislation in harmony with the 
action of the Union Grades Congress relative to a uniform 


classification of grain and seeds throughout the United States, 
and placing such classification under supervision and control of 
the Federal Government—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Matthew G. McKelyey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of J. W. Choate and 
J. M. D. Alexander—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Sherman, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of Pennsylvania, for bill H. R. 4490—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of James Henry and Porter Henry—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Division No. 2, of Buffalo, N. T., 
Order Railway Conductors, against bill S. 5133 —to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of the Chicago Clearing 
House Association, for bill H. R. 23017—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of William Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Petition of the Journal, of Henderson, 
Ky., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of Rev. F. L. Gould et al., citi- 
zens of Allerton, Ill., for bill H. R. 13655 (the Littlefield-Dolliver 
bill) —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
J. T. Blackman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ar- 
thur S. Tibbitts—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


Sarurpay, January 26, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Hare, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office submitting 
the draft of a proposed amendment to the second section of the 
act of June 16, 1880, for the relief of certain settlers on public 
lands and to provide for the payment of certain fees, purchase 
money, and commissions paid on yoid entries on publie lands; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Louise A. Crosby, widow of Pierce Crosby, de- 
ceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying pa- 
per, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browne, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution, with amendments; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 7099. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther A. 
Cleaveland; and 

S. R. 86. Joint resolution granting an extension of time to cer- 
tain homestead entrymen. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 529. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
L. Arnold ; 

H. R. 830. An act granting an increase of pension to Hezekiah 
Dezarn 

II. R. 1019. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
B. Bayless ; 

H. R. 1233. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Davis; 

H. R. 1373. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
Bacon; 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1733 


: oe R. 1778. An act granting a pension to Jefferson L. Jen- 
nings; 
H. R. 2049. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Arey; 
GAE EAS An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
amm; 
H. R. 2777. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
F. Durgin: 
II. R. 2781. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. B. Wyman; 
H. R. 2878. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn M. 
Cheevers; : 
H. R. 3002. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
C. Johnston ; 
H. R. 3204. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Anthony ; 
H. R. 3208. An act granting a pension to Isabel T. Borthwick ; 
H. R. 3352. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
R. Roraback; 
H. R. 3720. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
McNulty ; 
H. R. 3977. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Vorous; 
II. R. 5709. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary H. 
Patterson; 
H. R. 5854. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 
Gurnee; 
II. R. 5856. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Offinger ; 
a II. 57 6161. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
rnest ; 
175 R. 6491. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
ey; 
H. R. 6575. An act granting an increase of pension to Raw- 
leigh M. Monin ; 
H. R. 6589. An act granting an increase of pension to Manoah 
W. Dunkin; 
H. R. 6880. An act granting an increase of pension to Marine 
D. Tackett; ` 
N 85 R. 6887. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
aylor; 
II. R. 6948. An act granting an increase of pension to Linas 
Van Steenburg ; 
H. R. 7415. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Brawner ; 
H. R. 7416. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
R. Boger; ` 
II. R. 7538. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son H. Hudson; 
H. R. 7918. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Buxton; i $ 
H. R. 8{64. An act granting an increase of pension to Jackson 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
J. Timmons; 
H. R. 8673. 
C. S. Gray; 
II. R. 8718. 
T. Rowe; 
II. R. 8816. 
II. R. 9073. 
McCracken ; 
H. R. 9450. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Brown; 
H. R. 9576. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wagner ; 
H. R. 9655. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Crooks ; 
II. R. 9767. An act granting a pension to William J. Crane; 
H. R. 10188. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Conn ; 
itn 10598. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
W. Mills; 
H. R. 10874. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Pfahl; 
H. R. 11098. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Robinson ; 
H. R. 11279. An act to remove the charge of absence without 
leave from the military record of Oscar O, Bowen; 
II. R. 11523. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
L. Hamill; 
2 II. R. 11535. An act granting a pension to Margarette R. 
Bacon; : 
H. R. 11693. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Davison; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Marcena 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting a pension to Mary Schoske; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Melissa 


H. R. 11740. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
R. Dill; 

H. R. 11754. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Helvey; 

II. R. 11980. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Boulton; 

H. R. 11994. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
W. Wright; 

H. R. 12033. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Irwin; 

arkan 12095. An act granting an increase of pension to Atticus 
Lewis ; 

H. R. 12154. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Collins; 

II. R. 12250. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Naus; * 

II. R. 12355. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Thompson; 

H. R. 12458. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Saylor ; 

H. R. 12496. An act granting an increase of pension to Hurl- 
butt L. Farnsworth ; 

H. R. 13681. An act granting a pension to Amos Vaughan, alias 
William Shanks; 


H. R. 13706. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
C. Roach; 
II. R. 13769. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Angel; 
H. R. 13835. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Crane; 
H. R. 13920. An act granting an increase of pension to Oren 
D. Curtis; 
H, R. 13960. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Manning; 
H. R. 14777. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Clark; 
H. R. 15012. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Curry; 
II. R. 15136. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Justin; 
II. R. 15189. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney 
S. Skinner; 
H. R. 15353. An act granting an increase of pension to Abby J. 
Bryant; 
II. R. 13903. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S. Scudder ; 
II. R. 16020. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Brink ; 
H. R. 16046. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Province; 
II. R. 16322. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Limpert; 
H. R. 16391. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Jackson ; ; 
H. R. 16855. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Peden ; 
II. R. 16907. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarke 
S. Cole; 
II. R. 16978. An act granting an increase of pension to Max 
Mueller; 
II. R. 17061. An act granting an increase of pension to Iva O. 
Shepardson ; 
il. R. 17547. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
L. M. Mentz; 
H. R. 17618. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna F. 
Burlingame; 
II. R. 17750. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Gustus ; : 
H. R. 17783. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
West; 
H. R. 17831. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Bowman; 
II. R. 18213. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Ingram; 
II. R. 18245. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
D. McCurdy; .- : x 
II. R. 18344. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Todd; 
H. R. 18450. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Howell; 


H. R. 18602. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
E. Netser ; À 
H. R. 18968. An act granting a pension to Vance Perkins; 
H. R. 19042. An act granting a pension to Georgetta K. Collum; 
Pg a T An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
` bd ? . 


— 
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II. R. 19175. 
B. Arnott: 

II. R. 19369. 
F. G. Cliborne ; 


II. R. 19450. 
C. Eastep; 

II. R. 19408. 
Neely ; 

H. R. 19499. 
Milson ; 92 

II. R. 19537. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


S. E. Newbury: 


II. R. 19578. 
A. Rogers: 

II. R. 19589. 

II. R. 19592. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Aaron Davis: 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam B. Corley ; 


II. R. 19613. 
A. Pryce; 
H. R. 19650. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


ander W. Taylor ; 


H. R. 19775. 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


Greenup Meece; 


II. R. 20008. 
line A. Smith ; 
II. R. 20107. 

A. Brown; 

H. R. 20125. 
Küchler: 

II. R. 20126. 
ret Pint; 

II. R. 20187. 
Duft; 

II. R. 20243. 
< Heinzen ; 

H. R. 20261. 
Subers ; 

H. R. 20283. 
D. Bole; 

TI. R. 20413. 

H. R. 20446. 
H. Groves; 

II. R. 20455. 
MeCallin ; 

H. R. 20493. 
F. Connery: 

H. R. 20577. 
II. R. 20615. 

T. Baldwin: 

II. R. 20616. 
Fornwalt; 

H. R. 20684. 
M. Neal; 

H. R. 20687. 
Dixon; 

H. R. 20688. 
M. Storey ; 

II. R. 20718. 
Quinn ; 

H. R. 20782. 
Benson ; 

H. R. 20738. 

H. R. 20740. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Caro- 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


Ar 


= 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
An 
An 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
act granting an increase of pension to Jobn J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Anton 
An act granting an increase of pension to Burris 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An 
An 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Eva Louise Eberlin ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Mary Kaisted ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Julia 


An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an merase of pension to Timothy 
An act granting an increase of pension to Le Roy 


An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Hawkes ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Guth- 


ridge L. Phillips; 


II. R. 20823. 
II. Webb; 

II. R. 20858. 
C. Thompson; 

II. R. 20933. 
D. Walker; 

II. R. 20957. 
. Chagnon; 

H. N. 21022. 
N. Gootee; 

H. R. 21025. 
May: 

II. R. 21039. 
J. Weller; 

II. R. 21087. 
Manice; 

II. R. 21097. 
W. Martin; 

II. R. 21103. 
Palmer; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


II. R. 21111. 
Graham; 

II. R. 21115. 
ter Bick ford: 

II. R. 21118. 
Hartman ; 

H. R. 21120. 
Lynch; 

H. R. 
Wood; 

H. R. 21133. 
W. Cosgrove ; 

II. R. 21134. 
erick Kriner; 

II. R. 21175. 

H. R. 21238. 
Gahan; 

H. R. 21249. 

II. R. 21257. 
Morris; 

II. R. 21268. 

II. R. 21276. 
tian Roessler; 

II. R. 21289. 
Lewis; 

II. R. 21294. 
D. Allen; 

II. R. 21298. 
Pence; 

H. R. 21301. 
Goodier ; 

H. R. 21312. 
Roger: 

II. R. 21316. 
Rhodes ; 

H, R: 21356. 
C. Miller; 

H. R. 21373. 
E. Cosgrove; 

II. R. 21374. 
II. Homan; 

II. R. 21410. 
M. Kell; 

II. R. 21423. 
E. Wood: 

II. R. 21425. 
N. Brown; 

II. R. 21426. 
Ross; 

II. R. 21433. 
W. Lasley ; 

II. R. 21461. 
Huff; - 

H. R. 21462. 
H. Wickham; 
II. R. 21473. 
B. Wood ; 

H. R. 21476. 
A. Winslow; 

H. R. 21506. 
Howe; 

H. R. 21508. 
Barber ; 

II. R. 21515. 
Wheeler ; 

II. R. 21516. 
Murtha: 

H. R. 21540. 
L. Wilson: 

H. R. 21563. 


21121. 


ritt M. Smart; 


H. R. 21588. 


ert Medworth ; 


, 


H. R. 21604. 
liam Girdler ; 
H. R. 21618. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
An act granting an increase of pension to Syives- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 


An act granting a pension to Martin J. Flagstad ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


act granting a pension to Minnie Scheele ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An 
An 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Rollin S. Belknap; 
act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
An act granting an inerease of pension to Jesse 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lissie 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jolm A. 


AI 


= 


act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Ernst 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Blanche 
An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
act granting an inerease of pension to George 
act granting an increase-of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
act granting an inerease of pension to Jacob 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mer- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Le- 


onidas W. Reavis; 


H. R. 21621. 
A. Mayes; 
II. R. 21718. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva 


An act granting an increase of pension to Franz 


Z. F. W. Jensen; 


II. R. 21740. 
R. Klindt; 

H. R. 21764. 
Stannah; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Maria 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ment 
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H. R. 21769. An act granting a pension to Emma C. Aikin; 

H. R. 21782. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
derson Graham ; 

II. R. 21787. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Porter ; 

II. R. 21838. An act granting an increase of pension to Fan- 

nie J. Terry; 
II. R. 21853. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Whitaker; 

II. R. 21894. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
W. Pierce; 

H. R. 21923. 
tian Fuchs; 

H. R. 21962. 
Osterheld; 

II. R. 21988. An act granting a pension to Philip Dieter; 

II. R. 22002. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sebas- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


B . An act granting an increase of pension to Sanford 
D. Payne; 8 
II. R. 22017. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Adolphus Cooley ; ce 
i 7 R. 22018. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
ells ; 
H. R. 22020. 
Keller ; 
H. R. 22022. 
H. Shaver ; 
H. R. 22025. 
II. Cook; 
II. R. 22034. 
A. Wonder; 
H. R. 22035. 
min Swayze; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 


H. R. 22036. An act granting a pension to Emma A. Hawkes; 
+ H. R. 22050. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

rost; 
e R. 22068, An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 

acy ; 

H, R. 22079. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
D. Grayson ; 

H. R. 22089. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
G. Bailey ; 

H. R. 22099. An act granting an increase of pension to Libbie 
D. Lowry; 

H. R. 22101. An act granting a pension to Mack Rittenberry ; 


53. An act granting a pension to Antonio Archuleta ; 
An act granting a pension to Hiram C. Jett; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
H. R. 22222. An act granting an increase of pension to. John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
Kitchen ; 

H. R. 22230. 
beth T. Hays; 
II. R. 22240. An act granting a pension to James M. Ping; 

II. R. 22252. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Tyson; 

II. R. 22262. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth S. Os- 
borne ; 

H. R. 22269. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
L. Rosencrans ; 

H. R. 22276. An act granting an increase of pension to War- 
ren A. Sherwood ; 

H. R. 22279. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Griffith; - : 

H. R. 22282. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward H. Lunn;' 

H. R. 22284. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Ruble; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


H. R. 22285. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis’ 


Remington, alias John Baker; : 

H. R. 22297. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
L. Dicus; 

H. R. 22318. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
D. Cox; 

H. R. 22322. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria 


Cross; 
H. R. 22359. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
ood; 


H. R. 22388. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
A. Peabody ; 

H. R. 22408. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Preston ; 


H. R. 22425. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Sires ; 

H. R. 22428. An act granting an increase of pension to Dora T. 
Bristol ; 

H. R. 22434. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
McCormick ; 
H. R. 22440. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Mose; 

H. R. 22443. An act granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
S. Strickland; 

H. R. 22462. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Chamberlain ; 

H. R. 22522, An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Harroun ; 

H. R. 22542. An act granting an increase of pension to Char- 
lotte S. O'Neall; 
22550. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
Reber; 
. 22601. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 


. 22609. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bayley; 

H. R. 22620. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Abbott; 

H. R. 22623. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Willison ; 

H. R. 22634. An act granting an increase of pension to Helon 
Wilson; 

II. R. 22635. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Williams; 

H. R. 22642. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Gregory ; à 

H. R. 22696. An act granting a pension to Charles F. Elling- 
wood; 3 

H. R. 22715. An act granting an increase of pension to Ter-. 
rance Doyle; ‘ 

H. R. 22746. An act granting an increase of pension to Felix 
G. Cobb; 

II. R. 22747. An act granting a pension to Celestia E. Outlow; 

H. R. 22750. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Jenkins ; 

H. R. 22762. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Gilbert; 

H. R. 22764. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
V. Carr; 

H. R. 227 
Sanders; 

II. R. 22820. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. Schmutz ; 

H. R. 22838. An act granting an increase of pension to W. Ira 
Templeton ; 

H. R. 22842, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Hodges ; 

H. R. 22846. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Holmes, alias George Langin ; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary S. 


H. R. 22927. An act granting an increase of pension to William. 
A. Leach; 

H. R. 22929. An act granting an increase of pension to John O. 
McNabb ; 

H. R. 22951. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice 
E. Ragan; 

H. R. 22978. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adams ; 

H. R. 22985. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Bauerlin ; 

H. R. 22990. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
A. Lander ; 

H. R. 23057. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Davidson ; 

H. R. 23096. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Colding ; 

H. R. 23121. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Vroman; : 

H. R. 23135. An act granting a pension to Roseanna King; 

H. R. 23136. An act granting an increase of pension to Syl- 
vanus Sloat; 

H. R. 23143. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Robbins ; 

H. R. 23153. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Quien ; 

H. R. 23182. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Ella Wrenn ; f 
‘ 5 An act granting a pension to Jennie E. Lucken- 

ach ; : 
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I. R. 23195. An act granting an increase of pension to Aurora 


Garwood Ellis 


* 


II. R. 23197. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 


E. Brown; 


H. R. 23234. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Walsh, alias James Powers; 


H. R. 23241. 
Loomis ; 

H. R. 23247. 
I. Stults ; 

II. R. 23250. 

II. R. 23265. 
Helton ; 

II. R. 23278. 
M. Morris; 

II. R. 23279. 
II. Moore; 

II. R. 23281. 
T. Fisher; 

II. R. 23299. 
Goodlander ; 

H. R. 23327. 
Sheets; 

IL. R. 23339. 
L. Burnham ; 

H. R. 23357. 
M. Houston ; 

II. R. 23865. 
Seitz: 

II. R. 23371. 
Crecelius ; 

H. R. 23394. 


An 
An 


An 


Añ, 


Al 


An 


At 


= 


An 
An 


Ar 


t=] 


An 
An 
An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting a pension to Georgie A. Mercer; 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to David 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Clark 


act to provide for an additional district judge 


for the northern and southern districts of California ; 
II. R. 23423. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbridge 


Simpson ; 

H. R. 23458. 
D. Ellis; 

H. R. 23468. 
Becker; 

H. R. 23475. 
J. Green ; 

H. R. 23477. 
line Vick; 

H. R. 23481. 
Price; 

H. R. 23495. 
Sliger ; 

H. R. 23522. 
W. Shacklett ; 

H. R. 23526. 
D. Jordan ; 

H. R. 23527. 
H. Knighten ; 

H. R. 23528. 
Smith; 

II. R. 23549. 
Carter ; 

II. R. 23550. 
beth C. Smith; 

II. R. 23593. 
M. Buck; 

II. R. 23390. 
B. Stansil; 

II. R. 23608. 
Manley; 

II. R. 23622. 
min Maple; 


II. R. 23624. 


M. Williams; 
II. R. 236-4. 

J. Schreiner; 
II. R. 23645. 

L. Griswold; 
II. R. 23650. 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
act granting an increase of pension to Adam 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


An 


An 


An 


An 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
act granting as increase of pension to Alfred 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
act granting an increase of pension to Alvina 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


act to quiet titie to lands on Jicarilla Reser- 


vation, and to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to cause 
allotments to be made, and to dispose of the merchantable 
timber, and for other purposes ; 

II. R. 23651. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


W. Wilson ; 


H. R. 23652. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Zimmerman ; 
H. R. 23653. An act granting an increase of pension to Dewitt 


C. Chapman; 


II. R. 23656. An act, granting an increase of pension to John 


Kilpatrick ; 


H. R. 23683. 
Phillips ; 
H. R. 23684. 
C. Cadwell; 
H. R. 23686. 
H. Kehlbeck ; 
H. R. 23687. 
H. R. 23699. 
Countryman ; 
H. R. 23703. 
don Kelly; 
H. R. 23705. 


ick P. Gaudineer : 


H. R. 23739. 
beth Pillow; 

II. R. 23762. 
laide Wagner; 

II. R. 23764. 
C. Fisher; 

II. R. 23770. 
D. Combs; 

H. R. 23772. 
ance Davis; 

II. R. 23773. 
II. Pierce; 

II. R. 23774. 
Kelley ; 

II. R. 23777. 
Marshall; 

H. R. 23778. 
Clapper ; 

H. R. 23781. 
Higgins; 

H. R. 23783. 
W. Buzzell ; 

H. R. 23792. 
McCullock ; 

II. R. 23795. 
McMahon ; 

H. R. 23803. 
C. Jones: 

H. R. 23804. 
E. Sparkman ; 

H. R. 23805. 
Hamilton ; 

H. R. 23810. 
Everson ; 

H. R. 23811. 
Cross ; 

II. R. 23812. 
Dewhurst ; 

H. R. 23845. 
W. Cassle; 

H. R. 23846. 
Ann Kendig; 

H. R. 23858. 
M. Cox; 

H. R. 23870. 
ica J. Austin ; 

H. R. 23872. 
Blacker : 

II. R. 23874. 
liam R. Horn; 

H. R. 23877. 
A. Edwards; 

II. R. 23899. 
P. Hanna; 

II. R. 23915. 

II. R. 23937. 
Heinrichs; 

II. R. 23958. 
W. Parsons; 

II. R. 23969. 
liam Morson ; 

H. R. 23973. 
Loor Reger; 

H. R: 23981. 


An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
AL 


= 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


An 
An 
An 


An 


Elizabeth Fuller ; 


H. R. 23984. 
Miller ; 


An 
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act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to Harry 
act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting a pension to Blanche C. Polk; 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to Claren- 
act granting an increase of pension to Freder- 
act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
act granting an increase of pension to Ade- 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Temper- 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Honora 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Zeurial 
act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
act granting an increase of pension to Dayid 
act granting an increase of pension to Phoebe 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to Ira J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Theron 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
‘act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
act granting an increase of pension to Amer- 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting a pension to William Stegal; 
act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension. to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


H. R. 24017. An act granting an increase of pension te Timothy 


Hanlon; 


H. R. 24018. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Adams Miller; 


1907. 


H. R. 24019. 
Brown; 

H. R. 24023. 
H. Clark; 

H. R. 24056. 
Copher ; 

H. R. 24064. 

H. R. 24078. 
J. Sevey ; 

H. R. 24096. 
F. Peacock ; 

II. R. 24099. 
min J. Puckett; 

II. R. 24155. An 
N. Porter; 

II. R. 24182. 
Delaney ; 

H. R. 24185. 
S. Weller; 


act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 


act granting a pension to Mary Murray; 
act granting an increase of pension to Warren 


act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


II. R. 24187. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
G. Reid; 

H. R. 24188, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Moore; 

H. R. 24192. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Lee; 

H. R. 24208. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


Sunderland ; 

II. R. 24214. 
beth Hodge ; 

H. R. 24231. 
lom Sivley ; 

II. R. 24230. An 
bal A. Johnson; 

H. R. 24268. An 
Olin: 

II. R. 24303. 
M. Ezell; 

II. R. 24321. 
II. Wilcox; 

II. R. 24323. 
M. Brown; 

II. R. 24300. An 
mial F. Pittman; 

II. R. 24380. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Woodruff Woolley; 

II. R. 24883. An act granting an increase of pension to Shad- 
rack H. J. Alley; 

H. R. 24415. An 
G. Hight: 

II. R. 24418. An 
Flowers; 

II. R. 24479. An 
D. Pope; 

II. R. 24513. An 
man H. Buck; 

II. R. 24616. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias 
Shirk ; 

H. R. 24620. An 
beth Balew; and 

H. R. 24671. An 
tine Sorrell; 

The foregoing House pension bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Greencastle, Ind., praying for 
an investigation into the charges made and filed against Hon. 
Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the White and Black River 
Improvement Association, of Newport, Ark., praying that an 
appropriation of $50,000,000 be made for the improvement of 
the waterways of the country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the National German- 
American Alliance, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Alfred L. Castle, of 
the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 
for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of 
the Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. à 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the congregation 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Absa- 
act granting an increase of pension to Hanni- 
act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
An act granting an increase of pension to Gillum 
An act granting an increase of pension to Belah 
An act granting an increase of pension to Talcott 


act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 


act granting an increase of pension to Laura 
act granting an increase of pension to Kate 
act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 


act granting an increase of pension to Bow- 


act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
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of the Advent Church of Dover, N. II., and a petition of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Dover, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Liberal Immigration 
League, of New York City, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to further restrict immigration; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the mayor and common 
council of the city of Millyille, N. J., praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the improvement of the Maurice River, 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of Harvey Garrison, of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine 
Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 

Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, praying that an appropriation 
be made for the erection of a dry dock in the harbor at that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. 
Mx. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Port 
Chester, Queens County, Middleport, and Brasher Falls; of the 
congregations of the First Baptist Church of Andover, and the 
Baptist Church of Fort Edward; of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Poland; of Huguenot Grange, No. 1028, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Ulster, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enåctment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARMACK presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Lexington, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER presented a petition of the Central Labor 
Union, American Federation of Labor, of Danbury, Conn., pray- 
ing for the ratification of international arbitration treaties; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men's Association 
of New Britain, Conn., praying for the enactinent of legislation 
providing for a reclassification and increase in the salaries of 
postal clerks in all first and second class post-offices ; which was 
referred to the, Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7840) granting an increase of pension to Lewis A. 
Towne; and 

A bill (H. R. 13884) granting a pension to Helen Augusta 
Mason Boynton. P 

SARAH A. CLAPP. 


Mr. GEARIN. On yesterday I reported from the Committee 
on Claims the bill (H. R. 1738) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp. 
I ask leave to submit a report in connection with that bill, and 
that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is go or- 
dered. : 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 8126) authorizing 
the enlargement of military reservations by. exchange of lands; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. DU PONT introduced a bill (S. 8127) authorizing the 
appointment of Lieut. Col. Frederick Fuger, United States 
Army, retired, on the retired list of the Army with the rank of 
brigadier-general; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 8128) granting to 
the St. Johns Light and Power Company a right of way for 
street railroad purposes through the United States military res- 
eryation of Fort Marion, in St. Augustine, Fla., and through 
other Government property in said city; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 8129) granting an increase 
of pension to Asa S. Hugill; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. X 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8130) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac Wharton; which was read twice by its title, 
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and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 8131) for the relief of 


certain counties in the State of Illinois; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 8132) for the relief of 
J. Bloomstein, administrator of the estate of Jacob Bloom- 
stein; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 8133) to amend an act 
entitled “An act providing for the transfer of forest reserves 
from the Department of the Interior to the Department of 
Agriculture,” approved February 1, 1905; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PETTUS (for Mr. Morcan) introduced a bill (S. 8134) 
for the relief of the heirs of Andrew J. Brazelton, deceased ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 8135) to authorize the 
Mobile Railway and Dock Company to dredge a channel from 
the 30-foot curve on the west side of the deep water in Mobile 
Bay into Dauphin Island Bay through Pass Drury; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $10,000 to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 
tinue the experiments in the orange-growing States for the 
eradication of the pest known as the “ white fly,” intended to 
be proposed by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, and ordered to be printed. a 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $75,000 for the purchase and improvement of play- 
grounds sites in the District of Columbia, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment relative to the salaries 
of consular clerks, intended to be proposed by him to the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Yesterday there were about twenty-five of 
the pension bills which were not prepared. They were reported 
yesterday, but did not reach the clerks at the desk in time to be 
considered. I ask unanimous consent for their passage this 
morning. j 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator wait until the morning business 
is closed. = 

Mr. McCUMBER. if that be the desire, I will do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota for that purpose later. 

COAL-LAND ENTRIES IN ALASKA. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. There is a resolution which came over from yes- 
terday, which I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish the Senator would allow me just a 
moment before that is taken up. I desire to call attention to 
the bill (H. R. 17415) to authorize the assignees of coal-land 
locations to make entry under the coal-land laws applicable to 
Alaska. It was passed at the last session, and the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] entered a motion to reconsider 
the bill. I ask unanimous consent that the motion to recon- 
sider may be adopted, and that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I understand that that course is 
satisfactory to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I doubt if it will be necessary to recommit 
the bill unless the Senator desires it. I am quite willing to haye 
the motion disposed of on Monday. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask to have the motion considered and the 
bill recommitted. I think that is what the Senator wants. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I am not sure but that I will ask unani- 
mous consent to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. NELSON.. To withdraw the motion to reconsider? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. So if the Senator will let it go until 
Monday I think it can be 

Mr. NELSON. All right. 


SOLICITATION FOR LEGISLATION BY OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolution No. 231, coming over from yesterday, proposing to 
direct the Secretary of the Navy to investigate as to whether a 
certain order and regulations in regard to influencing legislation 
are being violated by any officer or employee of his Department. 

Mr. HALE. Unless some Senator desires to have the resolu- 
tion read, it need not be read again. It was read at the desk 
yesterday carefully, and it is quite a long resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
Maine if the noted statement is the sole basis for the resolu- 
tion? I read from a memorandum in the resolution which calls 
for the action of the Senate, and I am wondering if that is the 
sole offense with which these naval officers are charged. 

Mr. HALE. I must say that it is hardly an offense with 
which these officers are charged. It is, in a way, interfering 
and trying to influence legislation in a manner contrary to the 
orders and regulations of the Department and the Presidentia! 
order. I notice that in the other House a Member of that body 
has called attention to such importunities and has brought out 
more fully circulars that have been sent to midshipmen at 
Annapolis, furnishing them with a form to send to their parents 
in order that they may send it to Congressmen. 

I have no desire, I will say to the Senator, to punish anyone, 
but it has become apparent that here was a determination ‘to 
force a bill through when it should be left to the responsibility 
of the House and Senate as to what course it should take in 
what is called the“ personnel bill.” It is a very important bill, 
and I baye no doubt it will receive very careful consideration 
from the committees in both Houses. I am certain that it will 
in the Senate. It involves very grave and serious questions, and 
that there will be some legislation on the subject I have no 
doubt. 

But, in common with other Senators and with other Members, 
I felt that just now there is a violation of this order. However 
other Senators may think about the order, it is existing and in 
force. I do not care to discuss it. I felt that it was proper to 


‘call the attention of the Secretary of the Navy to it; that is all. 


I will say to the Senator from Ohio that that is the only object 
I have in view. However any Senator may feel about the Presi- 
dential order, I do not think, on reflection, in this situation at 
the end of the session he can object to our calling the attention 
of the Secretary to the matter. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, I have read the memorandum very 
carefully, and I fail to see wherein the circulation of the mem- 
orandum conflicts either with the order of the President or the 
regulations cited in the resolution. The memorandum, which 
has been circulated among midshipmen and naval officers, says: 


This is the short session of Congress, and with the exception of the 
oc bills none will receive consideration that do not command 
the interest and mg op of a large proportion of the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives. This bill has an excellent chance of being enacted into 
law at this session if each officer and midshipman will promptly and 
effectively do his part toward obtaining the interest and support nec- 
essary to success. Each officer and mi pry yar knowing that the bill, 
if enacted into law, would tremendously add to the efficiency of the per- 
sonnel, should immediately write or telegraph the Senators and Con- 
gressmen representing his State and district, giving his own reasons in 
his own way for urging them to consider and act on the bill at this ses- 
sion of Congress. Each one should also write influential friends at 
home and urge them to write or telegraph their Senators and Congress- 
men to act at this session on the Navy rsonnel bill transmitted to 
Congress in a special message by the President on December 17. Urge 
them to protest against any delay. Also all local newspapers should 
be requested to aid in the fight. 


Then the resolution follows, which is— 


That the 8 of the Navy be, and is hereby, directed to investi- 

te as to whether the foregoing order and nlations have been, or are 
Gens. violated any officer or employee of his Department and to re- 
port the result of his investigation to Congress. 


The attention of the Secretary of the Navy is directed first to 
the order of the President, which is as follows: 

All officers and employees of the United States of every description, 
serving in or under any of the Executive Departments, and whether so 
serving in or out of Washington, are hereby forbidden, either directly 
or ind tly, individually or Sale associations, to solicit an increase 
of pay, or to influence or attempt to influence in their own interest any 
other legislation whatever, either before Congress or its committees, or 
in any way save through the heads of the rtments in or under 
which they serve, on penalty of dismissal from Government service. 


I fail to see, Mr. President, where urgent action upon the per- 
sonnel bill, which has been recommended in a special message 
by the President and recommended by the Secretary of the 
Navy, and which confessedly is important legislation, conflicts 
with this order of the President, since it can hardly be con- 
strued as legislation directly affecting their pay or in their 
personal interest. 
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So two sections of the regulations for the government of 
the Navy of the United States are cited. The first is article 251: 

Combinations of officers for the purpose of influencing legislation, 
remonstrating against orders. or complaining of details of duty are 
forbidden ; and no person shall delay obedience to an order for the pur- 
pose of making remonstrance or complaint. 


Then article 232: 


All petitions, remonstrances, memorials. and communications from 
any officer or officers of the Navy or Marine Corps. whether on the 
peoe or retired list, addressed tò Congress, of to either House there- 

These communications are not addressed to Congress or to 
either House, but to individual Members 
or to any committee of Congress, on any subject of legislation relating 
to the Navy, pending, proposed, or suggested, shall be forwarded 
through the Navy Department, and not otherwise, except by authority 
of the Department. 

It does not seem to me that the memorandum which has been 
submitted as evidence of such interference in any way conflicts 
with the order or the regulations of the Department. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. DICK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to interfere with the Senator. I 
do not want to take up much time with this matter. 

Mr. DICK. I thought the Senator wanted to ask me a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind that all that is 
asked in this matter, which has appealed to a good many Mem- 
bers and Senators, is that the Secretary shall look into it and 
report. If the Secretary thinks there has been no infraction of 
these orders, if he thinks that this is not a combination of offi- 
cers, he will so report to us, and that will be the end of it. 

The memorandum that the Senator refers to is only a portion. 
I am getting every day more details of the circulars that have 
been sent out. One which every midshipman has sent to his 
parents contains the following: 

Believe me, however, I am not making a plea for the service at large. 
I am working to further my own ambitions of serving the United States 
in positions of high rank at an early age, and my reason for inclosing 
these papers is not to stir you up as a public-minded citizen to adjust 
an important factor of our national Siet Ary but to let you know that 
while furthering my own individual ends you would be doing nothing 
that a patriotic or thoughtful man should not do. 

This thing has been gone into a great deal more elaborately 
than I knew at first and more elaborately than I knew yester- 
day. I recéived a copy of this circular since the resolution was 
presented yesterday. IL only wish to say to the Senator that I 
was careful in offering the resolution to leave it entirely with 
the Secretary to report to us. If he thinks there has been no 
infraction, he will report that there has been none, and that will 
be the end of it. 

But I will say to the Senator that I think, after some experi- 
ence, it is not a bad thing to call attention to these combinations 
of ofticials that have set up organizations, as they do bureaus, to 
influence Congress. The business of officers is otherwise. The 
business of officers of the Army and Navy is otherwise. The 
business of clerks and employees in all Departments is different 
from that, They ought not to do it. These associations boycott 
somebody every now and then. The association of the Post- 
Office Department, which is a combination just like this, boy- 
eotted certain Members and, I think, defeated certain Members. 
The President had that in mind. This is undoubtedly a combi- 
nation for a certain purpose; but if the Secretary finds that noth- 
ing harmful has come of it, he will say so to us. 

I do not want to take any more time. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator if he will not yield 
to me that I may have a resolution that is rather pressing laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. DICK. I will yield. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the action of the House of 
Representatives on Senate joint resolution No. 86 may be laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let us dispose of this matter first. I doubt 
PRADE under the rules of the Senate, the Senator has a right 
to yield. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The rule allows the action which I 
have requested, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr, HALE. I have not the floor. 
it. I wish he would not yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. DICK., I understand that the resolution is of a privileged 
character and that action on it is very, important. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, The resolution is of a privileged char- 
acter. z 


The Senator from Ohio has 


EXTENSION OF TIME TO HOMESTEAD ENTRYMEN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 86) granting an extension of time to certain homestead 
entrymen. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in 
line 4, after Montana,” to insert“ Washington ;” in line 5 to 
strike out “six months’;” in line 6, after “ to,” to insert“ make 
entry under such declaratory statement or;” in line 9, after 
“make,” to insert “such entry or; and in line 10, after 
“them,” to insert “ Provided, That this extension of time shall 
not shorten either the period of commutation or of actual resi- 
dence under the homestead law: Provided further, That the 
provisions of joint resolution No. 81, approved January 18, 1907, 
shall apply to the States of Idaho and Washington.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate concur in the 
House amendments with an amendment to strike out of the last 
amendment “ joint resolution No. 81” and insert “ public reso- 
lution No. 4.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pro- 
posed amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Is this going to take up time? It is an unusual 
proceeding to interpose such a matter when we are going on 
with business that is before the Senate. It can only by unani- 
mous consent be brought in, and it will evidently give rise to 
debate. : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
leged matters may be read. It is a short rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The portion of the rule to which 
the Senator refers is the following subdivision of Rule VII: 

5. The presiding officer may at any time lay, and it shall be in order 
at any time for a Senator to move to lay before the Senate any bill or 
other matter sent to the Senate by the President or the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and any question pending at that time shall be suspended 


for this purpose. Any motion so made shall be determined without de- 
bate. 


Mr. HALE. That does not take a Senator off the floor when 
he is making remarks. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I asked the Senator from Ohio to yield, 
and he very kindly did so. I am sure I do not desire to delay 
the matter the Senator from Maine is interested in. -I have had 
no idea that it would give rise to any debate. I think it will 
not give rise to any debate if the Senator will allow it to go on. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose it does not give rise to debate, ought not 
the other matter to be first gotten out of the way? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. What is the status? 

Mr. HALE. I yield, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
proposes an amendment to the last amendment of the House to 
the joint resolution, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. In the proviso, the last amendment, strike 
out the word “ joint,” before “ resolution,” and insert the word 
“public; “ and after the word “resolution” strike out “ num- 
bered eighty-one” and insert“ numbered four.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment of the House. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question. As I 
understood the resolution as it passed the Senate it extended the 
time until May. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Until May 15 to entrymen—to_ those 
who have not yet made residence upon the public land, 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand that the limitation is now re- 
moved and that there is no limitation at all of the extension of 
time? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is limited to May 15. 

Mr. LODGE. I could not understand it from the amendment 
read at the desk. It said “strike out the words six months.’ “ 
I do not know in what connection those words occur. I have 
not seen it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Thatisamereformality. I will say to 
the Senator that this resolution has had very careful considera- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE. I only wanted to know whether the extension 
is to May 15, as it passed the Senate. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is precisely the same. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire some information 
which the Senator from North Dakota can probably give me. 
When the resolution recited in the bill as it comes from the 
House was before the Senate it did not include the State of 
Idaho, and it went back to the House with Idaho in it; that Is, 
the provision extending the resolution to Idaho was included in 
another resolution. ? : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. And it is in this resolution. Idaho is 
included in both resolutions. s 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was added by the House. Then this renr 
edies a mistake in reciting the former resolution? j 


I ask that the rule relative to privi- 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will point it out. The last proviso in 
the resolution, as I propose to amend it, reads: 
Provided further, That the provers of publie resolution No. a 


roved January 18, 1907, shal 
on. 


So the Senator's State is included. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And the change from the resolution as re- 
cited in the House bill substituting the publie resolution still 
carries that right to the State of Idaho? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It does. 

Mr. HET BURN. That is satisfactory, if it is true. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is true. À 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota to the 
Tast amendment of the, House.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments as amended were concurred in. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam very much obliged to the Senator 
from Ohio. - . - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio will sus- 
pend while the Chair lays before the Senate bills from the House 
of Representatives for reference. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the Chair will not interrupt the pro- 
ceedings now going on. I am very desirous that the matter 
which has been up shall be concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will take but a moment. It is 
desired that the House bills on the table should be referred before 
the Senator concludes. Without objection, the Secretary will 
state the bills. 


apply to the States of Idaho and Was 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 11279. An act to remove the charge of absence without 
leave from the military record of Oscar O. Bowen was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs ; ; 

H. R. 23394. An act to provide for an additional district judge 
for the northern and southern districts of California was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary; and 

H. R. 23650. An act to quiet title to lands on Jicarilla Reser- 
vation, and to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to cause 
allotments to be made, and to dispose of the merchantable tim- 
ber, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. s 


SOLICITATION FOR LEGISLATION BY OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted yesterday by Mr. HALE. $ 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, it is to be conceded that combina- 
tions among officers, clerks, and officials in general in military 
and civil pursuits may be made for harmful purposes, but I 
hope whether this resolution is adopted or not, and whatever 
the.results of the investigation of the Secretary of the Navy, if 
he be directed to make one, that neither the Senate nor the 
House will construe this order or these regulations as if to bar 
any man in the service of the country, whether in civil or other 
pursuits, from communicating with his Representative and his 
Senators or exercising what might be termed the right of peti- 
tion. I feel that Senators ought, perhaps, rather to inyite than 
to repel the opinions and judgment of men who are in these 
professional capacities; and I shall be very unwilling to sup- 
port a resolution which implies even that any officer serving in 
civil or other capacity thereby forfeits the slightest right he 
exercises as a free citizen in matters of legislation before Con- 


gress. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate] is a very wise legislator, and I generally listen to his 
propositions and suggestions with great respect. I have great 
doubts, however, as to the propriety of this resolution. I think 
it is one that should be fully discussed, and one that preferably 
should be reported upon by a committee. 

We have before us, exhibited as a part of the resolution, an 
Executive order of 1902, in which all civil as well as military 
employees of the Government are forbidden to solicit an increase 
of pay or to influence or attempt to influence in their own in- 
terest any other legislation whatever. 

Now, let us ask ourselves the question, by the fact that a citi- 
zen assumes the clerkship of a court, or a position in the in- 
ternal-revenue service, or undertakes any business for the Gov- 
ernment connected with the public lands, or a lawyer who may 
be employed to represent the Government: Do these classes of 
persons thereby disable themselves from communicating with 
their Senators or Representatives in Congress and stating their 
own views upon any question of legislation or upon any question 
of compensation? Are they obliged to submit their opinion to 


to itself. 


their superior officers in the civil service and abstain utterly 
from giving to their Representatives and Senators their no- 
tions, yiews, or arguments as to any particular matter here? 

Let us inquire by what right anyone can eliminate the free- 
dom of an American citizen, who may be a taxpayer or no, but 
who is at the base of our sovereignty, by whose voice Presi- 
dents and Congresses, at least Representatives, are- chosen. 
How is it that by a mere Executive declaration he can be shorn 
of his privilege of free thought and free speech? Is it best for 
this Government that he should be so shorn? 

It is a new idea. We have conducted a republican government 
for more than a hundred years. In its freedom and largely by 
its freedom we haye produced the most wonderful republic of 
history. Is there any clause in the Constitution of the United 
States which confers power upon any Executive officer, whether 
he be a President for the time being or what not, to put his 
hand over the mouth of a free, independent American citizen, 
and say to him: “ You shall utter no word respecting your in- 
terests, and you shall urge no opinion upon the man who you 
may have, in part, chosen to go to Washington to represent you?” 

Has Congress conferred or undertaken to confer any power 
on the Executive, apart from what may be his constitutional 
right as Chief Executive, thus to gag and thus to eliminate 
from the society of those who have a right to hold opinions 
and to express them, the class of people who may for the time 
being be rendering some service to the Government of the 
United States under Executive appointment or under civil- 
service classification in the service of the United States? 

My remarks so far, Mr. President, are applicable only to the 
civil appointees who are in the service of this people. It may 
be that there may be a differentiation between them and those 
who are in the naval or military service. The naval and mili- 
tary service is more restricted; the discipline of both Navy and 
Army requires more rigid rules. Yet my mind hesitates to 
give immediate assent, and I gravely question the right of a 
commander to sever the tie of communication between a sol- 
dier or a man in the Navy with that class of men who repre- 
sent the sovereign authority ef the United States in the House 
of Representatives and the soyereign authority of the United 
States in the Senate, both composing the Congress who are here 
to make laws for the people. 

It is possibly true—and I say possibly on account of the 
doubt in my own mind on the subject—that such a rule might 
be made applicable to those in the military and naval service. 
To them the President occupies a separate and exclusive rela- 
tion, one that nobody else can occupy, and one that is peculiar 
He is the Commander in Chief. Congress also oc- 
eupies a peculiar relation, in that it has power given to it in 
specific terms under the Constitution to make rules and regula- 
tions for their conduct. Under the clauses of the Constitution 
as to the Commander in Chief and those as to the rules and 
regulations that may be passed by Congress it may be. I will 
not undertake to say either that it is or that it is not, for L 
have long since learned that a patient consideration of questions 
like this is essential to the crystallization of the mind after re- 
flection and study upon the right solution of them. I am not 
one of those, Mr. President, who can be waked up suddenly with 
ready-made conclusions upon the many questions which may be 
presented to us here. : 

But as to the civil service it is very different. I am not so 
well informed as to be able to lay positive and clearly formed 
views before the Senate, but at least this is a very grave mat- 
ter, and it is one on which the Senate should hesitate to ex- 
press to the country its opinion or to base action upon that 
opinion until it has had opportunity for full refiection. 

I would much prefer, especially if it be agreeable to the Sen- 
ator from Maine, that this resolution should be referred to the 
committee of which he is chairman, the Naval Committee, 
which is a very enlightened body, or, perhaps, better to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, that they may give to the Senate a 
sedate and well-eonsidered view. I think the dignity of the 
subject deserves it, and it is one that, to my mind, is not at 
any rate clear of doubt. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I am in hearty accord with 
the suggestion of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN mL] that 
this is a matter of grave importance and one that should not 
be acted upon under the necessary rule of haste that would 
govern us in disposing of it at this time. This resolution af- 
fects over 200,000 citizens, at least as an expression of opinion, 
because of certain words in an Executive order, which provides 
that— 


All officers and employees of the United States of every description, 
serving in or under any of the Executive Departments— 


The word “employees” includes every man working in a 
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nayy-yard; it includes every man working in the public-land | the regulations for the government of the Navy of the United 


service. Such men are employees of the Government. 

Mr. LODGE. We are not passing an Executive order, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand that, but we are impliedly 
recognizing the existence of it. 

Mr. LODGE. As I understand, we are simply reciting it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, this Executive order has 
been called to my attention in a practical sense many times. 
I will not at this time pause to reeite all the occasions, but on 
more than two occasions recently orders have been telegraphed 
to men who come within this classification, forbidding them 
to attend the conventions of their party; men who are accus- 
tomed to taking part in the political affairs of the country, who 
go to the conventions for the purpose of participating in the 
formulation of declarations of principles that shall express 
the will of the party for the guidance of, or at least as a sug- 
gestion to, the men who make the laws. I have on a number 
of occasions, when public questions have arisen, communicated 
with men who come within this class, asking them for facts, 
conditions, and circumstances ‘surrounding the questions or 
affecting the questions to be determined here. I do not of course 
suppose it would be claimed for a moment that any law could be 
passed that would prevent a member in either House of Congress 
from communicating with a man in regard to a public measure 
simply because he was an employee of the Government. I do 
not believe it would be within the power of the President, in 
making an Executive order, or of Congress, in the enactment 
of a law, to prevent any member of either House from obtain- 
ing information which would enable him to more intelligently 
perform a public duty simply because he must inquire of those 
who are within the Government service. 
or in any way— - 

Those are the words contained in the Executive order in this 
connection. 

All officers and employees of the United States of every description, 
serving In or under any of the Executive Departments— 

That is very broad; that covers every employee in the public- 
land service, in the forestry service, and in many other branches 
of the service— 
and whether so serving in or out of Washington, are hereby forbidden, 


either directly or indirectly, individually or through associations, to 
solicit an increase of pay— 


The word “solicit” there would be probably held to include 
suggesting legislation that would increase their pay. That 
would perhaps be termed a “solicitation on the part of the em- 
ployee of the Government ”— 
or to influence or attempt to influence in their own interest any other 
legislation whatever, either before Congress or its committees, or in 
any Way 

Would that mean voting at an election? Would that mean 
electioneering for a man because it was known that he enter- 
tained certain views with reference to the organization of the 
Government or any of its branches that might affect his interest? 
It is broad enough to cover that. It has been held in its ap- 
plication to cover it. We certainly could not indorse that doc- 
trine— 
save through the heads of the Departments. : 

That would preclude an employee from taking part in the 
forming or passing of any resolution that was intended to in- 
fluence the minds of Senators or Members of the other House. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate is soon to adjourn, and there can, 
therefore, be no vote on this resolution to-day. If the Senator 
from Idaho will yield to me, I will say that practically I have 
accomplished all that I desired in the matter, and I will moye 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think that motion can 
hardly be made until I have concluded the very brief remarks 
which I intend to make, as I desire them to appear all at once. 

Mr. HALE. I put myself entirely in the hands of the Sena- 


tor. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Very well. In a moment I will yield to the 
Senator from Maine to make his motion. 

Mr. HALE. I will make the motion after the Senator has 
concluded his remarks. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the remarks I have already 
made apply to the Executive order. I would call attention to 
the fact that article 232, which is referred to in the pre- 
amble, does not contain the word “employees.” That word 
is found only in the Executive order, and not in article 232 of 


States, so that that word would not apply. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I see that the Senator has the Executive 
order in his hand. Will he kindly give us the date of it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Executive order was issued January 
31, 1902. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems, then, that it has gone unchal- 
lenged and has been in effect all these years, and now it is 
suddenly discovered that the President has transcended his 
authority. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I would not so state it. I 
would not say that the President has transcended his author- 
ity. It is not necessary to be so harsh in criticism of an 
official act as to charge that it was an act transcending the 
authority of the official. All executive officers, and some legis- 
lative officers of the Government, sometimes are mistaken in 
the limits of their power and in their expressions on such 
questions as this. It is entirely becoming, and entirely within 
our province, at this time to criticise this as a measure pending 
before us, and limit our criticism to the resolution before us, 
without entering upon any criticism of the individual or official 
act of the President of the United States. I do not desire 
to be understood as indulging in a criticism of the President's 
act, but as indulging in a criticism of the resolution now before 
us, incidentally referring to the official proclamation. 

Now, I desire to call attention to the last paragraph, which 
is the resolution itself, which reads: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
directed to investigate as to whether the foregoing order— 


That includes the Executive order I have referred to— 
and regulations— 

That does not include employees at all— 
have been, or are being, violated by any officer or employee of his 
Department— 

That would mean a very extensive investigation, because I` 
have, and I have no doubt that every other Senator has, letters 
every day from employees of the Government affecting public 
questions that might be said to affect them in their material 
interests, either as to the tenure of their employment or their 
compensation or in a dozen other ways— 


and to report the result of his investigation to Congress. 


Mr. President, I do not think that we ought to give the im- 
plied sanction of the Senate to the Executive order at this 
time in the manner proposed by this resolution. We are the 
representatives of the employees of, the Government just as 
much as we are the representatives of the farmers, and they are 
not disfranchised or deprived of any rights pertaining to citi- 
zenship because they are in the employ of the Government. 
I certainly should oppose the adoption of a resolution that 
would even imply that they were. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the resolution—— 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow. me 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. * 

Mr. HALE. I was about to move to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it would be well, if it is to be 
referred, that it be referred after proper amendments haye been 
made to it in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out of the first line of the 
preamble the words “ order and.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the first line of the preamble, after the 
word “following,” it is proposed to strike out the words“ order 
and; so as to read: 

Whereas the following regulations are now in force, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move also to strike out from smd including 
the heading “ Executive order,” on the first page of the resolu- 
tion, all that follows on that page, so that it will leave the res- 
olution with the preamble simply setting forth the “ Regulations 
for the government of the Navy of the United States.” 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. With that amendment, I hope the resolu- 
tion will be adopted. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 
The SECRETARY., It is proposed to strike out from the pre 
amble of the resolution, on page 1, the following: 
EXECUTIVE ORDER. 
Wutre Hose, January 31, 1902. 
All officers and employees of the United States of every description, 
serving in or under any of the Executive Departments, and whether so 
serving in or out of Washington, are hereby forbidden, either directly 
or indirectly, individually or through associations, to solicit an increase 
of pax. or to influence or attempt to influence in their own Interest any 
other legislation whatever, cither before Congress or its committees, or 
in any way save through the beads of the Departments in or under 
which they serve, on penalty of dismissal from the Government service. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest that the words “or em- 


ployees in the executive branches of the Government” should 
likewise be stricken out in the first paragraph of the preamble. 

Mr. HALE. I think that would be an improvement. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; let those words be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secrerary. In the first paragraph of the preamble, in 
line 2, after the word “ officers,” it is proposed to strike out “or 
employees in the executive branches of the Government.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, is this resolution now before 
the Senate for action? 

Mr. HALE. I was on the point of moving that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL. Do I understand that there are certain amend- 
ments pending to the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin pro- 
posed certain amendments to the resolution, which have been 
agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not understand that. 

Mr. HALE. Of course if the resolution can be passed unani- 
mously, I shall be glad to have that course followed; but if 
there should be a vote called for upon it, we might possibly find 
ourselves without a quorum. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the resolution will pass. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ESTHER A, CLEAVELAND. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 7099) 
granting an increase of pension to Esther A. Cleaveland, which 
was, in line 8, before the wordt“ dollars,” to strike out“ twenty ” 
and insert “ eighteen.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. I moye that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and ask for a con- 
ference with the House on the bill and amendment, the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. McCumper, Mr. 
Scorr, and Mr. TALIAFERRO. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. MeCUMBER. I now afk that the Senate take up for 
consideration the pension bills on the Calendar and those re- 
ported this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Senate will now proceed to the consideration of pension bills 
on the Calendar and those reported this morning. The Sec- 
retary will report the first pension bill on the Calendar. 

SAMUEL W. WHYBARK. 

The bill (H. R. 6519) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Whybark was announced as first in order; and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Samuel W. Whybark, late captain Company G, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


I object to the passage of the resolution at 
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AMOS SNYDER. 

The bill (H. R. 6524) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Snyder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Amos Snyder, late 
of Company B, Seyenty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM JACKSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6537) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Jack- 
son, late major, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL O. CORBIN. 


The bill (H. R. 6894) granting an increase of pension to Dan- 
iel O. Corbin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel O. Cor- 
bin, late of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN S. ROSEBERRY. 


---- 


The bill (H. R. 7555) granting an increase of pension to John 
S. Roseberry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John S. Rose- 
berry, late of Company A, Two hundred and fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, ‘and passed. 


GEORGE S. BOYD. 


The bill (H, R. 10219) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Boyd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George S. 
Boyd, late of Company I, Fifteenth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Engineers, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLARISSA A. FREDERICK, 


The bill (H. R. 10817) granting an increase of peusion to 
Clarissa A. Frederick was considered as in Connnittee of the 
Whole. It proposes tə place on the pension roll the name of 
Clarissa A. Frederick, widow of Lawrence P. Frederick, late of 
Company A, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMAZIAH G. SHEPPARD. 

The bill (H. R. 10440) granting an increase of pension to 
Amaziah G. Sheppard was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Amaziah G. Sheppard, late of Company B, Seventy-ninth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIETT I. LEVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 10721) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriett I. Levis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Harriett I. 
Levis, widow of Hosea J. Levis, late of Company E, One hun- 
dred and third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS PROSSER. 

The bill (II. R. 10738) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Prosser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
lt proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Prosser, late of Company A, One hundred and twenty-first Regi- 
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ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JESSE S. MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse S. Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jesse S. 
Miller, late major Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC RICHARDS. 


The bill (H. R. 11174) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Richards was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac Rich- 
ards, late of Company F, Second Regiment Potomac Home 
Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 

of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS A. BOVEE. 


The bill (H. R. 11862) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas A. Bovee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nicholas A. 
Bovee, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE A. ASK. 


The bill (H. R. 11708) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
A. Ask was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jesse A. Ask, late 
of Company H, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY A. GEDULDIG, 


The bill (H. R. 11869) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Geduldig was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Henry A. Geduldig, late of Cogswell’s independent battery, Illi- 
nois Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN B. REAM. 


The bill (H. R. 15874) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin B. Ream was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin 
B. Ream, late of Company C, Ninety-eighth Regiment New York 
National Guard Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY J. RICE. 


The bill (H. R. 11959) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Rice was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry J. 
Rice, late first lieutenant Company F, One hundred and seventy- 
seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOWARD BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 12124) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Howard 
Brown, late of Company ©, Ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALLEN M. HAIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 12497) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen M. Haight was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Allen M. 
Haight, late of Company E, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania 
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Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GANCELO LEIGHTON. 


The bill (H. R. 12523) granting an increase of pension to 
Gancelo Leighton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Gancelo 
Leighton, late of Seventh Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED FEATHERINGILL. : 


The bill (H. R. 13956) granting an increase of pension 
Alfred Featheringill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Alfred Featheringill, late of Company F, Fifty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $45 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 13201) granting a pension to Sarah A. Jones 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. Jones, widow of 
Abraham Jones, late of Company G, First Regiment Alabama 
Vidette Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT M, C. HILL. 


The bil (H. R. 13253) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert M. C. Hill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert M. C. 
Hill, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JEREMIAH BARD. 


The bill (H. R. 13740) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Bard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jeremiah 
Bard, late of Company A, McLaughlin’s squadron Ohio Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC GORDON. 


The bill (H. R. 13805) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Gordon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaae Gordon, 
late of Company E, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 

per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HELEN AUGUSTA MASON BOYNTON. 


The bill (HI. R. 13884) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen Augusta Mason Boynton was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Helen Augusta Mason Boynton, widow of Henry V. N. 
Boynton, late lieutenant-colonel Thirty-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and brigadier-general, United States Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS A. TOWNE. 


The bill (S. 7840) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
A. Towne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to piace on the pension roll the name of Lewis A. 
Towne, late musician, band, Second Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS CALUMET RIVER, INDIANA. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

consideration of the bill (H. R. 23718) to authorize the Chicago, 


, 
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Lake Shore and South Bend Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Calumet River in the State of Indiana. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I also ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (II. R. 23939) to authorize the 
board of commissioners of Lake County, Ind., to construct a 
bridge across the Calumet River in the State of Indiana. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLINT RIVER DAM AT PORTER SHOALS. 


Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 24275) permitting the building of a dum 
across the Flint River at Porter Shoals. It can not possibly 
lead to debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAVANNAH RIVER DAM AT GREGG SHOALS. 


Mr. LATIMER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (II. R. 21402) permitting the building 
of a dam across the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals. , 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPRINT OF PURE-FOOD BILL. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I am informed at the document room that 
the copies of the pure-food law are exhausted, and I haye been 
requested to ask for a reprint of that law, in connection with the 
regulations that have been adopted by the Department of Agri- 
culture. I make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
be made, 

FUNERAL OF THE LATE SENATOR ALGER. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the Senate ought to adjourn at this time, 
in order to attend the funeral of the late Senator ALGER. There 
will be carriages at the door of the Senate to accommodate Sen- 
ators. The last carriage will leave the door at precisely half 
past 1 o'clock, so that it is necessary that the Senate should now 
adjourn. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 28, 1907, at 
12 o'clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satrurpay, January 26, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Covupren, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proyed. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. REI, of 
Arkansas, to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COOSA RIVER IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24603) to au- 
thorize the Atlanta, Birmingham and Atlantic Railroad Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the Coosa River, in the State 
of Alabama, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Atlanta, Birmingham and Atlantic Rail- 
road Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Alabama, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized 
to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Coosa River near Talladega, Talladega County, in the 
State of Alabama, in accordance with the Proxslans of the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I would Ilke to ask the gentleman if this is a unanimous report 
of the committee? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, when the request came to 
me from the president of the railroad company, whose head- 
quarters are in Atlanta, Ga., to introduce this bill, without a 
thought that the bridge would be built in Alabama across the 
Coosa River, that it was a local question, I introduced it when 
I should have referred it to the Alabama delegation. But it 
never occurred to me, and I want to say that it was introduced 
with no idea of discourtesy to that delegation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL SUNDAY SCHOOL ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar the bill (S. 7034) to incorporate the Interna- 
tional Sunday School Association of America. 

The SPEAKER. Has the bill been heretofore read to the 
House? 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the bill was read on the 17th. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, 1 would like to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio whether the bill has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. KEIFER. It has, and I understand it is a unanimous 
report. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio a question, and I reserve the right to object. 
This bill confers upon the proposed corporation an unlimited 
power to buy, receive, hold, and own real estate, and I think 
it is in some respects a dangerous precedent. 

I do not like to object to. the organization of a corporation for 
such a worthy purpose as the promotion of Sunday schools. But 
I do object to the policy of vesting in any such a corporation an 
unlimited power to receive and hold real estate and withdraw it 
practically from the taxable resources of the country. Not a 
great many years ago it was necessary in England to pass what 
is known as the “statute of mortmain” to withdraw from dead 
hands property placed in religious trust and out of the reach of 
the tax collectors, and for these considerations I shall object to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. Allow me to explain. 
is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If I am, I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it is fair to say that this organization 
as it is proposed to be incorporated has been one of universal 
usefulness in this country. It has its different branches of work 
established all over the country, east, west, north, and south. 
It is probably essential to its entire universal charitable and 
useful purposes to haye and own in certain localities some prop- 
erty, but it is not intended to become a property-owning corpo- 
ration, except to own property that is necessary for the purposes 
of transition and the transaction of its necessary business and 
for the purpose of building up a fund to promote Sunday schools 
in America and purely by donations. Nothing is to be pur- 
chased, as I understand it; this corporation will have no prop- 
erty except such as may be donated, and in its unincorporated 
condition it never has had. If the objection of the gentleman 
shall prevail, it could to-day, in the name of some individual as 
a trustee, take and hold real or personal estate for the unincor- 
porated International Sunday School Association. But at the 
same time all this question of taxing property that would be 
owned by a Sunday school association is a question of State 
taxation and not a question for us to determine here. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the bill reserve the right to re- 
peal, alter, or amend the charter? 

Mr. KEIFER. I am not sure, because I have not looked at 
it with that view. This bill was introduced by Senator Mc- 
Creary, of Kentucky, and was referred to the Committee on 
Judiciary in the Senate. It underwent some revision there, 
first, because they concluded that it was best to require the 
principal oflice to be kept continnously in the District of Colum- 
bia, and in the Senate the bill was further amended by pro- 
viding that the majority of the incorporators should be citizens 
of the United States. Some of those named in the Dill are 
citizens of Canada, but a large majority are citizens of the 
United States. There is no purpose to build up a property 
organization. It is not for the purpose of acquiring property 
and using it except for the purposes of carrying on their work 
by employing people to work all over the country. It applies 
as well in Chicago, Philadelphia, Louisville, and Birmingham, 
and all over. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I, of course, know nothing about the 
purpose of the organization except as it is expressed in the bill, 
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and unless the bill limits the amount of real estate the pro- 
posed corporation may own to that which is reasonably neces- 
sary for the purpose of its creation, I shall oppose it, and 
feeling that way, I shall object to its consideration this 
morning. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me call the gentleman's attention to 
this language— 


to take and hold real or personal estate by purchase, gift, deyise, or 
bequest, and to manage, sell, convey, or transfer the same for the pur- 
poses of the association. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes, without limit. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is exactly the Janguage the gentleman 
said he would want. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will ask the gentleman to withdraw 
his bill for this morning. 

Mr. KEIFER. I shall be compelled to do this if you object, 
but will call it up soon again. 

Mr. LAMB. Why not withdraw the objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will net withdraw the objection. 
Mr. Speaker, I object. 1 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. MADDEN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave for 
a reprint of the bill (H. R. 23558) amending an act to regulate 
commerce, approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory 
thereof. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I moye the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the agricultural ap- 
propriation bill, and pending that motion, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that general debate may be closed at 1.15, the time to be 
equally divided between the majority and minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate on the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill close at 1.15 p. m. to-day, the time to be equally 
divided. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further eon- 
sideration of the agricultural appropriation bill, with Mr. Fos- 
TER of Vermont in the chair. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, before the 
gentleman from Illinois proceeds I would like the privilege of 
asking the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WapswortrH], one or two questions on a subject in 
which I am interested. 

Mr. LAMB. I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the gentle- 
man will haye full opportunity for that under the reading of the 
bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. TI have yielded the floor to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann], but I should be very glad to 
answer any questions, if the gentleman from Illinois will 
yield. 8 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will ask the questions on debate under the five-minute 
rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee, for a short time, to the question of seed adultera- 
tion. At the last session of Congress there was enacted a law in 
reference to the adulteration of food. All my life I have had 
some connection with the subject of food, as every other Mem- 
ber of Congress has had, and all my life, nearly, I have had 
some connection with the question of seeds. In early life I had 
occasion to study somewhat the subject of seed as a matter 
of business, and in a very modest way at present for years I 
have been an amateur collector of seeds and have become yery 
much interested in the subject, and in the course of my personal 
investigations I have learned somewhat in reference to the 
amount of the adulteration of these seeds which are sold 
throughout the country by the seedsmen to those who plant, 
especially forage crops and cereal seeds. I do not make these 
remarks in connection with the free seed distribution, though it 
is doubtless true that if the seedsmen of the country wouid give 
more attention to the question of the adulteration of seed by some 
of their members and less attention to the small free seed dis- 
tribution by Congress they would confer a greater benefit upon 
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the country. [Applause.] And although I have never believed 


myself that the free distribution of seed was a governmental 
function, I haye no doubt whatever that the seed distribution 
made by Congress of pure seed has a great tendency to impel 
the seedsmen also to sell pure seed in competition with those 
which come in the hands of private individuals received from 
the Government. But the adulteration or misbranding of seed, 
while it is not in one way so extensive, and my information 
leads me to believe that not more than 10 to 20 per cent of the 
seed which is sold is adulterated, yet 10 or 20 per cent of the 
seed sold, if adulterated, is a very large proportion; but it is to 
be considered that the adulteration of the seed to which I refer 
is an adulteration willfully made for the express purpose of de- 
frauding the person who purchases the seeds. There are in 
this connection four general classes which may be condemned. 
Virst, the direct adulteration of seed, which means the mixing 
of an inferor or smaller priced seed with a superior and higher 
priced seed and selling it under the name of the higher priced 
seed; or, second, the substitution of one kind of seed for 
another. 

An illustration of the first method is, for instance, the adul- 
teration of the common blue-grass seed with the Canadian blue- 
grass seed, the Kentucky blue-grass seed being a higher priced 
seed and of much more value when sown than the Canadian 
blue-grass seed. An illustration of the second proposition is the 
sale of the Canadian blue-grass seed unadulterated under the 
name of Kentucky blue-grass seed. Another form is the intro- 
duction of weed seed. One of the most comimon and pernicious 
enemies of clover is the dodder plant, with which I suppose most 
of the farmers of the House are familiar. The dodder is a 
parasite, starts from seed grown in the ground and as soon as 
it attaches itself to the neighboring plant it disconnects itself 
from the ground and lives as a parasite on the plant to which 
it connects itself. You will often see in a clover field a yellow 
spot. That yellow spot means a spot of dodder, and it is one 
of the most pernicious enemies of the clover field. We have 
just across the Canadian border a country which forbids at 
home the sale of these seed, the weed seeds, but permits them 
to be exported. Along the same line is a kind of seed known as 
“ catehfiy,” another enemy of the clover seed. The Canadian 
government by its law forbids the sale of clover seed in Canada 
if the seed in that country contains catchfly seed, but per- 
mits its export, and last year in two samples there were 
10,000 pounds of the so-called “ clover seed“ imported into this 
country from Canada consisting almost entirely of catchfly seed, 
used either for direct sale or more probably for adulteration. 
Another method is the sale of dead seed. One gentleman of the 
Honse called my attention yesterday to a case with which he 
was familiar where a seed concern in his State had gone into 
the hands of a receiver. In the inventory was listed a consider- 
able quantity of onion seed more than two years old. They had 
testified in the receivership proceedings that onion, seed more 
than two years’ old would not germinate, and yet a considerable 
value was placed upon the inventory item of onion seed more 
than two years’ old, and when asked why they considered it of 
value the answer was, “It is of value because it increases the 
bulk and quantity of the seed which we sell ” by adulteration. 

Last summer there was but little good onion seed grown in the 
country. Two years ago there was a smaller quantity than 
usual of good onion seed grown in the country. I think that 
this year gentlemen will find very little of it in their Congres- 
sional distribution. You may find some, but all of the old onion 
seed that may have been in the warehouses for the last fen 
years, perhaps, will be sold this year as fresh onion seed, 
though not a pound or particle of it will germinate. It will be 
mixed with seeds, and the percentage of germination of the lot 
may be one-half. All of the new seed may germinate, but none 
of the old seed will do so. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, in Canada, which is one of our 
close neighbors in the furnishing of some kinds of seeds, they 
forbid the sale of red clover, alsike. timothy, and other seeds 
containing various of these weed seeds, mentioning among them 
the catchfiy, and then they say: 

The provisions of this act shall not apply to seeds marked “ Not 
absolutely clean,” and held or sold for export only. 

Under the item which has been carried for several years in 
the Agricultural appropriation law the Department of Agricul- 
ture has heen collecting samples of seeds and making analyses. 


These samples of seed are obtained by mail, by purchase. As . 


a rule the seed houses which send out a quantity of seed by 
mail are more particular than when sold in other ways. I have 
obtained, myself, from the Department of Agriculture, from 
seed which they haye collected in this way, and from seed which 
they have collected at my request, forage seed, during a recent 
period, not running very far back, oyer 100 samples bought in 
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the open market, which were adulterated. Some of these adul- 
teratlons run as high as 90 per cent adulterant. Of the seed 
which has been examined by the Department there were 352 
samples of alfalfa seed. One hundred and sixty of these, or 
nearly one-half, were found to contain dodder seed, the para- 
site to which I have referred. Of 522 samples of red clover 
seed, 116 contained dodder seed. Of 61 samples of low-grade 
red clover seed, imported during the fiscal year 1905-6, 75 per 
cent contained dodder seed. And these samples contained also 
nearly 30 other kinds of weed seed. s 

Of seventeen samples, representing an aggregate of 282,000 
pounds imported during the fiscal year 1906, less than 50 per 
cent was pure alfalfa seed that germinated. Two lots, repre- 
senting 33,000 pounds each, germinated 8 and 9 per cent only— 
only 8 or 9 per cent of this imported seed. Of sixty-one samples 
of red-clover seed imported during the same period, representing 
an aggregate of 990,000 pounds, less than 43 per cent was red- 
clover seed that germinated. These seed are sent here for the 
purpose of adulteration. In Europe there is a system of volun- 
tary seed examination, prevalent asa matter of custom, by which 
seed in a given locality is examined and the certificate is made, 
and no one buys seed in one locality from a seed man in another 
locality, except upon a large scale; and the result is that there 
is sent to this country an immense quantity of these inferior 
seeds. 

I have found some samples of orchard-grass seed which were 
adulterated by crushing up old oats and mixing with the 
orchard-grass seed, and I doubt very much whether any Member 
of the House would be able to distinguish it unless he were a 
seed expert. 

Among the samples collected I have brought a few onto the 
floor of the House. There is one kind of seed of which a large 
quantity has been imported into this country. It is not planted 
by itself. I believe there is one seed house which advertises it 
for people to plant. Probably not a hundred pounds of that 
kind of seed a year is planted by itself all over the United 
States. Considerable quantities are imported. It is the so- 
called “ yellow trefoil” seed. The average person can not dis- 
tinguish it from clover or alfalfa. It is imported into this 
country for one purpose only, and that purpose is for using it 
as an adulterant. It is of itself of little value. It destroys the 
usefulness of a clover field or an alfalfa field. It is a distinct 
injury to the seed with which it is mixed and to the plant 
which comes from that seed. And yet we permit the importa- 
tion of that seed for the sole purpose of swindling the people 
who buy the seed for planting. 

Here is a sample [exhibiting] of red-clover seed adulterated 
with 11 per cent of yellow trefoil. Another sample [exhibiting] 
of a cloyer which is adulterated with 14 per cent of yellow 
trefoil. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. How much of that seed is imported every 
year? ace ke 

Mr. MANN. I am not able to tell the gentleman exactly, al- 
though I requested the Bureau of Statistics to furnish me that 
information. They did not have the exact amount, but the 
Agricultural Department informed me that a considerable 
amount of that seed is imported, being imported mostly from 
Hamburg, which is the center of seed distribution in the world. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman if it is imported in its mixed form or does it come 
in unmixed and is mixed after it is received in this country? 

Mr. MANN. A considerable proportion of it is imported with- 
out being mixed at all. A considerable portion of it is im- 
ported after it is mixed with alfalfa and clover seed. 

Mr. STERLING. I would like to ask the gentleman, if he 
knows, does the Agricultural Department import vegetable 
seeds, or any portion of them, that have been distributed 
through the membership of this House or is it raised in this 
country? 

Mr. MANN. I think the Agricultural Department does im- 
port some seed for distribution. 

Mr. STERLING. The ordinary garden seed? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think the ordinary garden seed is 
imported, but certain classes of seed, such as certain kinds 
of celery and Danish and Holland cabbage seed, are imported 
by the Department and distributed; and where they import 
seed there are some classes of seed that it would be cheaper to 
import than to raise in this country, : 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I would like to ask the gentleman a fur- 
ther question. Now, as to this yellow trefoil, I understand it is 
a plant of little value. For what purpose is it raised in foreign 
countries—for the seed, or for what purpose? 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt there are places where the yel- 
lew trefoil will grow on poorer ground than clover will grow on, 
and undoubtedly it is grown in some places abroad and might 
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possibly be done in this country, but, as a matter of fact, it is 
not grown in this country to any extent. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is it grown for forage purposes or 
simply for manure purposes? 

Mr. MANN. It is like all other plants that may be used for 
forage or soiling purposes. It is a legume. 

Here is a sample of Kentucky blue grass with 31 per cent of 
Canada blue grass.- Here is another sample adulterated with 
77 per cent of Canada blue grass; another with 25 per cent of 
Canada blue grass, and another with 90 per cent of Canada 
blue grass, it being remembered that there is a distinct difference 
in the value both as a forage crop and as to price between the 
two. I have noticed in American seed catalogues that Canada 
blue grass is quoted at 6% cents a pound. Canada blue grass 
is worth In some catalogues $6.50 a hundred, while the lowest 
price quoted for Kentucky blue grass is $12 per 100 pounds. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man, before he gets so far away from alfalfa seed, whether in 
any of the adulterations reported it is shown that Russian 
thistle seed is found?» Russian thistle seed, if I may be 
allowed—— `’ 

Mr. MANN. Is the greatest disaster to this country. 

Mr. KEIFER. I agree with the gentleman, and was anxious 
to know whether alfalfa seed which has been reported as adul- 
terated contained Russian thistle seed? 

Mr. MANN. I think Russian thistle seed does not usually 
get into alfalfa seed. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will allow me to say, that in 
points in western Nebraska, farther west, the alfalfa has Rus- 
sian thistle seed in it, but it is taken out when carefully cleaned. 

Mr. MANN. I think it goes out in the cleaning. 

Here is another sample of Kentucky blue grass with 25 per 
cent of Canada blue-grass seed; another with 86 per cent; an- 
other with 24 per cent of Canada blue-grass seed; another with 
24 per cent of Canada blue-grass seed; another with 83 per 
cent, and another with 28 per cent of Canada blue-grass seed. 
Now, I have a great number of other samples like these show- 
ing the same adulteration, all purchased at different times from 
different seedsmen in the market, some adulterated with small 
quantities of Canada blue-grass seed, some with large quanti- 
ties; and these adulterations are not accidental; they are in- 
tentional adulterations. The Canada blue-grass seed is pur- 
chased by itself, mixed with the other seed, and sold in the name 
of the other seed, at the price of the other seed or at some slight 
reduction from the proper price of the other seed. E 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman believe that the Canada 
blue-grass seed, which he says is cheaper, does any damage per- 
manently? 

Mr. MANN. The Canadian blue-grass seed is a good forage- 
crop seed. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Now, may not some farmers buy the mix- 
ture intentionally? 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt that some farmers buy the mix- 
ture intentionally. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Are they not entitled to do so? 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to their selling the mixture 
intentionally ; but what I object to is selling Canada blue-grass 
seed by the seedsman who knows very well that a quantity of 
this seed has been placed in Kentucky blue-grass seed; and 
when he sells what he calls Kentucky blue-grass seed to people 
he is selling Canada blue-grass seed, which is worth only half 
as much. [Applause.] 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is it not true that if a seedsman sells one 
seed and represents it to be another he is liable in damages 
if it turns out to be a different crop from what he has repre- 
sented? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I do not propose to discuss with the gentle- 
man a question of law. He is a great lawyer, and can answer 
the question better than I can. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman think this is, under 
any circumstances, a proper subject of legislation? 

Mr. MANN. I would not be discussing it if I did not think 
it a proper subject of legislation. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. You think the Government. ought to legis- 
late on that? 

Mr. MANN. I would not take the time of the House if I did 
not think so. The Government is the only power that can leg- 
islate in reference to the importation of seeds, and the only 
power that can legislate in reference to interstate commerce in 
seeds. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does not the gentleman think this subject 
will regulate itself just the same as the sale of furniture or 
clothing or shirts or anything else in the market? 

Mr. MANN. I am not going to discuss the question of shirts. 
The gentleman and I might not agree on that; but in reply to 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1747 


his question I will say that this subject has not regulated itself 
up to the present time. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 


It is getting worse all the time. 

Mr. MANN. The truth is that, let alone, the evil is constantly 
growing, and the importation of worthless and adulterant seeds 
from all over the world into the United States is increasing. 
They are dumping their chaff upon us. They are dumping their 
weed seeds upon us; they are dumping seed upon us which is 
used only for purposes of adulteration; and whereas the other 
countries of the world require that pure seed shall be sold to 
their own farmers, they permit worthless and impure seed to be 
sent to this country, and this Government sits by and makes no 
effort to protect the farmers of the United States against this 
spurious importation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman from Illinois will 
permit me, I will state to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Driscott] that a farmer who lives in the blue-grass country 
would not take that Canadian blue-grass seed as a gracious gift— 
would not have anything to do with it. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman says foreigners are dumping these 
things on us. Are not our own seedsmen buying them and 
dumping them on American citizens by means of fraudulent rep- 
resentations, and not telling the truth about what they are 
doing? 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman is correct, and so was I. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me to read 
him this paragraph from the Secretary’s report? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will yield me more time, I will 
let him do anything. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will yield the gentleman two minutes 
more. Here is what the Secretary of Agriculture says on just 
what the gentleman has mentioned : 

The investigations of seed adulterations previously mentioned in these 
reports have been continued, and there is evidence that the publication 
of the names of firms found to be selling adulterated seed has been the 
means of checking the evil. In all this work the Department has but 
one object, namely, to protect the farmer from the unscrupulous dealers 
who make a practice of foisting bad seed upon him. ‘The rank and file 
of Amercan seedsmen do not follow any such practice and are as anx- 
ious as the Department to protect the farmer. : 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no doubt about that at all. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object to all seedsmen being branded 
as thieves. : 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman did not understand that I 
branded all seedsmen as thieves. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The most of them are honorable mer- 
chants. : 

Mr. MANN. If the very distinguished gentleman from New 
York had listened to what I Said 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
listening to him. Y 

Mr. MANN. He would have discovered that I said, to begin 
with, that a very small proportion, not more than 10 to 20 per 
cent, of the seed which had been examined had been found to 
be adulterated, and it is partly for the purpose of protecting 
the respectable seedsmen from the improper rivalry of the im- 
pure seedsmen that I think we ought to have legislation on this 
subject. 

Now, here is orchard grass. Orchard grass is one of the fa- 
yorite forage crops, especially in places where there is shade. 
The favorite adulterants of orchard grass are meadow fescue and 
rye grass seed, the orchard grass seed being much more expen- 
sive than the other two. Here is one sample adulterated to 
the extent of 37 per cent, another to the extent of 24 per cent, 
another 50 per cent, another 56 per cent, another 40 per cent, 
and so on. I have not time to refer even to all the samples I 
have here, and I have many other samples of this sort in my 
committee room. 

Here is a sample of alfalfa adulterated with burr clover seed 
to the extent of 11 per cent; one adulterated with trefoil to the 
extent of 33 per cent and burr cloyer 3 per cent; another sample 
of alfalfa adulterated with yellow trefoil 31 per cent and burr 
clover 6 per cent; another adulterated with trefoil 39 per cent 
and burr clover 3 percent. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Haye you the names of the sellers of 
those adulterated seeds? 

Mr. MANN. I have not the names here; and I do not pro- 
pose to give them. 

Another one is adulterated with 35 per cent of trefoil and 5 
per cent of burr clover, and so on. The gentleman from New 
York asked me if I had the-names. I never considered it de- 
sirable or proper when endeavoring to obtain legislation to jump 
on particular individuals, and I do not think that is the method. 
Of course we have the names and records of each one of these 
samples and know exactly from whom they came. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The reason I asked the gentleman the 
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question is because under the power given the Secretary of 
Agriculture he has the right to publish the names. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit some 
observations upon the all-absorbing seed question. The bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Agriculture makes an appropria- 
tion, or recommends an appropriation, of $238,000 for the pur- 
chase, propagation, and testing of new, rare, and uncommon 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, foreign 
and domestic, to be distributed after consultation with Sena- 
tors and Representatives and Delegates in Congress “to actual 
experimenters only for experimental tests.” This is the only 
provision made in the bill for the distribution of seeds. There 
has been a great deal of criticism of the practice that has been 
in yogue for a number of years in the distribution of garden 
seeds, ordinarily termed “ Congressional seeds,” to the people 
throughout the country. It may be that this practice is subject 
to some degree of criticism. My experience has been that it has 
resulted in a considerable good. Farmers and gardeners in the 
district I have the honor to represent have informed me re- 
peatedly that they had got better results from Government gar- 
den seeds than from any seeds that they had ever procured, 
coming largely from that well-known principle that the frequent 
change of seeds from one part of the country to another is often 
a very profitable thing. Now, if the Committee on Agriculture 
had recommended the discontinuance altogether of Congressional 
distribution of seeds, and had reduced the appropriation corre- 
spondingly, the proposition would have addressed itself to me 
with a good deal more force than it now docs. We are to 
eliminate Congressional distribution of garden seeds, but we do 
not save one single penny by the operation. We spend all the 
money. Now, during the current fiscal year there is an appro- 
priation of $242,000 for the distribution of seeds. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman yield for an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. 

Mr. 


CRUMPACKER. I will. 
SOUTHARD. Is it not true that you can find seeds put 
up in New York in almost every market in the country? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I suppose so; I do not know much 
about that. But the appropriation for the current fiscal year 
is $242,000. Of that, $132,000 is used for Congressional dis- 
tribution, as it is termed. One hundred and ten thousand dol- 
lars is being used now by the Secretary of Agriculture for the 
purchase, propagation, and testing of new, uncommon, and rare 
seeds, bulbs, etc., domestic and foreign. The present bill recom- 
mends the appropriation of $238,000 for that purpose. What 
will be the result? Perhaps one individual in each township in 
the county or the district might possibly conduct some ex- 
periments. I simply want to say that I am in favor of the old 
plan, and shall vote against the recommendation of the com- 
mittee unless the money heretofore spent there shall be saved 
to the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
has expired. : 

Mr. LAMB. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
OVERSTREET}. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I desire in 
the brief space of time allotted me to make some remarks on 
the pending bill and in a general way to lay before this House 
some facts I feel impelled from a sense of duty to set forth. 
During the short time I have been a Member of this House I 
have painfully observed that the great agricultural interests of 
this country have been neglected by Congress and are suffering 
at the hands of our National Government. How it is that this 
great industry, the foundation stone upon which rests all our 
national greatness, has not received proper recognition from in- 
telligent Representatives in Congress is beyond my understand- 
ing. The oldest, the most dignified, and the most independent 
of all the vocations among men, it deserves better treatment at 
our hands; but I want it understood in the beginning of these 
remarks that I am not asking alms of the National Treasury. 
My people did not send me here for that, but they expect of me 
that I shall demand their rights upon every issue raised 
whereby their interests are affected, and I will ask nothing 
more and I shall be satisfied with nothing less. [Applause.] 

On the 13th of December just passed, the House being in the 
Committee of the Whole House and having under consideration 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, my 
colleague [Mr. LIVINGSTON] offered the following amendment: 


The time of the gentleman from Indiana 


The compensation, at not more than $10 per day and actual neces- 
sary traveling expenses, of special agents to investigate trade condi- 
tions abroad, with the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the 
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United iiy $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which na be used in 


the 5 ion of markets for cotton products; 
such in gation shall be reported to Congress. 

The object of the amendment was to reinstate the current law 
as contained in that appropriation bill for the present fiscal 
year. The previous Congress had allowed the appropriation, 
but the committee at this session failed to incorporate it in the 
bill, and Mr. Livrxesron’s amendment sought to remedy that 
feature of it. But the amendment was lost, and the small, piti- 
ful sum of $20,000 that heretofore had been allowed, in order 
that our cotton trade might be extended and new markets for 
dur cotton and cotton products opened up, has been disallowed, 
and what little aid the Government was giving the farmer in 
this direction has been withdrawn. Now, Mr. Chairman, for 
the life of me I saw no argument advanced, either by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] or the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Lirraver] that authorized the defeat of 
this amendment, and when this bill comes back to the House 
with a similar amendment from the Senate, as I understand it 
wili come, I sincerely trust that this House will agree to the 
amendment and let it become the law again. During the de- 
bate on the amendment my colleague [Mr. BARTLETT] produced 
some strong arguments in favor of the measure, and in the 
course of his remarks said: 

This great crop of ours is greater in value than all of the other crops 
of the country except corn, and the most remarkable thing is that with 
that eroi amounting to $650,000,000 a year, the raw material is not 
consum at home, like that other eat agricultural product which 
exceeds it in value, but two-thirds of it is sbi and brings into this 
country every year hundreds of millions of da lars of fore gold to 
create and increase our prosperity, not siwply of its producers, but of 
the entire country. 

While there was no yea-and-nay vote taken and I can not 
state positively how each Member voted, I will venture the 
statement that about the only Members voting for it were from 
cotton-producing States, and the rest, practically, voting against 
it. How, sir, can legislation be enacted that will redound to the 
benefit of the farmer unless the Members of this House will be 
more liberal and broad minded when they come to vote upon 
questions that affect the farmers’ interest? We are not here 
to legislate for any parti¢ular section of the country or for any 
particular class of her citizens, but to pursue a policy that will 
be beneficial to all sections of the country and helpful to all 
classes of our people. This is a Government whose greatness 
and glory and whose permanency depend upon the intelligence of 
her people and the simplicity and uniformity of her laws. [Ap- 
plause.] 

There are Members here who are not acquainted with the cot- 
ton industry. They should be willing to hear the testimony and 
act upon it, of those who know ‘the needs of the farmer. An in- 
dustry that increases the wealth of the country six hundred and 
fifty millions annually, an amount almost sufficient to pay the 
yearly expenses of this Government, deserves the most careful 
consideration at our hands. A parsimonious policy adopted by 
the Government toward the cotton planter can not but be detri- 
mental to our manifold and diversified industries. By way of 
comparison, these United States may be likened unto a great, 
complex piece of machinery, but so nicely and precisely con- 
structed that if any of its smallest parts are out of gear the 
whole machinery is thrown into confusion and disorder. The 
cotton-producing States compose a part of this Commonwealth, 
and, in my judgment, not so insignificant a part as the votes of 
Members of this House would seem to indicate, and whenever 
you vote down a measure that is calculated to benefit a portion 
of this country you not only do harm to that immediate section, 
but you are helping to retard the prosperity of this great coun- 
try, whose Constitution you have sworn to defend and support 
and whose every interest it is your solemn duty to protect. I 
ean scarcely believe that there is a gentleman here who would 
intentionally do an injustice to these people whose chief de- 
pendence is upon the production of cotton, but they certainly 
do not understand the situation. All we ask is that this Con- 
gress take hold of this question and cooperate with us in main- 
taining a steady and stable price for our product. This may be 
done in many ways. The opening up of new markets for our 
cotton goods would tend to diminish the surplus that now re- 
mains under present conditions, and would thereby cause the 
price to be regulated by the natural law of demand and supply. 
A change in the method of issuing monthly bulletins by the De- 
partment of Agriculture showing the condition of cotton would 
also help, I believe, in maintaining a steady price. ‘These bulle- 
tins should be issued weekly or daily, perhaps, and give to the 
cotton grower and the legitimate trade the information in in- 
stallments, as it were, instead of withholding it until when it is 
given out to the public such excitement is produced among those 
betting npon the result of the estimate that the fluctuation in 
prices ranges at once from twenty to fifty points aboye or below 
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the normal price, a as the report is “ bullish” or “ bear- 
ish,” as it is termed. The planter feels obliged during all sea- 
sons of the year and every day in the week (Sunday excepted) 
to put his cotton upon the market in large or small quantities, 
as the case may be. He has to meet his obligations when they 
fall due. He knows when they mature, and cotton has to be 
sold to be converted into money for this purpose. 

I know of instances where planters had shipped their entire 
crop of cotton to factors for the purpose of holding for better 
prices, and had advanced to them from time to time on this 
cotton as collateral an amount of money almost equal to the 
value of the cotton when a Government report would be issued 
indicating a larger yield than was expected, and upon the pub- 
lication of this report prices rapidly declined until the planters’ 
margin was exhausted and his cotton was put upon the market 
and sold at the lowest price of the season. In a few days, after 
the public had time to study and digest the report and confi- 
dence in the market had been reestablished, the number of 
points lost by the issuance of the report had been regained, and 
a much higher mark made than had been reached previous to 
the report. So that the Government report caused a decline 
in cotton sufficient to close the planter out at a distinct loss. 
And this is not an isolated case, either. Every Member of this 
House who comes from a section where cotton is produced will 
bear me out in the statement that numbers and numbers of 
farmers every year lose heavily by reason of the monthly crop 
bulletins issued by the Government. The position I take is: 
It makes no difference whether the report is correct or incor- 
rect, the effect upon the market is the same. The information 
that is gathered day by day and week by week from the dif- 
ferent correspondents throughout the cotton belt is thrown 
upon the market all in a lump, and the result is always the 
same, a fluctuating and spasmodic market for several days, and 
the farmer is bound to lose, for a quantity of cotton is certain 
to be closed out on rapid declines. I am borne out in this 
opinion by a statement of Mr. Harvie Jordan, president of the 
Southern Cotton Association, in a hearing had before the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture last year, where he used the language: 


I think it would have a tendency to break up speculation to have It 
so arranged that these estimates should not be issued at one time. ‘They 
could show the condition of one State one day, and the condition of 
another State another day, and so on. Every safeguard should be 
thrown around the cotton crop of this country. It brings into this 
Union $650,000,000 annually and preserves a balance of trade with 
foreign countries in our fayor. And a variation of one-half a cent a 
pound means a loss or gain of $25,000, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, look just a moment in another direction. 
The statistics of, the world show a world-wide prosperity, the 
newspapers of England are replete with the unprecedented pros- 
perity of the past year, and the United States are enjoying the 
same blessings despite the onerous loads imposed by unfair 
taxation. We have prospered under bad economic laws, and 
with better laws this prosperity would have been more equitably 
distributed. We are one of the leading nations of the earth, 
if not the leading nation, beeause of our free institutions, of the 
unequaled area open to free trade between the States, of our 
vast area of diversified natural productions, and of our re- 
gard for law, even though that law bears hard upon agricul- 
ture and in favor of manufactures. [Applause.] 

The South, too, has prospered in spite of unjust and unfair 
legislation against her and in spite of the efforts of her enemies 
to retard her growth. Up to 1850, under a more generous legis- 
lation, she was a leader in production, but this beautiful region 
was impoverished by the civil war, and since then she has had 
only the legislative scraps from the national table. Despite all 
this the South has steadily grown in population and wealth. 
In agriculture she has gone forward by leaps and bounds, and 
on account of her rapidly increasing manufactures the eyes of 
envy from the East are turned against her. In cotton manu- 
factures she has surprised the world. Cotton mills have begun 
to hum in the South with a musical cadence that promises a 
full symphony in the days to come. The cotton is there and 
there to stay, and the mills will more and more seek locations 
nearer the base of supplies. n 

The census authorities inform us that in 1900 cotton man- 
ufacture stood at the head of the textile industries with re- 
spect to all items covered by census reports, the value of the 
product being $332,800,000. The little mills of fifty years ago, 
operating a few hundred spindles, have givén place to large 
establishments operating thousands of spindles, the improve- 
ment of which has brought a speed of from 5,000 to 10,000 revo- 
lutions a minute, and I am proud to say that this same census 
document gives the greater percentage of increase in cotton 
manufacture to the sunny South. The increase for all cotton- 
mill products in the United States was seventy-one millions, of 
which fifty-three million four hundred thousand was in the South, 

In 1890 there was but 239 mills, with a capital of $54,000,009, 
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employing 36,415 hands, and creating a product of $42,000,000. 
In 1900 there were 401 establishments engaged in cotton man- 
ufacturing in the South, with a capital of $125,000,000, employ- 
ing 97,559 hands, and creating a product valued at $95,000,000 
an increase of $53,000,000 in a single decade, or 128.8 per cent. 
The same census tells us that the lumber and timber industry 
has increased more rapidly in the South than in any other part 
of the country. 

It might be interesting to notice some figures recently pub- 
lished in the Manufacturers’ Record, which is considered a re- 
liable publication. It says: 

In six years, with an increase in the population of about 2,400,000, 
or something more than 10 per 705 the South bas increased the value 
of its farm products by $728,000,000, or 57 per cent, and the value of 
its manufactures $761,000,000, or 52 per cent. It has added 3,393,000 
oe to its co ton-mill outfit, an increase of 55 per cent, and its 
mills used in 1906 about 2,375,000 bales of American cotton, or 48 per 
cent more than in 1900. 

In the six years the South's annual pig-iron production has increased 
by 896,000 tons, or 34 per cent; its coal production by 34,202,000 tons, 
or 69 per cent; the value of exports at its ports $1,777,000,000, or 38 

r cent, though it furnishes more merchandise for export than it 

ndles throu is own ports, and in that time its railroad mileage 
has increased 441, or nearly 22 per cent, and the assessed value 
of its property 1 — 125 490,000,000, or nearly 48 per cent. 

And just let me say that the Empire State of the South has 
not been laggard in her contributions to the general prosperity 
nor in those developments which mark a free and great people. 
Cotton is her greatest crop, and in 1890 she gaye the country a 
crop valued at $62,750,000. In 1902 this had swollen to $69,- 
000,000, in 1903 to $89,000,000, in 1904 to $92,000,000, and in 
1905 to $103,000,000. In 1905 the census reported ginned for 
Georgia 1,750,000 bales, as against 2,598,949 for Texas. In the 
production of cotton Georgia ranks second. 

In the production of cotton-seed oil and cake she also ranks 
second. In the production of turpentine and rosin Georgia ac- 
knowledges no superior, holding first rank in the imperial galaxy 
of States. In the olden days she won the title of Empire State 
of the South and proudly maintains that position to this good day. 
In war as in peace her sons may be found in the front rank 
of men from any State or country for bravery, honesty, and 
chivalry, while her women are not excelled in all this world for 
beauty, refinement, and grace. [Applause.] 

And among other Georgians the people of the First district 
claim to be an empire in the imperial State of Georgia, “ an im- 
perium in imperio,” and I desire for a few moments to direct at- 
tention to this section of our country. It is my good fortune to 
represent a district of wealth, influence, and power. Its people 
are American to the core, believe in American worth, and hold 
for high American ideals. I have the honor to represent a. dis- 
trict composed of twelve counties which for industry and hon- 
esty can not be excelled by any other twelve counties in the 
American Union, and in the productions which mark the prog- 
ress of an industrious people they take high rank with the 
thousands of great counties which make up our glorious com- 
monwealth. [Applause.] In it may be found the great canning 
district of Chatham County, which sends to the world the 
choicest products of canned corn, beans, tomatoes, and peas. In 
melons Georgia excels all other States, while the First district 
furnishes no inconsiderable share. It is there sweet potatoes 
abound. Among all the increases which mark the census of 1900 
there was no greater increase than that shown by Effingham, 
Bryan, and Liberty counties. Since the census of 1900 two new 
counties have been formed, Jenkins and Toombs, which now 
form a part of my district. The statistics of 1900 do not include 
these counties as separate entities, although their products for 
the most part are totaled in the other ten. In 1900 six of these 
counties—Bryan, Bulloch, Burke, Chatham, Effingham, Emanuel, 
and Liberty—produced 190,154 bushels of Irish potatoes—enough 
to feed 15,800 families a whole year, while Chatham alone pro- 
duced 125,375 bushels, or enough to feed 10,000 families for a 
year. In the year 1900 we produced 595,375 bushels of sweet 
potatoes, as shown by the following table by counties: 


Bushels. 


Eight counties in this district produced 150,000 bushels of 
pease, Screven being first with 38,813 bushels, Emanuel second 
with 33,443, while Bulloch and Tattnall ran close for third place. 
One county in my district, Tattnall, has made considerable prog- 
ress in the production of tobacco, and it may be through its 
influence that the culture of tobacco may be more generally 


extended. While we are not in the best hay-producing region 
of the world, the forage crop of five of our counties in 1900 
amounted to 12,000 tons, of which Burke County produced fully 
one-third. The Department of the Census says that recent ex- 
periments in Georgia indicate that, with the necessary buildings 
and machinery, sugar making can be as profitably conducted in 
Georgia as in Louisiana. People from Vermont glory in their 
maple sirup, but the Georgia cane sirup is unsurpassed any- 
where. 

In 1900, 517,550 gallons of sirup were made in my district, dis- 
tributed as follows.: 


Bryan County.. 
Bulloch County. 


Burke County 


It has been said that ours is a cotton country tok the. exclusion 
of everything else. From what has preceded it is plain that the 
first district of Georgia is susceptible of a wide diversification of 
crops, and that we have already diversified them to a large 
extent. 

In corn, while we may not be able to compete with the great 
corn districts of the Northern and Western States, we are still 
able to make a good showing, as the following table discloses: 


Corn in 1900. 

Bushels. 

Bryan County : Ls = 93, 690 
Bulloch County = 464, 090 
Burke County — 667, 980 
. eee e eee 40, 940 
FH ond 127, 670 
Dee x 09, 160 
Liberty County 166, 550 
MeIntosh County 20, 980 
Screven County... 429, 540 
Tattnall County 401, 070 
Ui nt Op pag Sue ae eh eo aa asin ara CONS ho O Reams Ay E pret 2, 921, 670 


From Census Bulletin No. 40, for 1905, 
of the first district aggregates as follows: 


Bryan County. 


va 9 
ERa CO ras ta re eee 2, 052 
rr dd poe Spe NAPE $ 
Fiir Gon. e ES T O 6, 786 
Liberty County- 1, 692 
MelIntosh County- 4 


Screyen County- 
Tattnall County. i 
e,, E A Ee a ee A a 

In 1905 the number of bales of sea-island cotton raised in the 
United States was 112,539, of which 19,490 bales were pro- 
duced in the first district, or one-seventh of the entire sea- 
island cotton crop of the whole United States was produced in 
my district, and of the amount Bulloch County stands first with 
10,494 bales, and Tattnall second with 7,506, the rest of the 
counties producing very little sea-island cotton, In fact, Bul- 
loch and Tattnall counties seem almost to have a mono in 
the preduction of this great staple. It is the finest cotton in 
the world, and during the Christmas holidays it was sold on the 
streets in the city of Statesboro for 36 cents per pound. 

The people of the district are proud of their great port at 
Savannah. The city’s exports for the year 1905 were greater 
than the combined exports of all south Atlantic ports, and the 
accompanying table shows how rapidly business is increasing. 
Exports for the year ending June 30— 


gE Oe a $53, T70, 382 

2 NE EER EE ee E ee 62, 244, 837 

200 T .... 64, 839, 551 
Imports for the year ending June 30— 7 

0 ͤ TT ra a e 24. 

i 1. 488, 692 

es E A ee A A N E 1, 503, 069 


During the twelve months ending June, 1906, 44,372,031 feet 
of southern pine lumber were shipped from Savannah to New 
York, and during the same period 1,453,385 bales of cotton 
were received at Savannah for shipment. 

So much for the district that lay in General Sherman’s path- 
way on his celebrated march to the sea, and nothing now re- 
mains to mark his route. Such rapid recuperation from desola- 
tion and ruin the world had never seen before and I doubt 
if it ever will again. But, Mr. Chairman, this marvelous 
progress has not been with the aid of fhe Government. It has 
been wrought out of the loins of nature with the brains and 
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brawn of southern manhood in spite of governmental favoritism 


toward manufactures and large corporate interests. In spite 
of the fact that the law-making power of this country has never 
recognized the rights of the man behind the plow,” has never 
consented to give him a square deal under the Constitution 
and laws of the land, but has left him to work out his own 
salyation with the intellect and muscle that the God of nature 
gave him, I say, in spite of all these things, he has made won- 
derful progress and added untold millions to the wealth of this 
country, and under more favorable conditions and more just 
and equitable laws his prosperity would have been tenfold 
greater than now. 

But, sir, the plain working people, who are the mainstay 
of the nation’s wealth, are reading the dispatches that are sent 
from this capital giving a daily record of what Congress is 
doing, and they will demand a more satisfactory reason than 
has yet been given why the Members of this House, with the 
impetuosity of young schoolboys, rush about in wild con- 
fusion eager to increase their own pay and in the next breath 
turn an unwilling ear to legislation designed to benefit the 
honest voters who sent them here. It is not right, and the day 
of reckoning will come when the people will rise up in their 
might and hurl from power the unfaithful Representative who 
legislated in his own selfish interest and neglected the interests 
of the people whom he was elected to serve. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, on reading 
the report of the Agricultural Committee, as well as looking 
over the bill now under consideration, I notice that the appro- 
priation of $52,000 heretofore made for the Bureau of Biological 
Survey has been omitted. A few minutes since I desired to ask 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. WapswortH]| why that ap- 
propriation had been omitted, I did not have the opportunity 
to make the inquiries. I desired to know what reason there 
was for omitting that appropriation from this bill. I wanted 
to know if the Secretary of the Department of Agriculture had 
recommended it. I wanted to know, further, whether the Bio- 
logical Survey had any opportunity of being heard or whether 
any witnesses in the hearings favorable to the elimination of 
this appropriation had been heard before the committee. I have 
been informed, reliably, I think, that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture recommended a 25 per cent increase of the appropriation. 
The chairman of the committee, the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WapswortH] called at my seat a few 
moments since and told me that a provision had been made in 
the bill in lieu of the appropriation stricken out in behalf of 
the Bureau of Biological Survey, which, he thought, was sufi- 
cient, and could be found in the bill under the heading of 
“Entomological investigations,” which provision I find relates 
alone to an investigation of the history and habits of “ insects” 
injurious and beneficial to agriculture, horticulture, and arbori- 

. culture, ascertaining the best means of destroying those found 

to be injurious, including an investigation into the ravages of 
insects affecting field crops, ete. He admits that an important 
feature of the Bureau of Biological Survey has been omitted 
und not provided for at all, and that is game preservation and 
protection. Mr. Chairman, I think there is nothing more essen- 
tial to the farming interests than to preserve and protect the 
lives of such birds as we know will destroy the “insects” that 
ravage the farmer's field crops after planting and while ger- 
minating. I haye been advised from Montgomery, Ala., that on 
yesterday a vote was taken in the lower house of the legisla- 
ture of Alabama almost unanimously indorsing a bill for the 
preservation and protection in our State of game. That re- 
markable unanimity was brought about in the vote of the lower 
house of the Alabama legislature by reason of an able speech 
that was made by the gentleman in charge of the preservation 
and protection of game of the Bureau of Biological Survey, 
Mr. Palmer, who was invited to address the legislature by a 
joint resolution of the two houses. The address delivered by 
Mr. Palmer was strong, full of common sense, and abounding 
with most valuable information. It was commended highly by 
the lending newspapers of our State. 

Our people are anxious to adopt some reasonable, sensible, and 
practicable law for the preservation and protection of the game 
of our State, and the address of Mr. Palmer was a great stimu- 
lant to guide the lawmakers of our State in the right way to do 
this. I feel confident that a law will be agreed upon by the leg- 
islature of Alabama at its present session that will protect and 
preserve the game of the State. Alabama desires to follow the 
example of many of the States of the Union in such enactments 
as will prevent the useless destruction of game. I can not, Mr. 
Chairman, in this discussion, with the time allowed me by the 
distinguished gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Laun], who is in 
charge of this bill on this side of the Chamber, present the won- 
-derful benefits that have accrued in behalf of the interests of 


farmers in many of the States of the Union by protecting and 
preserving the lives of certain classes of birds that destroy in- 
sects that ruthlessly ravage and destroy seed planted by the 
farmers. Accurate statistics can be invoked to show the bene- 
ficial results from the standpoint of the farmers’ interests in the 
States enforcing reasonable game laws and those that do not. 
We of the South, as a matter of sentiment, deplore the disap- 
pearance of the mockingbird. In certain sections of the South 
where this splendid songster but a few years since abounded 
and could be heard at all times, night and day, but now is 
rarely seen or heard. For mercenary purposes their nests are 
robbed of their young and the young birds sold and sent off to 
an “imprisonment for life” in a cage. For myself I would 
welcome a fair law that would protect the lives of our valuable 
birds. I would do it from a practical beneficial as well as a 
sentimental standpoint. 

The information I desired to obtain from the chairman of 
the committee I hope will be given before this discussion closes. 
What reason was there for striking out the appropriation under 
existing law of $52,000 for the benefit of the Bureau of Bio- 
logical Survey? Did anyone appenr before the committee 
asking that no money be appropriated for this Bureau? Did 
anyone contend that the Bureau was not efficiently, beneficially, 
and economically administered? I am informed that the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture advised that the appropriation provided 
now by law be increased. If this be true, then this House 
ought to be advised definitely why this important Bureau 
“should be dismissed without honor,” because this is the effect 
of it. The “entomological investigations” that the chairman 
so kindly and courteously called my attention to certainly does 
not make provision for the useful functions of the “ Bureau of 
Biological Survey.” It is undeniable that this Bureau is con- 
ducted by competent chiefs. I print for information the fol- 
lowing well-expressed clipping from the New York ‘Evening 
Post of January 24, which presents the workings of this Bureau 
most truthfully and justly: 

WORK OF THE BUREAU. 


The Bureau of Biological 8 studies the geographie distribution 
of animals and plants and maps the natural life zones of the country. 
It also investigates the economic relations of birds and mammals, recom- 
mends measures for the preservation of beneficial and the destruction 
of injurious species, and has been charged with carrying into effect 
the provisions of the Federal laws for the importation and protec- 
tion of birds, and the game laws of Alaska. The work of the survey 
began on 4 — 5 1, 1885. It is effected under three heads: | 

1. Geographie distribution, in charge of Vernon Bailey.—The office 
of geographic distribution bas charge of field and office work relating 
to the collection, preparation, and elaboration of specimens and in- 
formation illustrating the status and geographic distribution of North 
American animals and plants, It is engaged also in mapping the 
ranges of mammals, birds, reptiles, and plants, and the preparation of 
reports thereon. 5 

2. Economie ornithology and mammalogy, in charge of A. K. Fisher. — 
The office of economic investigation has charge of field and laboratory 
work relating to the food habits of mammals and birds and of the 
collection of seeds and insects and other objects belonging thereto; 
also of the preparation of reports on the economic relations and food 
habits of birds and mammals. 

3. Game preservation and protection, in charge of T. 8. Palmer.— 
The office of game protection has charge of matters relating to the 
preservation, protection, and introduction of game and other animals 
and of matters coming under the jurisdiction of the department by- 
reason of the Lacey Act, 


I am advised, Mr. Chairman, that by the work and efforts of 
this Bureau many foreign birds of most injurious and destruc- 
tive tendencies have been kept out of our country, and they have 
encouraged the bringing in of desirable species. The Bureau 
sees to it that the interstate-commerce provisions of the game 
law are not violated. Shipments of game killed in violation of 
State laws into other States come under the jurisdiction of this 
Bureau, and this fact makes its maintenance most important. 
We ought not, while throughout the Republic there is a growing 
and wholesome development of public opinion for the protection 
and preservation of game, to put an obstacle in the path of such 
wise, humane, and profitable tendencies by driving this Bureau 
out of existence. Truly, Mr. Chairman, we ought to increase 
this appropriation, and I hope it will be done. It is money well 
spent by the Government. 

I call the attention of the committee to the appropriation for 
the Biological Survey under existing law: 

Salaries, Bureaa of Biological Survey: One biologist, who shall be 
chief of bureau, $3,000; one clerk, class 1, $1,200; two clerks, at $1,000 
„ one clerk, $900; one messenger or laborer, $480; in all, 

1,580. 

Biological investigations: General expenses, biological investigations : 
For biological investigations, including the geostap hie distribution and 
migrations of animals, birds, and plants, and for the promotion of eco- 
nomic ornithology and mamnialogy; for an investigation of the food 


habits of North American birds and mammals in relation to agricul- 


ture, horticulture, and forestry; for the employment of local and 


special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required in conducting 
experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in collating. 
digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experiments: 
for freight and express charges; for office fixtures and supplies, gas 
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and electric current, telegraph and telephone service; for e 
and publication of reports, and for illustrations, field work, and travel- 
ing and other expenses in the practical work of the Bureau, and to en- 
able the 5 1 to carry into effect the provisions of 
an act approved y 25, 1900, entitled “An act to enlarge the powers 
of the Department of Agriculture, prohibiting the transportation by 
interstate commerce of game killed in yiolation of local laws, and for 


other purposes,” $44,420. 

Total for Bureau of Biological Survey, $52,000. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the report of the commit- 
tee ought certainly to have given us the benefit of some reason 
why this Bureau should be abolished. Absolute silence is there. 

I have listened, Mr. Chairman, with a great deal of interest 
and sympathy to the earnest efforts of my distinguished friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER], who is an honored member of 
this great Committee of Agriculture, to have stricken from 
this bill that paragraph that prohibits the Representatives of this 
House from distributing seeds among their constituents and turn 
it over to the Secretary of Agriculture and those he may name. 
I heartily indorse everything that he said in his great efforts 
for the interests of our farmers, and he deserves and will achieve 
success. 

But it is quite a coincidence, Mr. Chairman, that the very seeds 
that we propose to distribute to our farmers should be denied by 
this bill that protection which the preservation of the lives of 
birds would give—which makes the birds the farmer's best 
friend. 

The protection of birds is not provided for in this bill at all. 
It is left out entirely. It is not even claimed to be within the 
purview of the section to which the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. WapsworrH] called my attention. I notice in another par- 
agraph in this bill there is an item to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to meet the emergency caused by the continued 
spread of “the gypsy and brown-tailed moths” amounting to 
$150,000. I am not fully advised as to the operations of the 
“ brown-tailed ” moth, but I have read somewhere that it is an 
“airy insect” that attacks coniferous trees, and that the only 
tree that can resist partially its savage attacks is the deciduous 
tree. It may be of a most violent and dangerous disposition. 
I presume it is, by reason of the fact of an appropriation of 
$150,000, while the birds are left out entirely. The friends of the 
birds—the protection and preservation of game—will look 
kindly to this. 

Mr. LAMB. I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEP- 
PARD. ] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire briefly to advert to 
the splendid work of the Bureau of Soils of the Department of 
Agriculture. In my judgment, there is no bureau in this Goy- 
ernment of more fundamental and far-reaching importance. 

The agricultural interests of the United States constitute by 
far the greatest natural resource from which the wealth of the 
people is derived. The farm value of agricultural products of 
the nation amounted to six and three-quarter billions of dollars 
in 1905, and this amount is annually increasing at a rate of 10 
to 15 per cent. Since the last census was taken, in 1899, the 
annual value of farm products has increased $2,000,000,000—44 
per cent—above the amount for 1899. 

Coupled with this increase in values of farm products has 
arisen an almost universal interest in the possibility of the ex- 
haustion of the areas of land held under cultivation and particu- 
larly in the development of lands not now used for crop produc- 
tion, the extension of areas cultivated to special and highly 
yaluable crops, and the introduction of new crops and of diversi- 
fied crop interests into all sections of the country. 

The past decade of the agricultural history of the country has 
been marked by entirely new lines of agricultural enterprise. 
The free government lands have largely been occupied by home- 
steads, and this outlet for surplus population, this resource for 
the production of increased amounts of the great staple crops, 
has become practically exhausted. At the same time the rate of 
increase of population from natural causes and from immigra- 
tion has been such as to call attention of all thoughtful men to 
the possibilities of feeding and clothing the increased population. 
It is obvious that unless the agricultural lands of the country are 
rapidly and systematically developed the home demands for 
farm products will soon equal the home production, and the ex- 
portation of farm crops, which now dominate the export trade, 
must gradually decrease and soon cease. An attendant circum- 
stance already demanding serious thought is the growing cost of 
all those fundamental necessities of life which taken in the 
aggregate has so markedly caused an increase in the cost of 
living during the past five years. Little relief from this condi- 
tion can be anticipated unless, through increased areas and im- 
proved methods, the farm lands of the nation can be made to 
keep pace with this demand by increased production. 

In this problem are embraced not only the needs and the wel- 
fare of the population actually engaged in farming but, as surely 


Senge indirectly, the needs and welfare of the entire consuming 
public. ‘ 

The land actually held in farms at the present time comprises 
but one-half of the total land area of the country. Any great 
extension of this area is no longer possible since the unoccupied 
lands are largely mountainous areas or tracts hopelessly arid, 
and for which no irrigation water can be made available. 

Of land held in farms less than one-half, or less than one-fourth 
of the total national domain, is actually improved land suited to 
the production of staple and special crops. The remainder con- 
sists of swamps, wood lots, hillside pasture, and unimproved 
grazing lands. While some relief may be secured from the utili- 
zation of portions of this partially occupied land, the great re- 
source of American agriculture must be in the more intensive 
cultivation of lands already tilled, in the diversification of crops 
produced in all regions, and in the increasing general knowledge 
of agricultural principles by means of which each acre may be 
made to produce continuously in the greatest abundance. 

So long as great areas of virgin land remained over which 
the increasing population might spread and upon which it might 
depend for increased food supplies little attention was paid to a 
careful inquiry into the actual land resources of the nation. So 
long as new lands might be acquired cheaply and in considerable 
areas the intensive development of all sections except the neigh- 
borhood of great cities was neglected and relegated to a future 
day. That day has now arrived when the agricultural possi- 
bilities of the country must be carefully ascertained for the 
benefit of those now owning and tilling the land, and for the 
benefit of those who in cities and towns afford the great home 
market for farm products. 

Since 1899 a study of the soils of the United States has been 
conducted by the Department of Agriculture, and soil surveys 
have been made of portions of forty-three States and four Terri- 
tories, aggregating a total area of nearly 120,000 square miles. 
This work has shown that while the soil resources of the country 
may be limited in areal extent, there is a great diversity of soil 
conditions existing under a great range of climatic surroundings. 

The 250 areas already examined have shown the existence of 
450 different soils adapted to the widest diversity of crops and 
requiring greatly different methods of cropping and cultivation 
to secure the maximum returns. 

Examinations of the soils of particular regions haye developed 
an understanding of the characteristic soils upon which each of 
the great staple crops is produced to best advantage. It has 
been found that the soils of the great prairie corn belt differ 
materially from the characteristic wheat soils, and the profit- 
able extension of either wheat or corn production must take 
into account the facts so ascertained. 

Studies of soils in the Gulf coast States have determined the 
characteristics of the soils upon which upland rice may be 
grown, and the soil surveys have indicated that westward from the 
mouth of the Mississippi nearly to the Rio Grande exists a belt 
of country within which the production of rice might be widely 
extended so soon as the location of the appropriate soils is 
shown. With such an extension areas of prairie growing lands 
now valued at $10 to $15 per acre would become possible rice 
lands with a value two to three times as great. 

The introduction of cigar filler tobacco into Texas and Ala- 
bama has followed and depended upon the examination of smail 
areas of soils in those two States. Further studies of the Gulf 
State soils have shown that over hundreds of square miles of 
the typical tobacco soils exist and are now given over to cotton 
production or to grazing. Their value for tobacco raising is far 
greater. There are few crops which depend so closely upon the 
characteristics of the soil for peculiar properties and consequent 
wide variations in value as the tobacco crop, and without an 
accurate knowledge of soil conditions the introduction of new 
varieties of tobacco into any region is accompanied by great 
risk of loss and by a strong probability of discouragement and 
failure. 

The increasing deyelopment of the production of winter and 
early spring truck crops for the northern markets has given 
rise to the necessity for a complete study of the soils of the 
Atlantic and Gulf States. The soil requirements of the different 
crops are very different and the conditions of soil and of cli- 
mate vary markedly in different regions. The winter-grown 
crops of Florida and southern Texas require different soils and 
different soil handling from the early spring and summer crops 
of the Atlantic coast. The vegetables and melons and fruits 
each have their characteristic requirements and the extension 
of their production over areas now forested or newly cleared 
ealls for a thorough foreknowledge of soil conditions. 

The extension of orcharding into new regions has spread fruit 
culture over many sections whose soil adaptations are not clearly 
understood. The development of the Appalachian fruit belt 
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from Pennsylvania southward to Georgia has shown that cer- 
tain valuable varieties of apples may only be produced in re- 
stricted areas and upon a limited range of soils. The pippin 
belt of Virginia differs in soil and in climate from the conditions 
required for the red apples of the limestone valleys and the 
Piedmont Plateau. The orchard region of the Ozarks in Mis- 
souri and in Arkansas differs from all other sections of the 
country. In fact, each fruit belt possesses its own peculiar soils, 
some adapted to orcharding and others practically useless for 
such purposes. Many successes, as well as many failures, haye 
had their cause in this fact. 

In the Western States the attempt to bring additional land un- 
der cultivation and to increase the intensity of agricultural pro- 
duction through the irrigation of lands formerly dry farmed gives 
rise to a necessity for a careful study of these soils, their crop 
adaptation, the proper methods of irrigation, and also the con- 
trol of dissolved mineral matter which tends to accumulate as 
“alkali” under improper use of irrigation water. Millions of 
acres of valuable arid lands have been damaged or ruined by 
alkali, and the prevention of further damage, as well as the recla- 
mation of lund already injured, calls for an extension of the 
alkali work and further demonstrations of the methods of alkali 
reclamation. : 

These are but a few examples to show how the field study of 
the soils of the United States has led to an appreciation of the 
great soil problems with which the people of this country must 
deal. In order that the deyelopment of American agriculture 
may keep pace with the increase in population and the demand 
for products of the soil a very careful husbanding of soil re- 
sources is imperative. There remain no great areas over 
which farm occupation may spread. It is therefore through bet- 
ter knowledge of the resources of the entire country, through a 
closer specialization in adapting soils to crops, through more 
systematic crop rotation, and better methods of soil manage- 
ment and conservation that the needs of the present and the 
future must be met. With careless methods and unsystematie 
agriculture the limit of crop production is being too closely 
approached. With increased knowledge of the fundamental 
principles of crop production and of crop distribution over the 
soils known to exist considerable increases in crop production 
may be provided for. That this may be secured in advance of 
the time of urgent need, a full study of the varied resources of 
American soils must be begun in time and pressed to comple- 
tion. There is no greater fundamental necessity confronting 
the entire population of the country. 

Under the capable and painstaking supervision of Dr. Milton 
Whitney, the Chief of the Bureau of Soils, remarkable progress 
is being made, and Congress should not hesitate to place in 
his hands sufficient funds. With a corps of efficient and devoted 
assistants, both in the office and in the field, he is achieving 
results which demonstrate beyond all question the supreme im- 
portance of this Bureau as a means of ascertaining the exact 
capabilities of American soils, [Applause.] 


Arcas surveyed and mapped by oe Survey, May, 1899, to June 30, 


Area sur- | Areas 


re- 
State or Territory. veyed dur-| viously Total area surveyed. 
ing 1906. | report 
Sq. miles. | Sq. miles. | Sq. miles. Acres. 
i , 863 „492 4,794,880 
611 611 391, 040 
877 1,613 | 1,032,320 
6,355 6,479 | 4,146, 560 
$ 2,350 2,428 | 1,553, 920 
518 518 331,520 
elaware . 314 314 200, 960 
PPTP 680 , 708 2,388 | 1,528,320 
/ AAA 609 1,513 2,422 | 1,550,080 
/ 1,135 1,135 726, 400 
UAinomnn „ ½ eee zg: 5.925 5,925 | 3,792,000 
Indiana ........ 887 , 036 2,923 | 1,870,720 
Indian Territory W 440 281, G00. 
CCCCCͥͤ˙ÜuV .... 2,303 2,303 | 1,473,920 
Kansas ... 389 2, 345 2,734 | 1,749,760 
Kentucky 679 1,370 2,049 | 1,311,360 
Louisiana. 825 3,568 4,393 | 2,811,520 
Maryland..... or 2, 663 2,663 | 1,704,320 
Massachusetts . 796 796 509, 440 
Michigan 3,078 3,538 | 2,264,820 
Minnesota 486 1,064 680, 960 
Mississippi... .....-..--.22--06 2,902 3,805 | 2,435,200 
Be . 3, 783 4,570 | 2,924, 800 
Montana...... 107 432 276, 480 
Nebraska ....... 1,561 2,088 | 1,336,520 
New Hampshire 200 23 · 200 128, 000 | 
New Jersey... 1,303 1,303 833, 920 
New Mexico 129 129 $2, 560 
New York .... 3. 280 3,880 | 2,483, 200 
North Carolina 360 6,618 6,978 | 4,465,920 
North Dakota. 865 1,825 | - 2,690 | 1,721,600 
Ohio. 685 3,055 3,740 | 2,393, 600 
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Areas surveyed and mapped by the Soil Survey, ete—Continued. 


Area sur- | Areas ee 
veyed dur-| viously | Total area suryeyed. 
ing 1906. | reported. 


State or Territory. 


Sq. miles. Sq. miles. | Sq. miles. Acres. 


Oklahoma r 720 460, 800 
Oregon cs) 446 446 
Pennsyly 1,978 2,994 | 1,918,160 
Porto Rico 830 211, 
FF 1,085 1,085 691, 
South Carolina | 655 4, 002 4, 657 . 
South Dakota. 1 485 485 310, 400 
%%% % —TTTTTC0TTTTT ey 597 3,046 3,643 | 2,331,520 
ios | ere SNe Serpe pep ees 1,441 7,479 8,920 708, 
Ch ( eb ON 1,501 1,501 
R Foo s os iis sea en donncfucesacccene- 227 227 145, 280 
Virginia x 740 4,276 5,016 | 3,210,240 
W. ashington. = 588 1,268 811, 520 
West Virgini: 330 5 584 373. 7 
Wisconsin. = 868 1,591 2,459 | 1,573, 760 
Wyoming ... ——— 309 197,760 
G St nearer prey oer ee | 19, 341 99, 346 | 


| 118, 687 | 75, 959, 680 


Cost of soil survey work by years. 


3 Square Cost of 

REN: miles, | field work. 
2, 386 $6, 383 

5, 596 13, 500 

14, 541 43, 047 

; 63,313 

y 72, 601 

24,613 68, 447 

19, 341 55, 561 


118, 838 $22, 852 


The r cost has been $2.72 per square mile for the total area 
survey 

During 1906 the average cost was $2.84 per square mile. 

With a larger number of field parties the average cost per square mile 
is 3 reduced. because there is little increase in cost of super- 
vision and nspection. 


Arcas completcd or in progress during the fiscal year 1907. 
SUMMER SEASON, 


State. Area. Square 


miles. 

Ann Fayetteville area 560 
Do. Prairie County 658 

California Willows area 375 

Kansas Riley County - 604 

Minneso' Blue Earth Cov 777 
Do.. Crookston area 77 

Missouri Putnant County -s 02. ?•:'ͤ 530 

Nebraska --| Lancaster County. . 868 

New Hampshire.. «| Merrimac 8 ex S 921 

New Vork Madison County ` 649 

55 Niagara Count. . 522 
North Carolina... .-| Transylvania County ........ > 370 
North Dakota -| Ransom County „ 864 

3 Williston area.. 610 

Ohio.. Meigs County ... 435 

Tennesse: | G r County 309 

Virginia... | Chesterfield Coun’ 484 

WINTER SEASON. 

Alabama Bullen —„•¹ 769 
— . atte County. Sex 8 744 
Do. ‘alladega County. 677 

Arkansas... ies al Conway County..... 439 

California. rs -| Col tan Banding area . #00 

Florida Jefferson County, ... ee 593 

ane al E ye 25 ede E N O 5 

is ppi Jasper County . 
Do... Rey --| Oktibbeha County „ 435 
D Prentiss County... ate 420 

North Carolina. Robeson County 1,048 

South Carolina Lee and Sumter co 860 

Texas.. Bastrop ........- 881 
Do. Delta and Lamar 619 
Do. Laredo area AA 500 
Do. Robertson Count eas 913 


F Ne cen ccencecssoecesnrhes 784 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to read for the information 
of the House the following concurrent resolution adopted by 
the legislature of Tennessee unanimously : 


House joint resolution No. 7. 

(1) Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the fifty-fifth 
general assembly of the State of Tennessee (the senate concurring), That 
the course of President Roosevelt in discharging the negro soldiers im- 

licated in the Brownsville, Tex., shooting affair be, and the same is 
nereby, heartily commended. 

(2) Be it further resolved, That our delegation in Congress, both in 


1907. 


the Senate and House of Representatives, are respectfully asked to give 
their support to the President’s course in discharging the negro soldiers. 

Adopted January 10, 1907. 

Concurred in by the senate January 11, 1907. 

This resolution was adopted by a unanimous vote in both houses. 

Epw. B. MARTIN, 
Chief Clerk of House of Representatices. 

Mr. Chairman, it is known that the State of Tennessee is a 
close State politically. The Republicans have had pretty well 
founded hopes for years that they might be able to carry that 
State, and notwithstanding this fact this resolution was passed 
by both houses of the legislature of Tennessee by a unanimous 
vote, showing that neither politics nor the fear of political con- 
sequences preyented the members of the legislature of the State 
of Tennessee from doing that which they thought was right, and 
they request respectfully that the Senators from Tennessee and 
the Representatives from Tennessee shall reflect their wishes 
in this matter. In respectful consideration of the action of my 
State by the resolution just read I introduced the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the House of Representatives the 
recent action of the President of the United States in discharging with- 
out honor enlisted men of Companies B, C, and D of the Twenty-fifth 


Infantry was within the scope of his authority and power, and is ap- 
proved and commended as a proper exercise of same. 


Mr. Chairman, I never have on the fioor of this House dis- 
cussed what is called “the negro question.“ and I never intend 
to, but I hope that what I may say on this subject will be en- 
tirely divorced from any thought of whether these soldiers were 
black or white, but in another body action has been taken which 
necessarily does challenge the propriety, if not the authority, of 
the President of the United tSates to take the action which he 
did. In the debate his constitutional power was challenged, 
and, if I mistake not, it was proclaimed that he had violated the 
Constitution of the United States. If so, the President is sub- 
ject to impeachment. Impeachment proceedings must be com- 
menced and prosecuted by the House of Representatives. 

While an ambiguous resolution has been adopted, contended 
for by those who fayored an investigation as neither admitting 
nor denying his authority, but simply an investigation of the 
facts, I think it is proper that this body should express itself 
in no uncertain or ambiguous manner as to the proper exercise 
of authority by the President. This resolution has gone to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I hope and believe that that 
committee will consider this resolution at an early day and 
report it favorably, and when they do I expect to take the time 
of the House to discuss it; but I want to state here that if the 
Committee on Military Affairs does not, in their wisdom, see 
proper to do this, if I can be recognized, at the proper time I 
shall move to discharge them from the further consideration of 
this resolution, and bring it before the House for its consid- 
eration. 

I think it is right that we should do so, and in doing this it 
is not my purpose to discuss the question of punishment of the 
soldiers. That question should not be considered in connection 
with it. The action of the President was not taken as a matter 
of punishment, but as a matter of discipline; and I have no 
‘patience with those gentlemen who say that in this case we 
should permit ten guilty to escape rather than punish one inno- 
cent man. The Government, in the exercise of its functions, 
must often do that which may appear to be a restriction of 
the rights and the conveniences of those who may be termed 
“innocent,” and which must be done regardless of the rights, 
privileges, and conveniences of those who may be denominated 
“innocent.” Suppose these three companies of soldiers had 
gone into the Republic of Mexico, and should have come in con- 
tact with persons suffering with a dangerous contagious disease, 
and become infected—at least, some of them—and it was im- 
possible to know just who had come in contact with this 
disease. Would anybody say it would not be a proper exer- 
cise of authority and discretion, and a commendable one, to 
quarantine all the soldiers of those companies that went into 
Mexico until such a period of time had elapsed as would show 
by the course of the disease who was and who was not affected? 
Of course those soldiers who had not come in contact with the 
infectious disease would haye been deprived of their liberty, 
would haye suffered an inconyenience, for the benefit of the 
people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

‘Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman froni 
Arkansas: [Mr. FLOYD]. 

Mr. FLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I propose in the limited time 
allotted to me to discuss that provision of the bill which pro- 
poses to eliminate the free-seed distribution as beretofore prac- 
ticed and to substitute therefor a provision for the propagation 
of rare and uncommon seed. 

I want to say that I enter my protest against this proyision 
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It has been insisted upon the 


as now incorporated in the bill. 
floor in this House that the distribution of seed under the 
methods formerly practiced by the Department, under the di- 


rection of Congress, is not a function of the Government. I de- 
sire to insist that if there is anything in that legal point, that 
if it is not a proper function of the Government to distribute seed 
generally throughout the United States, for a stronger reason 
it is not a function of the General. Government to distribute 
seed to a particular class, to experimenters for experimental 
purposes only, and that is what is proposed in this bill. It is 
proposed to strike out the $238,000 that was incorporated in the 
law of last year for general free distribution and to insert in 
lieu thereof a provision appropriating an equal amount for the 
purchase, propagation, and testing of new, rare, and uncommon 
seed, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, foreign and 
domestic, to be distributed to experimenters only for experi- 
mental purposes. 

If this provision is adopted, who will receive the chief benefit 
of it? If an appropriation is to be made for the “ purchase, 
propagation, and testing of new, rare, and uncommon seeds, 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, foreign and 
domestic,” and the things so purchased are not to be distributed 
generally, but are to be turned over to experimenters for ex- 
perimental purposes only,” would it not be possible fer these 
seed companies, that are now protesting so londly against Con- 
gressional free distribution of seed, to be among the chief bene- 
ficiaries of this $288,000 appropriation? What would hinder 
it? I fail to note any restrictions in the bill that would prevent 
it. Besides, who is better qualified or prepared to make such 
experiments than the great seed companies that are already 
engaged in the business of raising seeds, bulbs, plants, shrubs, 
and trees for the markets? These concerns are not precluded 
from the benefits of the act; indeed, I do not see how they 
legally couid be, and hence I fear that the adoption of this pro- 
vision would result not only in depriving the people of the 
country of the benefits heretofore received from a general free- 
seed distribution, but that the very interests—concerns and men 
that are protesting against this general free distribution of 
garden and field seed—would be the chief beneficiaries of an 
appropriation for the purchase of “rare and valuable seeds,” to 
be distributed “to experimenters only, for experimental pur- 
poses only.” 

I can not too strongly express my disapproval of the proposi- 
tion and shall yote against it, and shall vote for the substitute, 
to be offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CAN Dun]. 
which, if carried, will appropriate this item of $238,000 for pur- 
chase and free distribution of garden, flower, and field seed, in 
keeping with a long-established custom of the conntry. 

Now, the only objection to this custom, which has been in 
force and in practice since the creation of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, that I have heard comes from those people in this Gov- 
ernment who are engaged or interested in the propagation or 
sale of seed; in other words, the great seed houses. A year ago 
when this matter was before Congress the newspapers reported 
that there was held at the New Willard Hotel, in this city, a 
meeting of the representatives of these seed companies to devise 
ways and means whereby they could induce Congress to vote 
down the appropriation for this purpose; and it was reported 
that they passed resolutions providing that they should use the 
press, and the press was used for that purpose. But now what 
is proposed? It is proposed to strike that provision out and ap- 
propriate an equal amount of money—no economy to the Goy- 
ernment—for the purpose of testing and propagating rare and 
uncommon seed, not to be distributed generally among the peo- 
ple like the former distribution was made, but to be parceled 
out and turned over to the experimenters for experimental pur- 
poses only. Now, if there is no law to justify the usual custom, 
I would like to have some distinguished lawyer who favors it 
to show what the authority is for this proposition. 

Mr. COCKS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Froyp] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cocks]. 

Mr. FLOYD. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKS. I would like to call the gentleman's attention 
to the fact that a large portion of this appropriation will be used 
for the propagation of plants in this country as well as those 
brought from other countries. In other words, plant breeding 
is the real essential feature. If we could increase the number 


of grains of wheat grown in this country, and if by ten kernels 
the corn crop could be increased in the country, would it not be 
an improvement? z 

Mr. FLOYD. Certainly; and the best way to encourage this 
increase and to stimulate the farmers of this country is to 
haye the Agricultural Department of this great Government 
examine and test these seeds and send out the best quality of 
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seed of every kind—wheat, cotton, corn, vegetables, and other 
seeds—directly to the farmers, and let the farmers themselves 
experiment with them. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. FLOYD. Certainly. 

Mr. SIBLEY. In reply to the question the gentleman from 
New York asked, Is it not a fact that America owes her su- 
premacy as a grower of wheat to the effect that this very free 
distribution of Fulse wheat, which to-day holds the markets of 
the world and made American wheat preeminently supreme, 
came from the operation of this yery seed law which they want 
to abolish? [Applause.] 

Mr. FLOYD. I think so; and I am glad that the distin- 
guished gentleman called my attention to that fact, for more 
than twenty years ago one of my distinguished predecessors 
sent this quality of wheat into my country, and I have had ap- 
plications made for it time and again since I have been a 
Member of Congress, and have been repeatedly assured that the 
introduction of this and other yarieties of wheat in this way 
was of infinite advantage to the wheat industry in my section. 
And the little distribution of cotton seed made last year, my own 
allotment which I sent out to some of my constituents, like- 
wise proved to be of great value as an object lesson to those 
who received a supply. I was told by men who had planted 
the cotton seed sent them, and who experimented with it, that 
they had planted it alongside of the cotton planted with the 
ordinary seed they had been using and that the yield was 25 
per cent greater than from the other seed used by them. 

I want to call attention to the fact that it was remarkable 
that the great seed houses of this country should form an 
organization, a lobby, to try to influence Members of Congress 
to vote against this proposition. I can not believe that they 
are doing this on account of the value of the seed distributed 
or of any commercial disadvantage by reason of competition 
that is brought about by sending out these little packages 
throughout the country. I think the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] dropped a suggestion which shows 
the real reason for the fight of the seed houses against this 
proposition; that is, they are adulterating seed, mixing them, 
sending out an inferior quality of seed, and when the great 
Agricultural Department purchases seed for distribution, tests 
them as to quality, and sends them out among the people, the 
persons receiving them in every community, in every section of 
the country, have an example of the distinction between seed of 
real value and the worthless adulterated stuff that some of 
these great concerns are pouring upon the American market. 

Mr. COCKS. I would like to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the provision in the bill at the bottom of page 33, where we 
have provided for analysis of every kind of seed and that the 
adulteration should be published to the world. Not only in this 
bill, but in last year’s bill as well. 

Mr. FLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I say that in my opinion the 
knowledge that is brought to the people of this country by send- 
ing out pure seed, pure in quality, and thus giving them an 
opportunity of testing them in comparison with those that are 
sold in the market, is the underlying cause of the seedsman’s 
opposition, and is full justification on our part of this little free 
distribution of seed. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FLOYD. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, in full compensation for the fiscal year end- 
ing noe 30, 1908, for the purposes and objects hereinafter expressed, 
Namely: 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the enacting clause the following: 


That the term ‘dealing in futures’ as used In this act shall include 
all transactions which in any wise depend upon ma as a basis of 
settlement or which do not in good faith contemplate the actual de- 
livery by the seller to the buyer of the thing or things represented or 
contracted to be sold, and the failure of the seller to make actual de- 
livery to the buyer of, or the failure of the buyer to in good faith make 
legal demand of the seller for, the thing or things represented or con- 
tracted to be sold, shall be suficient proof to establish the character of 
the transaction. 

“That it shall be unlawful for any telegraph or telephone company, 
corporation, or; ization, or association, or any other company, cor- 

ration, organization, or association, or any person or persons within 

e jurisdiction of the United States of America to receive, deliver, 
transmit, or convey any interstate or foreign message or other infor- 
mation of any character or description to be used in any manner con- 
nected with or in furtherance of any project or transaction concerning 
or pertaining to the interstate or foreign or or other- 


wise dealing in futures in agricultural produ or comm es of any 


quantity or description. 
poration, organization, or association, or any other company, corpora- 


Any telegraph, or telephone company, cor- 


tion, organization, or association violating any of the provisions of 


this act shall be deemed ty of a misdemeanor for each and ever 


violation of the same, , upon conviction, shall pay to the Unit 
States a penalty of not less than $5,000 for each offense, and any 
person violating 25 of the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty 
of a felony for each and every violation thereof, and, upon conviction, 
shall be punished by a fine of not less than $1,000 and imprisonment in 
the penitentiary for some period of time not less than one year. 

ad t interstate or foreign buying or selling or otherwise dealing in 
futures In agricultural products or commodities of any kind whatsoever 
is hereby declared to be unlawful. Whoever shall so engage in buying 
or selling or otherwise dealing in futures in agricultural products or 
commodities in the United States of America shall be guilty of a 
felony, and, upon conviction, shall be fined in any sum not less than 

1,000 or imprisoned in the penitentiary for some period of time not 
ess than one year, or both. 

“That no letter, postal card, circular, newspaper, pamphlet, or writing 
or publication of any other kind containing money or any other repre- 
sentative of value or information of any character to be used in any 
manner connected with or in furtherance of any project or transaction 
concerning or pertaining to the interstate or foreign buying or selling 
or otherwise dealing in agricultural products or commodities shall be 
carried in the mail or delivered at or through any post-office or branch 
thereof or by any letter carrier, postal agent, or other authority. Who- 
eyer shall knowingly deposit or cause to be deposited or who shall 
knowingly send or cause to be sent anything to be conveyed or 
delivered in violation of this section, or who shall knowingly deliver 
or cause to be delivered by mail anything herein forbidden to be carried 
by mail shall be deemed Ers, of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, 
shail be punished by a fine of not less than $500 or by imprisonment 
for not less than six months, or both. 

“That the judges of the district courts of the United States are hereby 
directed to give the foregoing provisions of this act in charge to the 
grand jury at each sitting of the court, and the evidence of either 
party to a transaction prohibited herein shall be deemed to be suficient 
proof to warrant an ictment and sustain a conviction hereunder.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I raise the point of order on that, Mr. 
Chairman. It is not germane, and it is new legislation. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman to 
be courteous enough to withhold his point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think we have passed a good deal of 
time in general debate, and this is not germane to the bill, and 
I can not withdraw it. I would like to accommodate the gen- 
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order? 

Mr. MACON. I will undertake to see if I can not raise some. 
point of order against some new provision that is contained in 
this bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is your privilege. 

Mr. MACON. It is not fair for you to try to bring this bill 
up, with new matter in it, and yet deny me the right to be heard 
on the floor on an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
the point of order? 

Mr, MACON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I offer, and 
to which the gentleman from New York seems to seriously ob- 
ject, is certainly germane to the matter before the House for 
consideration. ‘The agricultural appropriation bill is supposed 
to deal with agricultural matters exclusively, and my amend- 
ment is in the interest of agriculture in the highest sense, and 
I can not understand how anyone could get his consent to make 
a point of order against it. The gentleman claims that it is new 
legislation, and hence objectionable under the rules of the House. 
I think he must object to it upon other grounds than that, for 
there are many new pieces of legislation embodied in this very 
bill that he as chairman of the committee presented to and is 
now attempting to conduct through the House just as he pre- 
sented it. Certainly this amendment is no more offensive to the 
rules of the House than is the new legislation that he has in the 
bill to increase salaries. I notice that one of the arguments 
used by the gentleman in his report sustaining the committee’s 
action in taking the free garden seed from the farmers is that the 
agricultural organizations of the country were against the prop- 
osition. I do not believe that is true, but if it is true and is 
good argument upon which to take free seed from the farmers, 
then I desire to offer the approval and indorsement of my 
amendment by the farmers’ organizations of the country as a 
reason why it should be allowed to become a part of this bill. 

I have received telegrams, letters, petitions, and resolutions 
from farmers and farmers’ organizations from all over the Union 
urging the kind of legislation set forth in my amendment. In 
fact, the amendment is taken from a bill that I introduced in 
the House at a former day of this session, which called forth 
the indorsements just mentioned. If the gentleman can show 
more agricultural indorsements of his action of striking down 
the farmers’ seed than I can show indorsing my course in in- 
troducing the bill that I now offer as an amendment to the pend- 
ing bill, I will not complain of the point of order that he makes 
against it; but I insist that if it is the farmers he is trying to 
benefit and please, he will withdraw his point of order, for I 
have here on my desk a telegram informing me that the na- 
tional convention of the Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative 
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Jnion of America, a farmers’ organization representing more 
than a million tillers of the soil, assembled at Atlanta, Ga., on 
the 24th instant, had unanimously indorsed my bill to prohibit 
dealing in futures in agricultural products, and had extended 
me a yote of thanks for having introduced it. I also have a 
resolution adopted by the Southern Cotton Growers’ Association 
of the State of Mississippi unanimously indorsing it, and many 
other resolutions adopted by county and local agricultural or- 
ganizations indorsing it. 

Yet, sir, when I present the measure here for the consideration 
of the Representatives of these people who support the world 
the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture rises in his place 
and throttles their efforts to carry out the will of the people who 
sent them here by interposing the technical parliamentary ob- 
struction of a point of order. Ah, Mr. Chairman, is it possible 
that the gentleman will interpose so flimsy an obstruction to pre- 
vent the people’s Representatives from voting upon a proposition 
that means so much to them? [ Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask to be allowed to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp by incorporating as a part of my remarks the tele- 
gram and a few of the resolutions to which I have referred. I 
will only burden the Recorp with a few of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ab- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The following is the matter referred to: 


ATLANTA, GA., January 24, 1907. 
Hon. R. B. Macon, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The national convention of the Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative 
Union of America assembled at Atlanta, Ga., January 24, 1907, unani- 
mously extend to you a vote of thanks for your earnest and persistent 
efforts in behalf of the American farmer, especially your introduction 
of the antibucket-shop bill of December 10, 1906. 

R. H. MeCutiocn, Secretary. 


HEADQUARTERS MISSISSIPPI DIVISION 
SOUTHERN COTTON ASSOCIATION, 
Jackson, Miss., January 3, 1907. 
Hon. Ropert B. Macon, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: By direction of the Mississippi division of the Southern 
Cotton Association, in conyention assembled in the city of Jackson, on 
January 2, I am inclosing you a resolution which is self-explanatory. 
This resolution was unanimously adopted by the convention. 

With esteem and regards, I am, - 

Yours, very truly, 
Witt H. Woops, M. D. 
Secretary Mississippi Division Southern Cotton Association. 


Resolved by the Mississippi Division of the Southern Cotton Associa- 
tion, That we approve and indorse the bill introduced by Representa- 
tive Macox, of Arkansas, in the Congress of the United States, to make 
the dealing in future contracts for the sale and purchase of, agricul- 
tural products felonious; and also the application of Representative 
Lrvincston, of Georgin, for a fraud order against the New York Cotton 
Exchange; and that the Senators and Representatives from Mississippi 
are directed to cooperate with Messrs, LIVINGSTON and Macon in their 
efforts to benefit the cotton interests of the South, and to secure justice 
for our section. 

Resolved further, That the president of the division fs authorized 
and directed to wire Representative LIVINGSTON our support and thanks 
on this question, and also that the secretary be instructed to have 
ee of same sent to Representative Macon, of Arkansas, and to the 
Mississippi Senators and Representatives: 


OFFICE or SECRETARY-TREASURER, 
Pornserr County UN ox, No. 71, F. E. anp C. U. oF A., 
Harrisburg, Ark. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Whereas a system of speculation exists, know; 
tures,” whereby a certain class of people contr 
price of cotton and other farm products; and 

Whereas were it not for the unfair operations of these professional 
gamblers the prices of farm products would be governed by the law of 
supply and demand, thus insuring to the producers a fair and just share 
of the value of his products instead of suffering the losses incurred by 
fictitious prices fixcd months before the said products are marketed: and 

Whereas the Hon. Ronert B. Macon, Representative from the First 
Congressional district of Arkansas, has introduced in the Congress of 
the United States a bill which seeks to abolish and prohibit so-called 
“ bucket shops and gambling in futures: Therefore, be it 5 

Resolved oe Poinsett County Union, No. 71, of the Farmers’ Educa- 
tional and Cooperative Union of America in convention assembled in 
Harrisburg, Ark., on January 5, 1907: 

1. That we condemn in severest terms the system and practice of 
gambling in futures as being unfair, unjust. immoral, and a privilege 
that should not be permitted by the laws of Government and State. 

2. That we heartily indorse the bill introduced by Congressman Ma- 
con to prohibit gambling in futures, and commend him for the loyal ef- 
forts he is exerting in behalf of the farmers’ cause. 

3. That we earnestly call upon all Senators and Congressmen who 
favor protecting the rights and interests of the producing classes of 
America to assist in the passage of this most wholesome and just law. 

Resolved further, That we call upon farmers’ organizations every- 
where to adopt resolutions indorsing the aforementioned bill, and that 
a copy of these resolutions be oe upon the minutes of the union, 
also a copy transmitted to Hon. R. B. Macon at Washington, D. C., and 
that a copy be furnished the Poinsett County Times and the Arkansas 
Union Tribune for 5 

Read and adopted this 5th day of January, 1907. 

I. D. WALTER, Secretary. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The matter included in the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas is clearly new legisla- 
tion and the point of order is sustained. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Office of Chief of Weather Bureau; One Chief of Bureau, 
$5,000; one Assistant Chief of Bureau, $3,000; one chief clerk, $2,250; 
four chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, $8,000; one librarian and clima- 
tologist, $2,000; six clerks of class 4, $10,800; six clerks of class 
3, $9,600; eighteen clerks of class 2, $25,200; twenty-six clerks of 
class 1, $31,200; seventeen clerks, at $1,000 each, $17,000; nine clerks, 
at $900 each, $8,100 ; four copyists or typewriters, at $840 each, $3,360 ; 
one copyist or typewriter, $720; two assistant foremen of division, at 
3 each, $3,200; one 8 reader, $1,400; one chief mechanic, 

1,400; one lithographer, $1,300; three era okie at $1,200 each, 
$3,600; two pressmen, at $1,250 each, $2,500; ten compositors, at 
$1,250 each, $12,500; one skilled mechanic, 11200 five skilled mechan- 
ies, at $1,000 each, $5,000; one engineer, $1,200; one captain of the 
watch, 31,000; one electrician, $1,000; six skilled artisans, at oe 
each, $5,040: five messengers or laborers, at $720 each, $3,600; three 
firemen, at $720 each, $2,160; three watchmen, at $720 each, $2,160; 
five folders and feeders, at $720 each, $3,600; three folders and feeders, 
at $630 each, $1,890; six messengers or laborers, at $660 each, $3,960; 
thirteen messengers, messenger boys, or laborers, at $600 each, Hest 
four messengers, messenger boys, or laborers, at $480 each, $1,920; 
five messengers, messenger boys, or laborers, at $450 each, $2,250; 
one charwoman, $360; three charwomen, at $240 each, $720; in all, 
$196,990. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the entire paragraph just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas moves to 
strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Which paragraph? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The paragraph beginning on 
page 4 and ending with line 18 on page 6, relating to the 
Weather Bureau. 

Mr. Chairman, if the information generally given out by this 
Bureau is not more accurate than that given out relative to the 
weather conditions in Kansas, this Bureau is a wholly useless 
and eyen harmful department of the Government. A few days 
ago the Chief of this Bureau solemnly gaye out to the country 
the information that weather conditions in Kansas had not 
changed within the last seventeen years. This misinformation 
was giyen to the country with all the authority of an official re- 
port. Now, as a matter of fact, there is not a farmer in Kansas, 
there is not a farmer's wife in the State who does not know 
more about the weather conditions in Kansas than the Chief of 
this Bureau if he has told all he knows about it. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, everybody who knows Kansas, who knows anything 
at all about the State and its present condition, knows that the 
velocity of the wind has materially decreased and that the 
rainfall has very materially increased within recent years, In 
all probability the gentleman in charge of this Bureau enter- 
tains the delusion about the weather in Kansas that is enter- 
tained about Kansas generally by people who have never been 
there. He no doubt has visions of the savages still roaming 
over the prairies of Kansas. He probably has visions of buffalo 
disporting themselves in the buffalo wallows of that great State. 
No doubt he thinks that we still have chinch bugs and grass- 
hoppers. He probably indulges in the delusion that we have 
absolutely nothing out there but hot winds, cyclones, ‘and all 
that is native to the desert. 

As 2 matter of fact, we haye no more cyclones in Kansas than 
they have in Massachusetts, and we have as seasonable a rain- 
fall, and have had for many years, as they have in any other of 
the midcontinent States of the Union. It is a slander upon the 
great State of Kansas to haye a Government official publish 
solemnly to the world the statement that the conditions there 
have not changed in all the years, and that the wind still howls 
and blows there as it was originally supposed to do when the 
Government said that it was a part of the American Desert, and 
that the rainfall has not increased. 

Mr. McNARY. I should like to ask the gentleman if they 
have any cyclone cellars in Kansas? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Why, there is another delusion. 
[Laughter.] There are no more cyclone cellars in Kansas than 
there are in Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I would like five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that he may proceed for five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas how he determines that the rainfall has increased in 
the way he states. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Aside from the fact that at our 
State university we have been making monthly tests for moré 
than thirty years, showing that the rainfall has materialy in- 
creased, the farmers out there know that there has-been an in- 
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crease in the rainfall, and I happen to know it myself. I had 
a letter from there this morning informing me that there has 
been an incrense in the rainfall within the last ten days. 


[Laughter.] We get as much water in Kansas to-day, per 
capita, as they get anywhere else in the country. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I suppose the gentleman from Kansas 
would be willing to exempt Kansas from the operation of the 
Weather Bureau? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If the Weather Bureau is to 
give such reports as that recently given out by its Chief, I think 
that we would be very fortunate in being excepted from the 
provisions of the bill. $ 

Mr. MANN. Would not the gentleman from Kansas be willing 
to offer an amendment leaving the Weather Bureau in operation 
in the places where it is thought to be necessary, and excepting 
Kansas? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I feel sure that if this Chief of 
the Weather Bureau has the same misinformation about Illinois 
that he has about Kansas, the gentleman from Illinois would 
protest for Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. But he has not. He has the right information 
about Illinois. We do not ask the gentleman from Kansas to 
instruct us whether he is right about Illinois, but we may be 
willing to take the opinion of the gentleman from Kansas as to 
the conditions in his own State. I suggest that he allow the 
Weather Bureau to operate in Illinois, where it is of great 
benefit, and provide that it shall not operate in Kansas, where, 
he says, it is of no value. Let him make that exteption if he is 
sincere, and I would not doubt his sincerity for an instant. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman from Illinois 
seems to think I am indulging in levity on this matter. As a 
matter of fact, the people of Kansas generally resent the recent 
statement of the Weather Bureau Chief as to weather conditions 
there. There is no man in that State but that has the highest 
opinion of the Agricultural Department of this Government, 
and no man in the State, including myself, would do injustice 
to the Chief of the Weather Bureau, and I would not take this 
opportunity to criticise him if he had not done the greatest 
possible injustice to the State of Kansas in his recent statement. 

Mr.. Chairman, I have made this motion for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the House to the fact that official state- 
ments should not be made on misinformation, and the misinfor- 
mation in this instance has been of great detriment to the people 
and State of Kansas. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that the gentleman 
from Kansas takes himself seriously on his motion. The 
Weather Bureau is probably one of the bureaus that does more 
good than any other bureau of the Government. I suspect, how- 
ever, that there has been a change in weather conditions in 
Kansas since the distinguished gentleman from Pittsburg, Kang., 
came into existence and came into prominence. Very likely 
the sun shines less hotly in Kansas than it did before the smil- 
ing countenance of the gentleman from Pittsburg appeared on 
the scene. I presume the Chinook winds, as they start toward 
Kansas, draw back in dread, because they are afraid of facing 
the distinguished gentleman from Kansas. [Laughter.] Prob- 
ably the hot winds and the arid lands out there feel that they 
should disappear while the fog and mists cloud the sun and 
pour rain water on the earth since the distinguished gentleman 
from Pittsburg, Kans., appeared on the horizon. Yet, with all 
due credit to the great abilities—and we all admire the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] —and to the great influence 
of the gentleman over nature, there are some of us who are dis- 
inclined to take the opinion of the old housewives upon the sub- 
ject of the effect of medicine instead of the scientist who has 
thoroughly investigated the subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman may always interrupt me. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Dr. F. H. Snow is no less a 
scientist than is the Chief of the Weather Bureau here in Wash- 
ington, and he has kept a scientist's account of the weather in 
Kansas for more than thirty-odd years, and his observations are 
to the effect that the rainfall has very materially increased 
within these years and that the velocity of the winds has very 
materially decreased. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I have already accounted for that, I will 
say to the gentleman. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No, no; the gentleman has not; 
and I may say to him that since my advent to Washington I 
have found the wind quite as vicious upon Pennsylvania avenue 
as it is upon Broadway, in Pittsburg, Kans, 

Mr. MANN. I was just about to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that so long as the distinguished gentleman 
from Pittsburg, Kans., remained in Kansas the sun refused to 
shine so hotly upon the arid regions, and the south winds re- 


fused to blow so warmly over the vegetation; but when the gen- 
tleman from Pittsburg, Kans., is translated from Kansas to 
the Halls of Congress, he is unable to exercise that controlling 
power, that careful consideration over the destinies of Kansas, 
and during his absence Kansas is in danger and needs the pro- 
tecting care of the Weather Bureau. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to think 
that there is no wind left either in Illinois or Kansas, [Laugh- 
ter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Kansas a question. I would like to know how the 
wind in this House compares with the wind in Kansas? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Oh, Mr. Chairman, that ques- 
tion is irrelevant, incompetent, and immaterial. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I- would like to ask the 
gentleman from Kansas a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas no longer has 
the floor. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Contingent expenses, Weather Bureau: Stationery and blank books; 
furniture and repairs to same; freight and express charges; subsist- 
ence, care, and purchase of horses and vehicles for official purposes 
only, and for horse and carriage for use of Chief of Weather Bureau; 
repairs of harness; advertising, dry goods. twine, mats, olls, paints, 
glass, lumber, hardware, ice, washing towels, and other miscellaneous 
supplies and 88 not otherwise provided for and necessary for 


the 1 and efficient work of the Weather Bureau in the city of 
Washington, $10,000. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the language in line 21, page 6, after the word “ only,” 
“and for horse and carriage for the use of Chief of Weather 
Bureau.” That is new legislation and is unauthorized by law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the point of order is 
well taken, and there are other points of order that can be 
raised against legislation in this bill. I simply want to say 
with reference to all of them that they have all received, L 
may say, the unanimous support of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and the Department of Agriculture has been built up 
to its present efliciency by legislation on this appropriation 
bill. If we had waited the slow progress of special bills for 
each single object sought very little would haye been accom- 
plished, and I simply want to call the attention of the House to 
that fact, and reiterate that there has never been any legisla- 
tion on this bill by the committee that did not meet the unan- 
imous support of that committee and was not for the good in- 
terest of that great Department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not make this point of 
order in any spirit of criticism of the Committee on Agriculture. 
I do it more as a matter of self-protection. Members of this 
House, at least some of them, will recall a yery excited debate 
some years ago on the subject of the abuses that had grown up 
here.in Washington with respect to the use of carriages by sub- 
ordinate officers. z 

If we give to the Chief of the Weather Bureau a horse and 
carriage, as here proposed, the Chief of the Bureau of Stand- 
ards, who is farther remoyed from the Capitol than is the Chief 
of the Weather Bureau, will of course come to the Committee 
on Appropriations in the next session and say that we have 
given this to the Chief-of the Weather Bureau and that he 
wants a horse and carriage for his convenience. So that in a 
short time we will have the same practice, the same abuses that 
we complained of before and which Congress checked when it 
put a stop to the appropriation of money for the purchase and 
maintenance of horses and carriages for private use. It is for 
that reason, Mr. Chairman, that [ have made the point of order, 
and not by way of eriticism of the committee at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations a question, if he will recognize 
me for that purpose. Does the chief of the Government Print- 
ing Office, or by whatever title he may be known, have a car- 
riage? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has an official carriage for official pur- 


poses. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the proposition that was made to 
Members that he would be glad to have us call and see him and 
ride in a carriage to and from is an exhibition of his own per- 
sonal generosity to Members of the House? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, he has a dozen carriages up 
there. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio the 
Government Printer has a number of carriages, but he has no 
carriage that is not used for official purposes that is maintained 
at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the proposition involves simply a 
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deflection of the Goyernment carriage from its ordinary pur- 


pose? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I do not know anything about that, but 
the gentleman from Ohio knows very well the abuses that ex- 
isted in the Departments which only a few years ago we reme- 
died by legislation, and if the gentleman will take the estimates 
which come from the Departments every year he would see 
that every Department recommends a repeal of this legislation 
in order that the heads of the Bureaus can have the benefit of 
free carriages and free horses for their private as well as official 


use. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want the gentleman to understand I 
am not serious about anything except the inquiry about where 
these carriages were to come from. That is all I wanted to 
know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the gentleman's pardon. 
The Chair will hear the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the point of order 
is good. The Weather Bureau is created under an act of Con- 
gress. We all know, as a matter of fact, that under the opera- 
tions of the Weather Bureau and under act of Congress it is 
absolutely essential that the collection of information upon 
which prognostications are made is made in the nighttime. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. But they are not made by a horse and 
carriage. f 

Mr. MANN. They are made in the nighttime, and you might 
as well say it would not be correct to provide fuel at a station 
or light ut a station. It is absolutely necessary in the conduct 
of business that some things should be appropriated. We can 
not say in an appropriation bill all the things that are neces- 
sary in connection with the office work; and if it is in the 
power of the Chief of the Weather Bureau to provide a cen- 
tral station to which he may be called or is called in the early 
hours of the morning, and where he must be without facilities 
to get away from, with no provision made for his sleeping there, 
with no home provided fer him by the Government, I say it 
is fully within the power of Congress in connection with the 
work under the direct scope of the original act to provide him 
the means of getting from and to that place. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Has the gentleman here any informa- 
tion that the Chief of the Weather Bureau goes out there at 
night to take observations or conduct operations of that kind? 

Mr. MANN. Why, Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter.] The Chief of 
the Weather Bureau of course is often at the chief weather 
office at night, and it is absolutely necessary that he have a 
horse and carriage as far as he is concerned, The only ques- 
tion is whether the Government shall afford him one or 
whether he shall be required to employ his own horse and car- 
riage. Now, it being something that it is necessary for him to 
do, it being something that the Government requires him to 
do, I think the Government, so far as the point of order is 
concerned, is able to furnish him the facilities, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me state to the gentleman that if 
he will go to line 20 of the same paragraph he will see “ sub- 
sistence, care, and purchase of horses and vehicles for official 
purposes only.” 5 

Mr. MANN. I am talking -about the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Comptroller has ruled that he can 
not ride in it himself either from the Department to his house 
or from the house to the Department. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘That is the ruling of the Comptroller. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon—— 

Mr. LAMB. That was stated before the committee by the 
Chief of the Weather Bureau himself. 

Mr. MANN. The Comptroller would properly rule he ean not 
use a horse and carriage except for official purposes, for official 
use. But this appropriation is not for the personal use of the 
Chief of the Weather Bureau, and if we have the power to ap- 
propriate in the bill for horses and carriages for official use of 
the Department, we have the power to say that one of those 
horses and carriages shall be for the official use of the Chief of 
the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has a different idea from 
that entertained by most of us of what this reform that we are 
talking about is or ought to be. I presume very likely obserya- 
tions are taken at the Weather Bureau in the nighttime, but 
they are taken by men who are stationed there for that purpose. 
They are taken in the regular and orderly course of business. 
and they are taken daily or nightly at stated times. They will 


be taken in the same manner whether this horse and carriage 
is furnished or not. Men are empoyed to do that work. They 
doubtless live near where their work is done, and this horse and 
buggy or wagon or whatever it may be will serve no purpose ex- 
cept a private purpose—that is, the one that will be denied by 
this point of order if the point of order is sustained. All it will 
accomplish is this: It will prevent the Chief of the Weather 
Bureau from having a horse and carriage for his private use. 
Now, as has already been stated, I have no objection to it, but 
if he is to have a horse and carriage, in justice to the Director 
of the Bureau of Standards, whose place of business is farther 
removed from the center of the city than is that of the Chief of 
the Weather Bureau, the Director of the Bureau of Standards 
should have one also. And there are other heads of Bureaus in 
the Departments who should be provided with horses and car- 
riages in the same way. Now, the proposition is perfectly plain. 
If this horse and carriage is to be provided to the Chief of the 
Weather Bureau, it ought to be provided for others. It is not 
for official purposes that it is desired—and I suppose that I am 
speaking to the point of order—and, not being for official pùr- 
poses, there is no authority for it unless the authority is given, 
and to provide for it in this legislative bill will be new legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the facts were as stated by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SournHarp] the committee would not be war- 
ranted in bringing in this item, and the Chair would, of course, 
be warranted in ruling it out in consonance with the point of 
order. But the gentleman is mistaken in his statement of facts. 
The truth of the matter is that the Chief of the Weather Bureau 
is on duty twenty-four hours in every day. That does not mean 
that he must be at his desk twenty-four hours, but it does mean 
that he is likely to be summoned to the Bureau at any time 
within the twenty-four hours. He is likely to have a cail at his 
home or at the opera or wherever he may be at any time in the 
night to go to the Bureau in order to give his expert counsel in 
connection with some extraordinary weather condition that may 
haye arisen somewhere in the country. Further than that, in 
the absence of the Secretary and Assistant Secretary of Agri- 
culture he is the Acting Secretary. The Weather Bureau is 2 
miles from the Department of Agriculture. It is frequently 
necessary for him to make official trips between those two 
places, When he is summoned fram his home—he lives at a 
distance from the street car lines and about three-quarters of 
a mile from the Weather Bureau—it is a difficult and tedious 
matter for him to reach the Weather Bureau by means of public 
transportation. i , 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Can the gentleman suggest a phenomenon 
which would cause him to be called to the Agricultural Depart- 
ment? I only ask 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not hear the gentleman's question. 

Mr. SOUTITARD. Could he suggest a phenomenon which 
would be likely to call him from his place of business or observa- 
tory to the Agricultural Department? I would like to know 
how frequently such a thing would occur. 

Mr. SCOTT. Not to the Agricultural Department, except in 
the absence of the Secretary and Assistant Secretary, at which 
time he would be acting chief, necessarily spending a part of 
his time there and part of his time at the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Would he use this horse and wagon to 
visit the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. SCOTT. I think so; as it is a distance of 2 miles from 
his own Bureau. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that the 
remarks of the gentlemen are on the merits of the question and 
not on the merits of the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen will confine their remarks 
on the point of order. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have only one word further to say in connec- 
tion with the point of order. The language contained in last 
year’s bill was believed by the committee and was intended by 
the committee to authorize the employment of a carriage for the 
use of the Chief of this Bureau. It was ruled, however, by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury that it did not confer such author- 
ity, and it was for the purpose of meeting that ruling the lan- 
guage of the present bill was introduced. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 
order been sustained? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not yet ruled. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to speak upon 
the point of order. T invite the Chair's attention to the phrase- 
ology of the clause, the last part of which the point of order 
was made against. The clause is “subsistence, care, and pur- 
chase of horses and vehicles for official purposes only, and for 
horse and carriage for use of Chief of Weather Bureau.” Now, 
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reading the clause together the only interpretation that can be 
placed upon it is that the horse and carriage for the use of 
Chief of Weather Bureau is not to be used necessarily for official 
purposes, because there is authority in the first part of the 
clause to purchase all the horses and carriages that may be nec- 
essary for official purposes, and that would include all official 
use of the Chief of the Bureau that may be necessary; and any 
court or any administrative officer would construe the last pro- 
vision not confined to official use, but to include private and per- 
sonal use of the Chief of the Bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, station employees, Weather Bureau: Professors of mete- 
orology, inspectors, district forecasters, local forecasters, section di- 
rectors, research observers, observers, assistant observers, operators, re- 
pair men, station agents, messengers, messenger boys, laborers, and other 
necessary employees, for duty in the United States, in the West Indies 
or on adjacent coasts, in the Hawaiian Islands, and in Bermuda, and 
the employees of the Weather Bureau outside of the city of Washing- 
ton, may hereafter, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
without additional 1 to the Government, be granted leave of ab- 
sence not to exceed fifteen days in any one year, which leave may in 
exceptional and meritorious cases where such an employee is ill, be ex- 
tended in the*discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, not to exceed 
fifteen days additional in any one year, $551,550. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to strike out the last word. I offer this 
pro forma amendment, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of an- 
swering authoritatively a question which was put to me during 
the discussion yesterday, to which I gave at that time a con- 
jectural reply. I will ask that the letter which I hold in my 
hand be read from the desk in my time. Before it is read, Mr. 
Chairman, I should like to say, by way of introduction, that dur- 
ing the discussion yesterday the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
RHopes] asked me why the special appropriation of $5,000 
which was carried in last year’s bill for work in combating 
orchard diseases in the Ozark regions of Missouri and Arkansas 
had not been carried into effect. He said he had received in- 
formation that no work had been done. I replied at that time 
that, without having any personal knowledge of the matter, I 
felt confident he would discover upon inquiry of the Depart- 
ment that the work had been done or would be done; and to 
show that this conjecture was correct I will ask the Clerk to 
read the letter which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Bureau OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1907. 


Hon. C. F. SCOTT, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Mu. Scorr: In the discussion which took place yesterday upon 
the appropriation bill for this Department I notice a statement was 
made that not one cent of the $5,000 which the Department was di- 
rected to spend in connection with the fruit work in the Ozark region 
had been spent. ‘This Item was put in the appropriation bill last year 
by Mr. MURPHY, of Missouri. The gentleman who made the statement 

esterday was evidently misinformed, as we have already expended a 
arger part of this amount, and before the present season is closed we 
shall expend more than the $5,000, drawing the additional funds from 
the special allotment for fruit diseases. 

The past season's work is completed, and we now have in the hands 
ot the printer a farmers’ bulletin giving details of the investigations, 
results secured, etc. The work will go on this spring, and by the ist 
of July we shall probably have expended two or three thousand dollars 
more than the $5,000 item inserted in the bill. This, as you know, we 
have authority to do under the general clause directing us to investi- 
gate and treat fruit diseases throughout the country. 

g Very sincerely, yours, 
B. T. GALLOWAY, Chief of Bureau. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I have before me some advance 
sheets of the bulletin referred to in Doctor Galloway's letter. 
From those 1 find that the work in Arkansas was conducted at 
Bentonyille and vicinity in the orchards of Mr. H. W. Gipple, 
Capt. George T. Lincoln, and Doctor Alden. In Missouri the 
work was conducted in the orchard of Fassnacht Brothers at 
Springfield and that of Mr. J. E. Hansell at Fordland. 

I have in my hand also a letter from the manager of the 
Missouri State Fruit Experiment Station, Mountain Grove, Mo., 
dated April 26, 1906, in which statements are made to the effect 
that the station will cooperate with the Department of Agricul- 
ture in undertaking the work proposed. I also have the report 
made by the gentleman who had immediate charge of the work, 
setting forth the progress that had been made at the date of his 
letter, which was September 21, 1906. I have also a letter from 
Senator BERRY, of Arkansas, to Hon. James Wilson, Secretary 
of Agriculture, speaking of this special work, highly commend- 
ing it, and inclosing resolutions, which I will ask the indulgence 
of the House to permit me to read. 


Resolutions adopted by the Benton County Horticultural Society at its 
regular meeting, November 3, 1906, at Bentonville, Ark. 
Whereas because of the inestimable value of the pathological work 
done in Benton Corey. and northwest Arkansas by the Department of 
Agriculture, through its representatives, Messrs. Scott and Rorer: 
it, therefore, 
Resolved, That in acknowledgment of the services rendered, we, 
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members of the Benton County Horticultural Society, do express our 


sincere thanks to the honorable Secretary of Agriculture and the 
heads of various departments who have shown us such kindly interest; 
and, be it further 

Resolved, That Messrs. W. M. Scott and J. B. Rorer be elected hon- 
orary members of the Benton County Horticultural Society; and that 
these acknowledgments be duly transmitted to the Agricultural De- 


partment. 
H. W. GIPPLE, President, 
I. B. LAWTON, Secretary. 

These letters, reports, and resolutions would seem to make it 
certain that the work authorized by the special appropriation 
has been done and done to the entire satisfaction of the people 
most concerned. I have presented them at this time because I 
thought the House would be glad to learn the actual facts in 
connection with this work. f 

Mr. FLOYD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a state- 
ment? 

Mr. SCOTT. For a question, certainly. 

Mr. FLOYD. I desire to state that I live in the district 
affected, and I desire to say that I was present at the horticul- 
tural society’s meeting and that I know from the fruit growers 
that the work done by the Agricultural Department in that 
respect is universally commended by the people of that section 
and is highly beneficial to the fruit interests. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest that the next time they have the 
matter up they might refer to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Mureny] who brought up this investigation. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say, in reply to that, Mr. MURPHY is 
from Missouri, and the resolutions which I have referred to 
came from societies in Arkansas, with which it is entirely 
natural he should not be in touch. 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 

Buildings, Weather Bureau: For the purchase of sites and the erec- 
tion of not more than five buildings for use as Weather Bureau ob- 
servatories, and for all necessary labor, materials, and expenses, plans 
and specifications to be prepared and approved by the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and work ‘done under the supervision of the Chief of the 
Weather Bureau, including the purchase of instruments, furniture, sup- 
plies, flagstaffs, and storm-warning towers to properly equip these sta- 
tions: Provided, That if any of the money for these several buildings 
remains unexpended for the special purposes for which it is appropri- 
ated, so much of it as is necessary may be expended for the repair, im- 
provement, and equipment of any other buildings or grounds owned by 
the Government and occupied by the Weather Bureau outside of the 
District of Columbia, $53,000. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a point of 
order against the paragraph just read, beginning with line 24, 
page 8, and ending with line 13, page 9, on the ground that it is 
new legislation and not authorized to be inserted in an appro- 
priation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes a point of order 
against the whole paragraph? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not make this point of order in any 
captious spirit, but I can not understand this provision of the 
bill and its history. Last year the appropriation bill contained 
a provision which was precisely the same, word for word, ap- 
propriating the sum of $53,500, I think, for five new buildings. 

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that the rule is familiar that this 
appropriation for the purchase of sites and for the erection on 
the sites of five new buildings is subject to a point of order. 
That has been held repeatedly in reference to bills of this kind. 
What fills me with surprise and leads me to make this point 
of order is that for several years to my knowledge, and for 
many years more, I dare say, there has been this same provision 
for fiye new buildings for the use of the Weather Bureau. Per- 
haps the chairman of the committee can explain this, but I con- 
fess I can not understand the provision, or why we should be 
asked year after year to buy five additional buildings for this 
Bureau. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentle- 
man I want to say that this represents what might fairly be 
termed the improvement of the Weather Bureau plant. We 
are renting offices in a great many places at high rent. In a 
great many other places we have shanties out on the plains or 
on the Lakes, and every year for the last five or six years we 
have allowed the Secretary of Agriculture, through the Chief 
of the Weather Bureau, to improve that service by purchasing 
sites and putting up new buildings at moderate cost. I believe 
this simply represents the legitimate improyement in the plant 
of the Bureau. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
For how many years have these appropriations been made? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. For at least three or four years. They 
represent an authorization in all to buy ten or fifteen sites and 
to erect ten or fifteen buildings. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the thing was done intelligently. why 
should not the committee make one appropriation for all the 
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buildings required for the Weather’ Bureau and have done 
with it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Because it could not be done wisely and 
judiciously all in one year. Sometimes the Chief of this Bureau 
has only built three or four buildings out of this appropriation. 
I would think it very unwise to give him four or five hundred 
thousand dollars in a lump sum and let him go on and erect 
buildings in different parts of the country ad libitum. 

: Mr. PERKINS. If only three or four additional buildings 
are required, why does the committee make a larger appropria- 
tion than is necessary? In other words, has not this come to be 
a standing appropriation? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not necessarily. 

Mr. PERKINS. Continued year after year. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It simply represents the improvement 
of the plant of the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. PERKINS. Year after year the same appropriation of 
the same amount is made for the same number of buildings. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the cost of five buildings was 
arrived at at the time this appropriation was first made, amount- 
ing to $53,000. It is rather arbitrary, I confess, and if the gen- 
tleman wants to fix it at an even figure, $50,000 or $60,000, I 
do not think the committee would object. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask for information why the same appro- 
priation of this same amount is made year after year? The 
question is as to whether this particular item is investigated by 
the committee each year, or whether it has become a standing 
appropriation. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no; in the hearings it has been the 
custom of the committee to inquire what use has been made of 
the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Lawrence). The Chair would like 
to ask the gentleman from New York if he contends that there 
is legislation on our statute books authorizing the erection of 
five buildings? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The legislation establishing the Signal 
Service, which is the foundation of the Weather Bureau. We 
passed the organic law establishing the Signal Service, which 
was afterwards absorbed by the Weather Bureau, and I think 
that organic law gives us that right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture to a ruling 
made in the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

The ruling I refer to is on page 349 of the Manual, where an 
appropriation for Weather Bureau observatories was held not 
to be a continuation of a public work or object. Has there been 
any legislation since that first session of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not recall any special legislation, 
only legislation contained in appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York call 
the Chair's attention directly to the legislation which he thinks 
authorizes this appropriation? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The organic law establishing the 
Weather Bureau I think the Chair will find gives certain broad 
general powers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman give the year when the 
organic law was passed? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, I have the law here, and it 
is dated October 1, 1890, and reads as follows: 

That the civilian duties now performed by the Signal Corps of the 
Army shall hereafter devolve upon a bureau to be know as the “ Weather 
Bureau,” which, on and after July 1, 1891, shall be established in and 
attached to the Department of culture, and the Signal Corps of the 
Army shall remain a part of e military establishment under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, and all estimates for its support shall 
een with other estimates for the support of the military estab- 


> * . > . * . 

Src. 3. That the Chief of the Weather Bureau, under the direction of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, on and after July 1, 1891, shall have 
charge of the forecasting of weather, the issue of storm warnings, the 
display of weather and signals for the benefit of agriculture, com- 
merce and navigation, the gauging and reporting of rivers, the mainte- 
nance and operation of seacoast telegraph lines, and the collection and 
transmission of marine intelligence for the benefit of commerce and 
navigation, the 8 of temperature and rainfall conditions for the 
cotton interests, the sg of frost and cold wave signals, the distribu- 
tion of meteorological information in the interests of agriculture and 
commerce, and the taking of such meteorological observations as may be 
necessary to establish and record the climatic conditions of the United 
paan or as are essential for the proper execution of the foregoing 

ties. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. That is what I referred to. Under 
these broad powers the building of observatories for taking ob- 
servations is provided for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he should follow the 
ruling made in the Fifty-seventh Congress—that there is neo 
authority in law to appropriate for these observatories. The 
Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Taytor of Ohio 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Represen- 
tatives was requested: 

H. R. 15202. An act granting a pension to Henry Peetsch; 

H. R. 20000. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
E. Hughes; 

H. R. 19105. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Moser; g 

II. R. 21043. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
J. Dewey; and 

II. R. 9577. An act for the relief of Charles H. Stockley. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : : 

1566 An act for the relief of Isaiah Heylin McDonald; 
7768. An act for an increase of pension to Alonzo P. Mann; 
7550. An act for the relief of Harry A. Young; 

3645. An act to correct the military record of Edwin II. 
Moyer; i 

S. 2083. An act granting an increase of pension to Asa K. 
Harbert; j 

S. 7150. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bell; 

S. 6899. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Nye; 

S. 7880. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. 
Stockton ; 

S. 5457. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Teets ; 

S. 8998. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Warner; 

S. 1622. An act granting a pension to Jane Agnew ; 

S. 6127. An act granting an increase of pension to John R, 
Callender ; 

S. 7605. An act granting an increase of pension to Judiah B. 
Smithson ; 

S. 6652. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram H. 
Lockwood ; 

S. 7841. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank De 
Noyer; 

S. 5730. An act granting an increase of pension to William O. 
Spelman ; : 

S. 7355. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McHenry Plotner; 

S. 7272. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Cook ; 

S. 7196. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Hubbard ; ; 

S. 4693. An act granting an increase of pension to Irwin M. 
Hill; 

S. 7820. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
B. Cravens; 

S. 7642. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver H. 
Rhoads ; 

S. 3268. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Ward; 

S. 6612. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
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.McClung ; 


S. 4873. An act granting an increase of pension to D. Laning 
Ross; 

S. 6606. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Sholl; 

S. 5374. An act granting a pension to Floyd A. Honaker; 

S. 6909. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Adams; 

S. 7044. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
O. Pevear; > 

S. 6665. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
T. Goodrich; 

S. 177. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvah D. 
Wilson ; 

S. 7394. An act granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 


C. Cooley; 


S. 1261. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin P. 
Richardson; 

S. 7745. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Wood; 
S. 7574. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Larkham ; 

S. 7843. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Oak- 
man; 

S. 6734. An act granting a pension to John C. Snell; 


S. 7685. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion W. 


Tebbetts ; i 

S. 7880. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Harris; 

S. 7058. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
Bailie; 

S. 7533. An act granting an increase of pension to Orvil 
Dodge ; 

S. 4742. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Allen: 

S. 7061. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh Mc- 
Naughton ; 
S. 5681. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Grant; 

S. 7171. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Holden ; 

8.5884. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Palmer ; - 

S. 7136. An act granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
W. Clay; 

S. 5400. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chase; 

S. 7509. An act granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Bennett ; 

S. 4958. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Duffield ; 

S. 5782. An act granting an increase of pension to Octave 


L. F. E. Fariola; 
S. 4396. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas C. 
Davis; 
S. 3434. 
Canfield ; 
8. 7379. 
S. 7025. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 


An act granting a pension to Mary E. Dougherty; 
An act granting a pension to James C. West; 


S. 7672. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvina 
Adams; 

S. 5261. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 
Barker ; 

S. 7673. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. | 
Jordan; 

S. 7668. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. | 
Buzzell ; | 

S. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to True San- | 


born, jr. ; | 
S. 7430, An act granting a pension to Mary F. Johnson; 
S. 7818. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Bird; 

S. 4559. 
Wagner; j 
S. 7491. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna V. 
Blaney ; | 
S. 5970. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Horton ; | 


An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


S. 7492. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | 
Clow; 

S. 3563. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin D. 
Sisco; 

8. 7452. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrop; 

S. 6956. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Ford, 


alias Jacob Butler ; 
S. 6711. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
B. F, Keller; 


S. 6713. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 


Short; 

S. 7683. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Wakefield ; 

S. 6635. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Morris; 

8.5380. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Jones; 

S. 6044. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Arnold ; 

S. 4629. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Miller: 

S. 6634. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 


Murray ; 

S. 7021. An 
MeJunkin ; 

S. 5171. An 
Marshall; 

S. 2748. 
Smith; 

S. 7078. An 

S. 7218. An 
Thompson; 


act granting an increase of pension to Hugh K. 
act granting an increase of pension to Jennie H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 


= 


act granting à pension to Daniel Schaffner ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel D. 
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* ie An act granting an increase of pension to Hanha 
velch; : 5 

S. 7827. An act permitting the building of a railway bridge 
across the Mississippi River in Morrison County, State of Min- 
nesota ; 

S. 7879. An act granting to the Los Angeles Inter-Urban Rail- 
way Company a right of way for railroad purposes through the 
United States military reservation at San Pedro, Cal; . 

S. 7995. An act granting an increase of pension to Ashley 
White; 

S. 7996. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
Lucas; 

S. 8014. An act to authorize The National Safe Deposit, Sav- 
ings and Trust Company of the District of Columbia, to change 
its name to that of National Savings and Trust Company; and 

S. 7706. An act for the relief of Robert Broadbent Holst, 
Axel Rosendahl, and Will J. Elliott. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 5063. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Miller; 
HI. N. 5172. 
Stratton: 

II. R. 3200. 
McBride; 

II. R. 5209. 
R. Dunbar; 

II. R. 5648. 
Hand: 

H. R. 5803. 
L. Roberts ; 

II. R. 6145. 
J. Latham ; 

H. R. 6189. 
Tibbitts ; 

H. R. 6705. 
H. Zachery ; 

H. R. 7211. 
land; 

H. R. 6920. 
Millison ; 

II. R. 9212. An act for the relief of Joseph W. I. Kempa, 
executor of the last will and testament of William J. Grutza, 
deceased ; 

H. R. T247. 
Sink; 

H. R. 8915. 
Woolley ; 

II. R. 7411. 
Fisher; 

II. R. 7417. 
Helms; 

II. R. 7544. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
F. E. Raschig; 

H. R. T834. An 
Amos; 

H. R. 8136. 
A. Scroggs ; 

H. R. 8159. 
Leathers ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
An act granting an increase of pension to Parris 
An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting a pension to James C. Souther- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 


An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
An act granting an increase of pension to Tobias 


Al 


= 


act granting an increase of pension to Gibson 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


: H. R. 8312. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
eae 8335. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Hor It 8338. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 8. 
PIER. 8373. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
¥ 2 8668. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


H. Rogers; 

H. R. 8683. 
D. Voris; 

H. R. 8732. 

H. R. 11564. 
Morrow ; 

H. R. 11636. 
rence Hagan; 

H. R. 11701. 
Waldorph ; 

II. R. 12106. 
W. Reagan; 

H. R. 12152. 
idas E. Mills; 

H. R. 12370. 
E. Randolph; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting a pension to Ellen S. Gifford; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Law- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Leon- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


1907. 


H. R. 12554. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Larraby ; 

H. R. 12557. 
C. Berry; 

H. R. 12574. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
R. Burkhardt; 

H. R. 12676. An 
cis M. Morrison; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn 


act granting an increase of pension to Fran- 


H. R. 13053. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Bunting; 

H. R. 13054. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Brown; 

H. R. 13813. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Brown; 


H. R. 18815. An act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 


tian M. Good; 


H. R. 14238. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam H. Van Tassell ; 

H. R. 14263. An act granting a pension to Fidelia Sellers; 

H. R. 14673. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Semans ; 

II. R. 7912. 
M. Lawder ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. 8925. An act granting an increase of pension to Chester 
Simpson; 

H. R. 8958. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Bowen ; : 

H. R. 9090. An act granting an increase of pension to Amasa 
B. Saxton ; 


H. R. 9100. An act granting a pension to Nancy C. Paine; 

H. R. 9113. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Cleaver ; 

H. R. 9218. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Blanchard: 

II. R. 9250. An act granting an increase of pension to Obediah 
B. Nations ; 

H. R. 9402. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
S. Van Vorst; 


p 155 E 11169. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
„Call; 

II. R. 11232. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
L. Packer; 

H. R. 11322. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
H. Starkey ; 
sore R. 11562. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 

riles; 

H. R. 10240. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Curnutt ; 

H. R. 10400. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrison ; 


es R. 9403. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate E. 
anna; 

II. R. 9816. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Spanogle, alias Andrew C. Spanogle; 

H. R. 10032. An act granting an increase of pension to Octavo 
Barker; 

H. R. 10403. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Odell; 

H.R. 10760. An act granting a pension to Libbie A. Merrill ; 

H. R. 10773. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
©. Rathbun ; 

II. R. 19907. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Butler ; 

II. R. 18410. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Cushing; 

H. R. 20955. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
L. Carpenter ; 

H. R. 15193. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick W. Studdiford ; 


H. R. 15150. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
O'Connor; 

II. R. 14862. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
White; 

II. R. 14767. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Simon ; 

II. R. 14690. An act granting an increase of pension to Hen- 
rietta Hull; 

II. R. 14689. An net granting an increase of pension to Her- 


man G. Weller; - 

H. R. 16249. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Miller; 

II. R. 16087. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Foster ; 

H. R. 16002. An act granting a pension to Theodore T. Bruce; 
5 1 R 15980. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 

mith ; 
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H. R. 15890. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
C. Barney; 

II. R. 15790. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicho- 
las W. Dorrel ; 


H. R. 15580. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Hudkins; . 

H. R. 15430. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Lawrence ; 

II. R. 15421. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Diedrich ; 

H. R. 15455. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Brooks; 

II. R. 14985. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Gramberg ; 

H. R. 15297. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Hanson ; 


II. R. 21579. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
R. Harrington ; 

H. R. 19541. An act granting an increase of pension to Job F. 
Martin; : 

H. R. 19553. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Robertson ; 

H. R. 19510. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
B. West; 

H. R. 19426. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Griffin ; 

H. R. 19479. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Savage; 

H. R. 19420. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza A. 
McKean ; 

H. R. 19412. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeffer- 
son K. Smith; 

H. R. 19386. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Stewart; 

H. R. 19363. An 
dore Bland ; 

H. R. 19281. An 
J. Gillem ; 

H. R. 19280. An 
J. Williamson ; 

H. R. 19117. 
E. Higgins; 

H. R. 20061. An 
well York; 

H. R. 19603. An 
Farner ; 

H. R. 19584. An 
B. Pettey; 

H. R. 19579. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
F. Mayfield ; 

H. R. 19490. An act granting a pension to Estelle I. Reed; 
> H. R. 19237. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

out; 

H. R. 19216. An 
phil Brodowski ; 

H. R. 19048. An 
Branson ; 

H. R. 19044. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
©. McCormick ; 

H. R. 19577. An 
L. Patton ; 

H. R. 19023. An 
T, Lester; 

H. R. 19045. An 
A. Agey ; 

H. R. 19629. An 
Morton; 

II. R. 19648. An 
A. Wilson; 
5 H. = 17486. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 

‘apst ; 

H. R. 18295. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
B. Casey ; s 

H. R. 18218. An act granting an increase of pension to Josepa 
L. Topham ; 

H. R. 18114. An 
B. Parker; 

H. R. 18474. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Sturgeon ; 

H. R. 18089. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
J. Harte; 

H. R. 18031. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
H. Toothaker; 

“H. R. 17958. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixon; 


act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an in@rease of pension to Peter 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Cas- 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting àn increase of pension to Theo- 


act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting.an increase of pension to Henry 
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H. R. 17864. 
- E. Austin; 

H. R. 17770. 
P. Grant; 
eee 18247, An act granting an increase of pension to William 

ra; 

H. R. 18179. 
G. Baity; 

H. R. 18155. 
S. Hastings ; 

H. R. 17969. 
Walrod; 

II. R. 17646. 
M. Sheak ; 

II. R. 17539. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose D. Albertson ; 

H. R. 17172. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Short; 

H. R. 16895. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Baker ; 

II. R. 16546. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
F. Beeler; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. 16488. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles } 


Hopkins ; . 

H. R. 18884. An act granting an increase of pension to Wey- 
mouth Hadley ; 

II. R. 18871. An act granting an increase of pension to Eman- 
uel Raudabaugh ; 

H. R. 18797. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Defoe; 

H. R. 18791. An act granting a pension to Michael Bocoskey ; 

H. R. 18771. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Bailey ; 

H. R. 18761. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Bolinger ; 

H. R. 18758. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Daniel; 

H. R. 18637. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Sparks ; 

H. R. 18634. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Sullivan ; 

H. R. 18608. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Strickland ; 

H. R. 18494. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma- 
gene Bronson ; 

H. R. 18582. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Hoffman ; 

H. R. 10916. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Shreeve; r 

H. R. 18261. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Mitchell ; 

H. R. 4351. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Johnson; 


H. R. 23989. An act to authorize the board of commissioners of | 
Lake County, Ind., to construct a bridge across the Calumet 


River in the State of Indiana; 

H. R. 19758. An act granting an increase of pension to Josefita 
Montano ; 

II. R. 19807. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Marean ; 

H. R. 19818. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Clinkscales ; 

H. R. 19858. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
E. Clapper; 

H. R. 19871. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Kean, alias Cain; 

H. R. 19872. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
E. Hassett; 

II. R. 19873. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Webb; 

H. R. 19891. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
D. Bates: 

H. R. 19915. An act granting an increase of pension to Green- 
leaf W. Crossman ; 

H. R. 19923. An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie 
Ferguson: 

II. R. 19949. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘Charles 
Van Ostrand ; 

H.R. 19963. An act granting an inérease of pension to Charles 
Carter ; 

H. R. 19990. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
F. Christie; 

H. R. 19998. An act granting an increase of pension to Eunice 
Cook ; 


II. R. 19651. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Prendergast; 

II. R. 19661. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
McWilliams ; 

H.R. 19639. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
A. Kephart; 

H. R. 19672. 
McDermott; 
fxs R. 19703. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth 

ase; 

H. R. 19708. 
liam A. Lefler; 

H. R. 19713. "An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
B. Mason; 

II. R. 19715. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Brunson ; 

II. R. 19716. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
F. Johnson ; 

H. R. 19722. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Burns; 

H. R. 19738. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin St. Clair; 

H. R. 19885. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Scherer ; 

H. R. 20029. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Maison ; 

H. R. 20064. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Arnold; 

H. R. 20078. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


M. English; 
II. R. 20085. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lafontaine ; R 
5 a x 20087. An act granting an increase of pension to Cassia 
. Tyler; 
H. R. 20088. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Thurmond ; 
AE tents An act granting an increase of pension to There- 
sia Bell; 
H. R. 20117. An act granting an increase of pension to Preston 
J. Michener ; 
ane 20129. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
mly ; 
H. R. 20146. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
C. Kenney ; 
a 20154. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
. Dyer; 
H. R. 20166. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Salmon; 
II. R. 20198. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Maddox; ; 
II. R. 20199. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
N. Cadieux ; 
H. R. 20219. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Downing; 
H. R. 20222. An act granting an increase of peasion to Henry 
C. Joseph; 
II. R. 20229. An act granting an increase of ↄcasion to Jehu 
F. Wotring; 
H. R. 20250. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McBride; - 
H. R. 20269. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Galloway ; 
H. R. 20272. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. House ; 
H. R. 20279. An act granting an increase of pension, to Ed- 


1 Hostetter ; 
H. R. 20292. An act granting a pension to Howard William 

Archer; 

H.R. 1144. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin MeFalls: 

H. R. 20327. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Downie; 7 

H. R. 20350. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore F. Reighter ; 

H. R. 20351. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
M. Simon; 

H. R. 20357. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Auldridge 

H. R. 21015. An act granting an increase of, pension to Evan 
H. Baker; 
Pe sath 21001. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

odes ; 

H. R. 20965. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
vey Sine; 


1907. 


H. R. 20958. An act granting an increase of pension to Darius 
E. Garland; 

H. R. 20928. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
A. George: 

II. R. 20899. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Carpenter ; 

II. R. 20735. An act granting an increase of pension to Berge 
Larsen ; 

H. R. 16222. An act granting-an increase of pension to Na- 
poleon B. Ferrell ; 

H. R. 20721. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
O. Pierce; 

H. R. 20712. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel W. Searles; 
II. R. 20683. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Bond; 

H. R. 21849. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Dix; 

II. R. 21228. An act granting an increase of pension to Pleas- 
ant Crissip; 

H. R. 21216. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
J. McCardel ; 

H. R. 21185, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
M. Goble; 

II. R. 21179. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Green ; 

H. R. 21142. An act granting an increase of pension tọ Joseph 


Rose 

H. k. 21124. An 
liam B. Crane; s 

II. R. 20724. An 
A. Hoit; 

II. R. 20725. An 
II. R. 20726. An 
J. Smith; : 

H. R. 20829, An 
M. Watkins; 

H. R. 20962. An 
lin H. Bailey; 
HI. R. 20964. 
Fox; 

H. R. 21119. 
ander Boshea ; 

II. R. 21302. An 
laus Kirsch; 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to Rhoda 


act granting a pension to Hope Martin; 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to David 
act granting an increase of. pension to Frank- 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


act granting an increase of pension to Nico- 


H. R. 21304. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Eon R. 21641. An act granting an increase of pension to Leyi 
. 2421. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel S. 
Me M 2399. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


F. Sancrainte ; 

H. R. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Miller ; 

H. R. 2175. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Bliss, alias James Warren: 

II. R. 2056. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucas 
Longendycke ; 

H. R. 2055. An act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
L. Cox; 

II. R. 1937. An act granting an Increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Williams ; 

H. R. 1723. 
J. Bullock ; 

H. R. 1717. 
M. Fowler ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Rutson 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


H. R. 1693. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Q. Oviatt; 

H. R. 4673. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Rowe; 

H. R. 4670. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
B. Tanner ; 

H. R. 4346. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas |. 


H. B. Schooling ; 

H. R. 4166. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
V. Herndon ; 

H. R. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Howard; 

H. R. 4149. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son Wall; 

H. R. 637. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
II. Bone; 

II. R. 676. An act ‘granting an increase of pension to Musgrove 
E. O'Connor; 
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H. R. 725. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Smith; 

II. R. 742. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Wintersteen ; 


H. R. 1150. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 
Turner ; 

H. R. 1185. An act granting a pension to Josiah ©. Hancock ; 

H. R. 1252. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary È. 
Mathes; 

H. R. 1337. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Evans; 


H. R. 1512. An act granting an increase of pension to Melyin 
T, Edmonds; 

H. R. 2726. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Keach; 

II. R. 2769. An act granting an increase of pension to Ethan A. 
Valentine ; 

H. R. 2764. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
L. Robinson ; 

H. R. 2793. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
D. Chapman ; 
H. R. 3749. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
G. H. Armistead ; i 
H. R. 3989. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
T. Houghton ; 

H. R. 21307. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Fauver; 

II. R. 21519. An act granting an increase of pension to Mon- 
tezuma St. John; 

H. R. 18574. An act granting an increase of pension to Leyi 
Miles; 

H. R. 22424. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Faulkner ; 

II. R. 16493. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Sallee; 5 
i H. R. 7378, An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 

rown; 

H. R. 7393. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
nand David; 

H. R. 22607. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Hetherlin; 

H. R. 22265. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Jane Hancher ; 
: Hi R. 22566. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
h Six; 
see 4692. An act granting an increase of pension to Leyi 

elch; 

II. R. 4719. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Trumbull ; 

H. R. 4833. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
F. Anderson; 

H, R. 5173. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


Henninger ; 

II. R. 5174. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Turney ; 

5 R. 5187. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
John; 


1 II. R. 5395. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
rown; 
tice 5729, An act granting an increase of pension to Norman 
‘ole ; 

II. R. 5776. An act granting an increase of pension to Priscilla 
A. Campbell; 

H. R. 5801. An act granting an increase of pension to Algernon 
E. Castner ; 

H. R. 5829. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Anderson; 

II. R. 11307. 
J. Roberts; 

II. R. 21162. 
Humphrey; 

II. R. 21033. 
P. Huff; 5 

II. R. 22568. 
Christman ; 

H. R. 10402. 
H. Campbell; 

H. R. 20715. 
Ballantyne; 

H. R. 21828. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 


; „An act granting an increase of pension to ‘James 
F. Henninger; 
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H. R. 23307. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


Casey ; 
H. R. 17773. An act granting an increase of pension to Carel 


ne; 

iE 17810. An act granting an increase of pension to Saul 
Coulson ; 

H. R. 22052. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Meredith ; 

H. R. 2826. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Prochel ; 

H. R. 21086. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Leon- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edmond 


An act granting a pension to Edward G. Hausen; 
H. R. 20717. An act granting an increase of pension to Adel- 
bert E. Bleekman; 
H: R. 15463. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Robb, first ; 
H. R. 20852. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore T. Tate; 
aoe R. 20851. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
amme; 
4 5 R. 20586. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
udson ; 
8 R 19762. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara 
. all; 
H. R. 20581. An act granting an increase of pension to Nettie 
G. Kruger; 
H. R. 20415. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Krom; 
H. R. 22280. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
V. Ackley ; 
H. R. 9921. An act granting a pension to Ann Lytle; 
H. R. 21575. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
E. Morley; 
H. R. 22207. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Harlan; 
H. R.18248. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Evans; 
H. R. 20571. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick J. Dowland; 
H. R. 22982. An act granting an increase of pension to Bryn- 
gel Severson ; 
H. R. 22717. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Brick; 
H. R. 6165. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Everson ; 
H. R. 21148. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
A. Graham ; 
H. R. 7551. An act granting a pension to Daniel Robb; 
1 5 a 22684. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
erk; 
H. R. 19448. An act granting an increase of pension to Abiram 
P. McConnell; 
H. R. 20286. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
tholomew Holmes; 
H. R. 20587. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
McMahon ; 
H. R. 15139. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Mullen; 
H. R. 15317. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. F. Callon; 
H. R. 15631. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Worley; 
H. R. 15839. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Burroughs; 
1 An act granting an increase of pension to John 
e An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Orris; 
H. R. 15868. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Scullen ; 
H. R. 17484. An act Pete SN cron: O German 2: don 
E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott; 


H. R. 6057. An act granting an increase of pension to Emery 
Crawford ; 

ma: 6060. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
B. Fish; 

H. R. 6088. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Chapman ; 
$ n R. 6424. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

rice; 

H. R. 6493. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Boynton ; 

H. R. 6519. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Whybark ; 

H. R. 6524. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Snyder ; 

H. R. 6537. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Jackson ; 

H. R. 6894. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
O. Corbin; 

II. R. 7555. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Roseberry; 

H. R. 7581. An act granting an increase of pension to Emile 
Cloe; 

H. R. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C. Mahaffey ; 

H. R. 7804. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Frett, jr.; 

II. R. 8247. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Littleton; 

H. R. 8558. An act granting an increase of pension ‘to Thomas 
E. Aylsworth ; 

H. R. 8667. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Larick ; 

H. R. 9024. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Lennox ; 

II. R. 9278. An act granting an increase of. pension to Melville 
A. Nichols; 

H. R. 9673. An act granting a pension to Oliver H. Griffin; 

H. R. 10033. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Roe; 

H. R. 10219. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. Boyd; 

H. R. 10817. An act granting an increase of pehsion to Cla- 
rissa A. Frederick ; 

H. R. 10440. An act granting an increase of pension to Ama- 
ziah G. Sheppard ; 

H. R. 10721. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
riett I. Levis; 

H. R. 10738. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Prosser ; 

H. R. 11141. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
S. Miller; 

II. R. 11174. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Richards; 

H. R. 11362. An act granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
olas A. Bovee; 

H. R. 11708. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
A. Ask; 

H. R. 11869. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Geduldig ; 

H. R. 11959. An act granting an increase of penon to Henry 
J. Rice; 

H. R. 12497. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen 
M. Haight; 

H. R. 12523. An act granting an increase of pension to Gan- 
celo Leighton ; 

H. R. 13201. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Jones; 

H. R. Mor An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. C. Hi 

H. R. 13740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Bard; 

II. R. 13808. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Gordon ; 

H. R. 13806. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Campbell ; 

H. R. 18956. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Featheringill ; 

H. R. 13975. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Primrose ; 

H. R. 14046. An act granting a pension to Jimison F. Skeens; 

H. R. 14378. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Settle; 

H. R. 14675. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Davis; 

H. R. 14715. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
mon W. McDonald; | 
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H. R. 14860. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Campbell; 

H. R. 14884. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Stauffer ; 

H. R. 14983. An act granting an increase of pension to R. T. 
Dillard Zimmerman ; 

II. R. 14995. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Bell; 

II. R. 15017. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Strope; 

H. R. 15630. An act granting a pension to Sarah Kizer; 

H. R. 15874. An act granting an increase of pensjon to Benja- 
min B. Ream; 

H. R. 17094. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Sperry; 

H. R. 18242. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Anderson ; 

H. R. 22416. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
bara E. Schwab; 

H. E 22937. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Murp 

II. nd 21720. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Reaney 

H. R. 21088. An act granting an increase of pension to Willlam 
II. Isbell; 

II. R. 21084. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Wilson; 

II. R. 21045. An act granting an increase of pension to Unity 
A. Steel; 

H. R. 20463. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
D. Kenny ; 

H. R. 20431. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Neumann ; 

H. R. 20424. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Wheeler; 

H. R. 20363. An act granting an increase of pension to Otis E. 
Rush; 

II. Tt. 20384. . An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Wilson; 

II. R. 20391. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jaue Meldrim; 

II. R. 20303. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Crowley; 

II. R. 13884. An act granting a pension to Helen Augusta Ma- 
son Boynton; 

H. R. 23718. An act to authorize the Chicago, Lake Shore and 
South Bend Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Calumet River in the State of Indiana; 

H. R. 24275. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Flint River at Porter Shoals; and 

H. R. 12124. An act granting an increase of pension to How- 
ard Brown. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 4350. An act for the relief of Arthur A. Underwood; and 

S. 4819. An act for the relief of M. A. Johnson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 6364) to incorporate the National Child Labor Committee, 
had asked a conference with the House of Representatives on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed Mr. Spooner, Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, 
and Mr. Bacon as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution (S. R. 86) granting an extension of time to certain 
homestead entrymen Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4, and had agreed to the 
amendment of the House No. 5, with the following amendments : 

Line 4, strike aut “ joint” and insert “ public. = 

Line 5, strike out “eighty-one "’ and insert four.“ 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 7099) granting an increase of pension to Esther A. Cleave- 
land, had asked a conference with the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
McCumser, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. Tatiarerro as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Total, Weather Bureau, $1,466,540. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, let the Clerk correct 
the total, leaving out $53,000, which has just been struck out. 


The CHAIRMAN. The total will be corrected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
8 also, That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to 


expend $5,600 of the amount haere appropriated to especially investi- 


gate hemorrhagic septicemia, infectious cerebro-spinal 5 and 


malignant catarrh, 5 among domestic animals in the State of 
Minnesota and adjo ing States, to work out, if possible, in cooperation 
with the Minnesota Experiment Station, the problem of prevention 
by developing autitoxin or preventive vaccines and to secure a 
diffuse ormation ari these lines: Provided, That the Secretary 
Agriculture is authori to purchase in the open market sam les, of 
all tuberculin serums, antitoxins, or ar gg Ser products, of 

or domestic manufacture, which are sold the United States = 
the detection, prevention, treatment, or cure of diseases of 9 
animals, to test the same and to publish the results of said tests in 
such manner as he may deem best. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word in order that I may ask the gentleman in reference 
to this provision. I see that for two years, certainly, and, I 
think, for several years, there has been carried an appropria- 
tion for the expenditure of $5,000 to investigate, in coopera- 
tion with the Minnesota Experiment Station, certain things 
there specified. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That was carried by the bill last year 
for the first time. It does not increase the appropriation; it 
simply sets aside $5,000 of the lump sum of the appropriation 
to investigate this special trouble in Minnesota. I would like 
to have the gentleman from Minnesota, a member of the com- 
mittee, heard on that matter, because he is more familiar with 
it than any other member of the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. What I would like to suggest is that there 
are many items in this bill, and it is so in other bills, that 
get in once for some special investigation, and then year after 
year go on and go on and become a permanent part of the 
expenditures of the Government. If there is a special investiga- 
tion in connection with the Minnesota Experiment Station 
perhaps it is proper enough if it is to be done and then be 
done. But if in the future it is to run along indefinitely, I 
think we ought to raise the point of order and get rid of it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is no intention, I think, in the 
present committee at least, to allow it to continue indefinitely. 
It is a good deal like the appropriation to examine the scab in 
orchards of the Ozark region, to which the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Scorr] called attention a short time ago. That 
work is finished, and that appropriation will be done away with. 
When this special work is finished we will not be troubled with 
it further. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman must admit that in this bill 
there is a large amount of appropriations for special investiga- 
tions which we have been carrying for years, and apparently 
are no nearer the end than they were in the beginning. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. My answer to that is that the large 
appropriations are for scientific investigation generally, and 
scientific investigations generally, according to my experience, 
never end, but they are always finding out something new, 
something interesting, something valuable to the country. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know of the 
gentleman whether he thinks this experiment in cooperation 
with the Minnesota Experiment Station is to be one of these 
scientific investigations that will go on forever? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; I do not think so. I think perhaps 
the appropriation here made ought to wind it up. I think the 
committee has been very careful about that. It has avoided 
to the very limit all special appropriations. It has yielded now 
and then, I admit. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have great confidence in the chairman of 
the committee, but I know the demands in behalf of science are 
very strenuous. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in my own time 
I would like to explain just a few moments for the benefit of the 
gentleman from New York IMr. PERKINS]. We have in Minne- 
sota an experiment station which I do not think is excelled by 
any other State in the Union, as we are, to a certain extent, 
pioneers on the subject of agricultural colleges and experiment 
stations. We have a very finely equipped institution along that 
line. During the past six or seven years, however, a certain 
disease of the kind specified in this particular paragraph has to 
a certain extent been prevalent in certain portions of Minnesota, 
Iowa, Wisconsin, and the two Dakotas. We have been en- 
denvoring with the material at our command to find some anti- 
toxine or some remedy for this disease. The matter was pre- 
sented to Secretary Wilson two years ago, and particularly to 
the Assistant Secretary, Mr. Hayes, who knew particularly of 
the accommodation for handling a matter of this kind in Minne- 
sota. It was especially urged that a definite amount be set 
aside, and particularly $5,000, in order that the Department 
here at Washington might send special bacteriologists to Minne- 
sota to cooperate with our institution for the purposes of dis- 
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covering a remedy, if possible, for this disease, which has 
become quite prevalent and is causing great disaster to horses 
and cattle in the territory that I have mentioned. They con- 
sider that it is very material, and it can be handled better from 
the station at Minnesota than any other locality. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Certainly. 


Mr. PERKINS. Have they discovered any remedy for the 
disease? Are they any further along than they were two years 
ago? 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
tion made two years ago—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; only one year ago. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The appropriation was made last 
year and was not available until after the season, I might say, 
for swamp fever and septicrema was prevalent. The Department 
of Agriculture has sent a scientist there for the purpose, and 
they now have quite a number of animals in the Departments 
for use to experiment with. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no doubt they have plenty of animals, 
The question is whether or not they have discovered any reme- 
dies for the disease. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have not as yet, but we have 
the animals, and we are now experimenting on them for that 
purpose. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
as yet no remedy? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I understand that it is somewhat 
difficult from, say, the latter part of October of last year until 
this time to discover a remedy for a disease of this nature. 

Mr. PERKINS. How long have the scientific men in Minne- 
sota been endeavoring to discover remedies for this disease? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Not, particularly as to these two 
diseases, more than two years. They haye sent in some yalu- 
able information to the headquarters here in Washington, but 
desire material aid from the Bureau here at Washington to con- 
tinue this investigation. 

Mr. PERKINS. How many years does the gentleman think 
we will have to carry this appropriation before as a result of 
all this scientific investigation a remedy is discovered? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman has asked me a 
question that I am unable to answer. I will state, however, 
that we will not carry it any longer than the Secretary of Agri- 
culture deems it wise and expedient; and if the remedy is dis- 
covered and the disease stamped out, then and in such case the 
whole expense will be stopped. If, however, the Secretary of 
Agriculture deems it advisable in the future to continue this 
work longer than the present appropriation, I for one would 
advocate it being done. I do not think it will take longer to 
stamp it out than it did to stamp out the so-called“ rinderpest ” 
in New York. I do not know how long that took, but I am 
informed it took quite a series of years and a great many thou- 
sand dollars more than we ever expect to ask. 

Mr. PERKINS. I imagine that it stamped out itself and died 
out, as most diseases do at the last. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. How much did it cost the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, I do not know. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. I notice on line 11, page 11, the appro- 
priation has been increased from $837,200 to $897,200—that is, 
it has been increased $60,000 over last year. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. Do you desire to know the object 
of it? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Yes; I want to ask the chair- 
man of the committee what the estimate of the Secretary of 
Agriculture was for the purpose for which this money is appro- 
priated? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We have allowed an increase of $60,000 
over last year to provide for the reconstruction and repairs of 
buildings at quarantine stations, Bethesda, Baltimore, and other 
places where those repairs were necessary. There was an esti- 
mate of appropriation of $20,000 asked for to buy additional 
land at Bethesda, and that the committee refused; so that the 
$60,000 practically represents the cost of repairs of buildings on 
the several quarantine stations over the country. There is one 
at Baltimore, one at Boston, one at New York, and I think 
there is one at New Orleans and one at San Francisco. These 
buildings, let me say, are necessarily short lived, as they are of 
a very cheap kind and do not last long. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Then the amount appropriated 
this year gives the Secretary of Agriculture all he asked for 
except $20,000? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Except for the purchase of some land 
at Bethesda, We thought it inadvisable to buy land at two or 


I would say that the appropria- 


They have the sick animals, but they lave 


three hundred dollars an acre for the purpose of raising a few 
more crops to feed the animals there under experiment, and we 
thought it wiser to go in the open market and buy their fodder 
as it was needed. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, I 
have asked for this information not for the purpose of objecting 
to the increased appropriation, but to make sure that an appro- 
priation had been allowed which was liberal enough for the pur- 
pose required. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For experiments in animal breeding and feeding in cooperation with 
the State agricultural experiment stations, $50,000: Provided, That of 
said sum $25,000 shall be apportioned and allotted by the Secretary of 
Agriculture in such amounts as he may determine, not to exceed $7,500 
to any one State or Territory, for use in experiments in developing 
types of horses hardier, more resistant to disease, and better suited to 
climatic conditions, promona thereby the interests of agriculture in 
the United States, in such only of the several States and Territories as 
shall, prior to the Ist day of July, 1907, appropriate a like amount to 
that to be secured hereunder for the same purpose. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order on this paragraph. 

Mr. PERKINS. I rise, Mr. Chairman, to make the point of 
order against the paragraph and especially against the proviso 
beginning in line 6 and running to line 16. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I will turn this matter 
over to my friend from Colorado [Mr. Brooks]. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from New York—I did not quite catch his 
point of order. As I understand it was made to the proviso. 

Mr. PERKINS. To the whole section also, but I will state to 
the gentleman from Colorado I have no desire to object cap- 
tiously to any proper investigation by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, but to the proviso of making horses hardier. If you are 
going to start in with that, you will have experiments involving 
vast sums of money, running over generations of horses, and to 
make an appropriation for a few years of $25,000 a year to make 
horses hardier I must say does not at all commend itself to any- 
one who knows what is required for the development and breed- 
ing and production of horses. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, do I understand, 
therefore, that the point of order lies to the whole paragraph or 
to the proviso? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
proviso. 

Mr. PERKINS. No, Mr. Chairman, the point of order is also 
to the whole paragraph. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Well, Mr. Chairman, although the 
point of order may extend to the proviso, it certainly should not 
extend to the whole paragraph, and therefore, indeed, to the ap- 
propriation for experiments in feeding and breeding, to which 
it certainly can not lie. These experiments are covered by and 
within the purview of the laws governing the organization of 
the Agricultural Department in four specific particulars. In the 
first place, the general law incorporating the office of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture specifically recognizes the jurisdiction 
of the Department over subjects allied to agriculture in the 
widest and most general and most comprehensive sense of the 
term. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Colorado to the fact that if part of a paragraph 
is out of order the whole is out of order. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I quite understand that proposi- 
tion, but in order to show that the proviso is in order the whole 
paragraph logically must be in order. My contention is that 
the original appropriation is in order, because it is within the 
scope of the law incorporating the Department, because it is 
within the scope of the law organizing the Bureau of Anima} 
Industry, because it is within the scope of the law establishing 
the agricultural colleges, and particularly the law authorizing 
the Government to contribute to the support of the experimental 
stations. From each one of those four acts 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Brooks] permit a question? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I will. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the act creating the Department of Ag- 
riculture or the acts authorizing Congress to appropriate for the 
support of the State experimental stations authorize the dis- 
tribution of money to the States, as you here propose? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The laws authorizing contribu- 
tions to the agricultural colleges do so by inference, but I aim 
not discussing that phase of the proposition now. The prope- 
sition that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNeEyY] raises 
is a different one, and that is a question of the limitation. Now, 


The Chair understands it relates to the 


so far as the work of the experiments in feeding and breed- 
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ing, which have gone on for years, is concerned, that certainly 

is a continuing work. There are to-day, as the hearings show, 

two experiments now in operation where the Government has 

its own plant, its own stock, and is developing its own work. 
Now, if it be in order to carry on these experiments in feed- 

ing and breeding, it certainly is in order to say that those ex- 

’ periments shall be devoted either to horses or cattle or any 
other domestic animals. That carries us by the first portion of 
the section, beyond the proviso. If it be in order to direct these 
experiments to feeding and breeding of horses, then the question 
comes up on the limitation, and that is the question which both 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Perkins] have raised. And I submit, 
Mr. Chairman, that the precedents are very clear that if the 
Government can appropriate a specific sum for a specific pur- 
pose it can say that that sum shall not be used for another 
purpose. 

I do not care to take the time of the Chair unduly, but there 
are two decisions that I would like to have the Chair consider. 
The whole question was considered in the Fifty-fourth Congress, 
with Mr. Reagan in the chair, and the proposition was thor- 
oughly established by the precedents then cited that where the 
Congress had the power to extend its benefits to a class it had 
the right to say that the members of that class should qualify 
themselyes in a specific particular. There the question arose 
on a pension bill, and the decisions then quoted established the 
proposition that the Congress could say, even on an appropria- 
tion bill, that those who sought to avail themselves of appro- 
priations by Congress could well be held and required to come 
within certain provisions; so Congress in appropriating for the 
States can well say that only those States which are complying 
with certain antecedent requirements shall be benefited. And 
there is a very recent decision of Mr. Burton of Ohio, in the sec- 
ond session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, where the Chair held 
that on a provision like this: 

Provided, That one-half of barf 


on account of pensions recet 
provided. 


And the Chair in quite an elaborate argument held that that 
was simply providing that those who sought to avail themselyes 
of the provision could be required to come within the class 
named. 

In the same way, away back much further, Mr. Reagan, of 
Texas, sustained the same proposition, where the proviso was as 
follows: 


Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing 
United States notes of larger denominations in lieu of notes of smaller 
denominations. 


In other words, where the proviso is simply that certain ante- 
cedent requirements shall be exacted, the Congress has the 
power to make such requirements, and that is all that this 
provision does. It is within the power of Congress to appro- 
priate for experiments in cooperation with the agricultural 
experiment stations, and it is within the power of Congress 
to say that those appropriations shall be for a legitimate 
limited purpose, under the organic act—for instance, breeding 
of horses. With those two propositions conceded, it follows 
inevitably that Congress can say that only those States that 
comply with the antecedent requirements or limitation shall 
be entitled to the benefit of the act. 

Now, one word as to the purpose. The appropriation is de- 
signed simply to force a reasonable and rational degree of 
cooperation from the States and communities benefited. The 
committee thought that if the Government was to aid these ex- 
periments then it was no more than proper, it was no more 
than right, that the States should aid in the work con- 
templated, and the States where these experiments are now 
under contemplation and where they are going on have con- 
tributed and are cooperating very liberally. I think it would 
be a very unfortunate thing, and not at all in the line of good 
legislation, if this reasonable limitation and requirement should 
be stricken out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Colorado permit a 
question? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. By this proviso he concedes that it is com- 
petent for the States to do this work, because it withholds any 
Federal aid until they have appropriated from their own treas- 
ury a certain amount of money which is to be expended for 
the accomplishment of this purpose. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. -Naturally the States can do what 
they want to. 

4 Mr. TAWNBY. Is it not therefore necessarily a State func- 

on? y 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Not at all exclusively. 


sum or sums retained by said Homes 
shall be taken from the sum therein 
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Mr. TAWNEY. In what respect is it not exclusively a State 
function? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. It is entirely a function of the 
Government, because it is a function of the Government to de- 
velop the agricultural interests of the country. ` 

Mr. TAWNEY. But it is not the right nor duty of the Federal 
Government to enter into copartnership with the States. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. But it is the right and duty of the 
Government to cooperate with the State experiment stations, 
and when we so cooperate we can specify how this right and 
duty of the National Government to cooperate with the experi- 
ment stations shall be exercised. The express right is given to 
operate experimental farms—— + 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question, for information purely, about the interpreta- 
tion of this proviso? Does it contemplate that the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall conduct an experiment, using the allotment he 
shall make to the station in connection with a State appropria- 
tion, or is it to turn the allotment over to the State authorities 
to conduct the experiment? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Oh, no; that construction could not 
be supported. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman's understanding is that 
the experiment shall be made by the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado, Exactly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And that makes an allotment to the 
State upon the condition that the State makes an appropriation 
of a similar amount for that use? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. For the same purpose, tbrough 
the experiment station. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. To be put under the control of the 
Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. _ Exactly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish he would tell us in what practical 
way he expects these tests are to be carried on by which we are 
to develop a hardier breed of horses. Is the Government going 
to have a large stud established in each State wherein to breed 
horses and keep them for a long period of years from the time 
they are colts in order to ascertain results? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. To some extent. 

Mr. PERKINS. How far does the gentleman think $7,500 
would go in carrying on an éxtensive experiment in any of the 
United States to breed a hardier race of horses? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I do not think that $25,000 would 
go very far at all, but I think that $75,000, with what we have 
already expended, would enable the Government to carry on, as 
it is now carrying on, these experiments, and that they would be 
of great value to the agricultural interests of this country. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much does the gentleman think we 
would have to pay for stallions that would develop a hardier 
race of horses? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The Government purchased a 
horse two years ago, which breeders say is one of the finest 
specimens in the United States, for $3,500. 

Mr. PERKINS. And that was one horse at one place? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The entire cost of stock for the 
larger, the major, experiment thus far has been a little over 
$10,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Do you think you are going very far in the 
development of a hardier race of horses for $10,000? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I think we shall be enabled to es- 
tablish certain general principles and to work to a type. I think 
that is entirely feasible. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman really think the devel- 
opment of a superior type of animal like the horse could be ac- 
complished by the appropriation of $7,500 or $25,000? Would 
it not be hundreds of thousands of dollars carried through many 


years? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I will reply to the gentleman by 
saying that the English Government has in the past twenty 
years greatly improved the types of horses at a less expense than 
this. I will say further that since the appropriation has been 
made and since this work has been initiated the Canadian gov- 
ernment has started upon the same work; and I will also fur- 
ther say that the government of the Duchy of Oldenburg, the 
Russian Government, and the French Government, and the Aus- 
trian Government have all been carrying on similar experiments, 
and we are lagging very far behind them in what we are doing. 

Mr. PERKINS. The great development of high-grade horses” 
in England has been the result of generations of experiment by 
the owners of race horses, and of the great studs and stables 
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there, and the breeding of cavalry horses. If we are going to 
undertake that, we have a big job before us. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The royal live stock commission 
does not agree with the gentleman. It says that the work of 
the Government has been of priceless benefit to the interests of 
England. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Foster of Vermont). The Chair is 
prepared to rule. In the opinion of the Chair, the proviso is 
clearly subject to the point of order, and as the point of order is 
made to the whole paragraph, the Chair sustains it as to the 
whole paragraph. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Does the ruling of the Chair 
eliminate the entire paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood that the point of 
order was made against the paragraph, and it is sustained 
against the paragraph, on the ground that a portion of it is 
clearly subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Then, Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert a new paragraph to read as follows: 

For experiments in animal feeding and breeding, in cooperation with 
the State agricultural experiment stations, $50,000." 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order, 
and desire to ask the gentleman a question. This is simply re- 
enacting the language of this paragraph down to the proviso? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado, Without the proviso. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then what is the necessity of increasing the 
appropriation? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Because the work is growing, 
and it is required for these experiments that there be for this 
year quite an additional expense. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will not make a point of order against the 
paragraph, but I will move to amend, reducing the appropria- 
tion to $25,000 instead of $50,000. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I should like to be heard on the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend the amendment by striking out “fifty” and inserting 
“ twenty-five.” 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I hope the gentleman from Min- 
nesota will not insist on his motion. The appropriation is 
small enough anyway. 

Mr. Chairman, under this little appropriation of $25,000 the 
Government is to-day carrying on experiments in some eight 
different States. The result, therefore, is that the amount ap- 
portioned to any one State is so very small that it is impossible 
to do anything in a systematic way, and the condition of the ex- 
periments in Vermont and the experiments in Colorado is such 
that there is urgently needed and required this year a con- 
siderable additional sum. It will not be required every year, 
but it is required this year. These experiments soon ought to 
be mainly self-sustaining, and, in the opinion of the Department 
of Agriculture, they will be. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Department estimated only $25,000 for 
this service, did it not? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado, That is true, but the head of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry came before the committee and 
said that if the work was to proceed, they urgently needed more 
money, and he strongly favored the increased appropriation. 
The Secretary of Agriculture in personal conversation said this 
same thing. The Assistant Secretary said the same thing. 
This little appropriation, spread over eight States, is so small 
that it really can amount to but little. Now, the condition of 
the experiments requires some new stock; not very much, but 
some, After this year it ought to be easily possible to conduct 
these experiments with the $25,000, but not this year. There- 
fore I earnestly hope that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] will not prevail. It will hinder, 
curtail, and limit the work very seriously. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in offering the 
amendment was to keep the appropriation within the amount 
estimated by the Department to be necessary during the next 
fiscal year for this service authorized by the previous appro- 
priation act; and I am informed that it was understood among 
the members of the committee that if the proviso went out the 
amount should be reduced to $25,000, which is the current appro- 
priation. 

I do not wish to be understood as trying to cripple this service 
in the least, but when the Department makes its estimate as to 
how much is necessary for a given service, you can always de- 


pend upon the amount being sufficient for that service. They 
rarely eyer, unless there is a blunder made, underestimate the 
amount to be expended in the next fiscal year. - When the proviso 
which necessitated the increase to $50,000 had gone out there is 
no longer necessity for the full amount asked for. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, there certainly 
was no such understanding, and the facts would show the con- 
trary. If it was necessary to have the proviso to enable and 
compel the States to cooperate in order to make an adequate 
appropriation, then much more would it be necessary to have 
some increase if the States did not contribute. If the States 
contributed the total amount would be $75,000; if the States 
did not contribute, it would be only $50,000. If the whole pro- 
yiso is stricken out and also the increase, it leaves only $25,000, 
or one-third of the amount the Department thinks is necessary 


to appropriate for this work. It is absolutely absurd that there ~ 


could have been any such understanding. What we are work- 
ing for is to enable us to do systematic work, and if you take 
away the provision making the States contribute and take away 
the $25,000, you leave us utterly unable to cope with the work. 
The appropriation is, as I have said, spread over eight States, 
and it is much too small, and I hope the committee will not 
agree to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment as 
amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For meat inspection: That hereafter, for the purpose of preventing 
the use in interstate or foreign commerce, as hereinafter provided, of 
meat and meat food products which are unsound, unhealthful, unwhole- 
some, or otherwise unfit for human food, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
at his discretion, may cause to be made, by inspectors appointed for 
that purpose, an examination and inspection of all cattle, sheep, swine, 
and goats before they shall be allowed to enter into any slaughtering, 
packing, meat-canning, rendering, or similar establishment, in which 
they are to be slaughtered and the meat and meat food products thereof 
are to be used in interstate or foreign commerce; and all cattle, swine, 
sheep, and goats found on such inspection to show symptoms of 
disease shall be set apart and slaughtered separately from all other 
cattle, sheep, swine, or goats, and when so slaughtered the carcasses 
of said cattle, sheep, swine, or goats shall be subject to a careful ex- 
amination and inspection, all as provided by the rules and regula- 
uona to DS prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, as herein pro- 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
this paragraph. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will not the gentleman from IIItnois 
reserve the point of order and have an explanation? 

Mr. MANN. The explanation can be made on the point of 
order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not properly. > 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman state his point of 
order? 

Mr. MANN. I am not sure that this is subject to a point of 
order. I make it because it is as easy to discuss the status 
under the point of order as it is otherwise. Beginning at line 
17 on page 14 and ending with line 11 on page 28 the entire para- 
graph is simply a copy practically of the meat-inspection pro- 
vision in the law of last year. A few changes have been made 
in the wording. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is no change, except one. 

Mr. MANN. The only difference in the paragraph is the 
insertion of the word “ hereafter.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is new legislation. 

Mr. MANN. If the old existing law is permanent legislation, 
then there is no necessity for the provision in this bill. I un- 
derstand it to be the position of the distinguished gentleman 
from New York in charge of the bill that the old law, in fact, 
is permanent legislation, and that this item had been inserted 
in the bill at this time not because he believed, and probably 
not because the committee’ believed, that there is any doubt 
of it, but because a gentleman now in the position of solicitor 
to the Department of Agriculture has had some doubts about 
the matter. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt myself, not 
the slightest, and I do not believe that any lawyer wherever 
he may be placed will have any doubt, that the legislation of 
last year is permanent legislation, although it appeared in an 
appropriation act. 

The legislation of last year provides not for something in 
connection with appropriations of that year, but it provides 
legislation in the form not as a proviso, but as a positiye en- 
actment and follows it up with the statement that there is 
permanently appropriated for each year $3,000,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The word “ hereafter” is not used. 

Mr. MANN. The word “ hereafter” does not appear, and it 
is not necessary. I call the attention of the Chairman to the 
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decision of the Comptroller, found in 6 Comptroller's Decisions, 
page 904, where there was a proviso reading like this, after an 
appropriation of $1,900,000 had been made for certain expenses 
in connection with the collection ef revenue: 


Provided, That the compensation of the chief of the internal-rey- 
enue agents should not exceed $10 per day and all the other agents 
not exceeding $7 per day, etc. 


The question raised was whether that proviso was a limitation 
upon that appropriation or whether it was permanent legis- 
lation. The word “ hereafter” did not occur in the provision. 
The Comptroller said: 


By necessary implication these provisos repeal and abrogate what 
was then existing law. They appear to be permanent and general in 
their scope and not intended to affect only the expenditure of this 
particular appropriation. I therefore conclude that this provision 
of law is general and permanent in its nature. 

In a case where the Comptroller held that, the word “ here- 
after“ not being inserted, it was not permanent legislation he 
expressly held that if it appeared to be the intention of Con- 
gress to make permanent legislation, it was or would be per- 
manent legislation although in an appropriation act. This 
decision made in reference to the word “ hereafter” was a de- 
cision arising in reference to the Light-House Board and light- 
house expenditures. In the act of Congress it was provided in 
the expenditures of the Light-House Board in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill as follows: 

Provided, That lenses and lense glass for the use of the Light-House 
Establishment may be imported free of duty. 

The question arose whether that was a limitation on that ap- 
propriation or whether that was a permanent enactment of law 
making free lenses and lense glass. The question was as to 
whether this proviso, and it was in the nature of a proviso, was 
permanent legislation affecting the tariff laws or whether it 
simply applied to that appropriation, and it is worth while to 
read what the Comptroller said and decided in respect to the 
matter. I read from volume 7, Decisions of the Comptroller of 
the Treasury, at page 839: 

But the practice of Congress of owes 4 general and permanent leg- 
islation in annual appropriation acts in the form of a proviso has be- 
come so extensive that it is frequently difficult to determine whether a 
particular proviso in such an act is intended to apply only to the ap- 

ropriation for the fiscal year to which it is attached or is intended to 
be permanent legislation and apply to future appropriations for the 


same object. 


In view of this practice it would not be permissible to 
presume that a 


proviso in such an act is limited in its application to 
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the particular fiscal year for which the appropriation is made merely | 


because the provision is in the form of a proviso. In general, I think, 
a proviso in such an act, which is itself limited in its duration, should 
not be construed as permanent legislation unless the language used in 
the proviso or the nature of the provision renders it clear that such 
was the intention of Congress. 

Usually the word “hereafter,” when used in a proviso in such an 
act, indicates an intention to extend the application of the proviso to 
future appropriations. The absence of this word and of other words 
indicating futurity from the language of this proviso is to be observed. 
Where, however, the provision is in its nature general, and bears no 
particular relation to the object of the appropriation to which the pro- 
viso is attached, it may clearly indicate an intention of general and per- 
manent legislation. For example, if this proviso had excepted from 
duty all articles imported for the use of the Government, I think I 
should infer that such a provision was intended to be general and per- 
manent legislation, although included in a particular annual appropria- 
tion, and although it did not use the word “hereafter.” But the pro- 
viso under consideration is limited to a few articles pertaining to the 
branch of the service for which the particular appropriation to which 
the proviso is attached was made. 

I am therefore of opinion that neither the language nor the nature of 
this proviso indicates an intention to enact general and permanent leg- 
islation, and that it must be construed to be limited in its operation to 
the particular appropriation of which it forms a part. 


In that case it was held that in the particular case the pro- 
viso was not general legislation. As a matter of fact, every- 
thing connected with this pending item in the last and existing 
appropriation acts shows that it was not intended as a matter of 
the fiscal year, but was intended as permanent legislation. How 
ridiculous it would be to hold that you make the law read 
so, and so, and then provide for a permanent appropriation of 
$3,000,000 and say that the intention of Congress was that it 
should only apply to the one year. And the position of the 
solicitor—the very distinguished solicitor of the Department of 
Agriculture—is certainly contrary to the knowledge of every 
Member of this House and of every lawyer of the country. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman explain the objec- 
tion or the harm of leaving this provision in the bill, if there 
should be any possible doubt about it? What is the harm of 
leaving it in? 

Mr. MANN. The harm is that it brings up the whole matter 
again, after the fight of last year, which was then a very difti- 
cult proposition to the House, to the other end of the Capitol, 
and to the other end of the avenue and to the whole country, 
when everybody was stirred up. This legislation was compro- 
mise legislation, and if it is permanent as compromise legislation 
let it remain where it is until the proper committee reports a 
proper change in the legislation. This throws the whole matter 
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open for discussion, not only in this House, but in another body 
and possibly in still another body—a conference committee—and 
E think we ought to know whether it is permanent law or not. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is 
making a mountain out of a molehill. The status of legislation 
inserted on an appropriation bill has always been, to a certain 
extent, uncertain. You have just seen an item stricken out 
that has been carried in this bill for three or four years. You 
have seen it stricken out to-day on a point of order not ex- 
actly parallel, and I only quote it to show you how uncertain 
all legislation on appropriation bills is. Comptrollers may differ 
in their opinions. Now, we simply reinsert it as a matter of 
safety, and we put in the word “ hereafter.” If this stands, the 
whole item may be omitted next year. That is the whole situa- 
tion in a nutshell, and I think the gentleman from Illinois is 
really making a mountain out of a molehill. It is simply a 
question of printing. 

Mr. MANN. I thought last year a distinguished Senator was 
making a mountain out of a molehill, but whether he was or 
not he got the legislation—over the head of the distinguished 
gentleman from New York at that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman from New 
York, the chairman of the committee, if the Department of Agri- 
culture is in any doubt whatever as to the question about this 
being permanent legislation? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They are in doubt, and it is on their 
suggestion we inserted the word “ hereafter.” That the gentle- 
man from Illinois has told you. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I simply desire to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that I agree with the gentleman from Illinois on the law propo- 
sition. I believe he is right, but when on a question of such 
vital importance it is necessary to make an elaborate law argu- 
ment to demonstrate which side is correct, and when the uncer- 
tainty can be obviated with so little effort, as it can be in this 
case, it seems to me it would be the part of prudence to allow 
the provision to be incorporated in the bill containing the word 
“ hereafter,” so that in the future there can be no possible ques- 
tion of the fact that it is permanent legislation. This is.a pro- 
vision of great importance, and it would be a great public 
calamity if the Comptroller of the Treasury or any court should 
officially decide that if this provision should be omitted, that the 
last provision being incorporated in an appropriation bill had 
relation only to the fiscal year provided in that bill is not per- 
manent law. To avoid any possible question—and there seems 
to be some doubt in the mind of the Department of Agriculture— 
I think the only prudent course is to leave the provision in the 
bill and reenact it this year, and then it will not be necessary in 
the future. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MADDEN rose. - 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 3 : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to say I think 
it would be very unfortunate if by any chance whatever there 
should be any mistake made in the phraseology of this para- 
graph. If the word “hereafter,” in the judgment of the De- 
partment, seems to be necessary to make it effective, that word 
ought to go in. The great agricultural interests of the country 
and meat interests of the country demand a permanent appro- 
priation for the inspection of the meats prepared by the packers 
of the country, and there ought not to be anything done that 
would jeopardize the work upon which they have entered, and if 
this word becomes necessary to make this permanent law, I 
certainly think there ought not to be any question urged to the 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clearly of the opinion that 
the introduction of the word “hereafter” is new legislation, 
and therefore sustains the point of order to the whole para- 
graph. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection whatever to 
that particular item in the bill, if it is understood that this 
matter is to go through in the same way it was last year. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Absolutely. 

Mr. MANN. I am not willing, so far as I am concerned, to 
open up this subject to discussion and debate as to the merits 
of the original proposition at this time. If it is understood that 
the thing is to go as it was last year and be settled upon the 
same basis, I am willing to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Before the Chair acts on the 
proposed understanding I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question or two. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. What is that? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The chairman of the committee fs being 


The Chair is prepared to rule. 


interrogated by the gentleman from Nebraska. 


1770 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 26, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. There is so much noise about me, Mr. 
Chairman, that I can not hear. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man, Mr. Chairman, whether or not there is any change in this 
portion of the bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not the slightest; only the word “ here- 
after” has been added, as the gentleman from Illinois has called 
attention. That is the only change; not a “t” crossed nor an 
“i” dotted differently from last year. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I would like to ask further 
whether or not any doubt has arisen as to the sufficiency of the 
$3,000,000 annual appropriation to meet the purposes of the act? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not the slightest. -The Department of 
Agriculture reports that they will have something to spare, pos- 
sibly. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Is there anything before the 
gentleman’s committee, or within his knowledge, which leads 
him to believe that any further legislation is necessary on this 

. subject at this time? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is not. The testimony of Doctor 
Melvin before the committee was to the effect that the law was 
working very smoothly and very effectively. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Then it is the gentleman’s in- 
formation as chairman—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is; and that is the opinion also given 
by Doctor Melvin in his testimony before the committee. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Then it is the gentleman's 
opinion, as chairman of the committee, that if this act is passed 
now in this permanent form no amendment will be necessary 
in the near future? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think any amendment will be 
necessary. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in view of the assurance that has 
been given, which, of course, can bind no Member of the House, 
I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. To rescind the point of order and the de- 
cision of the Chair thereon? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, if it is in order, 
I will ask unanimous consent that the reading of this portion 
of the bill relating to meat inspection be omitted. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman; I have no objection to 
that, except at the bottom of page 27 I want to strike out an 
unnecessary Clause. It is a repetition, or an unnecessary appro- 
priation. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not want to make $6,000,000 
of appropriation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KEN- 
NEDY] asks unanimous consent that the further reading of this 
portion of the bill be omitted. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. WapswortH] offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, has unanimous consent 
been granted to omit the reading? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. At the bottom of page 27 there is the 
following clause, commencing with line 23: 

That there is permanently appropriated, out of 85 money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $ „000, for the 


expenses of the inspection of cattle, sheep, swine, — ‘oats, and the 
meat and meat-food products thereof, o á ~ 


And so forth. 

I move to strike that all out, as that is carried now by another 
bill, is a permanent appropriation, and is unnecessary here, and 
if included would be interpreted to carry $6,000,000. I therefore 
move to strike out from line 23, including line 23, page 27, 
down to line 11, on page 28, including line 11. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WapswortH] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 27 and 28, strike out all of lines 23, 24, and 25 on page 27, 
and all of lines 1 to ii, both inclusive, on page 28. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out lines 23, 24, and 25 on page 27, 
and down to and including the word “ year,” in line 6, page 28. 
I call the attention of the committee to the fact that the gentle- 
man's amendment would strike out the provision requiring an- 
nual estimates to be made. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is in the current law now. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. We will have the same trouble 
about that as we have about the other provisions of the act of 
last year. 

Mr. MANN. There will be no trouble about that. The ridicu- 


lousness of putting any of it in is that they propose to strike out 
the only important thing there is in it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me explain that, Mr. Chairman. In 
making the copy for the printer we did not cut out just far 
enough. That is one of those mistakes that will occur in any 
committee. 

Mr. MANN. I am talking about the holding of some gentle- 
man in the Agriculture Department that the “ whereases” are 
not permanent law. The real thing is permanent law. This in- 
serts the “ whereas” and strikes out the “real thing,” which is 
the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Nebraska takes precedence. 

Mr. WADSWORTH.. I have no objection to letting it go if 
he wants it. I am not going to waste time on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total, Bureau of Animal Industry, $1,031,980; (also $3,000,000 car- 


ried by a permanent appro “Sige 7 under an act of Congress approved 
June 30, 1906 (public act 382). ve 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the committee just in- 
serted that for the information of the House. It is not neces- 
sary to go in for this year, and therefore I move to strike out 
that portion reading: 

Also $3,000,000 carried by a permanent appro 3 under an act 
of Congress aproved June 13, 1906 (public act 82). 

That is simply for the information of the House. It is not 
necessary to reprint it in the act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
Hie committee to the effect of the last amendment that was 
made. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offered an 
amendment striking out the whole paragraph. The gentleman 
from Nebraska made a preferential amendment, striking out a 
portion of the paragraph, intending to perfect the paragraph. 
His motion prevailed. The question then recurred on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York; and that 
motion was put and prevailed, and the amendment was agreed 
to. = the opinion of the Chair, that strikes out the whole para- 
graph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is a parliamentary situation that 
perhaps the gentleman did not intend. I supposed the effect 
of his motion was to strike out all from line 23 down to line 6, 
and including the words “for each year,” and leave the re- 
mainder of the paragraph. I say that was the intent of the 
gentleman from Nebraska, whether the parliamentary situa- 
tion leaves it that way or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York can offer 
an amendment restoring the matter. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well. The Clerk has got the other 
pending first. In line 13 strike out “ three millions ” and every- 
thing following that in the paragraph. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point 
of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will get that all right. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I make a new motion to reinsert in the bill the 
paragraph on the bill beginning on page 28, commencing with 
line 6, with the words “ And the Secretary of Agriculture ” down 
to and including line 11. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
have that reported again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert on page 28 the language Pontes beginning in line 6 with 
the words “and the Secretary of Agriculture,” going to the end of 
the paragraph. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. That is all right. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, on line 13, com- 
mencing with the words “also three million dollars,” including 
lines 14, 15, and 16, I move to strike that out, as it is simply 
unnecessary, and was printed merely for the information of the 
House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 13, 14, 15, and 16 the language within the 
parentheses. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the chairman of the committee a question. I understand 
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that the insertion of this meat-inspection law in this bill is 
because there is some question whether or not it is permanent 
law. Now, if this is true, and that is sufficient reason for in- 
serting this meat-inspection law in this bill at all, then it 
would seem to be necessary to carry the permanent annual ap- 
propriation also in this bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; that is cared for in another appro- 
priation bill. It is a permanent appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. It is carried in the old law precisely the same 
as it is here. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But it is a permanent appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. The whole thing is a permanent law, and the 
gentleman knows it as well as I do. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. This is my understanding of 
the whole situation. There was inserted in the agricultural 
appropriation bill last year a provision for meat inspection, and 
an annual permanent appropriation of $3,000,000, That law is 
repeated in this bill to-day, because it is a question whether that 
law passed last session is permanent law. Now, the greater 
includes the lesser; and if there is any question in the minds of 
the members of the committee, if there is any question in the 
minds of the Members of this House, as to whether or not the 
law passed last year is permanent law, and it is necessary to 
reenact it at all, then it is just as necessary to reappropriate 
this $3,000,000, because the appropriation was simply a part of 
the act, and if this motion prevails we will be in the position 
of reenacting the law without the permanent annual appropria- 
tion for carrying on this very important work. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is a separate paragraph, and it 
is contained in these words: “ That there is permanently ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $3,000,000, for the expenses of the 
inspection of cattle, sheep, swine, and goats, and the meat 
in food products thereof, which enter into interstate or foreign 
commerce.” That makes it a permanent appropriation, and it is 
not necessary to repeat it. 

Mr, KENNEDY of Nebraska. But, Mr. Chairman, that has 
been stricken out on the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, 

Mr. MANN. That is a part of the existing law. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Yes, if the law of last year 
stands; but if it is necessary to reenact the law at all, it is 
necessary to reappropriate the money. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is not necessary. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is a matter of- appropriation. 
The other is a matter of legislation. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I contend that 
if there is any question about the necessity for reenacting 
the law at all, and it is necesary to reenact it, it is just as 
necessary now to reappropriate the $3,000,000 annually to carry 
on the work. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is a perfect example of the uncer- 
tain status of legislation on appropriation bills. 
ment says to us that that portion of the law is unnecessary, 
but that the word “hereafter” should be used in the first 
part of the law, covering the legislative paragraphs of the bill. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, my answer is 
that that position is not tenable at all. Either the law, so far 
as it relates to meat Inspection, which we passed last year, is 
good in its entirety and carries with it the appropriation or it 
is not good at all. Now, the House has taken the position to-day 
that it is necessary to reenact the law. If it is necessary to re- 
enact the law it is necessary to reappropriate the money. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I can only say to the gentleman that 
the law officer of the Department of Agriculture does not think 
it necessary, and the committee has been governed to a great 
extent by his judgment of the situation. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I have great 
respect for all the officials of the Government. My judgment 
is that the official of the Agricultural Department, in desiring 
us to reenact this law, is wrong; but if he is right as to the law 
in its entirety, then he is wrong as to the other, because the 
greater includes the lesser, and the appropriation is only a part 
of the law which we are required to reenact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
correct the total. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, for the purpose of calling the attention of the ¢om- 
mittee to a situation that I think is somewhat serious, in relation 
ito the incorporation of the meat-inspection law in this bill. We 
have added one word to the first paragraph of that law, and the 
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Chair has held that the change makes the act new legislation 
under the rules of the House. Now, if we reenact it into law, it 
will, of course, be the reenactment of the original meat-inspection 
law with an amendment, and the effect of it will be, by necessary 
implication, to repeal the original law, and it will likewise re- 
peal or abrogate the power of the Government to prosecute for 
any offenses that might possibly have arisen under that law. - 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will yield, I desire to recall to 
his attention the proyision in the statute providing that where 
a law is repealed it still controls as to any prosecution for a 
yiolation of that law before the repeal. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Is there a general provision of that 
kind? 

Mr. MANN. There is a general provision of the Revised Stat- 
utes covering that point as perfectly and as strongly as it can 
possibly be done in the English language. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I remember a discussion in the Fed- 
eral court at Chicago, in the Standard Oil case recently, n very 
able discussion, upon the motion to quash the indictments, I 
think, or perhaps on demurrer to a plea, where the court took the 
question under advisement and held ultimately that the saving 
clause was broad enough to authorize the Government to prose- 
cute for offenses that were committed before the passing of an 
amendment to the Elkins law. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, in the rate law 
there was a provision which expressly provided that the repeal 
of any old law should not affect prosecutions then pending in 
court, and it was claimed by defendant's counsel that the special 
provision in reference to repeals took the whole thing out from 
under the operation of the general provisions of the statute. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman from Illinois is satis- 
fied that there is a general statute reserving the right of the 
Government to prosecute for crimes that may have been com- 
mitted under the law in existence now, I am satisfied; but in 
the absence of such a statute, I think the gentleman will agree 
with me that the reenactment of this law would be very 
dangerous. 

Mr. MANN. It would be very dangerous. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Unless we incorporate into it a savings 
clause, saving to the Government the right to prosecute for 
offenses that may have heretofore been committed. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that at the request 
of the district attorney at Chicago, who tried this matter, I 
went into the subject here to ascertain the history of the provi- 
sion that went into the bill, and in connection with that had 
occasion to look up the general proyision of the law—and there 
is such a general provision that absolutely covers the case. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I avithdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana withdraws 
the pro forma amendment, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

General expenses, Bureau of Plant Industry: To investigate fruits, 
fruit trees, grain, cotton, tobacco, vegetables, grason forage, drug, 
medicinal, poisonous, fiber, and other plants and plant industries, in 
cooperation with other branches of the Department, the State experi- 
ment stations, and practical farmers; to study plant and orchard dis- 
cases and demonstrate the treatment of same; to study plant physiology 
in relation to crop production; to originate and improve crops by hese 
ing and selection; to investigate and encourage the adoption of im- 
proved methods of farm management and farm practice; to investigate 
the feeding value of farm crops and the use of fertilizers; to investigate 
the causes of decay in forest timber and timber used for construction 
Purposes, and to devise means for preventing the decay of the same: to 
investigate the practical application in agriculture of the fixation of 
atmospheric nitrogen by bacteria and other micro-organisms in soils and 
in the root tubercles of leguminous and other plants; to cultivate and 
distribute these nitrogen fixers; to study and find methods for prevent- 
ing algal and other contaminations of water supplies; to carry on spe- 
cial investigations of the conditions of grain production, handling, grad- 
ing, and transit, and of the means of improving the same; to model 
fruits, vegetables, and other plants, and furnish duplicate models to the 
experiment stations of the several States, as far as found practicable; 
to psy, gee the methods of harvesting, packing, storing, and shipping 
fruits and vegetables, and for experimental shipments of fruits and 
vegetables within the United States and to foreign countries; to culti- 
vate and care for experimental gardens and grounds, manage and main- 
tain conservatories, greenhouses, and plant and fruit propagating 
houses; to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue the neces- 
sary improvements to establish and maintain a general experimental 
farm and agricultural station on the Arlington estate, in the State of 
Virginia, in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved April 18, 1900; to investigate and report on the cost of making 
tea and the best method of cultivating and preparing the same for 
market; to investigate and develop the domestic production of sugar- 
beet seed and the best methods of increasing the tonnage of sugar bects ; 
to continue inquiry and ascertain the progress made in the production 
of domestic sugar from beets and sorghum and other sugar-producing 
plants ; to collect, purchase, propagate, test, and experiment with rare new 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants; for the employ- 
ment of investigators, local and special agents, agricultural explorers, 
experts, clerks, illustrators, assistants, student or scientific aids, fore- 
men, gardeners, mechanics, and all other labor and scientific assistance 
required in conducting investigations and experiments in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere. And the employees of the Bureau of Plant 


Industry outside of the city of Washington may, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, without additional expense to the Goyern- 
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ment, be 
year, whi 


ted leaves of absence not to exceed fifteen days in any one 
leave may in exceptional and meritorious cases, where such 
an employee is ill, be extended, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, not to exceed fifteen days additional in any one year. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 


striking out the word “ making,” in line 19, page 32, and insert- 


ing the words “ growing and curing.” As it reads now it is to 
investigate and report on the cost of making tea. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 32. line 19, strike out the word“ making and insert the 
words “ growing and curing.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 
that. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill a 
question. For some years I see a provision has been carried in 
this bill, which appears on page 32, line 5, “ to model fruit, vege- 
tables, and other plants, and furnish models,” ete. I see it has 
been a provision in the bill for many years. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is for the purpose of furnishing 
models of different varieties of apples, peaches, plums, including 
new varieties that may be raised. 

Mr. PERKINS. What does the gentleman mean—making 
casts of them? ; 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; making exact facsimiles or mod- 
els of the new varieties. 7 

Mr. PERKINS. And they are sent to various colleges? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; and to experimental stations; 
and models are kept in the museum of the Department. 

Mr. PERKINS. It requires to be done every year? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; for new varieties are constantly 
being grown: 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr, Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For collating, mapping, illustrating, digesting, printing, reporting, 
publishing, and disseminating information on the results of these in- 
vestigations and experiments. d the Secretary of Agriculture is 
hereby directed to obtain in the open market samples of seeds of 
grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the same, and if any such seeds are 
found to be adulterated or misbranded, or any seeds. of Canada blue 
grass (Poa compressa) are obtained under any other name Can- 
ada blue grass or Poa compressa, to publish the results of the tests, 
9 with the names of the persons by whom the seeds were offered 
‘or sale. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to’go in after line 2, page 34. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 2, page 34, the following: 

“ Hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver to the Secre- 
ay of Agriculture, upon his request from time to time, samples of 
which is being imported into the United States or offered for 
import, giving notice thereof to the owner or consignee, who may ap- 
pear before the Secretary of Agriculture, and have the right to intro- 
duce testimony, and if, it appear from the examination of such samples 
that any seed offered to be rted into the United States is adulter- 
ated or misbranded, or is otherwise falsely labeled in any ey ha 
or is of a quality forbidden en into, or forbidden to be sold or 
restricted in sale in the country from which it is exported, or is in- 
tended for adulteration purposes or is a kind mainly used in this 
country, in the opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture, for adultera- 
tion 8 the said seed shall be refused admission, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall refuse delivery to the consignee and shall 
cause the destruction of any seed re delivery which shall not 
be exported by the consignee within three months from the date of 
notice of such refusal, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deliver to the consignee such seed E examination 
and decision in the matter on execution of a penal bond for the amount 
of the full invoice value of such seed, together with the duty thereon, 
and on refusal to return such seed for any cause to the custody of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, when demanded, for the purpose of 
excluding it from the country, or for any other poras said con- 
menos shall forfeit the full amount of the bond : And provided further, 
That all charges for storage, cartage, and labor on seed whi is re- 
fused admission or delivery shall be paid by the owner or consignee, 
and in default of such payment shall constitute a lien against any 

future importation made by such owner or consignee.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that 
is subject to a point of order; but I will not raise it, because 
I consider it excellent legislation. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. There is no doubt but that the item is subject 
to a point of order if the gentleman from New York raises it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
8 6 gas and 8 current; for forage, ice, portage, 
fold — supp. — 

and other 
eing, and 


harness; for rent and repairs, not to exceed $19,000, in the District 
of Columbia; and for all other necessary expenses. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, page 34, after the word “expenses,” insert: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to 
$5,000 of the amount hereby appropriated to specially 
parasites and orchard diseases prevalent in the Ozark and mountain 
region in the States of Missouri and Arkansas, and work out, if pos- 
sible, in cooperation with the fruit experiment stations in said State, 
the problem of prevention of such diseases and destruction of parasites, 
and diffuse information along these lines.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order. ; 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, this is the same provision 
inserted in the agricultural appropriation bill passed at the 
last session. The gentleman from Kansas has explained how 
this work has been carried on, and that it is a good thing, and 
that it is a benefit to those people there. A representative of 
the Department of Agriculture called me to the door during 
that time and was asking me about it and telling me what 
the Department had done. He told me that they had sent es- 
timates embođying this character of work. 

Why it was stricken out of the bill I do not know. He tried 
to make me believe that that provision was yet in the bill, and 
I had a hard time convincing him to the contrary, not having 
the bill there. I think that this amendment ought to be adopted. 
I wouid like to have a little of the work done in my district as 
well as in some of the other districts. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the House will recall the 
correspondence sent to the desk by Mr. Scorr, of Kansas, which 
eovers this whole question. The Department says they have 
already expended four or five thousand dollars in that investi- 
gation, and that they propose to spend some more, and that they 
have the power to do so under the general powers given to them 
by the act, and that with the expenditure of this additional sum 
the work will be completed. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I was told that the committee, in making its re- 
port, reduced the amount. ~ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; we did not. 

Mr. MANN. That it reduced the amount estimated equal to 
the-amount now proposed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; we allowed the estimates in full. 

Mr. MANN. The estimate on this item is less than the cur- 
rent law, as I understand. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; it is not. The estimate is in- 
creased $106,000, as will be seen by the report. The Buredu of 
Plant Industry, increase on the lump sum, $81,100, equal to ex- 
actly what they estimated for, and on the salary list the increase 
is $25,640, making a total increase for the Bureau of Plant In- 
dustry of $106,740, exactly the estimates of the Department. 

Mr. MANN. Then my information was wrong. May I ask 
the gentleman this: Whether in leaving out the amount which 
was estimated for, as suggested by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Murpuy], it was the opinion of the committee that the 
Department had the jurisdiction already to spend the money for 
that purpose? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Absolutely. 

Mr. MANN. And it was expected they would do it if that 
was necessary? . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Absolutely; and the letter read at the 
desk confirms my judgment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist 
on his point of order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I will let the question 
be decided on its merits. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted, because it is unnecessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Monr hr) there were—ayes 30, noes 47. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Grain investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to es- 
tablish, at such points as he may deem expedient, laboratories for the 
8 of examining and repo g upon the nature, quality, and con- 
ition of any sample, parcel, or consignment of seed or grain, including 
rent and the employment of labor in the 9 — of Washington and else- 
where, $15,000, or so much thereof as may necessary; and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture is authorized to report upon such samples, 
or consignments from time to time, and the reports so made shall serve 
as a basis for the Dnne of definite grades and for the issuance of cer- 


tificates of inspection when requested by the consignor or consignee of 
any grain entering into interstate or foreign commerce. 


Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word., I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 


nd 
investigate 


arcels, 
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mittee a few questions. On line 16, page 34, the bill now before 
the House reads: “ to establish at such points as he may deem 
expedient.” I notice that in the law as enacted last year the 
words “of export” were inserted after the words “at such 
points.” That is, the old law made provision for this work to 
be carried on at such points of erport as the Secretary might 
determine. The present bill provides for establishing labora- 
tories at such points as the Secretary may determine without 
limiting them to points of export. I would like to ask the chair- 
man what the intention is as to that matter? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is to affect interstate commerce as 
well as commerce destined for foreign lands. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. For instance, Mr, Chairman, 
we have established in the city of Omaha what is rapidly becom- 
ing one of the greatest grain markets of the country. Does this 
bill contemplate that the Secretary of Agriculture may establish 
one of these points at the city of Omaha? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly he has the power to do it if 
he deems it expedient, and I am sure that under the persuasion 
of my distinguished friend from Nebraska [Mr. KENNEDY] he 
will establish one there. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I may have some doubt about 
that, but as I understand the chairman of the committee it is 
the intention to leave the Secretary free to establish these lab- 
oratories anywhere in the United States. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; where he deems expedient, with 
that limitation. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I am sure we will try to have 
him see that it is expedient to establish one in the city of 
Omaha. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I renew the motion. Will the 
gentleman in charge of the bill undertake to say that it is the 
purpose of the General Government to establish seed labora- 
tories for the purpose of determining the grade and quality of 
all the grain that is to be used in the market? Are we to have 
a warehouse-inspection service in Omaha and St. Louis and St. 
Paul and Minneapolis and Chicago and everywhere else at the 
expense of the General Government? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the gentleman would read the para- 
graph he will see just what powers are granted to the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the powers granted to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture would authorize him, if he could have the money, to es- 
tablish a seed laboratory in every city in the Union. The only 
limitation is the money now. Is it the purpose, is my question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Of course it is not the purpose to estab- 
lish them ad libitum all over the country in every hamlet and 
village. The gentleman should not ask such a question as that. 

Mr. MANN. The grain-inspection service at Chicago alone 
and Omaha alone amounts to a great deal more than the appro- 
priation here. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is: 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish, at such points as 
he may deem ex ient, laboratories for the purpose of examining and 
reporting upon the nature, quality, and condition of any sample, parcel, 
or consignment of seed or grain, including rent and the employment of 
labor in the city of Washington and elsewhere, $15,000, or so much 
thereof as may necessary; and the Secretary of Agriculture is au- 
thorized to report upon such samples, parcels, or consignments from 
time to time, and the reports so made shall serve as a basis for the fix- 
ing of definite grades and for the nee of certificates of inspection 
when requested by the consignor or consignee of any grain entering 
into interstate or foreign commerce. 

Mr. MANN. That is exactly what I am trying to find out. 
The power conferred there is a power to grade grain which is 
now contained in the local States. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. On request. 

Mr. MANN. That is the way it is all done. All grain that 
comes in the great grain centers is graded and sold by sample 
and then put in the warehouses there. It is graded and sold 
and shipped by grades. Now, is it preposed by the Committee 
on Agriculture to provide as an opening wedge here that the 
General Government proposes to do the grading of grain, which 
will cost millions of dollars? That is the authority conferred 
by this proposition. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me send to the desk and have read 
what the Secretary of Agriculture says upon that subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks con- 
sent to send to the Clerk’s desk and haye read the following. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GRAIN STANDARDIZATION. 


From time to time during the ie five years demands have been 
made u the Department for aid in the ding and handling of 
rain. It has been fully recognized that is is a matter which 

mands most careful investigation, as both our home and foreign 
markets are involved. Grain Ges An as now practiced by the various 
State and other organized bodies has not been satisfactory, chiefly on 
account of the lack of uniformity. The Department has consistently 


held the ground that some system of standardization is absolutely nec- 
essary as a first step toward securing uniform methods of grain grad- 
ing. With a view to eventually bringing about this standardization, 
Congress at its last session authorized the establishment of laboratories 
for the purpose of examining and reporting upon the nature, quality, 
and condition of any sample, parcel, or consignment of seed or gra 
entering into interstate or foreign commerce. After a careful stud 
of the situation two laboratories, all the funds at hand would permi 
have been established—one at Baltimore, Md., the other at New 
Orleans, La. -At both places the Department has received the cordial 
cooperation of the chambers of commerce, and is now about to enter 
upon the regular duties connected with the laboratories. 

It will be the object of these laboratories to make a thorough study of 
proven’ systems of grain ding with a view to reaching, if practica- 

le, conclusions which will make standardization possible. It is rec- 
ognized that much preliminary work must be done, and, furthermore, 
that special apparatus will have to be devised for quickly determining 
the moisture content of grain, and for eonducting other observations 
and investigations. A moisture-determining apparatus has already been 
devised and is now in use at our laboratories. It is believed that im- 
provements can be made in these devices and the Department's officers 
are already at work on this problem. 

Recognizing the need for the closest relations with the grain trade, 
the Department has secured the services of an expert in grain grading, 
whose long experience should be of the greatest value in working ou 
the mee problems which must necessarily be connected with this im- 
portant line of work. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
tò ask the gentleman from Ilinois a question, with the consent 
of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well; just for a question. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois if he objects to the establishment of one of 
these points at Chicago? 

Mr. MANN. Why I object, Mr. Chairman, to having the Gen- 
eral Government enter upon a policy of having all the grain 
grading done by the General Government without knowing that 
is the policy. 3 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Then you object to establish- 
ing one of these points in the city of Chicago? 

Mr. MANN. They will not establish one in Chicago at my 
request, I will say to the gentleman. . 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I think there is one already established 
in Chicago. 

Mr. MANN. There may be, but if one even should be estab- 
lished it would be established at one of the greatest grain cen- 
ters in the world, but I do not ask for it, and the Chicago peo- 
ple are not asking for it, I will say to the gentleman. They 
have now an almost perfect system of grading grain, which I 
commend to the gentleman from Omaha, because if they would 
grade grain at Omaha as they do at Chicago they would have 
far better success in handling good grain. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois another question. Then you are perfectly satisfied with 
the inspection you have in Chicago, and should this provision 
remain in the bill you do not want one of these points estab- 
lished in Chicago? : 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman has not asked me another 
question. He is asking me the same question over again, and 
I have answered it. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Then the gentleman is satisfied 
that the inspection now had in the city of Chicago is sufficient? 

Mr. MANN. I am satisfied it is sufficient. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Now, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Illinois that we are so anxious to establish a high 
standard of grading grain in the city of Omaha that we want 
the Government to establish one of these points in that city. 

Mr. MANN. What the gentleman wants is to have the Gen- 
eral Government do it and pay for it, instead of the local gov- 
ernment, and in our case we are willing to pay the expense. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, I hold in my hand the Daily 
Consular and Trade Reports, bearing specifically on this sub- 
ject, dated January 25. I can only read the headings. “ Grain 
trade complaints;” “ Germany— European dealers uniting 
against American practices; ” “ United States alone to blame; 
“Coercive measures threatened;” “ France—Faulty American 
grain-inspection methods;” “ Strenuous objections ’—that is, 
to our methods; “ Variances at shipping ports — that means 
that grain coming, if you please, from Norfolk is graded dif- 
ferently from grain coming from New York. 

And it goes on. In Spain it is the same way. They com- 
plain of the receipts of grain there not coming up to the stand- 
ards and suggest this simple remedy: 


SIMPLE REMEDY PROPOSED. 


The remedy sought is so easy of application and the demand for its 
application is so entirely reasonable that to the importer protracted 
resistance is incomprehensible. The proper remedy may be applied 
either by the American Government or by the cooperation of American 
trade bodies. The starting int of the reform would be, naturally, 
the establishment of standard descriptions by law. This done, if the 
Government were charged with the issuance of inspection certificat 
the service would be removed from local influences, and the so-call 


“oficial American certificates” would be rehabilitated. If this very 
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tational proposition be objected to, the surest means of effectively 
combating it would be the holding of a conference of American grain- 
inspecting bodies for the adoption of grain standards and for the adop- 
tion of ways and means of drawing standard samples, tó be deposited 
in American consulates at great European ports, or to be issued ‘upon 
demand to importers, and to provide for a board of inspectors, the 
members thereof to be transferred at intervals and liberated from every 
form of local pressure. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to ask the gentleman a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WapswortH] yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY |? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. As I understand it, this proposition the gen- 
tleman claims is merely to establish standards of grain? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I should say, in collaboration with the 
different local authorities. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, if you have the standard established 
there is only one way to determine whether the grain sold meas- 
ures up to that standard or not, and that is to haye the grain 
inspected for the purpose of ascertaining that fact. Now, who 
is to make the inspection? If you are going to improve our 
market and get away from the coercive measures of the foreign 
country referred to in the consular report you read, who is to 
make the inspection of the grain that is shipped for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether or not it comes up to the standard fixed 
by the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think eventually it will be done by the 
Government. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Eventually it will be done by the Govern- 
ment, and this is the entering wedge to that service. The State 
of Minnesota has to-day a most perfect wheat inspection, or 
grain inspection, service, and the standards of wheat inspected 
under that service are accepted everywhere and anywhere 
throughout the world. 

Mr. MANN. Except Chicago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is accepted at Chicago. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. 
Omaha.” 

Mr. GRONNA. Is the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] aware of the fact that at Duluth the bankers of the State 
of North Dakota made an investigation and found that there 
were thousands of bushels of grain shipped out from the ele- 
yators at Duluth that are of higher grade than that at which it 
was bought? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That may all be. 

Mr. GRONNA. As a matter of fact, and I want to call the 
attention of this committee in connection with what the chair- 
man of this committee has said, to the fact that Europe has dis- 
criminated against the wheat and against the other grain of the 
gr farmer because he had no standard. [Cries of 
Vote! 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if this service is to be ex- 
tended to the inspection of all grains for export it means that it 
must be extended to the inspection by the Federal Government of 
all grains produced in the United States. When that service is es- 
tablished the inspection service which we now have in the Agri- 
cultural Department will be as nothing compared to the size of 
that inspection authorizing the United States to inspect the 
grains of the United States. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Why is it necessary to extend that service 
any more than it would be to extend uniform weights and meas- 
ures throughout the United States. I suppose that the gentle- 
man knows that practically all the measures that we have in 
the United States now were established by Executive order 
simply or was established by the providing of uniform weights 
and measures to the different Government institutions that use 
weights and measures. Why is it not in the line of good gov- 
ernment, in the line of what the Government ought to do, to 
establish standards for the inspection of grains, and when the 
dealers in grain, as they will, realize that standards haye been 
established to which they may conform, it becomes then the in- 
terest of every man dealing in grain to conform to those 
standards, 

Mr. TAWNBY. The gentleman has evidently never investi- 
gated the subject of the inspection of grain or he would not at- 
tempt to draw a parallel between that and a standard of 

“weights and measures. If we fix a standard in wheat, say, by 
authority of law, the consumers of wheat in this country will 
not know whether that wheat measures up to the standard or 
not unless the wheat that is sold for consumption has the cer- 
_tificate of the Goyernment official who has inspected the wheat 
“for the purpose of determining whether it comes up to the stand- 


[Laughter. | 
And I wish to insert “except 


ard fixed by the law or by the Department or not. Therefore 
I say that when you are embarking upon this service you are 
embarking upon a service the end of which you do not know and 
can not foresee. a 

Every State that is producing wheat to any great extent has 
its own inspection law. Minnesota has its State inspection law 
and has a large force of inspectors. That force of inspectors is 
under*the railroad and warehouse commission of the State. It 
is a regular force of men employed at the principal terminal 
points where wheat is received, and that wheat is inspected 
according to the standard fixed by the State of Minnesota, which 
standard, I say, is accepted at Omaha, Chicago, and all over the 
United States, and it is really the only reliabie standard. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Is not the gentleman confusing the work 
of inspection with the work of providing standards for in- 
spection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I am not. I understand the gentleman 
to say that this is to establish standards in grain. The neces- 
sary logical sequence of that is the establishment of an inspec- 
tion service throughout the United States for the purpose of 
determining whether or not the grain that is produced and 
offered for sale measures up to the standard that is fixed. 
Now, you can not have one and have any benefit from it, un- 
less you have the other and establish an inspection force. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Why any more inspection than weight? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why, certainly, it seems to me if this pro- 
yision is to extend as far as the gentleman from New York 
says it is, we ought to consider very seriously and very care- 
fully before embarking upon this new service. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I do not under- 
stand that the object of this provision is intended to go any 
further than fixing standards. I do not understand that it is 


| contemplated by its provisions that after the standard is fixed 


that the Government of the United States should furnish at 
Government expense inspectors or men to gauge and inspect 
grain thereafter. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will. - 

Mr. MANN. What is the meaning of that portion of the pro- 
vision which says “and for the issuance of certificates of in- 
spection when requested by the consignor or consignee; ” and 
is that to be at the expense of the Government; and if not, 
what authority has the Government to receive money gratui- 
tously?” 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I look upon that the same as I 
do all the provisions of the pure-food law, which the gentleman 
helped to enact, wherein and whereby the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is authorized to and is now fixing standards. Will 
the gentleman say that after the standards under the pure-food 
law are fixed by the Secretary of Agriculture, that the Govern- 
ment is going to furnish inspectors at every point where every- 
thing is sold in order to see that the provisions of the law are 
not contravened after the standard is fixed? Can not: the 
States look after that; and in regard to grain, can not the States 
do as we are now doing in Minnesota by inspection, and make 
that conform to the standard? The small sum of $15,000 that 
is appropriated in this bill is simply for establishing the grade 
of wheat in certain localities. For instance, No. 1 hard and No. 
1 northern Minnesota and Dakota will have a definite grade 
and standard fixed under this bill, and certain winter and south- 
ern wheats will have certain grade thereafter. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Certainly. ; . 

Mr. DRISCOLL. If you are just going to fix standards, why 
can not you do it at Washington, and why have these investi- 
gations at different parts of the country? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Because they do not raise wheat 
in Washington. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. But you can get your samples here. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Oh, there will be, no doubt, a large 
number of samples. The object of this provision is to establish 
laboratories at different points, where they will have a greater 
number of samples, and it will be more convenient. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I am quite in sympathy with the purpose of that 
part of the bill which provides for the fixing of standards; but 
I would like to see whether it is the purpose there to go into 
the business of issuing grain certificates, charging for them, and 
then taking the money and hiring men-to go into the business 
of keeping or issuing grain certificates, so that it becomes a 
policy of the Government to inspect all grain that is shipped in 
interstate commerce? - 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I will say. that if- I 
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lived in a city like Chicago, that has become one of the small 
grain markets of the world at the present time, I would say 
that perhaps the $15,000 appropriated by this provision would 
be sufficient to inspect the grain received there. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman in that respect, as in some others, 
displays his lack of knowledge. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Perhaps so. But I wish to say 
this, that the gentleman from Illinois is apparently living in the 
past. There was a time when Chicago was considered a great 
grain market in fact. To-day it is the greatest grain market 
upon the board of trade, where they deal in options; but if he 
will examine the daily reports for the last two years, this pres- 
ent year and three years ago, he will discover that the daily 
receipts of grain at the city of Chicago run from twenty-five to 
fifty and sometimes seventy-five or a hundred carloads a day. 
If he goes to Duluth he will find that during the same time they 
receive from 500 to 1.000 carloads a day. If he goes to the city 
of Minneapolis he will find the same thing. He will find, fur- 
thermore, that for the last year or two Duluth receives more 
flax daily than Chicago receives wheat. Chicago used to be a 
city in the wheat line, but now it has become truly the Windy 
City in the option line. [Laughter.] I will say, furthermore, 
that the wheat that goes to Chicago is piled up in a few terminal 
eleyators for the purpose of influencing the board of trade 
market. It is used by Mr. Armour, with his immense elevators 
there, to control the price of wheat upon the board of trade. 
The wheat that goes to Minneapolis is not received there for any 
such purpose, and they receive sometimes as high as a million 
bushels a day, but it is ground into flour and then shipped to 
feed the denizens of Chicago. The wheat that is received at 
Duluth, that which is not ground into flour, is shipped by way 
of the Lakes to Buffalo and from thence to New York and across 
the ocean. Those are the wheat markets of the world at the 
present time. I will say, however, that Omaha more than 
doubles Chicago, receives almost 5 bushels of wheat to 1 
bushel received in Chicago. [Laughter.] 

At the same time, the State of Minnesota expends almost 
$15,000 monthly to inspect its own wheat. But there is a diver- 
sity of opinion as to what the proper standard is, and this prop- 
osition in this bill is for the purpose of establishing laboratories 
at St. Paul, Duluth, Omaha, and possibly a good one at Chicago, 
or some other little actual cash wheat market like that, for the 
purpose of fixing a standard of the wheat that gravitates toward 
that center. That is what it is for; not for inspection after the 
standard is fixed. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon this paragraph has been ex- 
hausted. * 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is the pending motion. 

Mr. MANN. Then I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can omy be done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. MANN. I will not ask E consent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 
to strike out the words “ including rent and the employment of 
labor in the city of Washington.” 

Mr. MANN. The Chairman has just ruled that an amendment 
is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman's amendment is in order, why 
was not my amendment in order? Have I not as much right as 
the gentleman from Minnesota to offer an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to know what the 
amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota is. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the Chair to listen to my amendment be- 
fore ruling it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman, gladly. 

Mr. MANN. I moved an amendment to strike out the last two 
words of the paragraph, and the Chair ruled that it was not in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desired to know what the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota was in 
order to determine whether it had precedence over the motion 
made by the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair, having ascer- 
tained by an inspection of the amendment what the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota is, now holds 
that the motion of the gentleman from Illinois must be disposed 
of first. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois is to strike 
out the last two words. 

Mr. MANN. Is debate in order upon either motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the amendment of the gentleman 
can be disposed of the pending motion must be disposed of, 
which is to strike out the last word. That was made by the 


gentleman from Illinois. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
withdraw it? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Illinois did not make that 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska made the 
motion first, and the Chair thereupon announced that unless 
objection was heard the pro forma motion of the gentleman from 
Nebraska would be considered as withdrawn. Thereupon the 
gentleman from Illinois rose and said he renewed the motion. 

Mr. MANN. I think the Chair is right. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois with- 
draw the motion? 

Mr. MANN. I do not withdraw the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to strike out the last word. 

The question was taken; and the motion was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion now is to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to detain the 
House by voting on an amendment of that sort. The Chair 
ruled that debate was exhausted on the paragraph, and if that 
be the ruling of the Chair, I have no desire to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair intended to state that the time 
for discussion upon the pending motion was exhausted, and the 
pending motion was to strike out the last word. Now the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to enter upon 
any defense of the city of Chicago against the assault of my 
distinguished friend from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. I am willing 
to appreciate the greatness of Minnesota as well as the great- 
ness of her Representatives upon the floor of the House. I am 
willing to appreciate the greatness of Duluth, of St. Paul, and of 
Minneapolis. It is true, Mr. Chairman, that in the march of 
events the wheat production of the country has moved very 
largely away from the vicinity of Illinois, Iowa, Indiana, and 
Missouri up into the Northwest. 

It is also true that it is now moving away from Minnesota 
up into the Canadian country. Fortunately, however, for the 
States which I have mentioned they had something to take the 
place of wheat, and instead of raising wheat they are now rais- 
ing corn and cattle and other articles agricultural for the 
market. When the time comes that the wheat productiveness 
of the soil of Minnesota has passed I do not know what they will 
raise in Minnesota. They have not yet been able to find that 
corn will grow well there. I hope they will find something to 
raise that will do as well for the country as has wheat. 

But, so far as the great market of Chicago is concerned, Chi- 
cago is the greatest grain market of the world. It receives 
more grain per year than is received in any other market in the 
world, and while it is true that there is some speculation on the 
Board of Trade at Chicago, it is also true that the real stuff 
shipped into that town is greater per year than anywhere else 
and that the market for grain is fixed in accordance with the 
real article. 

It is also true that because of the rigid inspection in Chicago 
some people have shipped poor grain to other places. I believe 
that the inspection in the Minnesota towns is good, although it 
was said by the distinguished gentleman from North Dakota 
and frequently urged in another place, the inspection in Minne- 
sota is calculated to deceive the farmer and is in the interest 
purely of the speculators. I have not believed those accusa- 
tions. The gentleman would now have the General Government 
enter upon a scheme by which we would take away from the 
States all of the rights that they have over grain. Is it the po- 
sition of the gentleman from Minhesota that the doctrine 
recently laid down, in a way, by the Secretary of State, that the 
power of the States was likely to be taken away from them 
by the General Government because the States do not prop- 
erly exercise their functions? Is the gentleman from Minne- 
sota prepared to say that the States are not properly inspecting 
grain? Is it the purpose of these gentlemen to have the Gen- 
eral Government enter upon the plan of doing all the grain in- 
spection for foreign and domestic commerce? The proposition 
in the bill is not merely to establish standards—nobody objects 
to that—but to permit the Department of Agriculture to inspect 
grain and issue cerificates of inspection—to whom? To a pet, 
to a favorite, to a special person, or to everybody? Which is it 
to be? Is it to be merely the one whom the Secretary of Agri- 
culture or some of his people may look upon favorably, or is 
everybody to be put on the same plane? The gentleman says 
it is not necessary ; the authority is there. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 


. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is not the language beginning 
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on line 22 susceptible of the construction put upon it by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]? I call the attention 
of the gentleman from Illinois to this language in liñe 24 and 
continuing : 

The reports so made shall serve as a basis for the fixing of definite 
grades and for the issuance of certificates of inspection, etc. 

Why could not, as suggested by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Davis], this report of the Secretary of Agriculture be 
used as a basis for the fixing of the grades and for the issuing 
of certificates by these local people? 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt, I may say to the gentleman, 
that that will be the effect. I think that is what the Secretary 
wants to do, but what the gentlemen are defending on the floor 
is the provision of the bill which probably will not be put into 
operation, and which if put into operation would take away from 
the States absolutely the present control they have over grain 
and turn it over to the General Goyernment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In reply to that suggestion, it 
seems to me that any fair construction of that language must 
coincide with the interpretation put upon it by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. The report of the Secretary of 
Agriculture is to be simply the basis for the issuance of certifi- 
cates by the local authorities. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman has not read the para- 
graph through. If he will read the last three lines of the para- 
graph, he will change his opinion. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the amendment 
which I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 34, line 19, beginning with the word “ including.” strike out the 


8 including rent and the employment of labor in the city of Wash- 
ngton." 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in offering this 
amendment is this: This provision authorizes the employment of 
personal services here in the city of Washington in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture out of a lump-sum appropriation, which is 
in direct violation of the act of 1882 and in violation also and 
opposed to the policy of Congress ever since that time. There 
are not to-day any personal services performed in the city of 
Washington and compensated out of lump-sum appropriations. 
I observe that in several instances in this bill this act of 1882 
and the policy of Congress were entirely disregarded, and the Ag- 
ricultural Department is given lump-sum appropriations for the 
employment of personal services here in Washington, which, I 
think, Congress ought not to approve. I do not think the House 
ought to approve any change whatever in the policy which has 
heretofore obtained and which the law expressly provides for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I haye no objection to 
that going out. I think it is immaterial. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, with only that language 
which the gentleman indicated going out, I think it would make 
very bad connection in the bill. Take the provision included in 
the gentleman’s motion, beginning with the word “including,” 
in line 19, and going to and including the word “ Washington,” 
in line 20. It would read then “or consignment of seed or grain 
and elsewhere,” so that I think he had better incorporate in his 
amendment to strike out the words “ and elsewhere.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will include those words “and else- 
where.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be amended so as to include the words indicated. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, has that paragraph 
been passed? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment to offer. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to offer another amendment. I de- 
sire to moye to have stricken out all after the word “ grades,” 
in line 25, page 34, down to and including the end of the 
paragraph. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


Yes; unless somebody else has an amend- 


Then I desire to move that the com- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 34, line 25, strike out. after the word “ grades,” the words 
“and for the issuance of certificates of inspection when requested by 
the consignor or the consignee of any grain entering into interstate 
or foreign commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment, 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. TaAwNey] if he does not think that 
he has stricken out more than is necessary? 5 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I do not. I want to strike out all that 
which authorized the issue of certificates upon the request of the 
consignor or consignee. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is what I understood the gentleman to say, 
but does not the gentleman think that if he would leave in 
the last line of the paragraph to the word “ commerce,” in the 
third line, it would be better? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will stop at “ consignee,” in line 2. 

Mr. SCOTT. That was the suggestion I wished to make to 
the gentleman, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I supposed that was the original mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Minnesota. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beginning in line 25, page 24. after the word “grade,” strike out 
“and for the issuance of certificates of inspection when requested by the 
consignor or consignee,” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. 
just a word. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
withdrawn. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
desire to sit any longer? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. 
about how this affects the West. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. How long? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Two minutes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield two minutes to the gentleman, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the corn, wheat, 
and other grain raised in the State of Nebraska isat least equal 
to the grain raised in any part of the country. The grading of 
grain as now conducted in the city of Omaha is as honestly done 
as anywhere in the United States. I am heartily in favor of 
this paragraph. The object which is sought to be attained is 
perfectly clear, and that is the establishment of uniformity in 
the grades. The extracts read here to-day from the consular 
reports show that some questions have arisen with reference to 
grades of grain generally, and I fear, Mr. Chairman, that these 
questions have arisen in regard to grain shipped from Chicago 
as well as from other points, and that these questions have 
arisen as to wheat shipped from Minnesota as well as from 
other points. What we want in the West, and the West is 
gradually becoming the great grain center, is to have an honest 
and uniform grade established and maintained, so that we may 
have the full benefit of the excellent quality of grain which we 
grow and handle—— 

Mr. GRONNA. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Yes. 

Mr. GRONNA. Does not the gentleman from Nebraska be- 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 
A motion to rise has precedence, unless 


Just a moment. 
For what purpose does the gentleman 


I would like to say a word 


lieve that the only solution of this question is national inspec- 


tion of grain? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe 
that there is any necessity at this time for a general national 
inspection of grain, but I do believe that this legislation is on 
the right line, and that it will be beneficial and ought to be sus- 
tained by this House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I hope the chairman of the com- 
mittee will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And, Mr. Chairman, pending that mo- 
tion, I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] 
to ask unanimous consent. š 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, in view of the statement made 
by the gentleman from Illinois on the subject of seed adultera- 
tion, I ask unanimous consent that these circulars of the De- 
partment of Agriculture may be printed in the RECORD. 


The gentleman from South Carolina se 
s 


The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The circulars are as follows: 


[United States Department of Agriculture, Office of the Secretary.— 
Circular No. 12.] 


ADULTERATION OF ALFALFA SEED. 


The act of Congress making appropriations for the Department of 
8 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, contains the 
following item: 

“The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the 
open market samples of seeds of grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the 
same, and if any such seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded, 
or any seeds of Canada blue grass (Poa compressa) are obtained under 
any other name than Canada blue grass or Poa compressa, to publish 
the resuits of the tests, together with the names of the persons by whom 

e s were offered for sale.” 

Under date of May 25, 1904, a circular letter announcing that the 
collection and testing of seeds, as directed by this act, would begin 
July 1, 1904, was sent to the seedsmen of the United States whose 
names appear in the 1904 edition of The American Florist Company's 
Directory of Florists, Nurserymen, and Seedsmen of the United States 
and Canada,” and to whol e seedsmen whose names are not included 
in that directory. A copy of the circular sent to the Florists’ Exchange 
was published by that journal in its issue of June 18, 1904. 

In carrying out the provisions of the act quoted above, in so far as it 
relates to alfalfa, offerings for sale were solicited through agents of this 
Department from 742 seedsmen. Upon examination of the samples of 
alfalfa seed obtained in the open market as a result of these negotia- 
gon 23 lots were found to be adulterated, as shown in the following 
table : 


Results of tests of samples obtained in the open market as alfalfa seed 
and found to be adulterated. 


Seed offered for sale as alfalfa by— Seeds * adul- 
Bur Yellow | Total 
Address, adul- 
clover. | trefoil, teranta 
Per et. | Per et. | Per ct. 
RENEE . street, Lockport, |........| 43.8 43.8 


F T o 41.64 41.64 
3 2 34.28 
JJ7FFßTTTFCTCTCTCTCC cenedns tances si T E NATE E eens 10.4 10.4 
Te E 40. 46 44.44 
Les e eee 38.86 42. 40 
E a a A A E PA EAE PON tances 86. 86 36. 86 
34.34 | 34.34 
excel FF 10.7 10.7 
18 South Phelps street, Youngs- 35.62 35, 62 
town, Ohio. 

ASE PJ½ ²˙¹wmꝛ | Mate 
7 and 9 Upper First street, 39. 82 43.64 

Eyansyille, In 
at 32. 42 35. 86 
41.74 46.12 
36.3 39.22 
24.44 27. 32 
32. 62 38.12 
30. 74 34.6 


Results of tests of samples obtained in the open market as alfalfa seed 
and found to be aduiterated—Continued. 


Seed offered for sale as alfalfa by— RAE ea ne OCR 
= s Total 
Name. Address, Bur fellow adul- 


to its 


The Department takes this occasion to ‘call attention again 
offer, repeatedly made in official publications, in circulars sent to seeds- 
men, and in announcements through the agricultural press, to test and 
eine upon samples of seeds sent for that purpose by any farmer or 
seedsman. 


James Witson, Seeretary. 
WASIIINGTON, D. C., December 29, 1904, 


[United States Department of Agriculture. Office of the Secretary.—Clr- 
cular No. 14. 


ADULTERATION OF ALFALFA AND RED CLOVER SEED. 


Seeds of alfalfa and red clover have been obtained and tested in 
accordance with the following paragraph contained in the act of Con- 
gress making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture: 

“The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the 
open market samples of seeds of grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the same, 
and if any such seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded, or 
any seeds of Canada blue grass (Poa compressa) are obtained under 
any other name than Canada blue grass or Poa compressa, to publish 
the results of the tests, together with the names of the persons by 
whom the seeds were offered for sale.” 

In ete hee out the provisions of this act, 1,272 seedsmen were asked 
b; 1 agents of this Department for samples of red clover an 
alfal a seed, as offered for sale by them. From these seedsmen, 658 
samples were obtained and examined. As a result, the following lots 
were purchased in the open market and found to be adulterated. In 
accordance with the mandatory nature of the act 5 above, publica- 
tion is here made of the names and addresses of the seedsmen who sold 
the lots found to be adulterated, together with the percentages of adul- 
teration in each lot. 


Results of tests of samples bought in the opem market as red clover seed 
and found to be adulterated. 


Seed sold as red clover by— 


Address. 


Rawson & Co., W. W.. 12 and 13 Faneuil Hall square, Boston, 


Mass, 
Ross Bros 90 and 92 Front street, Worcester, Mass.. 
Small & Co., W. H.. 7 soe 9 Upper First street, Evansyille, 


Results of tests of samples bought in the open market as alfalfa seed and found to be adulterated. 


Seed sold as alfalfa by— Seeds used as adulterants, 
Sweet = Yellow Total adul- 
Name. clover. Bur clover. | trefoil. terants. 
Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. 

Barrett Co., The W. E...... 65-87 Canal street, Providence, R I.... „ e 4 32, 86 36.33 
OT Y ECO AE nnsccencesipanh> einn ee 16.86 
Crossman Bros MOUNDS AVENUE, dende 44.50 
Dall wig) V. ...r e ee 31 Juneau avenue, Milwaukee, WIis 5.71 

Ereni J.A. 227 West Washington street, Indian: 42. 7 
RENA . 43.43 
Gregory & S0 3.00 
Grossman, W 1.25 
ate 9 5. 49 
untington 41.91 
Kirehner, Jacob 9.52 
wanes ane 10. 04 
pues eves Main and Walnut streets, Salem, III ))VCFßßTꝙVVTCC000 —— 6.98 
SEN 381 and 383 Minnesota street, St. Paul, Minn FVV 31.77 
„ 101 West Main street, Louisville, Ky.......-.. 5 16.53 
8 $74 and 376 State street, New Haven, Conn. 3 45.73 
Rush Park Seed (o Independence JOWS. ] x]“ 12. 69 
Steckler Seed Co., Ltd., J ....-....-.-- 518-526 Gravier street, New Orleans, Lig.. 8.20 
Young & Halstead ......... dacccapaese} ot OF Grand street, Troy, N. E cscs cscessecsetaccoccconce PARTA 37.49 


In order to aid seedsmen in avoiding the purchase of adulterated 
seeds, this Department will examine and report promptly. as to the 
presence of adulterants in any samples of submitted for that pur- 
pose. 

JAMES WILSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., October 23, 1995. 
XLI—112 


cular No. 15. 
ADULTERATION OF KENTUCKY BLUE GRASS AND ORCHARD GRASS SEED. 
Seeds of Kentucky blue ss and of orchard grass have been obtained 
and tested in accordance with the following paragraph contained in the act 
of Congress making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture : 
“The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the open 
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market samples of seeds und to be clover, or alfalfa, test the same, and 
seeds to be adulterated or misbranded, or any 


In carrying out i [provisions of this act 251 samples of seed of Ken- 
seen? blue grass and 265 samples of orchard grass were obtained in the 
market and examined f these, 41 samples of seed of Kentucky 

b ue grass were found to be adulterated with seed of Canada blue grass, 
while 133 samples of orchard grass seed were found to be adulterated, 
seeds most commonly used as adulterants being English rye grass 


and meadow fescue, the value of neither being more than one-third to 
one-half that of orchard grass That the adulteration of orchard 
grass is very general is evidenced by the fact tbat samples containing 
adulterants were obtained from twenty-four Sta 

While Canada blue ae | 5 7607850 into the United States in quanti- 
ties varying from 600,000 000 pounds per annum, it is used onl 
occasionally in this coun Sand it is evident that the bulk of the — 
imported is sold as Kentu y blue grass. 

n accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress quoted, pub- 
acy gs 5 gh ind to “be ` ee l ke Sosy seedsmen who 
80 e lo ‘ound to adulterated, ether w e percentages of 
adulteration in each lot. si me 


Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open market as Kentucky blue-grass seed and found to be adulterated. 


Seed sold as Kentucky blue grass by— 


Name. 


Brink Fo Bates. occ <cssacjatschovoasenacccncced 
` prene Crittenden & Co. 


90 Front street, Worcester, 


28 Selye Terrace, Rochester, N. Y 
44 N. St. Paul street, Rochester, N 


do 
217 8. Fifth street, Spri eld, Tl... 
8 Ohi 5 5 


— and Front streets, 8 N. 


Seeds used as adulter- 
ants. 
Quantity examined. 


Per cent. 


23.23 


BER 
kad 


BSSRR eR SRARRRRSAERESSCARRSRSLRENSESSR ERS 


88 


ESB 
angg RE 


„ 
BERS 
2 
eo 


sample 
Seed bought in bulk 
Mail sample 
Seed bought in 


Site 
SRS 


b 


SB “BS 
as 


BEB"RRZSRBRANEASS RO SR-ERSERESARZAR 


~ 
— 


SSESRoERS SpRRRESZRP 


88 


bbb j Seed bought in bali “an 
‘ail sample e e 
a17.56 cent redto 445.4 per cent redtop. 
08.17 per cent timothy, e 4.1 per cent timothy; 2.9 per cent redtop. 


4.2 per cent timothy, 


Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open markel as orchard grass seed and found to be adulterated, 


Seed sold as orchard grass by— 


217 — Fifth street, Springfield, III. 


*6.7 per cent other fescue grasses; 6.8 per cent bromus; 2.8 per cent $19.7 


molinia. 
è 3.1 per cent molinia. 
e 6.1 per cent velvet grass. 


Seeds used as adulter- 
ants, 


Seed bought 18.8 18.8 
Mail sample. 10. 78 10.78 
Seed bought in 13.2 13.2 
sample........ 26.7 26.7 
Beed — in bulk 29. 68 29. 68 
Mail sample 22.25 488. 55 
Seed — in bulk.. 24.3 527. 4 
C 61,15 51.15 
Seed bought in bulk 37.4 © 43.50 
Mail sample „ d 19.7 
Seed bought in bulk . 26.58 26.58 
Mail sample 9.13 e 33.37 
Seed bought 7.7 729.35 
Mail sample. 21. 68 21. 
Seed boug 19.4 19.4 
Mail sample. 25.4 25.4 
Seed bought 25. 8 25. 8 
Mail sample. 26. 62 26. 62 
re 9 29. 79 29. 79 
Seed bought in bulk 2.45 2.45 
Mail sample .......... 81.65 82.65 
bought in bulk 39. 71 39. 71 
-| Mail sample 18.4 18.4 
Seed bought in bulk ...... Se. 18. 54 18.54 


per cent other fescue grasses. 
24 24 50 per cent other fescue grasses. 
f 21.65 per cent other fescue grasses. 
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Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open market as orchard grass sced and found to be adulterated—Continued. 


Seed sold as orchard grass by ef Stent 
Quantity examined. Total 
adulter- 
ants, 
cent. 
9.19 
r 42. 79 
25.26 5 84. 85 
55.85 e 
40.45 40.45 
43.75 43.75 
6.75 a20.09 
12.75 e 22. 60 
26. 5 26. 5 
26.15 26.15 
26.4 26.4 
23.4 23.4 
44.5 44.5 
49.95 49.95 
19. 86 19. 86 
16.21 16,21 
36.3 36.3 
87.45 37.45 
19.74 121.29 
19. 62 19. 62 
7 do 19.55 19. 56 
.| Honeoye 2 08 15. 36 15. 36 
St. Joseph, Mo.. 8 ae 4 85.8 35.8 
Do do Seed bought in hulk.... 10.7 10.7 
Wm. S. Gilbreath Seed Co. Mail sample 11.4 11.4 
Bo 4 . 2 d 13.86 18. 86 
6.25 6.2⁵ 
25. 3 25.3 
24.2 24.2 
21.11 21.11 
20. 85 20.85 
21.25 21.25 
20, 25 20, 25 
42,73 42.73 
46, 15 46.15 
21,2 21.2 
18. 36 18, 36 
24.35 24.35 
26.05 26.05 
20. 28 922.73 
19. 65 19. 65 
Towa Seed Co. ŝis . street, Des Moines, Iowa. 18. 89 18.89 
8. M. Isbell & Co 8 Mich 22. 85 22. 85 
28. 94 28. 94 
39. 55 39. 55 
41. 43 41.43 
Kendall & Whitney Co, 26.2 26.2 
1.29 1.29 
Lacy Seed & Fuel Co. 50.6 50.6 
5 Pa| Ra 
p: 27.21 A 
Seed bought in bulk 24.5 24.5 
Nail sample 19.76 19. 76 
Seed 5 — in bulk 25 25 
Mail sam 21.75 21.75. 
3.1 8.1 
43 sampio 44.48 44,48 
Seed bought in bulk 48.7 48.7 
Nail sample 73. 65 89.7 
Seed bought in bulk . 9.9 9.9 
Mail sam 35.05 35.05 
Seed — in bulk 1.1 1.1 
Mail sam $7.35 455 
34.6 550, 65 
26 26 
0 28.45 28.45 
1426 St. Louis av enne, Kansas City, 13.4 13.4 
see N. X 44.4 14.4 
42.2 42.2 
18. 25 18. 25 
19. 82 19. 82 
sample 26. 68 26. 68 
7 Seed ont in bulk.. 3.55 3.55 
. Mail sample 18. 75 18.75 
Seed poagn, in bulk.. 13. 58 13. 53 
Mail sample 98.55 98.55 
do 3 bulk.. 92 40.45 
ee ught in 40.45 . 
master s seed house . do reser aon pay 2 5 12. 26 1 
sa ughtin bulk.. . 32. 
Robert C. Reeves Co.. OR | ---| Mail sa 15 12.45 m 30. 05 
ae t 6.6 n37. 50 
p. 23, 68 28. 68 
Seed paguna bulk.. 12.54 041.41 
-| Mail sam 32 32 
Seed don in bulk.. 31.97 81.97 
Man sample 9.45 9.45 
19.08 19.08 
22.3 22.3 
10.05 524.25 
8.2 8.2 
6.2 6.2 


79 per cent timothy, 
50 per cent bromus. 
15 per cent bromus. 
.99 per cent other fescue grasses; 3.35 per cent bromus, 
r cent bromus; 3.75 per cent other fescue grasses. 
per cent other fescue grasses. 
Bye cent Kentucky blue grass. 
5 per cent chess. 


rena ateoan 
S 


5 per cent molinia. 
05 per cent molina. 
44 per cent other fescue grasses, 
24 per cent other fescue grasses. 


2885 


.9 per cent other fescue grasses. 
per cent bromus; 22.17 per cent other fescue grasses. 


4 
i 
ke 
t 
755 22.6 per cent other fescue grasses. * 
o 
? 14.2 per cent other fescue grasses, 


8 
— 
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Nesults of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open market as orchard grass seed and found to be adullerated—Continued, 


Seed sold as orchard grass by— 


0 
9 Chatham Row, Boston, Mass 


do 
Painesville, Ohio. 
r do 


Seeds used as adul- 


terants, 
Quantity examined, act tt Total 
escue - | adulter- 
and rye an 


yla 
sei |i 
7 
i 


9.39 

10.85 
42,45 42.45 
40.25 40.25 
32.87 a45,75 
23.3 23.3 
9.04 9.04 
12.35 12.35 
18.8 18.8 
61.95 51.95 
39.38 39.38 
37,85 87.85 
23.13 23.13 
24.2 24.2 
29 29 
28.6 28.6 


e 12.88 per cent timothy. 


In order that seedsmen, as well as farmers, may avoid the purchase 
of adulterated seeds, this Department will examine and report promptly 
as to the presence of adulterants in any samples of seed submitted for 
that purpose. 

JamMES WILSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 
Wasuixcron, D. C., February 7, 1906. 


[United States Department of Agriculture, office of the Secretary—Cir- 
cular No, 18.j 


ADULTERATION OF RED CLOVER SEED. 


Seed of red clover has been obtained and tested in accordance with 
the following garaeraph contained in the act of Congress making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture: 

“The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the 
open market samples of seeds of grass, clover, or fa, test the same, 
and if any such seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded, or any 
seeds of Canada blue grass (Poa compressa) are obtained under any 
other name than Canada blue ales or Poa compressa, to publish the re- 
sults of the tests, together with the names of the persons by whom the 
seeds were offered for sale.” 

In carrying out the provisions of this act, 521 samples of seed of red 
clover were obtained in the open market and examined. Of these, 116 
samples were found to contain seed of the destructive parasitic plant 
— ned and five samples were found to be adulterated with seed of yel- 
ow trefoil. 

Yellow trefoil is not used as a forage plant in the United States, but 
the seed is imported from Europe at about 5 cents per pound for use as 
an adulterant of red clover and alfalfa seed. 

In accordance with the visions of the act of Congress quoted, pub- 
lication is here made of names and addresses of the seedsmen who 
sold the lots found to be adulterated, together with the percentage of 
adulteration in each lot. 

Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the o market as red- 
clover seed and found to be adulterated. - 3 


; — Yellow 

Offered for sale as red clover by- hon 

: adul- 
Name. Address. terant 


In order that seedsmen as well as farmers may avoid the purchase 
of adulterated seeds, this Department will examine and report promptly 


resence of adulterants and dodder in any samples of 
or that purpose. 


as to the 
submitted 
JAMES WILSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 
WasnHinertos, D. C., May 19, 1906. 


[United States Department of Agriculture, office of the Secretary—Cir- 
cular No. 20.) 


ADULTERATION OF ALFALFA SEED. 


Seed of alfalfa has been cbtained and tested in accordance with the 
following asraph contained in the act of Congress making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture: 

“The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the 
open market samples of seeds of grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the same, 
and if any such seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded, or any 

s of Canada blue grass (Poa compressa) are obtained under any 
other name than Canada blue grass or Poa compressa, to publish the re- 
sults of the tests, together with the names of the persons by whom the 
seeds were offered for sale.” 

In carrying out the provisions of this act 352 samples of seed of 
alfalfa were obtained in the open market and examined. Of these, 160, 
or nearly one-half of the a were found to contain of the 
destructive parasitic plant dodder; 9 samples were found to be adulter- 
ated with seed of yellow trefoil, and 9 samples adulterated with bur 


clover. - 
Yellow trefoil is not used to any extent as a forage plant in the 


United States, but the seed is imported from Europe at about 5 cents 
r pound for use as an adulterant of red clover and alfalfa 
Ithough bur clover is cultivated in the Gulf States, the seed found 

mixed with that of alfalfa is not the commercial bur clover seed of this 

country, but a by-product secured in cleaning South American wool, 
and is imported from Germany in low-grade alfalfa seed. 

In accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress quoted, pub- 
lication is here made of the names and addresses of the seedsmen who 
offered for sale the lots found to be adulterated, together with the per- 
centage of adulteration in each lot: 


Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open market as alfalfa 
seed and found to be adulterated. 


Seed offered for sale as alfalfa by— Rats aoe OA SODA 
Yell B aan 
= elow ur * 
Name. Karen trefoil. | clover.| ter- 
ants, 
Per ct. | Per et. Per et. 
Barrett Co., The W. E.. 1 . canal street, Providence, | 7.877 7.87 
Caughey & Carran .... 620-624 Chamber of Commerce, 8.79 8.79 
Detroit, Mich. 
Flower & Co., S. W.. . Toledo, Ohio ...........-....-..- . 90 7.65 
SA Fremont, Nebr . 1. 31 11.85 
Gilbreath Seed Co., 368 South Meridian street, In- 6.90 12.49 
Wm. 8. dianapolis, Ind. 
a E E AA Ow acest T A TA 5.99 44.17 
Huntington & Page ...| 130 oe net street, Indian- | 47.05 |........ | 47.05 
a nd. 
Kunkel & Sons, Martin. sat West Second street, Daven- 4.11 29. 86 
OwA. 
Providence Seed Co 6 Exchange place, Providence, 1,12 9.72 
by Front street, Worcester, 6.50 53.28 
RSS. 
113419 Clybourn street, Mil- 20. 28 20. 28 
waukeo, Wis. 


In order that seedsmen, as well as farmers, may avoid the purchase 
of adulterated seeds, this Department will examine and report promptly 
as to the presence of adulterants and dodder in any samples of seed 
submitted for that purpose. 

Respectfully submitted. 

T. GALLOWA 


B. Y, 
Chief, Bureau of Plant Industry. 


Approved : 
James WILSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., August 6, 1906. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I hope that we may be able to get 
through with the next paragraph in the bill before rising. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LAMB, Mr. RUCKER, and several Memerrs. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 59. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers; and I 
desire to say there is no wish to take advantage of the absence 
of any Members; but it is Saturday afternoon and a quarter to 
5 o'clock, and I think the attendance will be as full on Monday 
morning as it is now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded. [After counting.] 
Tellers are ordered; and the gentleman from New York. [ Mr. 
WADSWORTH] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lames] will 
take their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
71; noes 69. 
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So the committee determined to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Foster of Vermont, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
24815, the agricultural appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

LATE REPRESENTATIVE JOHN H. KETCHAM. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
adoption of the order which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to adopt the order which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That Sunday, February 24, 1907, at the conclusion of the 
addresses on the life, character, and public services of Hon. H. C. 
ADAMS, shall be set 8 for memorial addresses on the life, character, 
and public services of Hon. Joun H. Kercuam, late a Representative 
from the Twenty-first Congressional district of the State of New York. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


MILITARISM IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
leave to print in the Recorp two protests against the growth of 
militarism by leading citizens of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp a protest by leading 
citizens of the United States against the growth of militarism in 
the United States. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the request, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SULLIVAN] asks unanimous consent to print in the RECORD a 
protest from leading citizens of the United States against the 
growth of militarism. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
reported the bill (H. R. 24991) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other puposes; which, 
together with the report thereon, was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reserve all points of 
order upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There is no objection to the gentleman doing 
so if be desires, but the gentleman will notice that it has never 
been held- 

Mr, MANN. It is reported in the House with a privileged 
report. For that reason I reserve the points of order. 

The SPEAKER. That is, the gentleman reserves the points 
of order as they are usually reserved on appropriation bills? 
It is not a point against the report of the committee? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; not at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
reserves all points of order on the bill. 


RETURN OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I send to the 
Clerk’s desk a resolution, and ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the President be 7 to return to the House of Representa- 


tives the bill (H. R. 16944) to amend section 878 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL SUNDAY SCHOOL ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up for present consideration the bill S. 7034. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. KEIFER] asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
S. 7034, of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To imcorporate the International Sunday School Association of 


America. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEIFER. Objection was made to-day by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER], and I have consented to two 
short amendments, which are now in the hands of the Clerk, and 


I ask for their adoption. 


MANN] 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “real,” pa ung 8085080 2. = the printed —— „amend by 
inserting “estate not exceed in the aggregate.” 


At tg end of the bill a 5 E ts as N Roa 
. 9. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is reserved.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Krirrn, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following joint resolution 
and bills: 

H. J. Res. 190. Joint resolution extending protection of second 
proviso of section 1 of the act of December 21, 1904, to certain 
entrymen. 

H. R. 23500. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Benton and Franklin coun- 
ties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Railroad 
Company ; and 

H. R. 23561. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and Benton 
counties, in the State of Washington, by the North Coast Rail- 
road Company. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Krine obtained leave of absence 
for three days, on account of business. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting a statement of documents received and distributed dur- 
ing the year 1906—to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for temporary quarters 
for the post-office at Youngstown, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue submitting an estimate of appropriation for salaries 
of agents and officers internal reyenue—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the arsenal at Augusta, Ga— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Orrin L. Mann against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Martha J. Bowen, widow of Edwin A. Bowen, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John Craig against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Whitman L. Orcutt against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary E. L. Callaway, widow of James E. Callaway, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Omar H. Case against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
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mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Margaret C. French, widow of Columbus C. French, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting n copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James W. Hanna against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Frank Crathorne against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James P. Barnett against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William H. Sparrow against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
nitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Harriet C. Begole, mother of William M. Begole, deceased, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
und ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph C. Grissom against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Jay H. Neff, administrator of estate of Andrew J. Neff—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Basil D. Mowery against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Eleazer Sarsons against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Cliims, trans- 
mitting a cepy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary J. Ely, widow of Benjamin F. Ely, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
David Skeeles against The United States—to the Committee ou 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Michael Trucks against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
estate of Austin B. Hawkins against The United States, dis- 
missed by consent of parties—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Robert Pruitt and others against The United States, dismissed 
for want of jurisdiction—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. f 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of B. K. Coble and others against The United States, dis- 
missed on motion of the Attorney-General—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Calvin Watterson and others against The United States, dis- 
missed for want of jurisdiction—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Jennie Coop and others against The United States, dismissed 
on stipulation of parties—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, a draft of a bill to amend the act providing for allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 


memorial of the national council of the Chickasaw Nation 
relative to the segregation of the coal lands of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw nations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills of the following titles were 
seyerally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7147) to amend 
section 2536 of the Revised Statutes, relative to assistant ap- 
praisers at the port of New York, and further defining their 
powers, duties, and compensation, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6749); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
louse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 16011) to prohibit the shipment of gunpowder and other 
explosive or inflammable substances on railroads engaged in 
interstate commerce by deceptive marking, inyoice, or shipping 
order, and providing penalties therefor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6746); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24747) 
providing for the hearing of cases upon appeal from the district 
court for the district of Alaska in the circuit court of appeals 
for the ninth circuit, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6748); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6338) to 
umend section 2 of an act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the Diocese 
of Washington,” reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 6750) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bill of the following 
title was reported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8791) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to recognize William Mitchell, de- 
ceased, as having been a member of Company C, First Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, civil war, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6747); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


BILLS AND 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse report was delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3535) to author- 
ize the President to appoint John E. Phelps, late colonel 
Second Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers, first lieutenant in the 
United States Army and place him on the retired list, reported 
the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 6751); which 
said bill and report were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (II. R. 24985) in relation to pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A Dill (H. R. 24986) debarring foreign 
insurance companies from using the United States mails and 
prescribing penalties therefor—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 24987) to 
authorize the sale and disposition of a portion of the surplus or 
unallotted lands in the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota, and making appropriation and provi- 
sion to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. s 


1907. 


By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 24988) to authorize the 
Pike Rapids Power Company, a Minnesota corporation, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, to construct a dam across the Mississippi 
River in Morrison County, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 24989) to pro- 
vide for the commutation for town-site purposes of homestead 
entries in certain portions of Oklahoma—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 24990) amending the pension 
act approved March 2, 1903 (Public Act No. 134)—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Kivers and 
Harbors: A bill (H. R. 24991) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes—to the Union Cal- 
endar. 

By Mr. BURLESON and Mr. LIVINGSTON: A resolution 
(H. Res. 795) requesting the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
to investigate the causes of fluctuation in the price of cotton 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 229) pro- 
viding for the printing of 250,000 copies of the special report 
on the diseases of horses—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of: 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: . / 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 24992) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. D. McGill, alias Harry Duncan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 24993) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Cynthia E. Lane—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24994) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 24995) granting an increase of. 
3 to Henry Sartorius—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 24996) for the relief 
of N. C. Tankersley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 24997) granting an increase 
of pension to Homer W. Ayers—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. s 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 24998) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Spray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24999) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Yates—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25000) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Gormley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 25001) granting 
an increase of pension to Cenith D. Dodson—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25002) granting an increase of pension to 
James Fagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 25003) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Stephens—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25004) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Noel—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 25005) granting a pension to 
Emeline H. Hardie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 25006) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Bailey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H. R. 25007) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Eddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25008) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25009) granting an increase of pension to 
Nehemiah Lounsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 25010) 
granting a pension to Carter Monroe—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 25011) granting a pension 
to Azelia Mittag—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 25012) for the relief 
of the trustees of Lebanon Disciples Church, Warwick County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 25018) granting to the 
regents of the University of Oklahoma section No. 36, in town- 
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ship No. 9 north, of range No. 3 west, of the Indian meridian, in 
Cleveland County, Okla.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 25014) for the relief of William 
W. Handlin—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25015) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank 
of Louisiana, in the city of New Orleans—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 25016) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Gottlieb Ackerman—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 25017) granting an increase 
of pension to John Brannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25018) granting a pension to George Webb 
Bretram—to the Committee on Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25019) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Toliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 25020) granting a pen- 
sion to Cinderella B. McClure—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 25021) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Auerswald—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25022) for the relief of Elizabeth Auers- 
wald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25023) granting an increase of pension to 
Virginia C. Galloway—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25024) granting an increase of pension to 
Carroll J. Harrelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 25025) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Ham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 25026) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. R. Smith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25027) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Dobbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 25028) granting an increase of pension to 
Osear Grant—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. k 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 25029) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert McVey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of officers of various branches 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, against 
discontinuance of the canteens—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. ; 

Also, petition of citizens of Worcester, Mass., of foreign 
birth, against pending legislation as to immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance, 
of the United States, against passage of the pending immigra- 
tion legislation and asking creation of a commission to examine 
the general subject—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. S 

Also, petition of the White and Black River Improvement A8 
sociation, for an annual appropriation of $50,000,000 for sys- 
tematic improvement of waterways—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. : 

Also, petition of John A. Stuckerth, of New York, against re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John D. McGill, alias Harry Duncan—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of Orvid Johnson and 19 other 
citizens of Chaves County, N. Mex., against religious legislation 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Waverly, 
Iowa; Madison, Ind., and Kalamazoo, Mich., against bill (S. 
5221) regulating the practice of osteopathy in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Huntington, W. Va.; Bay City, 
Mich., and Bruce, S. Dak., against bill (S. 5221) to regulate the 
practice of osteopathy in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of C. B. Billings, of Edinboro, Pa., 
for bill H. R. 16955 (practice of osteopathy in the District of 
Columbia)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Frank L. Keelan, secretary of the Wholesale 
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Liquor Dealers’ Association of Pittsburg, Pa., for bill H. R. 
4490—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of McLane Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Union City, Pa., to amend the pension act of March 2, 1903— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Wean, secretary of the Patriotie Or- 
der of Sons of America of Philadelphia, Pa., for passage of bill 
S. 4403—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania Farmers’ Institute Workers, for 
an appropriation for experiment station work—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
2417, to establish an assay oflice at Dahlonega, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. : 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William M. Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of the Presbyterian Church at 
Hopkinton, Iowa, for a constitutional amendment abolishing 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the United Spanish War Veterans, for res- 
toration of light beer and wines to the Army canteens—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of Local Union No. 444, 
Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, of Prince- 
ton, Ind., for settling national disputes by a court of arbitra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Western Cottage and 
Piano Company and other firms, against undue restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of 66 American artists, for admission of works 
of art free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Clearing House Association, for 
bill H. R. 23017, for national banks to issue unsecured credit 
notes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Liberal Immigration 
League, against restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association 
of Pennsylvania, for the pending bill in the Committee on Ways 
and Means (H. R. 4490)—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Kanline— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of W. Hayes et al, citizens of 
San Jose, Cal, against employment of Asiatic coolies on the 
Panama Zone—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Clearing House Association, for 
bill H. R. 23017 (credit currency bill)—to the Committee on 
Banking and Curreicy. 

Also, petition of Reinhold Richter Camp, No. 2, Department 
of California, United Spanish War Veterans, for restoration of 
the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
L. Hayes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Business 
Men's Association of New Britain, Conn., for an increase of 
post-office clerks’ salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 42 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the New Britain 
(Conn.) Business Men’s Association, for an increase of salaries 
of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 7 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Carter Monroe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. 
Agelia Mittag—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of the Lebanon Disciples’ Church—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of Joseph E. Otis, president of 
the Western Trust and Sayings Bank, of Chicago, Ill., for bill 
H. R. 23017—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Chicago Clearmg House Asso- 
ciation, for bill H. R. 23017, for national banks to issue unse- 
cured credit notes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Illinois Commandery of the Naval and 
Military Order of the Spanish-American War, for an adequate 
training ship—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Citi- 
zens’ Bank of Louisiana—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. W. Handlin— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas H. 
Unde—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Frederick G. Ackerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank 
W. Latimer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Alfred L. Castle—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Asso- 
ciation, for certain amendments to the railway rate bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Myron T. Palmer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: Petition of the Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology and the Society of Art, for forest reservation in 
the White Mountains—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George W. Earl, jr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, January 28, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Journal stands approved 


INVESTIGATION OF MONOPOLIES IN COAL AND OIL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law. a report of its investigation of the subject of 
railroad discriminations and monopolies in coal and oil; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW COAL LANDS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- * 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a memorial 
of the National Council of the Chickasaw Nation, approved by 
the governor of that nation December 22, 1906, relative to the 
segregated coal lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting a draft of 
a bill to amend section 4 of the act approved February 8, 1887, 
to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on 
the various reservations and to extend the protection of the 
laws of the United States and Territories over Indians, and for 
other purposes; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MAIL MATTER OF LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a statement of the mail matter entered at the Washington 
city post-office by the Librarian of Congress under the penalty 
privilege for the period July 1 to December 31, 1906; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browxrxea, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 7034) to incorporate the International Sun- 
day School Association of America with amendments; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 24285. An act to provide for holding terms of United 
States courts at Clarksdale, Miss. ; 

H. R. 24603. An act to authorize the Atlanta, Birmingham and 
Atlantic Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Coosa River, in the State of Alabama; and 

H. J. Res. 230. Joint resolution continuing the Postal Com- 
mission until the close of the present session of Congress. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return to the 
House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 16944) to amend sec- 
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tion 878 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. CARTER presented the credentials of Joseren M. DIXON, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Montana a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Chicago Clearing 
House, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation 
permitting national banks to issue unsecured credit notes ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ 
Association, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Camden, Me., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Congregational Chureh of Hinsdale, Me., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the State board of agricul- 
ture, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the suppression of the gypsy and brown-tail 
moths; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Anacostia Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation of the District of Columbia, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the extension of the tracks of the 
Washington Traction and Electric Company from First and G 
streets NW., by way of Massachusetts avenue and First street, 
to First and E streets SE.; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Latimer, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying that an appropriation be made for the pur- 
chase of metallic file cases for the clerk's office of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee òn Appropriations. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Frank Keck, of New 
York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the 
Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York 
City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to modify 
the present postal fraud-order law; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cairo, of 
the Aid Society of Nichols, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, and of sundry citizens of Castile, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented the petition of Thomas P. Murphy, 
of Pennsylvania, and the petition of Joseph V. Cunningham, of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Phil- 
pne Volunteers; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of trade of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the repeal of the national 
bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Lancaster, 
Reading, Birdsboro, and Baumstown, all in the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Colum- 
bia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Kane, Lititz, 
and Darby; of the congiegation of the Baptist Church of Can- 
ton; of the Woman's Home Missionary Society of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Pittsburg; of the congregation of the Me- 
morial Presbyterian Church, of Lancaster; of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of the Fourth Methodist Protestant Church 
of Pittsburg; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Pittsburg; of the Young Men’s Christian Association of Lititz; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Montoursville; 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 


Pittsburg; of the congregation of the Free Methodist Church, 
of Franklin, and of the congregations of the Presbyterian, the 
Church of Christ, and the Methodist Episcopal churches of 
Canton, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. t 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Maho- 
pac, Ossining, Port Chester, Copenhagen, Pleasant Plains, West- 
field, and Onondaga County, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of the congregation of the 
First Swedish Church of Tracy, of sundry citizens of Little 
Sauk, Round Prairie, Hamline, St. Paul, Hubbard, Lynd, and 
Marshall, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the enset- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
meree of Stockton, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the deepening of the channels of the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin rivers in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called “ naval 
personnel bill;” which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the United Spanish War Vet- 
erans’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the repeal 
of the present anticanteen law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented. a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Berkeley, Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the reclassification and increase in the salaries of postal 
clerks in all first and second class post-oflices; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and-Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Columbus and a petition of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Ashland, in the State of Kentucky, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARNER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Springfield, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Randolph County, N. C., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation requiring certain places of business in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wilming- 
ton, N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Petersburg, Knoxville, Obion, Bon Air, Beulah, McLemores- 
ville, Cowan, and Lebanon, all in the State of Tennessee, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Edward McGowan, of 
Tennessee, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the 
Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of West Bureau, Ill., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago Clearing House 
Association, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation permitting national banks to issue unsecured credit 
notes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
New Castle, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DICK presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7560) 
granting an increase of pension to James Vincent Brough; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. HALE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Orono, 
Turner, Madison, and Steuben, all in the State of Maine, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry women’s clubs of Skow- 
hegan, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the employment of child labor in the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of the Council of Jewish 
Women, of Richmond, Va., and a memorial of the Liberal Immi- 
gration League, of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Richmond, 
Va., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to abol- 
ish the Biological Survey department in the Department of 
Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago Clearing House, 
of Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation per- 
mitting national banks to issue unsecured credit notes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Congregational Church of Peacham, Vt., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 

He also presented memorials of the Dairy and Food Depart- 

ment of Coopersville, Mich. ; of the Houston Truck Growers’ As- 
sociation, of Houston Heights, Tex.; of Newark Grange, No. 
366, Patrons of Husbandry, of Newark, N. Y.; of Thorofare 
Grange, No. 59, Patrons of Husbandry, of Thorofare, N. J.; of 
the Rhode Island Horticultural Society, of Providence, R. I., 
and of Fairview Grange, No. 1137, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Sharpsburg, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the free distribution of seeds and plants; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 
Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of G. R. Pike and sun- 
dry other citizens of Eau Claire, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxiċating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the mayor and board of alder- 
men of Manitowoc, Wis., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the establishment of postal savings banks; 
yari was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Bannock County, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the irrigation of lands adjacent to Pocatello, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 24538) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, to report it with amendments, 
and I submit a report thereon. To-morrow morning, after the 
routine morning business, I shall ask the Senate to take up 
the bill and dispose of it, because it is very important, as we 
are greatly behindhand with the appropriation bills, and they 
should be passed as fast as they reach us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16868) for 
the prevention of scarlet fever, diphtheria, measles, whooping 
cough, chicken pox, epidemic cerebro-spinal meningitis, and 
typhoid fever in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

oe bill (S. 4875) granting an increase of pension to Nathan S. 


hse Cbi (S. 3266) granting an increase of pension to William P. 
McKeever ; 

A bill-(S. 7220) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Bethel; and 

A ip (S. 7598) granting an increase of pension to Jesse C. 
Newe 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7948) granting an increase of pension to Jane Tate; 

A bill (S. 7918) granting an increase of pension to R. T. 
Melvin; and 
1 85 bill (S. 7919) granting an increase of pension to John D. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6076) granting an increase of pension to John 
McKnight; and 
a (S. 6954) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

atter. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7223) granting a pension to Joseph W. Little; and 

A bill (S. 7268) granting an increase of pension to De Wayne 
W. Suydam. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4936) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Grell, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7724) granting an increase of pension to Paul J. 
Christian ; 

A bill (S. 7357) granting an increase of pension to Levi 8. 
Bailey; and 

A bill (S. 1299) granting an increase of pension to Ludwig 
Schultz. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 23821) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
trial and service, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 463) granting an increase of pension to Justin C. 
Kennedy ; A 

A bill (S. 7782) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
Reuter; and 
aA (S. 6567) granting an increase of pension to George ©. 

n. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

5 A bill (S. 4501) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 8. 
rewer ; 

A bill (S. 7678) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Kennedy ; 

A bill (S. 7063) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Hastings; and 

A bill (S. 7482) granting an increase of pension to Wilford 
Herrick. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

75 bill (S. 7054) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Cla 
5 bin (S. 7610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


A pill (S. 7609) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Strong; 
A bill (S. 6962) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


Rust; 

A bill (S. 6570) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
(S. 7477) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
i (S. 7479) granting an increase of pension to George L. 


9 — (S. 6467) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 7570) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hapgood; and 
A bill (8. 7634) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Shattuck. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7493) granting an increase of pension 
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The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 8186) to provide for the 
reservation of the coal, lignite, oil, and natural gas in the pub- 
lic lands, for the leasing of the same, and for other purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

A bill (S. 8137) to amend an act entitled “An act permitting 
the building of a dam across the Mississippi River between the 
counties of Stearns and Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota,” 
approved June 28, 1906; 

A bill (S. 8138) to amend an act entitled “An act permitting 
the building of a dam across the Mississippi River in the 
county of Morrison, State of Minnesota,” approved June 4, 1906; 


and 

A bill (S. 8139) to authorize the Pike Rapids Power Company, 
a Minnesota corporation, its successors or assigns, to construct 
a dam across the Mississippi River in Morrison County, Minn. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8140) to provide for the 
compensation of the appraiser of merchandise at the port of 
Philadelphia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S 8141) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Webster Lusk; and 

A bill (S. 8142) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Blanchard. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 8143) to increase salarics 
of rural free-delivery carriers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8144) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Bonner ; 

A bill (S. 8145) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Payne (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8146) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Freeman (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 8147) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 


Macy. : 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 8148) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary F. Bitely; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 8149) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph W. 
Baugh, sr., deceased; and ; 

A bill (S. 8150) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church, in Franklin, Williamson County, Tenn. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 8151) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Bennett; and 

A bill (S. 8152) granting an increase of pension to W. F. 
Towler. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 8153) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry B. Johnson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8154) to regulate em- 
balining in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Coluntbia. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 8155) to create a com- 
mission to inquire into the matter of salaries and compensations 
of Federal officials and employees, to report to Congress a pro- 
posed bill for the purpose of curing inequalities and discrepan- 
cies that have arisen in the matter of salaries and compensa- 
tions of officials and employees, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


Mr. McCUMBER. As the bill is brief and upon a subject of 
very lively interest, I ask unanimous consent that it may be 
printed in the Recorp. f 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be printed 1 
the Recorp, as follows: i 


A bill (S. 8155) to create a commission to inquire into the matter of 
salaries and compensations of Federal officials and employees, to re- 
port to Congress a proposed bill for the purpose of curing inequalities 
and discrepancies that have arisen in the matter of salaries and com- 
pensations of officials and employees, and for other purposes. 


Whereas t inequalities and discrepancies have arisen tn the mat- 
ter of salaries and compensations of Government officials and those em- 
ployees In the several branches of the Government service in substan- 
tially the same grade or character of work, or duties requiring the same 
ability, due in part to the fact that such salaries and discrepancies have 
been arbitrarily fixed in individual cases and at divers times without 
any comprehensive standard applicable to all cases of like character; 
an 


Whereas such salaries end compensations were in many cases fixed 
by law or departmental order many years ago, and at n time when the 
conditions in t to the amount and character of labor or duties to 
be performed and the cost of living differed materially from that of the 
penai and when salaries and compensations paid in all lines of private 

usiness or enterprise differed materially from what is being paid at 
present: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That a commission composed of three members be 
appointed by the President of the United States, by and with the con- 
sent of the Senate, not more than two of whom shall belong to the same 
political party, whose duty it shall be to investigate all such discrepan- 
cies and inequalities with a view to the correction thereof, and to report 
to the Congress on or before the ist day of January, 1908, a proposed 
bill for fixing the salaries and compensations of the officials and em- 
ployees hereinafter mentioned. 

In determining the amount of salaries or compensations to be paid 
any such officials or employees, said commission shall take into consid- 
eration the advanced cost of living in places where such official or em- 
ployee is required to perform his duties or services, the general advance 
of salaries or compensations for like services in private employment, and 
the advance in wages or compensations for other classes of services or 
1 stl — such salaries or compensations were last flxed by law or 
otherwise. i 

Said commission shall accompany such proposed bill with such infor- 
mation and data as it may deem necessary to explain its provisions or 
recommendations. 

In addition to the foregoing duties said commission shall made inves- 
tigation and report the e 

First. The total number of Federal officials and employees holding 
positions not of a temporary character. 

Second. The total amount of salaries and compensations paid such 
officials or employees, 

Third. The number of employees in each of the Executive Departments 
in the city of Washington. : 

Fourth. Of those employees how many are there who may be desig- 
nated as officials and how many designated as clerks? 

Fifth, Of these clerks how many are men and how many are women? 

Sixth. Of the men how many are married and how many single? 

a Of the women how many are married and how many are 
single? 

Eighth. In how many instances are both husband and wife employed? 

Ninth. In how many instances are there two or more members of the 
same family employed ?—giving number employed in each family. 

Tenth. How do the salaries of clerks in the Departments in the city 
of Washington compare with the salaries of clerks performing like sery- 
ices in other large cities of the country? 

Eleventh. How do such salaries compare with the salaries of clerks 
2 like services in the smaller cities and rural districts of the 
country 

Salaries and compensations of the following officials and employees 
shall be considered and provided for under this act: 

President of the United States. 

Vice-President. 

Secretary of State, Secretary of Treasury, Secretary of War, Attor- 
ney-General, Postmaster-General, Secretary of Navy, 8 of Inte- 
rior, Secretary of Agriculture, Secretary of Commerce and Labor, com- 
missioners, directors, and heads of the several bureaus. 

Members of Supreme Court. 

Circuit court of appeals. 

Circuit court, 

District courts and Territorial courts of the United States. 

United States district attorneys, marshals, ` 

Members of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Ambassadors, ministers, consuls-general, and consuls. 

Officers of the Army and Navy. y 

Internal-revenne collectors and collectors of customs. 

Postmasters of each class and postal clerks. 

Rural and se mail carriers. 

ë 


All officers, rks, and 5 of the several Executive art- 
8 of the Government, both within and without the city of Washing- 
on. 


Executive officers of the District of Columbia. 

Registers and receivers of land offices. 

And such other Federal officers or employees as such commission shall 
deem it advisable to consider hereunder. 

The commission, if it deems it advisable, shall give reasonable time 
for hearings and shall have authority to send for persons and papers and 
to administer oaths and affirmations. All necessary expenses, includ- 
ing clerical and stenographic assistance, printing, and stationery, shall 
be paid upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the commis- 


sion. 
Any vacancies occurring in the commission by death, disability, or 
from any other cause shall be filled by appointment by the President. 


Said commission shall receive a ary at the rate of $5,000 per an- 
num each, and all necessary traveling expenses, to be paid monthly by 
the proper disbursing officer. 

Such commission shall continue for the purpose of furnishing such 
information as may be required by Congress or either branch thereof 
until otherwise provided by law. 

Twenty-five thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


sary, is hereby a riated, out of any money in the Treasu not 
he 8 Pied, to pay such . and expenses. * 


otherwise appropriat 
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Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 8156) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph R. Bartlett; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 8157) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bridget Coady; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8158) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Wade; and 

A bill (S. 8159) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Fogle. 

- Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 8160) granting a pension 
to John W. Casebolt; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 8161) in relation to 
salaries of district attorney and assistant district attorneys for 
the northern district of Illinois; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, which were ordered 
to be printed, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FLINT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8162) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Lohr; and 

A bill (S. 8163) granting an increase of pension to Jennie P. 
Douglas. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 8164) granting to the State of Montana 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the maintenance of a school for the blind; 
and 

A bill (S. 8165) granting to the State of Montana 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the maintenance of a school for feeble-minded. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: , 

A bill (S. 8166) for the relief of Mattie R. West; and 

A bill (S. 8167) for the relief of J. D. Eades, sr. (with ac- 
companying papers). 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8168) to correct the military 
record of Solomon B. Saylor; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 8169) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to adjust the accounts of the Vicks- 
burg, Shreveport and Pacific Railway Company for transport- 
ing the United States mails; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Claims? 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not care. It struck me that it ought 
to go to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, but let 
it go to whatever is the appropriate committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will refer it, with the 
accompanying paper, to the Committee on Claims; and if the 
Senator should desire later a different reference it can be made. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 8170) anmending an act 
to create a customs district of the Territory of Arizona, ap- 
proved April 29, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8171) making an appropriation 


for the custom-housé in San Francisco, Cal., and releasing the 8 


contractor to the extent necessary to replace work or materials, 
and to compensate him for increase in the cost of labor and ma- 
terials above the prices prevailing previous to April 18, 1906; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 8172) granting a pension 
to Orlando Robbins ; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 8173) to increase the 
efficiency of the Army of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 8174) to incorporate a 
company for breeding horses on the Crow Indian Reservation, 
Mont., and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8175) granting an increase of pension to Nancy C. 
Baxter; and 

A bill (S. 8176) granting an increase of pension to Jake Hole- 
stone (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (8. 8177) for the relief of the 
President and managers of the Union Society (Bethesda Orphan 
House) of Savannah, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 8178) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John C. Part- 
low; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 8179) for the relief of 
Lieut. Commander Kenneth McAlpine, United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8180) to protect the monuments 
already erected on the battlefields of Bull Run, Va., and other 
monuments that may be there erected; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8181) authorizing the placing 
of Capt Carter P. Johnson, Tenth United States Cavalry, on 
the retired list, with the rank and pay of a major; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 8182) authorizing the Twin 
City Power Company to build two dams across the Sayannah 
River above the city of Augusta, in the State of Georgia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8183) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Moore; and 

A bill (8. 8184) granting an increase of pension to Peter B. 
Kellenberger. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 8185) granting a pension to 
Elisha Painter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 8186) to construct and 
place a light-ship at or near Ohio Shoal; Narragansett Bay, 
Rhode Island; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 8187) for relief of the 
estate of Rebecca E. Sexton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8188) authorizing cer- . 
tain changes in the permanent system of highways in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 8189) grant- 
ing to the St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway Com- 
pany, a corporation, the right to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a single track railway across the lands of the United States 
in the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section 21, 
township 14 north, range 6 west of the fifth principal meridian, 
in the county of Independence and State of Arkansas, reserved 
for use in connection with the construction of Lock No. 1, 
Upper White River, Arkansas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment granting an extension 
of time to the hemestead settlers on ceded Indian reservations in 
Minnesota in which to make payments thereon, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BOARD ON GEOGRAPHIC NAMES. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be ordered to 
copies of the rd report of the Patten States 
Names for the use of t e “hoard. 


CHARLES S. HANKS—RAILROAD STATISTICS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I offer a resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration, 


rint and bind 2,500 
rd on Geographic 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas according to 
address delivered before the Boston Chamber of Commerce, said, among 
other things: 

Since fast June I have been at work in Washington at the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, and I have spent several thousand dollars 
of the good money of the United States in clerical seryices to show that 
the freight and passenger rates of this country can be reduced 10 per 
cent without affecting the dividends on the stock of any railroad or 
the wages of any employee. In connection with this work certain 
other facts have come to my attention which may interest you.” 

Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and is 
hereby, directed j 

1. To inform the Senate whether said Charles S. Hanks is employed 
in any Sig image 4 in connection with said Commission; and if so, in what 
capacity, by whom employed, and from what appropriation he is paid. 

2. To send to the Senate a full statement of the facts found by said 
Hanks which show or tend to show that the freight and passenger 
rates can be reduced as stated by him in said address. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator from Texas 
that he add a clause to his resolution calling for the names of 
all other employees. 

Mr, CULBERSON. I do not desire that. The resolution is 
based upon an address delivered by this gentleman in which he 
stated that he had been at work at the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and that there were such facts which had come to 
his knowledge as he indicated that the rates on passengers and 
freight could be reduced 10 per cent. This address was delivered 
before the Chamber of Commerce in the city of Boston, and the 
purpose of the resolution is to secure those facts, if they have 
been reported to the Commission, and also to discover the 
capacity, if any, in which this gentleman served the Commission. 
I wish to know that in order to see what importance or author- 
ity to attach to his findings. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not object at all to the 
resolution of the Senator from Texas. I think it is quite proper 
and quite pertinent. But there have been stories floating about 
that there was a large force employed by somebody in examina- 
tions of this character, and I should be glad to have not only the 
names of the employees, but the information which they have 
gathered from various sources. I think it is due to us, who are 
engaged more or less in the work-of legislating in this direction, 
that we should have all the information, especially information 
which is gathered by Goyernment employees, for our benefit in 
legislation. Therefore I suggested that perhaps the resolution 
should be enlarged in its scope. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would have no objection to voting for 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island cover- 
ing that point, but I trust he will allow this resolution to be 
considered this morning and passed. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The statement made by this man as to what he 
had been doing and his expending of the Government money in 
certain directions is quite a remarkable statement, and I think 
we ought to have information upon that point, how much and 
for what purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And from what appropriations? 

Mr. HALE. And, as the Senator from Iowa says, from what 
appropriations. That information can be gotten speedily from 
the Commission. There is no reason why a reply to this part 
of it should not be sent to the Senate, so that we may bave it 
during the remnant of the session. 

But when the Senator comes to the other proposition, that the 
Commission shall report upon the great subject of reducing 
rates 10 per cent, I am afraid if we embody that in the resolu- 
tion and connect it with the other, we will not get a report front 
the Interstate Commerce Commission at all during this session, 
because that will open a very wide door; it will open a new 
examination and involve a great deal of labor on the part of the 
Commission. 

I do not object to the resolution; I should like to have the 
report; but I suggest to the Senator whether he had better not 
divide his resolution and let the resolution that calls for in- 
formation about the performances of this man stand by itself, 
so that we can have it very early. I think we ought to have it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I call the Senator's atten- 
tion to the fact that the resolution does not ask the Commission 
to send here all the facts in its possession on this yery important 
subject, but to send only such as have been collected by this par- 
ticular official, if he in fact be an official. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator read that part of the 
resolution? 2 

Mr. CULBERSON (reading) : 

Second. To send to the Senate a full statement of the facts found 


by said Hanks which show, or tend to show, that the freight and 
passenger rates can be reduced as stated by him in said address, 


ress accounts Charles S. Hanks, in a recent | 


It is confined to a report or reports which may haye been 
made to the Commission by Mr. Hanks. 

Mr. HALE. I see; I did not observe it on the reading of 
the resolution at the desk. If that will not so extend the 
scope of the inquiry and investigation of the Commission that 
we can not get it all at an early day, as we ought to have it, 
I think the resolution is right. We ought to have the informa- 
tion. A statement of that kind ought to be known to Congress 
and the facts ought to be sent here. If the Senator does not 
think that calling, as the resolution does, for what this man 
has brought out will delay an answer to the resolution, I do 
not see any objection to it. 

Mr. GALLINGHR. Mr. President, I shall not object to the 
resolution, but it seems to me this man has been a very in- 
dustrious individual, if since last June he has made investiga- 
tions that enable him to say that the rates for freight and 
passenger traffic on all the railroads of the United States can 
be reduced 10 per cent. It is a most remarkable statement 
for any man to make. I have no idea that he has ascertained 
anything of the kind, and yet it may be well enough for us to 
see what this Mr. Hanks has discovered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not know Mr. Hanks 
personally, but I have heard something of his employment. My 


impression is that he is not employed by the Interstate Com- 


merce Commission, and that he is not paid from their appro- 
priations, but paid from the appropriations for either the De- 
partment of Justice or the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
If I am right in that supposition, the resolution of the Senator 
from Texas will fail of results, as he makes inquiry of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. I would suggest that he 
will probably come nearer getting the information on both sub- 
18 if he asks the question of the President of the United 

ates. ; 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I have no special knowl- 
edge of this matter except as gleaned from the newspapers. 
This gentleman is reported to have said: 


Since last June I have been at work in Washington at the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. 


I do not know exactly what he means; and the purpose of the 
resolution is to find out where he is working, by whom he is 
employed, and what facts he has ascertained in the inquiry 
made by him. 

I trust that there will be no objection to the consideration and 
passage of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE FUNCTIONS AND RESERVED STATE RIGHTS. 


Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that on 
Thursday, January 31, after the completion of the routine morn- 
ing business I will, with the permission of the Senate, call up 
Senate resolution 199, on the question of executiye usurpation, 
for the purpose of submitting some remarks. 

INTERNATIONAL SUNDAY SCHOOL ASSOCIATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 7034) to 
incorporate the International Sunday School Association of 
America, which were, on page 2, line 7, after “ real,” to insert 
“estate not exceeding $1,000,000 in value in the aggregate; “ 
and on page 4, after line 3, to insert “Sec. 9. The right to 
alter, amend, or repeal this act is reserved.” 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the Senate concur in the two 
amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CODE OF LAW FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the President be requested to return to the House of Representa- 
tives the bill (H. R. 16944) to amend section 878 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 24285. An act to provide for holding terms of United 
States courts at Clarksdale, Miss., was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 8 

II. R. 24603. An act to authorize the Atlanta, Birmingham and 
Atlantic Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Coosa River in the State of Alabama, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE AT SHEPHERDSTOWN, W. VA. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 

of the bill (H. R. 24111) to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
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Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac 
River, at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va. 

I will state, by permission, that a bill almost similar has 

passed the Senate and gone to the House, and this bill has 

the House and come to the Senate. The only difference 
is that, under the operation of this bill, the company must com- 
mence the construction of the bridge in one year, while under 
the other in two years. The Senate bill was reported from: the 
Committee on Commerce. ö 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall not object to the consideration of 
the bill. I am very glad not to object to its consideration, but 
I hope that after it is disposed of the consideration of no fur- 
ther bills will be asked, as I wish to make my remarks. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. I am 
sure it will take no time. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COAL-LAND ENTRIES IN ALASKA. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, at the last session I entered 
a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 17415) 
to authorize the assignees of coal-land locations to make entry 
under the coal-land laws applicable to Alaska was passed. I 
should. like now to call up that motion, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the vote by which the bill was passed be reconsid- 
ered, and that the bill be now recommitted to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. - 

Mr. SPOONER. I now move that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin is that 
a bill affecting coal lands in Alaska? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then ought it not to be referred to the 
Committee on Territories? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think not. It was reported by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That may be; but I call the Senator’s at- 
tention to the fact that the Committee on Territories are now 
considering a bill on that subject. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is by the courtesy of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], as I understand, that I obtained the 
floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then does the Senator from In- 
diana yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me that this bill 
should go to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if this matter is going to 
lead to debate, I shall withdraw my suggestion; but I wish to 
call attention to the fact as being important, though I shall not 
press it at this time, that such laws as exist in reference to min- 
ing and to coal mines and coal lands in Alaska already have 
been considered by the Committee on Territories. We now have 
before our committee for consideration, and shall undoubtedly 
at the next meeting report out, a bill affecting that very sub- 
ject. It seems to me that we ought to have this matter con- 
centrated in some committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. As an original proposition, that perhaps 
might be true, but the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana 
comes on the last day, after the settlement. The truth is that 
this bill came from the House of Representatives after haying 
been considered by the Committee on Public Lands; it was re- 
ferred by the Senate to the Committee on Public Lands here, 
was considered and amended by that committee, and it was 
committed to my friend from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], a mem- 
ber of that committee, to report it to the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I withdraw my suggestion. Let it go 
this time; but do not do it again. 

Mr. SPOONER. I now move that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin 
moves that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands, ; 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator fram Idaho? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the matter go over, unless we 
are going to take time enough now to determine what committee 
is to consider this measure and other bills of this class. If 
there is any class of legislation thateshould go to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining, it seems to me it is that pertaining to 
coal mines and other classes of mining. All such bills should 
go to the Committee on Mines and Mining. The Committee on 
Public Lands is constituted primarily for the consideration of 
matters pertaining to the public domain other than mining mat- 
ters. It seems to me, I repeat, that this should go to the Com- 
mitee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
states, that this bill ought to go now to the Committee on Public 
Lands, as that committee practically already has it in charge. 
Otherwise I should insist on its going to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. SPOONER. I may say, Mr. President, that my motion— 
if the Senator from Indiana will pardon me a moment—is that 
this bill go to the Committee on Public Lands, that they may 
consider in connection with it, it being a House bill, the recom- 
mendation made by the President, which involves the public- 
land service as well as the coal and other nonmineral phases of 
the subject. I think my friend from Idaho had better make the 
point hereafter as to other measures which are more exclusively 
and palpably within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, if he will pardon the suggestion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it has been my intention for 
some time to see if I could not induce the Senate to believe 
that all questions relative to the mining of coal, iron, or the 
precious or valuable metals should go to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. It was because of the very suggestions made by 
the Senator that I rose to make the remarks that I have made. 

The message of the President referred to by the Senator, I 
take it, is the one which recommends the leasing of coal lands, 
That means the leasing of the right to extract the coal. That 
is mining. So far as the surface of the land under which the 
coal may lie is concerned, I would not think it important that 
that branch of the matter should go to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining; but when it pertains to the question strictly in re- 
gard to the mining of coal, I think that committee should begin 
now to have jurisdiction of every measure that comes here in- 
volving the question of extracting the useful or valuable metals 
or substances from the soil. That is mining. 

Mr. SPOONER. Bills have been pending before the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands which are intended to enable the Govern- 
ment to retain, in the public interests, a certain control over 
the mining of coal, without interfering at all with the develop- 
ment of the public-land States so far as the surface is con- 
cerned, contemplating the disposition of the surface for agri- 
cultural purposes, but reserving to the Government the right 
as to the disposition of the coal and oil and similar nonmineral 
substances or deposits. That, of course, covers mining, not in 
the technical sense in which the Senator refers to it, but inci- 
dentally; and it covers also the surface. So it seems to me an 
entirely proper thing that this bill should go to the Committee 
on Public Lands. It is the committee which, without objection 
from the Committee on Mines and Mining, took jurisdiction of it 
and dealt with it, and I am simply moving to send it back to 
the committee whence it came, in order that they may recon- 
sider it, and also consider in connection with it the bills intro- 
duced by my friend from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] and other 
Senators, which involve the disposition of the surface, which 
would not be within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, and, incidentally, the other phases of the subject. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I would inquire of the Sena- 
tor is it not a fact that this bill went to the Committee on 
Public Lands before the President presented to the Senate, in a 
message now upon cur table, the question of leasing the coal 
lands? 

Mr. SPOONER. But it does not contain anything now that 
it did not when it went there, and the Senator did not object to 
it going there. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It did not seem necessary at that time to 
object to the reference, because the bill did not involve the 
question of mining. But I will suggest to the Senator that, if 
the bill is reported again along the lines suggested in the 
President’s message in regard to the leasing of these lands, it 
should have incorporated in it every feature necessary to pro- 
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vide for the safety of miners working in the mines, for the 
method of mining, the limitations, and everything pertaining to 


the manner of mining. 
and Mining. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it must be apparent to the Senate 
that this bill ought to go to the committee whence it came, and 
that my motion is the proper motion. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this bill eame from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of the other House and was considered 
by the Committee on Public Lands of this body. It involves 
not only the matter of mining, but what disposition is to be 
made of the surface lands. In that view of the case, I think, 
under present contingencies, the bill ought to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, whence it came. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of child labor 
in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill indicated by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I began my remarks on 
last Wednesday by showing the appalling figures of the official 
census concerning child labor in the United States and by show- 
ing further that, startling as these figures are, they are far 
below the truth. I gave some items of this kind, of which per- 
haps the most conclusive were the census figures from Maryland, 
where something over 5,000 children were reported, and where, 
under the new law, already, within six months, children to more 
than twice the census figures are shown to be working in that 
State. This is proved by the following affidavit from the as- 
sistant chief of the bureau of statistics and information of the 
State of Maryland, which I send to the Secretary’s desk and 
ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MARYLAND BUREAU OF STATISTICS AND INFORMATION, 
Baltimore, Md., January 24, 1907. 


This is to ey, that the Maryland bureau of statistics and infor- 
mation has, since July 1, issued upward of 10,000 permits to work to 
children between 12 and 16 years of age, who could pass the test of 
reading and writing simple sentences in the English tanguage, work- 
ing In the stores, offices, workshops, and manufacturing establishments 
of this State. That the said office has rejected application for permits 
of about 1,200 children who were disqualified either by ignorance or 
physical disability. 


That belongs to the Committee on Mines 


Without objection, the Secretary 


J. G. ScHONFARBER, 
Assistant to Chief, Bureau of Statistics. 
STATE or MARYLAND, 


City of Baltimore, to wit: s 
Be it remembered that on this 24th oy of January, 1907, before the 
subscYiber, a justice of the peace in and for the State of Maryland and 
Baltimore City, personally — —— J. G. Schonfarber, and made oath 
in due form of law that the aforegoing statement is true. 


LSEAL. J Oscar C. MARTENET, 
Justice of the Peace. 
CENSUS GIVES ONLY OVER 10 YEARS OF AGE. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, another proof of the inad- 
equacy of the census figures is the fact that they do not assume 
to give any children employed under the age of 10. The census 
enumerators were not instructed to return children under 
10. I showed on last Wednesday that a vast number of chil- 
dren, giving, as examples, names, places, and ages, in the glass 
factories of New Jersey and of West Virginia and on the coal 
breakers of Pennsylvania and elsewhere were at work below 

10 years of age. Before I am through with the presentation of 
the evidence in this case—because that is what it amounts to, 
evidence in a case—I shall show that large numbers elsewhere, 
particularly in the cotton mills of the South, are at work, some 
of them at an age as low as 5 years; that in the sweatshops 
of some of the Northern States children are at work at an age 
as low as 8 years. Yet few, if any, of these were included in 
the census figures and none were sought for. I give this by 
way of recapitulation. 

Now I shall continue Mr. Durland’s testimony. I presented 

his affidavit last Wednesday as to the truth of all he says. 

* Mr. President, I may further state, for the benefit of those 

who on last Wednesday afternoon during our session were ab- 
sent at luncheon, that I am sustaining each statement made 
as to facts by the affidavit of the person who investigated them. 

I am not taking the course usually taken in the Senate of merely 

making statements that haye been set forth in magazines or 
newspapers or heard by somebody, but I am supporting them all 
by affidavit; and I am doing this because I know that every 
fact in support of this great reform will be questioned, if not 


denied, just as every proposition of law will at first be declared 
to be heresy. 

It is said that certain interests are even now at work oppos- 
ing this bill. Three-fourths óf the cotton factories of the 
Southern States are determined that it shall be defeated—not all 
of them, Mr. President, for, I thank God, there are some mill 
owners in the South who would rather haye less money and 
more conscience, who employ children only because their com- 
petitors do, and who pray for the passage of this bill. But it 
is safe to say that three-quarters of that tremendous industry, 
the extent of which you may see by looking at the map on my 
left, will resist this measure—are resisting right now. 

_It is said that the great Southern Railway system, which is 
set out on the map in red and a large part of whose business and 
a good fraction of whose profits come from these cotton mills, is 
also against this or any similar reform. It is said that the 
enormous coal industries of Pennsylvania, as shown on the map 
farther toward the door, with their immense power, and the 
railroads that gridiron that portion of the State and that carry 
the product of those mines—the Pennsylyania, the Lehigh Val- 
ley, the Delaware and Lackawanna, and the Delaware and Hud- 
son—will also oppose it. 

And these are not all. As this debate proceeds if it becomes 
necessary, indeed, if I haye time and the geographer has time, 
other maps will be presented showing the location of other in- 
dustries and the extent of other interests which will fight this 
great reform. 

Therefore I tell Senators who were at luncheon the other 
day that I am supporting what is here presented by the oath of 
the person who made the investigation. I intend to continue 
this morning at some length in completing the case as to the 
evidence. 

I intended to take, Mr. President, a good deal of time, because 
we are told that this whole matter was a vast exaggeration, 
that the extent of child labor is not nearly so great as earnest 
and sympathetic persons were stating it to be, and that the 
allegations of cruelty were not borne out by the facts. 

So, the first thing necessary is to bring to the attention of the 
Senate and the country, and to repeat and repeat to the point 
of iteration, the facts in the case, every one of them being sus- 
ceptible of proof in @ court of justice. Then, when the facts 
are before us and the country knows the extent of this infamy 
and what it means now and in the future, we will have a sound 
basis upon which to act. And the country can judge us if we 
do not act. 

I see some Senators here who were not here the other day 
when I read Mr. Lovejoy’s statement from the Outlook. I sup- 
pose it is not necessary for me to say that, in the absence of 
an affidavit, any article printed in the Outlook carries weight 
with the American people, because it has the personal indorse- 
ment of its editor, that great American moralist and publicist 
known and honored by all the civilized world, Dr. Lyman Ab- 
bott. But I have not even depended on that; I support every 
statement by the oath of the person who makes it. 

ANOTHER DESCRIPTION OF THE BREAKERS. 

Now I shall read a few of the concrete illustrations; and 
since we have been on the subject of the coal breakers of Penn- 
sylyania, concerning which I read at considerable length last 
Wednesday, perhaps we had better complete that. But before 
I do, Mr. President, I wish to read one sentence from an edi- 
torial in the New York Sun of last Friday, entitled, “ Mr. Bry- 
ERIDGE on good and bad States.” It is not necessary to read 
the whole editorial—I will try to answer fully later on 
its arguments against this bill—but this particular sentence 
from the Sun's editorial should be read at this juncture and 
borne in mind by every Senator and every American, as I 
read the descriptions, sworn to, of the child labor this bill will 
abolish. The New York Sun, speaking of these children this 
bill is intended to rescue and arguing against the bill itself says: 


It is likely enough that many of these child laborers will grow up 
into capitalists and become “too rich,” like their present oppressors— 

That is the opinion of that paper. As I read the condition 
of these children in the coal breakers of Pennsylvania, in the 
cotton mills of the South, in the cotton mills of Maine, in the 
glass works of West Virginia, and in the sweatshops of New 
Jersey you will see the material out of which our future 
“ capitalists,” according to this paper, are to be made, Here 
is Mr. Durland’s description of the breakers: 

When the coal comes up out of the mines it is sent to the tower- 
ing breakers and run 1 a series of kop a anA sorting troughs, 
astride of which the boys sit, their little backs bent over the streams 
of moving coal, as with their bare hands they pick the stone and 
refuse from the conl. The fingers soon become scarred and 
enlloused and their nails worn or broken to the quick. The breaker 
atmosphere becomes impenetrable. Fine particles of coal dust fill the 
alr and are taken into the lungs with every breath. ‘This is the dark 
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85 shat hovers like a pall above every dry breaker in the anthra- 
cite region, 

The tissues of the boys’ lungs gather the black specks until the 
whole Dg is discolored, and I have seen boys who have been away 
from the breakers and mines for cight and even ten years cough up 
these particles whenever they were attacked by a slight cold. 

Experiment has shown that the work of the breaker boys can be 
done by machinery. Automatic slate pickers have been demonstrated 
to be practicable. Flesh and blood are at present deemed cheaper 
8 than iron and steel, and the State permits the boys to 
do this work at 14. 


GIRLS WORK IN SILK MILLS OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Now Mr. Durland takes up the silk mills. He says: 


Less kindly is the State toward the girls. They may work at 13 
years: They may work at tcelre-hour shifts by day or by night. 
Their work is often in a warm, moist atmosphere. out of which they 
pass into the chill dawn of winter mornings. They must stand at 
their work. They must be unceasingly diligent lest an unnoticed 
broken strand of silk entangle others and damage the work. 

They are unprotected from moral dangers shocking almost beyond 
credence. ‘The State has refused to protect these children because 
the abolition of child labor at night would necessitate the remodeling 
of certain industrial plants, and the citizens of the State bow to the 
wishes of the manufacturers in this matter as quietly as if it were a 
moot point, complicated by subtle technicalities. ‘The moral phase of 
the matter is completely subjugated to the pecuniary. 

“TI deplore this business as much as you do,“ a silk-mill owner said 
to me one day, “but I am part of a great industrial system, and so 
long as the system exists I must run my mill as other mills are run.” 
The gentleman had come to me to beg that I keep silent on what I 
had seen in his mill the previous night. The foreman in charge, with 
more kindliness than business discretion, had allowed me to go through 
the mill with absolute carte blanche. When I saw a small girl whose 
thin features and lusterless eyes attracted my attention, I asked her 


age. 
“ Bleven past, sir,” she answered. 
“How long have you worked in the mill?” 
“Two years.” 


So she began at 9 years, and in a State right next to us where 
the law fixes the limit at 13. 

Do you always work night shift 

Night shift, mind you— 


Yes, sir; all the time. 

A little boy was 8 over a loom a few feet off. 
“ How old are you, my boy?” I asked. 

“ Fourteen past, sir.” 

I should not have thought him more than 11. 


Now, let us see the conditions under which they are working. 
Of course these are not our children. They are the children of 
somebody else that are working twelve hours a night. If they 
were our children, we would forget lunch and not sit up nights 
contriving arguments to show that the Constitution won't let 
us rescue them. 

Mr. Durland continues : 


The perpetual click of the rattling looms, the whirr of belts, the 
crunch and rumble of wheels made a deafening din. The looms moved 
so regularly that I found my eyes easily tired watching them. It 
needed only. a few moments of fixed gazing to appreciate the story told 
by one little girl who had had to quit the mill. 


I ask the attention of every Senator in the Chamber to this, 
because it is typical. Said this child: 


“The tangles were always worst when I was tiredest. I had to twist 
back the reel for a long, long time until all the tangles were gone. The 
big girl who had charge of our department often scolded me, and some- 
times the man who was night superintendent told me he would discharge 
me if I couldn’t do better. Then my head would ache something awful, 
and 4 would have to cry, and some other girl would straighten out the 
tangle.” 

Another one employed in a mill near Scranton, who had been trans- 
ferred to day shift, said: : 

“When I first went to work at night the long standing hurt me very 
much. My feet burned so that I cried. My knees hurt me worse than 
my feet, and my back pained all the time.” 


I stop here to remark that this is no occasional instance. It 
is typical and common. 

Mother cried when I told her how I suffered, and that made me feel 
so badly that I did not tell her any more. It does not hurt me so 
much now, but I feel tired all the time. I do not feel near as tired 
though, as I did when I worked all night. 

My eyes hurt me, too, from watching the threads at night. The 
doctor said they would be ruined if I did not stop the night work. 
After watching the threads for a long time I could sce threads every- 
where— 

A little girl 9 years old, mind you, went through this— 

When I looked at other things there were threads running across them. 
Sometimes I felt as though the threads were cutting my eyes. 

No wonder. She had been working twelve hours at night, 
looking at the ceaseless play of the threads; she was 9 years 
old; she had been standing on her feet; and this is going on in a 
country about which we make earnest and passionate Fourth-of- 
July orations. 

But Mr. Durland says that— 

Bad as this aspect is, there is another, a sadder and more terrible 
feature. The close atmosphere of the factory rooms in the dead of 
plane tends to stupefy the children. To freshen them and drive the 
na 


ral drowsiness away they are encouraged to spend their midnight 
half hour running in the open air. 5 s 


Mark that humanity. The silk mills really give the children 
a half hour for luncheon at midnight. I hope American women 
XLI——113 ‘ 


will think of all these things when they put on their silks. Mr. 


Durland goes on: 

The mills usually occupy isolated sites. They are ofien on the edge 
of a mining village, sometimes by the banks of the Susquehanna, or 
noar the foot of the hills. Open fields and shadowy woods surround 
them. 

And then occurs a statement which I prefer not to read, but 
which every Senator will quickly infer. 

I shall read from another article in the Outlook. The affi- 
davit is among my papers here some place. I assure Senators I 
have it. It will be presented and will appear in the Recorp. 
This is a continuation of the description of this evil. Here is 
the affidavit, and I ask that it be read from the Clerk’s desk: 

To whom it may concern: 

This is to certify that Rey. Peter Roberts, Ph. D., of score City, 
Pennsylvania, appeared before me this day, February 5, 1907, and, being 
duly sworn, affirms that the facts, conversations, and interviews as set 
forth in his article on the question of “ Child Labor in Eastern Vennsy!- 
vania,” which appeared in the Outlook, a weekly magazine published 
in New York City, the issue of December 7, 1904, are true to the best 
of his knowledge and belief. 

Rev. PETER Roperts, Ph. D., 
5 E. Center Street, Mahanoy City, Pa, 

Sworn to before me this 5th day of February, A. D. 1907. 

[SEAL.] ROBT. W. WYATT, 
Justice of the Peace. 
My commission expires first Monday in May, 1910. 

MORE EXAMFLES OF GIRLS’ WORK IN PENNSYLVANIA. 
Says Doctor Roberts: 


Ten or fifteen years ago night work for girls was unknown in this 
State— 


This is Pennsylvania— 


Ten or fifteen years ago night work for girls was unknown in this 
State. The evil arose when the silk-throwing plants were built in 
anthracite communities; and as these enterprises multiply, the number 
of tender children employed at night increases, 


So you see we are not talking about something that is old. 
We are talking about a new and increasing evil. If the census: 
figures showing 750,000 children at work in other occupations 
than agriculture be correct—and I have shown that they are far 
beneath the truth—the increase since 1900 would make to-day 
over 1,500,000 children engaged in something else than agri- 
culture. 

Says Doctor Roberts: 


A plant in Dickson City, employing some 300 hands, draws its labor 
supply from a radius of 2 miles, and young girls not 16 years of age 
work twelve hours for five nights in the week. When an employer 
was asked “ Do they work as well by night as by day?” he answered, 
No; they don't sleep in the day, and when midnight comes they get 
drowsy "— 

How extraordinary! Children working on their feet all night 
get drowsy! How indolent of the children— 


“and the waste is larger.” I saw little girls going to and fro before 
scores of revolving spindles, having their short dresses tied with a 
cord to keep them from being entangled in the machinery as they 
stretched on tiptoe to catch the broken thread. 

And these little girls in short dresses, standing before these 
whirlers—some of them making 25,000 revolutions a minute—from 
6 p. m. to 6 a. m., get drowsy. It means more waste—the waste of 
nerve and tissue of future mothers in the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania. 


Future mothers, you know, of the “capitalists” of the New 
York Sun’s prophecy. 
I shall refer to the book again upon another phase of the 


subject. 
MR, NICHOLS’S ACCOUNT OF THE BREAKERS, 


Now I will read the only article I shall read which will not 
be supported by an affidavit, and the reason of that is that the 
writer is dead. It is an article entitled “Children of the Coal 
Shadow,” by Francis H. Nichols, in MeClure’s. He also adds 
his testimony to Mr. Lovejoy’s, Mr. Durland’s, and Mr. Spargo’s 
about the work of boys on breakers and just what that work 
means : 


After being ground in heavy machinery in the cupola of the breaker, 
the broken coal flows down a series of chutes to the ground floor, 
where it is loaded on freight cars waiting to receive it. The chutes 
zigzag through the building, about 3 feet apart. Between them, in 
tiers, are nailed a series of planks; these serve as seats for the 
“slate pickers.” Mixed with the coal are pieces of slate rock, which 
it is the duty of the slate picker to detect as they pass him and to 
throw into another chute which passes to the refuse heap below. 

A few of the slate pickers are white-haired old men. superannuated 
or crippled miners who are no longer able to blast coal below ground, 
and who, for the sake of a dollar a day, pass their last years in the 
breaker; but an overwhelming N in all the breakers are boys. 
All day long their little fingers dip into the unending grimy stream 
that rolls past them. : 

The coal so closely resembles slate that it can be detected only 
by the closest scrutiny, and the childish faces are compelled to bend 
so low over the chutes that prematurely round shoulders and narrow 
chests are the inevitable result. In front of the chutes is an open space 
reserved for the “ breaker 8s — 


Senators Who heard the evidence given the other day will re- 
member that both Mr. Spargo and Mr. Lovejoy testifled that 
the boss sat some distance back with a stick in his hand and 
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occasionally, with a piece of slate or coal, spurred the boys on 
to greater effort. “By a multitude of witnesses,’ says the 
Bible— 


In front of the chutes is an open space reserved for the “ breaker 
boss,” who watches the boys as intently as they watch the coal. 

The boss is armed with a stick, with which he occasionaliy raps on 
the head and shoulders a boy who betrays lack of zeal, This is in 
America, you know. 

The breakers are — to be heated in winter, and a steam pipe 
winds up the wall, but in cold weather every pound of steam is needed 
in the mines, so that the amount of heat that radiates from the steam 
ppe is not sufficient to be taken seriously by any of the breakers’ 

ers. 


From November until May a breaker boy always wears a cap and 
tippet and overcoat, if he possesses one, but because he has to rel 
largely upon the sense of touch he can not cover his er tips wi 
mittens or gloves. From the chafing of the coal ngers some- 
times bleed, and his nails are worn down to the quick. 

The hours of toil for slate pickers are supposed to be from 7 in the 
morning until noon and from 1 to 6 in the afternoon; but when the 
colliery is running on “ full-capacity orders“ the noon recess is reduced 
to half an hour, and the good-night whistle does not blow until half 
rapt = ee his eleyen hours“ work the breaker boy gets no more pay 

an for ten. 


Mr. CARMACK. About what are the ages of these boys? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator evidently was not here 
Wednesday. I have not attempted to recapitulate all that testi- 
mony. I then read an article supported by the affidavit of Mr. 
Lovejoy, giving the names and ages of the children. They 
range all the way from 8 years up to 14 years, all of that being 
a violation of law; and I am coming to the age. 

The writer goes on and describes how difficult it is to get any 
of them to say anything about it, because they think it is the 
inspector perhaps, or something of that kind, and they do not 
want to betray their fraudulent certificates. But he got into 
communication with the boys through a labor union. 


For this reason my inquiries of mine boys as to their work and 
ages were always conduc under the sacred auspices of the union. 

The interrogative colloquy was invariably something like this: 

“ How old are you?” 

Bor. “ Thirteen, going on 14.” 3 

SECRETARY OF THE LOCAL. “ On the level, now, this is union business. 
You can k free, understand.” 

Boy. “Oh, dat's a diffurnt t'ing altogether. I'm 9 years old. I've 
been working since my fadder got hurted in th' explosion in No. 17 
a year ago last October.” 

A system of compulsory registration of births, such as exists in 
most of the other States of the Union, might settle the question of 
the ages of the children, but, strangely enough, such does not exist 
in tke State of Pennsylvania. Without some such source of evi- 
dence, notaries and inspectors, knowing to a moral certainty the per- 
jury, can prove nothing. 


I send to the desk and ask to have read an affidavit. I call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that this affidavit is made 
by a school-teacher now living and teaching in Washington, who 
taught a school near one of the breakers and later on taught a 
school in New Jersey, and she made personal observations con- 
cerning the facts to which she testifies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, United States of America, ss: 


Miss Olive G. Murphy personally appeared before me, a notary pub- 
lic, who on oath says she has taught the public schools of Dickson 
3 Pa., a town 6 miles from Scranton, Pa. 

uring the strike the breaker boys came to her primary school. She 
then realized how little these boys had been in school. 

They were between 9 and 12 years of age, and were in a class of 
children 6 and 7 years of age. The breaker boys were not able to read 
in the first reader or write their names, which proved to her that they 
had been working before the age limit. 

The boys not only lost the education which is due to them, but their 
health was impaired by breathing the coal dust, injuring their lungs; 
working in darkness, injuring their eyes; position while working, giv- 
ing, thes cramped bodies. 

he has lived in Scranton and has seen the home life, which told 
her that school was the only place where the miner's child could re- 
ceive an education to fit him to become an American citizen. 

She saw in Paterson, N. J., at Barber's linen mill, the small girls 
outside with wet clothing, as if they had been out in the pouring rain. 
The work in this mill is not fit for any child, especially the small girls 
who work there- 

OLryn G. MURPHY. 

Subscribed and sworn to this 25th day of January, 1907. 

[SEAL.] Epear L. CORNELIUS, 

Notary Public. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I send to the desk and ask to have read 
another affidavit. 
CHILD LABOR IN MAINE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


I, Arthur F. Cushman, of Auburn, in the county of Androscoggin and 
State of Maine, on oath say that the facts stated in the article appear- 
ing in the Lewiston Evening Journal, of Lewiston, Me., on Saturday, 
June 16, 1906, entitled “ id Labor in the Lewiston Mills,“ and 
spoon by me, were at that time true to the best of my knowledge and 


ef. 
And I, on oath, do further say that the facts stated in the article 
appearing in the Maine Magazine of November, 1906, entitled “ Child 
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Slaves of Maine,” and wri 
best of my knowledge and belief, and that the photographs appearing 
in said last-mentioned article were taken by me under the conditions 
described therein. 


tten by me, were at that time true to the 


ARTHUR F. CUSHMAN. 
LEWISTON, January 10, 1907. 
Srarn or Marne, Androscoggin, ss: 8 15 

Subscribed and sworn to before me. 
LSkAL. J RALPH W. CROCKETT, Notary Public. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The extract which I wish to read from 
Mr. Cushman’s article in the Maine Magazine is as follows: 


There are 2,000 children, 14 years of age and under, working in the 
cotton and woolen mills and shops of Maine. That is my estimate, 
made after careful consideration of the data I have myself gathered. 
It is substantiated by the investigations of half a dozen honest men 
and women who have thrown their time, energy, and means into the 
work. Indeed, the labor unions constitute the only body of men who 
have presented a consistent front against this slaughter of children’s 
tender bodies and innocent souls. 

Two thousand children! 

This number is constantly increasing. The increase is more noticed 
in the number of girls employed. 

Over half of these attend no school throughout the year. Some of 
eric eyen as young as 11 years of age, have spent their last day in 
school. 

Lewiston and Auburn alone furnish three-quarters of a thousand of 
these unfortunate children, and a more sickly, pinched, dull-eyed, and 
Remo cheeked gathering of little tots can not be found outside our 

ospitals. > 

An attempt has been made by the mill managements in times past 
to deny these facts and figures, but in the face of the evidence I bave 
— my disposal they dare not now repeat that denial over their own 
signatures. 


There was, I believe, a denial of some of these statements, 
and almost at the same time the Lewiston Journal of April 16, 
1906, published a description of the killing of Francis Russell, 
who was a boy of 11 years of age working in the mill. There 
was no denying that boy’s age. I have the Lewiston Journal’s 
account of the accident. 

Mr. Cushman published in the Lewiston Journal a rather ex- 
tensive article, from which I extract merely the bare statements 
of fact. He says: 


It is not my purpose to make any statements here that can not be 
substantiated the actual data in black and white, which I have at 
my disposal. fter 1 the most careful investigation regarding 
child labor ever made in this community, an investigation covering 
nine months of persistent effort, from June, 1905, to March of the 
present year, an investigation that has brought me into close touch 
with the home life, the street life, and the mill life of these children 
of poverty, an investigation itself following nearly three years of 
careful, open-minded observation—after all this I am prepared to say 
that here in Lewiston, in five of these million-dollar cotton mills, 
human lives are being blotted and crushed, human ambitions are being 
stifled and drowned, human souls are being starved, poisoned, de- 
stroyed, not because these children are not smart, not because they are 
not good, not because they are not willing to work, but because mill 
owners must have their dividends, mill owners must grind their divi- 
dends out of the flesh and blood, out of the intellects and souls, not of 
grown men, not always even of women, but of children. 
* * b * * s . 
Starting with the summer vacation for 1905, a systematic division of 
territory, a careful study of conditions and subsequent laying of plans 
occupied the time through the rest of June and through July to the Ist 
of August. I have thought it best to observe absolute secrecy in pur- 
suing this work. 
è * * * * * > 
This has been a success. It has allowed me to associate with mill 
help with never a suspicion of my purpose. I have entered into their 
lives; I have studied them, their motives, their incentives; I have won 
their confidences. 
$ s * * * * * 
Beginning with August I visited in succession each of the upward of 
thirty mill gates, some of them twice and some three times. At these 
gates, while the help were passing in and out, I have taken a “ census.” 
It should be borne in mind that these figures are without value, al- 
most, unless I have been able to tell pretty gets: upon casual observa- 
tion, about how old a mill child is. I would o Pp that I have cul- 
tivated the acquaintance of these children for what is now over three 
years. You have passed a law that no cigarettes shall be sold to boys 
under 14 years of age, and you leave it with the dealer to estimate the 
ages of his youth: customers. You allow no liquors to be sold to 
minors, but you leave it with the city liquor agent to guess how old hia 
applicants are. With fully as much care and discrimination—with, per- 
haps, even more care and discrimination—lI have estimated the a ot 
these child workers as they have passed before me, in and out of their 
daytime prisons. I may have made mistakes, perhaps serious mistakes, 
but I have made generous allowances, and as I review the results of 
these nine months of work I fully believe that if my figures are far 
from correct, it is because they are too low rather than too high. 


Then he proceeds to give the mills in detail and the gates by 
numbers and the children and the ages of the children found at 
each, and that, of course, is too long either to have read or to 
spread at length in the Record. The summary is what we care 
about. 


Now, the figures given above indicate about 467 boys and wee seem- 
ingly under 15 years old . seeds dur vacations in the public schools. 
Figures do not tell the story of eyes, wasted, pinched bodies, 
drooping heads, and dragging feet. We may say that there are very 
nearly or quite half a thousand of these dren laborers, and yet the 
mean of these statistics will hardly dawn upon us. Out of all of 
them, as they have before me, I doubt I could have picked 
out half a hundred of them whom I would not place under a doctor's 
care were they children of mine. Whether this widespread anæmia, 
which often ends in consumption, is due to sustained overwork, which 
no child’s stomach is able to make up in nourishment, or whether it is 
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due to undernournishment from cheap or adulterated food which it is 
ever the lot of the children of the poverty stricken to eat, I do not 
care to say. 

I will state the situation as I, personally, have found it. However, 
the mortality among these children must be great. I have heard United 
States statistics quoted to the effect that the average child under 15 
who goes to work in the mill averages to live but five years, but have 
been unable to get a copy of these figures. Doctors who practice in 
southern mill districts. where hours are longer, place the average at 
three or four years. In Maine, where the hours of work are only 
eleven à day and where the climate is colder and dryer, the children 
would live much longer than this on the average. Many of them live 
to raise families. But what children are theirs! 

Returning again to the facts that I, personally, have been witness to, 
I desire to state further that the 467 boys and girls given in the above 
table are about one-half of the actual number of boys and girls working 
in the mills who are yet, as we may say, in short trousers or short 
dresses. 


The rest of this article I shall refer to on the question of 

the nonenforcement of law when I come to that topic. 
THE CHILDREN OF FOREIGNERS. 

Thus far, Mr. President. these items, uninteresting perhaps 
to Senators, but of infinite consequence to this nation, have 
concerned foreign children more than American children. The 
names which I read the other day in Mr. Lovejoy’s article in- 
dicated that they were foreigners, that they were Slavs and 
Italians and Hungarians. (This extract is inserted hereafter 
under head of “ Nonenforcement of Laws.”) Anybody who has 
made a study of the situation knows that this is also true in the 
New England States. In Maine, in New Hampshire, in Vermont, 
immense numbers of foreigners—French, Russians, Canadians, 
and Slays—hbave gone into the mill towns and are at work. 

But that does not decrease my sympathy, if I was taking this 
up as a matter of sympathy, which I am not. I am interested 
in this matter not only from the point of view of sympathy for 
these children, but for the future of this Republic. All of us 
have seen growing within the last ten or fifteen years a class 
which men of all parties concede to be very dangerous to free 
institutions: and that that class shall not increase as it is 
now increasing, but that it shall be exterminated is the chief 
concern in the consideration of this bill. 

But even if it were only sympathy, my sympathy is as 
broad for the child of the foreign immigrant as it is for the 
child of an American, 

Mr. President, the children of foreigners, if they have a 
chance, make admirable American citizens. I wish every Sen- 
ator who doubts this might read a remarkable article in the 
American Magazine some three months ago, entitled “A mother 
of Americans,” and citing merely the cold facts without adorn- 
ment. It told of how a young Lithuanian woman and her 
husband had gone to Chicago, and described the magnificent 
children they reared and the splendid citizens of this Re- 
public which these“ foreign“ parents’ sacrifice and toil and love 
of liberty, which brought them to this country, kad produced in 
their children. 

Foreigners?“ I suppose we were all“ foreigners “ once. I 
have no patience with the narrow view that some of us monopo- 
lize all the real and original humanity of the world. These peo- 
‘ple Sho come here make in the course of one generation admira- 
ble citizens if their bodies are not broken and their souls are not 
crushed and their minds are not stunted in the meantime. 
And when you do that to any children, whether they are 

* Americans or “ foreigners,” you have spoiled citizenship and 
ruined human life. 

But now, Mr. President, I come to a section of the country 
where this evil is greatest and most shameful and where it is 
practiced upon the purest American strain that still exists in 
this country—the children in the southern cotton mills, to whom 
I am now going to call the attention of the Senate. I am sorry 
that so few Senators upon the other side of the Chamber are 
interested in this question. I should like them to hear it. 
The evil is practiced in these States upon children who are the 
unadulterated, unmixed “American,” the pure Scotch-Irish, 
whose fathers fought at Guilford Court House and Cowpens 
and followed Marion to victory. 

Their blood has never been adulterated from that day to this. 
Every sociological investigator testifies that those southern chil- 
dren of this origin are capable of infinite development. But 
the children are not being developed. The mills are being “ de- 
veloped.” I shall show you by the actual testimony of personal 
investigators that instead of being developed, these children are 
being ruined by the tens of thousands. 

CHILD LABOR IN SOUTHERN COTTON MILLS. 

First, Mr. President, I shall read from an article in World’s 
Work. World's Work is another one of the publications which 
can not be classed with those publications as to which I quoted 
an opponent of child-labor legislation as calling them, in vast 
contempt, “them there magazines.” All these magazines are 


very high class, which do not accept anything that they do not 
have reason to believe is accurate. 2 

I have not been able to procure the affidavit of Miss Ashby, 
who wrote this article, because she is now married to an English 
officer and at present lives in South Africa. But I will procure 
it before the debate terminates, if the letter can get to the in- 
terior of South Africa by that time. She went south as an 
investigator of the American Federation of Labor, and I shall 
present in concluding, when I sum up the testimony in this 
case, her article in the American Federationist, illustrated by 
pictures, so that Senators who doubt, so that Senators who 
think that words too lurid are being used, can with their own 
eyes take the testimony of the photographic lens as to what 
those children look like and what kind of a looking woman 
this sweet-souled investigator is. I shall exclude from this, as 
from all other articles, everything except merely the definite, 
detailed description of the fact. 

Miss Ashby says: 


Walking up the long, orderly building, deafened by the racket, 85 
fascinated by ingenious machinery, you me suddenly aware of a 
little gray shadow flitting restlessly up and down the aisles—a small 
girl, and with bare feet and pale face. She has a worn and anxious 
aspect, as if a weight of care and responsibility rested already on her 
baby shoulders. She either does not look at you at all or she turns 
her eyes but for a moment, unchildlike in their lack of interest, look- 
ing back immediately to the spinning frame, 

A thread breaks first at one end of the long frame, then at the 
other. The tiny fingers repair the damage at the first place and she 
walks listlessly to the other. Something goes wrong above, and the 
child pushes forward a box to stand on that she may reach it. With 
a great shock it dawns on you that this child is working. 

his is a scene with which I became too painfully familiar ever to 
forget or to misrepresent. During the latter half of December, 1900, 
and the first half of January, 1901, I visited twenty-four cotton mills 
in sixteen cities and villages of Alabama. J chose Alabama because 
the industry, although comparatively new there (only four out of 
the twenty-four mills I went through averaging more than five rs’ 
existence). is in an active stage of growth, and a child-labor bill had 
been pending before the legislature. 


It was defeated after a severe fight, amd the present law, 
which is practically no law at all, was put on the statute books. 
Miss Ashby continues: 


I was prepared to find child labor, for wherever casily manipulated 
machinery takes the place of human muscles the child is inevitably 
drawn into the labor market, unless there are laws to protect it. 
But one could hardly be prepared to find in America to-day white 
children, 6 and 7 years of age. working for tirelve hours a day— 
aroused before daybreak and toiling till long after sundown, in winter, 
with only half an hour for rest and refreshment. 


That is what is going on in the South, as I shall show by 
scores of actual examples, giving the definite description of the 
children, how old they were, where they worked, and how they 
looked, all given under oath. í 


When the mills qre tempted by pressure of work they make the same 
old mistakes of their industrial ancestry. 


Their industrial ancestors I am going to refer to at some 
length. They were the English. This infamy began in England 
a hundred and some years ago, but England began to reform it a 
hundred years ago, although, even then, too late. 


Some of them run the machinery at night, and the little children 
are called on to endure the strain of all-night work— 
T would not read the following if I did not have another wit- 


ness to this fact— 


and are sometimes kept awake by the nauan 8 with cold 
water dashed into their faces. I should hardly have believed it had I 
not seen those things myself. 

One evening in December I stumbled through a_ totally unlighted 
mill village, falling by the way into ditches and deep ruts, and 
knocked at the door of one of the wooden huts where I saw a light. 
I asked the woman who opened it if I might come in. Assenting, she 
ushered me in. She was surrounded by a brood of very small boys, 
and her consumptive husband sat beside the fire. The smallest child, 
a poor little fellow that looked to be -about 6 years old, nestled up to 
me as I talked to them. All worked in the mill except the mother, 
they told me. j 

“Not this one!” I exclaimed, looking down at the wee, thin boy 
beside me. 

“Why, yes.” He had worked for about a year; last year he worked 
forty nights; he was nearly 8 years old now. ‘They left that mill be- 
cause the night work was too hard on the children. 

In answer to à query from me, the child said that he could scarcely 
sleep at all in the daytime. 

At one place I heard of children working on the night shift, turned out 
for some fault at 2 o’clock in the morning, allowed by a compassionate 
clerk to go to sleep on a bench in the office, as they were afraid to go 


home. 

Ladies told me, too, of a common sight In the mill cottages—children 
lying face downward on the bed siceping with exhaustion, just as 
5 5 Res come in from the night shift, too utterly weary even to remove 

teir clothes, 


ALL THESE ARE “ AMERICAN” CHILDREN—NOT “ FOREIGNERS.” 


That is not on the coal breakers of Pennsylvania or in the 
cotton mills of the North. These are not foreigners’ children— 
Huns and Slavs and Bulgarians, These are American children 
working in the South to-day. 
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Continues Miss Ashby : 
Often the 1. 1 family, except the baby actually 


in the cradle, is 
in the mill. o or three of years or older might be on the pay 
roll, but the youngest paid worker can get through her side ”— 

“Side” is the term by which they measure the pay— 

At 10 cents a day— 8 

At 10 cents a day! A child 6 years of age, working twelve 
hours, standing on her feet, at 10 cents a day! 4 
— genes a day—with more ease if she has her little brother of 6 to 

er. 

T have seen a boy under $4 beginning his life of drudgery by pulling 
the yarn off bobbins to make bands. 

A manager courteously conducting me through the mill would often 
explain—at some exclamation from me—‘ these very little ones are 
not working; they are only hel; their brothers and sisters.” I ac- 
cepted the explanation until it dawned on me how numerous were these 
wee unpaid assistants. : 

Turning back once more to the purely human aspect of this uncivil- 
ized system I would say that no array of facts and figures are needed 
by those who have seen it in operation. I am familiar with the slums 
ot two continents, but I can say I have never seen a more pitiful sight 
than the mill children, nor known little ones for whom the outlook was 
more hopeless. 

It is not only that they are pale, shrunken, and bowed—they look 
as if their brains were 8 and their souls paral ys 
friend of mine in Atlanta, thinking to give some of these little victims 
a treat, asked a number out to her place in the country and turned 
them into the woods to play. What was her distress and amazement 
to find that they did not know what the word or the thing meant. 

American children, not foreigners like in Pennsylvania and in 
New England, but American children in the Southern States 
that do not know what “to play” means. I shall quote from 
this book some more when I come to an examination of the 
impossibility of the States handling this evil. 


Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask to have read a cable- 


gram. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smoor in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator from Indiana in 
what State the condition to which he refers as to age exists? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will describe it very definitely. There 
is a map [indicating] where you see the Southern Railroad with 
little black dots on the map. The little black dots represent 
cotton factories which have grown up along the line of that 
road, and they honeycomb the States of Georgia, Alabama, 
South Carolina, and Nerth Carolina. They also exist else- 
where—everywhere, more or less. The things that I have now 
been reading from were from Alabama, and what I shall im- 
mediately read from are Georgia; and on a little later I shall 
present some affidavits from North Carolina and South Carolina. 
I have spent one day on Pennsylvania and some of the other 
places in the North where, without using a word that is too 
strong, the crushing of these children is given, notwithstanding 
it is excused upon the ground that they are the children of 
foreigners. In the Southern States they are not the children of 
foreigners, and when I get to that part of my argument I am 
going to call the serious attention of Southern Senators to a 
future for the South which this very evil is now creating. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Cablegram.] 


PARIS, January 21, 1907. 
Senator BEVERIDGE, Washington: 

Ready swear accuracy child-labor articles Post. 

VAN VORST. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall now read illustrations of what ex- 
ists in the South, written in a remarkable series of articles in 
the Saturday Evening Post, of Philadelphia, from Mrs. Van 
Vorst's personal investigations. I tried to get her affidavit, as I 
got the affidavit of the rest of the witnesses from whom I read, 
but she is now in Paris. So she was cabled as to whether she 
would make the affidavit, and she has sent back the cablegram 
you have just heard, that she is willing to make affidavit to the 
truth of every one of the statements that are here made. She 
9 A SOUTHERN “ MILL TOWN.” 

ted a mill town knows the deserted ct of it 
e mieten “4 "94 8 Had it not been for the roar of the en. 
gines which throbbed on as the pulse continues to beat, in unconscious- 
n I might have supposed Alabama City to be a age whence all 
life had suddenly fled. 

I pass over a description here and get down to her questioning 
of the children and her description of the children. She went to 
one of the mills and first encountered a little girl, a little girl 
that had worked ticelve hours a day and was too tired to stand. 
Mrs. Van Vorst says: 

0 oor- 
sane a forea a a a r aled e eee 
which covered her head. 


“I am tired enough to sit down,” she sighed. 
“Do you get tired in the mill?” I as 


“I reckon I do. We live up on the hill yonder, and when I first 
started to work it didn’t seem nights like I ever could get home. ow 
I don’t mind it.” 

“How long have you been at work?” 

„Over a year.” 

“ And how old are you?” 

“ Eleven.” 

“ What are the hours in the mill?” 

„About twelve a day, I reckon.” 

Twelve?“ 


Listen to this description. She tells how she arrived at her 
estimate of twelve hours à day: 

Well, there's the first bell at half-past ;—" 

That is in the morning, Mr. President—half-past 4 in the 
morning— 


8 Jaate 5 5 3 us up; then meen — 3 poia. oe 3 
y do ve us more than a few minutes to ea ‘ore they begin 
callin’ us at 20 minutes to 6,” x 


A girl of 11 years, and I will show instances of girls of 5, 6,. 


and 7 that are gotten out of bed at half-past 4 in the morning 
and are standing on their feet at 6, working for twelve hours a 
day, until the sun goes down. 


And you get out at———” 
“Twenty minutes a-past 6.” 


A girl awakened at half-past 4 a. m.; in the mill at 6; work- 
ing all day until half-past 6 p.m. That is the kind of a person 
out of which we are going to make the “ capitalists” of the 


future, according to the editorial that I read when I began my 
remarks, 


With only half an hour for lunch? 
She leaned listlessly against the wooden post. 


Here is another example. I choose to give these specific 
illustrations so that we will not be indulging in any suppositious 
cases. Here is another girl: 


She was the victim, and there are many, not only of „ but of 
the ignorance of parents. Her father and brothers made enough to 
support the family and to put money aside, for the house in which they 
Hre rae feo built themselyes, and they owned it and the ground on 
w. sto 


Then Mrs. Van Vorst, to be absolutely truthful, gives a state- 
ment about the generosity of the mill owners themselves, 


The founders of the mills at Alabama City have made the village ag 
attractive as possible (given the 8 Which any place must pro- 
sent where everybody has about the same income, and that income very 
small). The little one-story houses occupied by the mill families are 
built with sloping, irregular roofs, verandas which are more or less 
screened by vines the company has planted. About each home there is 
a small bit of ground inclosed with a fence, all of which, together 
with the fact that no two of the cottages are just alike, gives a pleas- 
ing aspect to the town. No law obliges such corporations to provide a 
schoolhouse and teacher or a library, and one’s first impulse is to feel 
that here, really, is a mill run almost on philanthropic principles. 
Alabama City is undoubtedly the most attractive mill town in the 
South, but the difficulty of procuring operatives and of pening them 
is so great that it is a kood investment to make the surroundings as 
alluring as ssible, and it is cheaper to offer swimming pools and 
amusement halls and lodge rooms than it is to raise the wages of 
2,000 laborers. 

When the half pot 12 bell rang, the diverse avenues of the lit- 
tle town began to fill with the slow, languid procession dragging along 
toward the open mill gates. 


Then she joined the operatives. Then she says: 

h thi struck me most forcibly: The astly appearance of 
„ the extreme animation aid ODR 107 the little 
children; the appalling languor of the girls and boys who were fifteen 
and over. 

Here, as well as when I begin to examine the reasons for the 
deterioration of the British people, I might as well point out 
that when the children begin work, say, at 7 or 8, they 
are extremely animated. The vitality which ought to go for 
growth, which ought to go for development, goes into the work 
they are doing, and it is with neurotic activity that they toil. 
But so exhausted do they become by that kind of labor in that 
kind of an atmosphere that one of the consequences is that 
by the time they haye reached 15 and 16 they are practically 
nervous wrecks. 

The girl who volunteered to “show me around” was typical; she 
had the natural awkwardness of those whose muscles have deteriorated 
because of poor nourishment. She hitched along, wielding her arms and 
hands, like so much dead weight, as best she could. Her face was pale 
to transparency. How old was she? „Most 16.” And how long had 
she been at work? “About eight years.” 

Down in the “ weave room” my guide was a girl of 14, whose ap- 
prenticeship at “spinnin” had lasted five years. 

The first girl began work at 8 years of age and the last girl 
at 9 years of age. 

There's just piles of little ones in here—too little, I think. 

That is what the girls were saying to Mrs. Van Vorst. 

When the owner used to come through we used to “run out,” those 
tiniest ones.. 


“Ran out?” I asked. 
“Yes; hide em in the closets or anywhere for fear he'd stop em 


rh 


workin’. 
There are humane men among these mill owners. 
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A FUTURE “ CAPITALIST.” 

Here is a description of one of the future “ capitalists,” which 
the New York Sun seems to think will develop from these chil- 
dren. This is the best description of the best child that Mrs. 
Von Vorst specifically describes : 


His legs and arms protruded, bare and lank, from clothes long since 
outgrown, and his whole attitude expressed such physical exhaustion 
that instinctively I exclaimed to the woman who walted at the door- 


step: 

Pis that your boy?” 

Perhaps she detected something more than curiosity In my tone, for 
she answered : 

“Yes, mam. He's been sleepin’. He's on fer night work neow.” 


This boy was 15 years of age, and had begun to work at 7. 
He could not read or write and insisted that next year he was 
going to school. He was helping to support his mother. He 
was a fine type of boy. 


He had never had a book in his hands or “scratched a line,” as his 
mother put it; he had had no contact with that outside world of imagi- 
nation and learning in which the rest of us dwell. He had been for 

ears up before dawn and plied in the service of a machine for twelve 

ours d day; he had spent his childhood as a laborer, a bread winner, 
who earned food and shelter not only for himself, but for another; he 
had lived without pleasure, without amusements, without hope—with- 
out hope, yes; but never without courage. 

And when at last an opportunity presented itself, what form did it take? 
The chance to extenuate his remaining nope working night and day; 
to be drenched to the skin; to be too tired to eat when food was put 
before him, too exhausted to sleep when his head touched the pillow. 
This was his chance, and he met It fighting the goon fight and bound to 
be victor. His lank and withered body gave evidence sufficient of what 
he was going through. 


In Georgia, I think it was—the Senators from that State can 
tell me if it was not—there was a gentleman's agreement” 
among mill owners in lieu of the law such as they have now. 
I will have something to say about that law later on. 

Mr. BACON. What is the Senator’s remark? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. A “ gentleman’s agreement“ among man- 
ufacturers it was called. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean to inquire whether or 
not there is a law in the State on that subject? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I do not-inquire. I know. 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What I am explaining, or was just about 
to explain, is that there was in Georgia among the cotton manu- 
facturers a“ gentleman’s. agreement“ about the working of chil- 
dren. 

Mr. BACON. There was. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That took the place of the law. You 
have a law down there at present which, for the purpose of 
stopping child labor, is not worth the paper it is printed on, as 
the Senator himself ought to know, and if he does not I shall 
convince him of it by testimony which can be established in 
court. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, that is a very pointed remark, and 
if the Senator will permit me to say a word 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. 1 have no design to interrupt the Senator in 
his presentation 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. 

Mr. BACON. But as he has, in the first place, appealed to 
me, and then, in the second place, proceeds to express his opinion 
with such definite precision and absolute conclusiveness and to 
lay upon me the responsibility of a possible want of sin- 
cerity— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. BACON. I simply wish to say to the Senator, for I dis- 
agree with him with very great hesitation and much diffidence 
and great regret in view of the predetermined judgment he has 
pronounced upon the matter 


THE GEORGIA LAW. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say that I disclaim any inten- 
tion of reflecting on the Senator's sincerity, and I do not know 
how in the world he ever could infer it from what I said. I 
simply said that I am familiar with the Georgia law; I am 
familiar with the so-called“ gentlemen’s agreement” that pre- 
coded it; I am familiar with the fact that the law does not 
amount to anything in Georgia, and I was quite sure that the 
Senator—acute, able, public man as he is, and I say that with 
all possible earnestness—knew those things. In fact, I do not 
think the Senator will stand up and deliver any eulogy on the 
law of Georgia, or if he does, he certainly will not deliver any 
eulogy upon what happens under it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I would not undertake to follow 
the Senator in his criticism at this time especially, but in order 
that I may not be misunderstood I will simply say to the Sen- 
ator that the need for a law had been generally recognized in 
my State. One has been passed that is working well at the 
present time, and it is worth a little more than the paper it is 


written upon, and the question which is, I think, in the minds 


of Senators here is not as to whether there has been and is a 


great evil in regard to this matter, but really whether this is a 
matter for the attention of the States or a matter to be dealt 
with, as the Senator proposes, by Federal legislation. 

I do not disagree with the Senator in any manner or in any 
degree as to the importance of legislation of this kind and as to 
the importance of the correction of the evil which he is so elo- 
quently setting forth and portraying. I am waiting with much 
patience when the Senator shall reach what I regard as the 
crucial question here, which is one of law, and when we have 
the argument in no ambiguous terms of the Senator there will 
be, he has promised us, no doubt left in the minds of any Sen- 
ator as to the correctness of his position. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will do that, Mr. President; and I 
would not take so much time, as I stated in the beginning of my 
remarks, with the statement of facts and the presentation of 
evidence in the case if I did not mean that it shall be un- 
derstood that no man can say that this evil is exaggerated; 
that we indulge in yague charges without coming down to speci- 


fications of the actual evil and the infamous inhumanity of it. 


and the danger of it to our institutions. That is why I am 
taking so much time, I will say to the Senator from Georgia, 
with the facts. 

So far as his State is concerned, I say to the Senator, and I 
think that he will agree with me, if it was in my State I should 
ae it with tenfold more vigor than I do the eyil in another 

ate. ; 

I do not think that in its broader aspects this is a State 
question at all. I do not intend now to get into the legal part 
of thig argument; but I will say this—that I have so drawn this 
bill as to eliminate the question of “State rights,” because I 
myself profoundly respect those who sincerely hold to that 
political doctrine. I have so drawn the bill that every “ States 
rights” man can vote for it without violating his constitutional 
convictions, If I had not meant to do that, I should have drawn 
the Lill on precisely the lines of the meat bill; but I did not 
want to meet the question of “ States rights,” because I knew 
there are men here who sincerely believe in that political 
philosophy, and have been in the past, who would be again, will- 
ing to risk their lives in its support. 

I do not intend to get into any debate upon that, but I think 
that the broader aspect ef this evil is purely national. It is not 
only State citizens that you are ruining, it is the citizens of the 
Republic as well. It is not only Georgia children that are being 
murdered, it is American children as well. It is not confined to 
Pennsylvania alone. It exists all over the Republic. I shall 
show by an affidavit that in the Northern States, in which the 
best factory inspection in the United States exists, Illinois, the 
law is violated. It is something which in its broader aspect the 
States, as I shall show when I come to argue that part of it, 
can not reach. 

But what I am doing now is presenting facts. I know it is 
monotonous, I know it is wearisome; but it is like trying a case 
in court. The evidence must be presented. I am very much 
obliged to the Senator for his patience. 

Mrs. Van Vorst continues: 

The “gentlemen's agreement“ made in Georgia among employers 


affects only the cotton industry. In all other manufactures no laws, 
written or unwritten, exist to protect the laborer. 


This is July 7, 1906: 
WORK IN A BAG MILL. 


At a bag company works in Atlanta there are in the spinning room 
the usual 100 “kids” out of a total of 160 hands. ‘The sweepers and 
doffers whom I questioned gave their ages as 7, 9, and one little waif 
responded apologetically: “I am 5—I am only he'pin’.” 

The overseer himself volunteered this conclusive testimony: “ There's 
children in here, lots of em that I’m morally satisfied are under 12 
years old; but when the parents swear, what can you do about it?” 


Of course under this bill if he found himself before a United 
States court, with a penitentiary staring him in his face, he 
would know “achat to do about it.“ He would err on the right 
side. That is what he “would do about it,” and not accept the 
false and.perjured certificate of unworthy parents, when he 
morally knew that the child whose life he was crushing out was 
under-age. J have no respect for the man whose conscience can 
be relieved by a perjured certificate as to the age of a child. 

Hear Mrs. Van Vorst further: 

Bad as are the conditions in this company's spinning rooms, it is 
nevertheless not here, but in the bag mill, where there is nothing to 
restrain employers, where the worst conditions prevail. 


The foreman, a kindly man, remarked as he accompanied me to this 
section of the factory: 


ance dust here keeps me with a cold in my head about the whole 


Fine, pernicious, it rose, is dust, in sno clouds, filling the air. 
As I looked into the workshop it seemed 8 a veil had been 


drawn before my eyes. 


c Pe OP eee ts el os ee ela .... 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 28, 


There were 130 hands in the room—70 of them were little children, 
the rest were women. Here and there were perceptible in the ghastly 
artificial light the wooden frames upon which the bags must 
stretched and turned. They lifted their prongs high above the heads 
of the tallest child laborer. Yet with an upward gesture that carried 
him almost off his feet he must fling one bag after another over this 
instrument, turn them, and slip them free again with frantic speed. 

The women, meanwhile provided with electric sewing machines, 
whose insistent “ burring” produced a peculiar bedlam, were“ running 
up" the seams on these same long and narrow Da which we are 
accustomed to see used for flour, meal, and the various grocers’ pro- 
visions, The materials they are made of is stiffened with a dressing 
of.white clay, which, at the first touch, is scattered from the coarse 
meshes of the loose-woyen cotton cloth, and begins to fly about in the 
alr, tormina a cloud, settling over everything, filling gradually the 
lungs that inhale it at every breath. 

We are often told how necessary fresh air is for those who exer- 
cise, and who, consequently, with an accelerated circulation, need 
more rapidly to purify their own blood. What it is difficult to imagine, 
must be the physical condition of thé children at these mills! In such 
an 3 as we have above described, one boy turns in a day 
from 3,000 to 6,000 bags. 

Everything, as well as the law, seems to further this voluntary de- 
struction of lives. The public schools in the neighborhood of the mill 
close at 2 o'clock, so that the youngest children can go into the fac- 
tory for a half day’s work. And the company offers an extra 25 cents 
in a week's wages for the boys who, ambitious beyond their force, 
succeed in ay repeating thousands of times the gesture which 
twists their bodies out of shape. 

There is, in the neighborhood of the mill, a Methodist social settle- 
ment directed by four residents who are doing admirable work among 
the mill hands. 


I want to stop right here and say to any Senator who doubts 
this sworn evidence, that I have very large photographs show- 
ing the children in these establishments, and you can see what 
kind of children are working twelve hours a day in such con- 
ditions as these. The camera tells no lies. 

Here is one illustration: 


Out of forty boys who attend one of their F classes, there 
are just two boys who have reached the age of 12. X = 


Here is another case: 


y In this mill there were children at work spinning, rolling yarn onto 
shuttles, preparing it for the dye room; but as I was accompanied by 
a cleck from the office I had no chance to question these toilers. 


Then she went to another mill. 


It was approaching the noon hour, and as I left the mills, walkin, 
along in the direction of the village, which lay across the canal, 
came upon a small boy whose clothes, flecked with cotton, betrayed 
him as one of the child-labor brigade. 

“Do you work at the mill?” I asked him. 

“I quit.” he affirmed. 

“Why?” I queried again. : 

“They made me work till 12 o'clock.” 

“Pill 12 at night?” . 

“Yes, mam; an' I had to come home alone, so I thought I might as 
well quit.” 

A little farther along there was a group of boys varying in age be- 
tween 3 and 10 years— . 

This is in Georgia— 

The oldest a mere wraith. His face was pale to ghastliness, and his 
hair had grown long and sparse with a vitality that contradicted the 


lifelessness of his flesh and skin. 
I Po the usual question, and he answered 


fore them at noon, that these little laborers, who steady had accom- 
lished a six hours of work, would have fallen ravenously upon their 
inner. Without speaking these three children took their places at the 
table, and, as though with an effort, they swallowed this meal. 
. s s * $ * + 


They did not touch the bacon—their throats, dry and parched from the 
overheated atmosphere of the spinning room, refused the nourishing food 
and craved some stimulant, like the clear black coffee, of which they 
greedily partook. 


She describes that too much in detail for me to take time to 
read it. After the description, she goes on: 


There's everyday school,” she went on, “and there's night school 
three times a week, where I try to send the children, but it seems like 
they wuz too tired when night comes.” 

How much did they make—these three breadwinners? 

Fifty to sixty cents a day. 

> > * * 


a . + 

When the children had slowly and with difficulty swallowed the taste- 
less dinner, they set out again, silent and dogged, for the mills. 
And no exception were they. From the rows of frame houses along the 
canal there came other children making their way, silent, dogged, toward 
the great brick fabric which produced manufactures to e value of 
$10,000,000 yearly. 

Mr. BACON. The last instance the Senator read was in 
Atlanta, was it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suppose those are the mills. I suppose 
she means those mills. 

Mr. BACON. But I am speaking about the particular in- 
stance which the Senator is now reading. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I take it, it is Atlanta. 

Mr. BACON. I think not, from the fact that there is no canal 
there. That is the reason I asked the Senator the question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. At any rate, it is some mill town; but 
that is not important. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon the interruption at 
this point 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall be glad to have the Senator’s in- 
terruption. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say that while I have no doubt that 
there have been great evils in this regard in Georgia, while I 
have no doubt that there have been instances such as the 
Senator has read, and while I have no doubt, in a general way, 
that there has been a great deal of evil from child labor in the 
factories in Georgia, as there has been everywhere where there 
has been factory work, if not in Indiana—and I presume it is true 
to a greater or less degree there, although the Senator's remarks 
as to what condition exists in Indiana would indicate that, in 
his opinion, such a condition does not exist there—I want to 
simply say that, while there may be these instances, as doubt- 
less there have been, and while I would not minimize the fact 
that the general matter of child labor in the State has been one 
which has constituted an evil, still it is a very great injustice 
to present these isolated instances as representative of general 
conditions. For myself I have been in a position where I have 
seen a great deal of the factory population, although I never 
owned a dollar’s worth of stock in a. factory in my life. I know 
that the instances which have been recounted here are not repre- 
sentative of the general conditions. 

I simply want to make that general statement in justice to an 
industry in my State, which is a very large one, and very largely . 
under the control and management of men whom I know per- 
sonally to be men of high character. While these evils have ex- 
isted to an extent possibly which should not have been per- 
mitted under their supervision and management, possibly in 
isolated instances such as have escaped their immediate atten- 
tion, in the large manufacturing centers of Atlanta and Augusta | 
and Macon and Columbus, where these cotton manufactories 
are, and other towns, dozens of which I could mention, the fac- 
tory population generally are in a comfortable situation. They 
live in well-built and well-ventilated houses, not crowded, and 
the conditions are not such as have been portrayed by these 
magazine writers, whose articles I have sometimes read, about 
the factories in my own immediate neighborhood, where I have 
known the facts. They have taken isolated cases and have en- 
deavored to make it appear that they represent general con- | 
ditions. 

If I do not trespass upon the Senator too long, I wish to add, 
as he has brought up the State of Georgia pointedly—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not more pointedly, I will say to the 
Senator, than I have brought up Pennsylvania or Maine, or than 
I intend to bring up North Carolina and South Carolina; not 
more pointedly than I did Alabama, and not more pointedly 
than 1 will New Jersey or any other State where such conditions 
exist. 

Mr. BACON. I quite understand that the Senator desired to 
make no particular allusion to my State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; but just to refer to the States where | 
the conditions exist. ] 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me a moment—— 


W. x 
did work to the mill. But I took chills, an' so I quit.” 

There is no question about those children’s: age. 

Here is another description of child labor in a mill. 

Mr. BAGON. At what point in Georgia was that? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. At the cotton works in Atlanta, I think. 

Mr. BACON. In Atlanta? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I think all these mills are at At- 
lanta, though this whole series of articles deals with the con- 
dition in various States, and it is generally known where they 
are located. I suppose the affidavits must be now on the way. 

Toll-worn and haggard, silent, dogged, they resembled in no way 
the little folks who are yet on the side of life which is all expectancy 
and hope. 

She could get the names of the “ truants” in the schools, and 

. À having thus obtained the names of the “truants,” she would 
visit the homes where the children were “ truants,” because they 
were in the mills until they got home. 

The oldest of the trio who returned to this miserable home of which 
he was the mainstay was 14; he had been nine years at work, and dur- 
ing that existence among the whirling bobbins of the spinning room, 
something of the machine’s monotony had reflected itself irreparably in 
his jaded eyes.” 

Of course he will be one of future captains of industry of 
whom the Sun editorial prophesies. 


He was dressed with a self-respecting neatness ; his hair was brushed 
back against his gray, wrinkled forehead—it seemed, indeed, observing 
his ghastly pallor, as though he were, by his own hands, made ready for 
the grave, waiting only the final blow which would carry him hence. 

è s s s > * * 

The other two hands were a girl of 8, who kept still some of the buoy- 
ancy of childhood, and a boy of 11, who looked like so much formless 
clay which had been carried as débris from the potter’s wheel. 

Silently this little trio filed into the kitchen; there was not half an 
hour to spend at home, to dine, and to return again to the greedy mill. 

* * = * s = > 


You might think, you who have watched your own rosy cheeked 
children devour with normal appetities the hot and savory food set be- 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. What I wanted to say is that the Senator has 
pointedly alluded to the Georgia law, which was intended to 
correct these evils, and he has spoken of that law as not being 
worth the paper on which it is written. I wish to ask the 
Senator, in this connection, in order that it may go out to the 
country with the learned speech of the distinguished Senator 
from Indiana, to permit me to insert in the Recorp in his re- 
marks the law of the State of Georgia in regard to child labor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I do not want it published in the 
Record in the midst of my speech, for I am myself going to give 
an abstract of your law. 

Mr. BACON. An abstract is not the law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And I am going to show by prominent 
newspapers of the Senator's town, and I will put in the sworn 
statements before I get through, as to the applications under this 
new law. I will talk about the law a little later, when we 
come to discuss its utter inefficiency under existing conditions. 

As to these being “isolated ” instances which do not do jus- 
tice, etc., if that is the point the Senator wants to make, I am 
glad he wants to make it and to have him make any other point 
he wants to make. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator’s speech will doubtless have a 
wider circulation than that of any other Senator would have, 
and as he is more familiar with this subject, having made a 
study of this question and having denounced this law, of which 
he proposes to give only an abstract—it is not a very long enact- 
ment—I should like very much, in justice to the lawmaking 
power of my State, to have the law published, in order that the 
public may judge, not according to the Senator's opinion, but 
according to their own opinion, when they read the law, whether 
or not it is an effective and just law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator can put the law in his own 
speech. I shall put an abstract of the law in my speech. 

Mr. BACON. But this will not go in the RECORD as my speech 
at all, but will go in as the Senator's speech. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ten Records could not contain all the 
child-labor laws of the various States. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator declines to yield, I shall not at- 
tempt to interrupt him any further. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator must excuse me. 

‘ THESE NOT ISOLATED CASES. - 

The Senator says—and I want his attention—that these are 
“isolated ” cases. On the contrary, they are typical cases. The 
Senator will have an opportunity to disprove them if they are 
not true: Everyone who has made these statements has made, 
or will make, an affidavit as to their truth. š 

When the Senator says that these are exceptional cases, what 
does he say about the estimate that there are to-day some 
60,000 children 14 years of age or under that work in the cotton 
mills of the South? That is the fact, and the census figures 
themselves six years ago, when the industry was only in its 
infancy, showed there were some 30,000 children under 16 years 
of age working in the factories in the South. Does the Sen- 
ator think that 30,000, does he think that 60,000 child slaves 
are “isolated” or “occasional?” It looks to me as though they 
are usual. 

Before I get through I will take up other States. I will do 
so because the Senator seems to think we are not dealing with 
a great national evil, with a great sociological and humanita- 
rian question. 

Senators seem to think that they are the attorneys of the 
States here, and that when something is mentioned in which 
their States are named they must get up and denounce and 
deny it. 

I am sorry I have to mention the fact that this occurs in the 
State of Pennsylvania or New Jersey or Maine or Georgia or 
any other State. It is the evil I am after, and it is the evil 
that the American people are going to stop. F 

When the Senator says these instances are “isolated” and 
“exceptional” and do injustice to these “best people,” I will 
read to the Senator a little bit later on, when I come to an ex- 
amination of the system of law in one of the Southern States, 
what some of the manufacturers said before the House Commit- 
tee about their being the “ best people” in another State, and I 
will bring affidavits from that very State to show that those 
children are being practically murdered there. 

I want to show the fact that just a year or two ago, under 
one of the best laws in the United States—and when I come to 
discuss the laws of the States dealing with this evil I shall 
present affidavits showing that the mill owners of Georgia, of 
Alabama, and oy some of the rest of the Southern States were 
taking train loads of shipments of children from Tennessee, 
where the law was properly executed and where they were pre- 
vented from perpetrating further outrages upon them. 


The Senator is mistaken. He has not studied this question 
as I have. He has not informed himself upon it as I have and 
as hundreds of other very devoted people have. And let me say 
to the Senator people almost as eminent as the Senator him- 
self, and as earnestly for State rights” as the Senator, who 
have come, after years of effort for this reform, to the profound 
conyiction that they must appeal to the Nation. 

I give as an example of that kind of man Dr. Felix Adler, of 
New York, and perhaps there is not a more eminent or learned 
publicist and scholar living that Dr. Felix Adler. Unquestion- 
ably he is the most accomplished and learned States-rights ” 
man in this country. He believes in it as a principle of govern- 
ment, and yet, after having spent years in the study of this ques- 
tion, seeing it was national in character, he believes the evil can 
only be reached by a law that is national in its application. I 
repeat, the Senator is mistaken if he thinks it is “ occasional” 
and “isolated.” Are 60,000 “ occasional” and “ isolated?” 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to ask the Senator a question for in- 
formation. He said there are 60,000 children in the cotton mills 
of the South. I want to know what proportion that bears to 
the total number of employees? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There have been various statements made 
as to the fact, and I shall produce, before I get through the 
evidence in this case, a clipping from a paper in North Caro- 
lina, which gives the statement, I think, of the president of the 
Cotton Association, to the effect that 75 per cent of the opera- 
tives were children. z 

Mr. CARMACK. Under 14 years of age? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yiéld. 

Mr. BACON. I will not interrupt the Senator any further. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right; go on. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator in reply to the suggestion as to 
the efficacy of the Georgia law made a statement as to the 
number of children under age in the South who are now em- 
ployed in the mills. I should like to ask the Senator, as he 
seems to have exhaustively studied the question, if he is pre- 
pared to state how many children in Georgia under 12 years of 
age or under 14 years of age are to-day employed in the mills? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer the Senator even more di- 
rectly than that. I will state that under the new law, which 
went into effect this very year, there had been applications for 
the employment of children up to last week in the county clerk’s 
office—I believe it is in Atlanta, or whichever is the greatest 
city in your State—for 3,000 children, just as there were in 
Maryland applications since the new law went into effect there 
for 11,000 children, 1,200 of which were affected, although the 
census shows there were only 5,000 children of that age at 
work after the law went into effect on the first of the year; 
and I shall present it. There have been applications for more 
than 3,000. 

Mr. BACON. How many of the applications haye been granted? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All were granted. 

Mr. BACON. Has the Senator any evidence that they were 
all granted? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir. There is no factory inspection 
in your State. I will further say to the Senator that any of 
the cotton manufacturers down there with whom the Senator 
is on friendly terms will tell him that the law is not worth, 
so far as standing in the way of the employment of children is 
concerned, the paper on which it is written. I have had the 
statement made to me that it was just precisely the kind of 
law they wanted. If the Senator wants to defend some por- 
tion of his case—I believe he is on the subcommittee which is to 
pass upon the question as to whether or not we can do anything 
with this bill—I advise him not to take that phase of it. 

I will come to the exact statement about those 3,000. I do not 
want to disarrange my papers or I would try to fish it up now. 
At present I will continue the testimony : 


ANOTHER MILL. 


Passing n unnoticed through the spinning rooms I 


ques- 
tioned the children at will. Thirty of those 


o whom I spoke gaye 


their ages as under 12. z 
That is “occasional” and “ isolated ”—thirty in one mill. 


There were none younger than 9, but man 
been five years at work. The 
with nervous energy and determ 
that had In it a ray of hope, yet I heard never a murmur of complaint 
nor an exclamation of impatience or reyolt. 


of those 11 and 12 had 
worked with a mechanical activity, 
tion, and though I saw not one face 
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Over and over again, as I talked with the children, I tried to join 
the broken threads of the spools onto the whirling bobbins. Missing 
the “roller” nine times out of ten, and letting thus the “ sliver’ 
accumulate in soft, vaporous clouds, I caused some amusement among 
my youthful instructors. 

As far as light and air and new machinery were concerned, the con- 
ditions in the mill seemed to be irreproachable. However, though light 
and air may, in a nursery, prove adequate requisites, in a factory which 
works its employees mercilessly R contribute only to prolonging for 
a brief space the slow death” of the child hands. 


Here is another—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr, BEVERIDGE. Certainly.- 

Mr. BACON. I hate to interrupt the Senator, but then the 
Senator's statements, as I say, go out to the world, and the con- 
dition that he speaks of as being one that renders absolutely 
worthless the Georgia law, under which a large number of ap- 
plications have been made, I want to just read one single sen- 
tence from the Georgia lav 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go ahead; read it. 

Mr. BACON. Showing that the condition to which he refers 
must terminate on the Ist day of January, 1908. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Les; it is since the 1st day of January 
that applications have been måde. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. Section 3 of the Georgia statute is as- 
follows: x 

Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That on and after 
January 1, 1908, no child under 14 years of age shall be employed or 
allowed to labor in or about any factory or manufacturing establishment 
within this State between the hours of 7 p. m. and 6 a. m. 

So that so far as night work is concerned, it is absolutely ex- 
cluded and prohibited. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What the Senator reads is a good deal as 
though we should pass this kind of a law: “Be it enacted by the 
Senate and House of Representatives, That men shall be good.” 

You have no factory inspection; you have no way of enforcing 
your law; you have no way of properly determining the ages of 
children, and your law is not enforced. 

Mr. BACON. It is made a penal offense to violate its pro- 
visions. It can be enforced that way. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly, it is made a penal offense; but 
who is to inform and who is to find out? Has there been any 
prosecution thus far? No; there has been no prosecution thus 
far, and it is getting along in the year, too. ’ 


“DON’T KNOW HOW TO PLAY.” 


Here is another: 


There was in this busy mill an unusual freedom, a surprising in- 
difference to the intrusion of an outsider upon its precincts. I took 
advantage of it, and lingered to talk with a girl who had followed me 
out of the spinning room onto the stairs, Her eyes reflected the 
misery and insufficiency to which she had too soon been accustomed. 

s Have you been long at work?” I asked her. 

“Yes, four years. I'm 15 now. I come in when I wuz eleavun.“ 

I am going to pass rapidly through this because I want to 
get to the legal part of the argument, but I must read this to 
the Senator. Let us see where it is from? In one of the 
Southern mill towns— 

Up in a back yard in Avenue B I found a group of children who be- 
longed in the factory rightly, but who were not at work for the same 
reasons that big hands are “not at work; some were ill, some were 
discontented. ‘hey made a pitiful group: Ghastly was their pallor 
in the broad daylight, and thetic their childish efforts to amuse 
scrote a This bruised and limping detachment of the child-labor 

ttaliom 

“What are you playing?” I asked. 

A tall boy of 10 or 12, with an uncertain hip which seemed to give 
under him at every step, answered sheepishly : 

“We don’t know how to play.” 

There, Mr. President, are two evidences that investigators 
found children that did not know how to play and did not know 
what they were playing. 

“Why aren't you at work?" This was a more suggestive question. 

“I got struck in the cardin’ room.” He touched his hip. “I am 
only taking a day off.” 

That boy was 11 years of age. Here was another case: 

The first joint of his thumb was gone— 

And I want to say to the Senator from Georgia and to all Sen- 
ators and to the whole country that I can produce evidence, if 
necessary, that it is not uncommon among the mill children of 
the South for them to be without one and two fingers, and some- 
times two fingers and a thumb, and that, too, before they are 10 
years old. 

“ How did you lose that? I queried— 

Meaning his thumb— : 


“ Cardin’,” he answered in his mild, aged manner. “I haye been over 
a year't the mill.” 

„How old are you?” 

Ten.“ 


So he lost his thumb at 9. 


“Are there any boys as young as you are in the mill?” 

“Heaps of em younger,” he affirmed; and then, lest I get an exag- 
gerate Impression, he corrected : 

There's none younger'n 8 years old.” 

“Do vou like to work?” I went on. 

There was a lassitude about his whole tiny person, yet his response 
was nevertheless resolute. 

“I like work better'n doin’ nothin’.” 

“Wouldn't you like to go to school?” 

“I never have been to school,” he said, “but I'd love that better'n 
anything.” 


I should like the attention of the Senator from Georgia to 
this. This is from the article of Mrs. Van Vorst: 


Determined, as was my declared intention from the beginning, to re- 
late only what I myself saw and heard, I have in writing these ac- 
counts kept to the truth in every detail. Yet I doubt whether these 
simple descriptions have conveyed vividly enough the impression of 
misery, of hopelessness, of weariness, and depletion given by the chil- 
dren who toil, to one who considers them from the human PoE of view, 
and not merely as the inconveniences of a “ necessary evil.” 

* * . + * * 


WHAT MILL SUPERINTENDENT SAID. 


So far the intervention of the police“ throughout Georgia and 
Alabama has been but nominal. In such mill villages as Pell City, 
Lindale, Alabama City, and West Huntsville, where the corporation“ 
owns the land, the buildings on it, the schools, the church, there the 
corporation practically makes the only laws applied, and applies them 
according to its fancy. The nature of this corporation is in no wise 
different from that of the feudal baron, and were it not for the love of 
freedom, which, because they are Americans, actuates even the most 
forlorn specimens of the cotton mill and causes them, in frequent out- 
bursts of revolt, to be ever on the move, changing one slave master for 
another—were it not for this spirit of independence shown on the part 
of the laborers, the abuses perpetrated in the corporation“ villages 
would resemble nothing so much as the oppression of the people by the 
grand seigneurs of the Middle Ages; that same oppression which, 
weighing too long time and too heavily, brought about at last a 
vengeance so bloodthirsty and so appalling that the slothful patrons, 
quaking in prison, dubbed it the “ Reign of Terror,” and history gaye 
it the more dignified appellation of “ the great revolution.” 

Nothing could be clearer than the statement regarding child labor 
made to me by one of the mill agents in Alabama: 

“If the parents swear falsely about the ages of their children, what 
are we to do? We are here, first of all, to make money.” 3 

And a more humane superintendent, who had been for years in the 
mills near Huntsville, put the case in this way: 

„No one would want to have children, but you can't get the big help, 
and if you won't take the children the parents won't stay; and when 
they swear, what are you going to do? There should be compulsory 
school education. The law now is a dead letter.” 


That, I will say to the Senator from Georgia, is a statement 
of a mill owner himself, and the same statement has personally 
been made to me by a mill owner of Georgia concerning the re- 
cent law that was passed there. 


THE EVIL NATIONAL. 


Mrs. Van Vorst continues: 


The question of child labor is not confined to any one section of the 
country; it is national; and in the South it is native, one may say, 
owing to the absence as yet of all foreign element in the laboring popu- 
lation. 

It is native—that is, it is American—children that are being 
ruined in the South. Let the Senator from Georgia think of 
that. 

Now I send to the Secretary’s desk and ask to have read an 
affidavit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Personally appeared before me this 22d day of January, 1907, Elbert 
Hubbard, to me known, and made affidavit as follows: I reside at East 
Aurora, N. Y., and am president and manager of the.Roycrofters Cor- 
poration, said corporation employing about 500 workers. I haye been 
a day laborer, a factory foreman, and for ten years was superintendent 
of the Larkin Soap Company, of Buffalo, N. Y. I am familiar with 
labor conditions in many States and countries. My article on child 
labor, which was printed in The Philistine Magazine for- May, 1902. 
was written after personally Syme | various cotton mills In six different 
States, and the facts therein stated are substantially true and correct, 
and still exist. 


ELBERT HUBBARD. 

Sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 

[sean] CHAS. S. WRIGHT, 

Notary Public for and in Eric County, N. Y. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is dated last week. He says he 
has become familiar with labor conditions, and he wrote from 
personal investigation the article which I am going to read. 
Note that Mr. Hubbard says that what I shall now read is true 
to-day. 

Mr. KEAN. It was written in 1902. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In 1902, but there has been no change in 
the law down in South Carolina about which this article was 
written. Hubbard says it is all true now. I haye not per- 
sonally investigated, but men and women who have make oath 
to those statements. If the Senator thinks this evil is not 
greater than it was when this article was written I shall prove 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


by a large number of affidavits, which I am going to have read 
in a moment, that it is worse. 

I want to read here—and while I am taking a great deal of 
time to present the evidence in this case, I can tell Senators 
that it is only the beginning of the evidence that is at my dis- 
posal, and that, if this debate proceeds much longer and if it is 
required, much more evidence and many more statements, all 
susceptible of proof in court, will be produced whenever it is 
desired. 

CHILD LABOR IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Says Mr. Hubbard, under oath, mind you: 


The infant factory slaves of South Carolina can never develop into 
men and women. ‘There are no mortality statistics; the mill owners 
baffle all attempts of the outside pe to get at the facts, but my 
opinion is that in many mills death sets the little prisoner free inside 
of four years. 

Beyond that he can not hope to live, and this opinion is derived from 
careful observation and interviews with several skilled and experienced 
. who practice in the vicinity of the mills. 

oys and girls from the age of 6 yas and upwards are employed. 
They usually work from 6 o'clock in the morning until 7 at night. For 
four months of the year they go to work before daylight and they work 
until after dark. 

At noon / saw them squat on the floor and devour their food, which 
consisted mostly of corn bread and bacon. These weazened pigmies 
munched in silence and then toppled over in sleep on the floor in all 
the abandon of babyhood. Very few wore shoes and stockings; dozens 
of littie girls of, say, 7 years of age wore only one garment, a linsey- 
woolsey dress. When it came time to go to work the foreman marched 
through the groups, shaking the sleepers, shouting in their ears, lifting 
them to their feet, and in a few instances kicking the delinquents Into 
wakefulness. 8 

The long afternoon had begun —from a quarter to 1 until 7 o'clock 
they worked without respite or rest. 

These toddlers 7 saw, for the most 8 did but one thing— they 
vances the flying spindles on a frame 20 feet long and tied the broken 

ads. 


That reminds me of what I read to the Senate—but not many 
Senators heard it, for somehow they do not seem to care to listen 
to this evidence—concerning the silk girl of the Pennsylvania 
mill, who watched the thread and its play until at night she 
could not sleep for seeing the threads that seemed to burn into 
her eyeballs. 

Of course it is not so interesting, I suppose, to learn about the 
murder of these children as it is to hear an academic discus- 


sion about artificial “rights” of artificial things, or a “ consti- 
tutional” discussion on the law. I will say to the Senator 
from Georgia that I will come to that in due season, but not 
until the facts have been laid before the country. So, again to 
the evidence. Mr. Hubbard goes on: 


They could not sit at their tasks. Back and forward they paced, 
watching with inanimate, dull look the at Sa spindles. The roar of the 
machinery drowned every other sound ack and forth paced the baby 
toilers in their bare feet and mended the broken threads. Two, three, 
or four threads would break before they could control the 20 feet— 
the threads were always breaking. 

The noise and the constant looking at the flying wheels reduce nerv- 
ous sensation in a few months to the minimum. The child does not 
think; he ceases to suffer. 

* $ $ s$ s $ + 

He does his work like an automaton; he is a part of the roaring 
machinery; memory is seared; physical vitality is at such low ebb that 
he ceases to suffer. Nature puts a short limit on torture by sending 
insensibility. If you suffer * è it is a sure sign you are alive. 

ė s * & s * * 

At a certain night school where several good women were putting 
forth efforts to mitigate the condition of these baby slaves, one of the 
teachers told me that they did not try to teach the children to read; 
they simply put forth an effort to arouse the spirit through pictures 
and telling stories. In this school J saw the sad spectacle of half the 
class—of a dozen or more—sunk into sleep that more resembled a 
stupor. The teacher was a fine, competent woman, but worn-out nature 
was too much for her. To teach you must make your appeal to life. 

+ s 2 = e > $ 

The reason that thought flags and stupor takes possession of the 
child who works at one task for eleren hours a day is through the fact 
that he does not express himself. We grow through expression, and 
expression, which is exercise, is necessary to life. The child in the 
mill never talks to anyone—even if the rules did not forbid it, the roar 
of the machinery would make it impossible. All orders are carried out 
in pantomime, emphasized by pokes, punches, pinches, shakes, and kicks, 
This — — Slave loses all relationship with his fellows and the world 
about him. 


Then he describes some of the other children he met, and here 
is an instance he gives. I want to say to the Senator from 
Georgia, about this evil being sporadic, that if I had given a 
large number of figures it would have been said there is no 
inhumanity in that. It is a good thing for children to work, 
we hear. “I worked,” one Senator says, “and I have suc- 
ceeded,” etc. 

So I have given specific instances, which I stated at the 
beginning of this speech were typical, because I wanted to 
_place the finger on definite cases, at definite places, and just 
what a child 6 years old working twelve hours a day does, 
and what such labor means. That is the reason I have read 
these descriptions that shock the Senator and will shock the 
country. s 


He says—and 


Mr. Hubbard grows specific and particular. 
under oath, don’t forget that: 


I thought to lift one of the little toilers to ascertain his weight. 
Straightway through his 35 pounds of skin and bones there ran a 
tremor of fear, and he struggled forward to tie a broken thread. I 
attracted his attention by a touch and offered him a silver dime. He 
looked at me dumbly, from a face that might have belonged to a man 
of 60, so furrowed, tightly drawn, and full of pain it was. 


That sounds precisely like the description that Durland gives, 
that Roberts gives, that Spargo gives, and that Mrs. Kelley 
gives, that Mrs. Van Vorst gives, that Miss Ashley gives. Can 
it be that all these men and women, as high grade as any in this 
country, have made a mistake, haye told an untruth, and then 
made affidavit to it? 

They say these are typical and not occasional. But of course 
all these people, who probably never saw one another, and who 
investigated independently, agreed in some mysterious way, 
some psychical way, to tell the same lie, and then, acting sep- 
arately, have the audacity to swear to that lie. So Mr. Hubbard 
goes on: 


He did not reach for the money. He did not know what it was. I 
tried to stroke his head and caress his cheek. My smile of friendship 
meant nothing to him. He shrank from my touch as though he ex- 

ted punishment. A caress was unknown to this child, sympathy 

ad never been his portion, and the love of 2 mother, who only a short 
time before held him in her arms, had all been forgotten in the whir 
of wheels and the awful silence of a din that knows no respite. 

There were dozens of just such children in this particular mill. 


It was not “isolated” in that instance, as the Senator from 
Georgia says. But, of course, all this is false—how could it 
be true of “our best people,” who are the mill owners, accord- 
ing to the Senator from Georgia? 


A physician who was with me said that they would all be dead prob- 
one in two years and their places filled with others. There were 
plenty more. 


And a manufacturer in my own town voiced the spirit that 
animates most men who take a position like the head of this 
mill took. He said,“ We are a prolific race. If they die there 
will be plenty more.” But, Mr. President, think as you like, I 
say that is not the way we are going to conduct the American 
Republic from this time forward. 

Mr. President, I intend to read no more upon this particular 
point, because I see it is already getting late. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

THE OUTRAGE A NATIONAL, NOT A SECTIONAL, ONE. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will not omit to put into 
the Recorp any well-authenticated statements from respectable 
and honest people that will bear upon this evil. Every thought- 
ful man recognizes it as a very great evil, and I will go as far 
as any man in trying to stamp it out in a legitimate and consti- 
tutional way. I hope the Senator will not omit, as I said a 
while ago, to get all well-authenticated facts into the RECORD, 
so that we may have ammunition with which to begin crusades 
at home to keep our legislatures from being influenced by 
northern millionaires who haye gone down there and built mills 
and made industrial slaves out of white children instead of 
the chattel black slaves of the old days. I will join the Senator 
if he can show me how to do it here constitutionally. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the observation the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] has just made beyond 
a doubt is to a certain extent correct. There is northern money 
in South Carolina; and God help South Carolina if there was 
not northern money there. [Applause in the galleries.] 

1 want to add one further suggestion on that point. 

Elbert Hubbard has been quoted in this discussion. I think 
his statement was not read in full. I sometimes read the ful- 
minations of that very versatile man, and I recall very dis- 
tinctly that in one of Elbert Hubbard’s articles he stated that 
the parents in the South demanded that the children should 
work in the mills, and that they were infinitely more to blame 
than the men who furnished the capital to run the mills. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is well for us to put that fact in 
the Recor as well as the fact the Senator from South Carolin: 
suggested. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In just a moment. I want to say that 
my study of this question, which has been somewhat careful, 
confirms that; but the infamy of the murder of children is not to 
be excused on account of the infamy of parents who are willing 
to see them work. There is no question about that. The mill 
owner, however, ought not to satisfy his conscience by what he 
knows to be a perjured certificate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I will allow you. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. I know there are fathers and mothers in 
South Carolina as well as there are elsewhere who to my mind 
occupy the relation toward their children of cannibals, who 
force them to get up before day and go to work, while they, 
especially the father, sit around and loaf and live off their 
children’s labor. But I do not see the force of the sneer of the 
Senator from New Hampshire in saying God help South Caro- 
lina if there was no northern money there. I will say to that 
Senator that rather than have northern money go there and 
exercise its Jobbying influences through the instrumentalities 
of mill presidents and directors and others who go to the legis- 
lature and maneuver and manipulate and manage to keep 
proper child-labor laws from being enacted, I wish that he and 

all others who can keep northern money away would keep it 
away from the State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not going to take up any more 
time—and it is purely a question of time—in presenting testi- 
mony. I have not produced half that I have at hand, and cer- 
tainly I presented enough in my half to show to the Senate and 
to the country the widespread nature of this evil. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask the Senator not to omit anything that 
is well authenticated and honest. Publish it all in a document. 
so that we can have it to circulate among the good men and 
women of the South and help us to organize a crusade to stop 
this hellishness. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said that before. I am go- 
ing to publish it so that the American people can tell the Ameri- 
can Congress to pass a law that will stop it now in South 
Carolina, Pennsylvania, and everywhere else, and I am going to 
ask the Senator to vote for such a law, if I can show him by 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States that 
such a law- would be constitutional. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I shall listen to the Senator with great in- 
terest when he comes to the constitutional argument, but until 
he convinces me and other Senators that the power of Congress 
under the interstate-commerce clause reaches to a matter like 
this I think he will find great difficulty in passing such a law 
through this body, because there are others who, like myself, be- 
lieve that Congress has nothing to do with the police regulations 
of the States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will undertake to prove that to the Sen- 
ator, unless he is in the condition of a man who “convinced 
against his will is of the same opinion still.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will listen. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has expressed his opinion 
upon the constitutionality of this proposed law. Has the Sena- 
tor read the decisions of the Supreme Court upon this question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And yet you have an opinion upon it, 
which it will be difficult for me to change, and I haye read those 
decisions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But I have a very strong opinion, based on 
general common sense—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, well. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That the Constitution reserves to the States 
the police power, and that the matter of dealing with the health 
and morals of the people is a police regulation and outside the 
jurisdiction of Congress. If the Senator thinks he can convince 
me that I am wrong, I will listen to his argument. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will attempt to do that when I come to 
it. I am not going to produce any more of these statements. I 
have here marked statements as to its effect upon health, as to 
the effect upon the morals, as to its effect upon degeneracy, and 
all that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Print it as a document, if you please. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am going to print it in my speech. I 
am much obliged to the Senator. I ask leave, Mr. President, to 
haye printed as a part of my speech these extracts which I in- 
tended to read. It will simply save time. I have a vast deal of 
other testimony which I will produce on another phase of this 
subject. 

Sane VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
grant 

(The matter referred to appears in subsequent parts of Mr. 
BEVERIDGE’s remarks under appropriate headings.) 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator has spoken of conditions in 
various States, and he referred to the law in Tennessee as being 
an admirable law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. Has the Senator any information that that 
law is defective in its operation? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Allow me to say to the Senator from Tennes- 
see that we can not hear him. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to state that so far as one State is 
br nai no Federal legislation is needed to bring about this 
reform. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will show the Senator that it is, and I 
will now tell him why. 

Mr. CARMACK. Not so far as Tennessee is concerned. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; and I will show the Senator why. 
when I come to the point, which will be in a moment, if he will 
let me proceed in orderly fashion with my argument. I want 
to call the Senator's attention to a fact, and he can think about 
it, so as to be able to interrupt me when I come to it. I want 
to say to the Senator and all Senators that I am only too de- 
lighted to give way at any time to any Senator for a question 
upon any point. I am as earnest about this matter, I think, 
as he can be, and if at any point I am wrong on a question of 
fact or a question of law I want to be interrupted. I want to 
say to the Senator, so that he can be thinking about it 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think he is any more ear- 
nest in the discussion of child labor than the remainder of his 
colleagues? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I think a good deal more earnest, 

Mr. SPOONER. I doubt the Senator's accuracy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think I am—a good deal more. I have 
been earnest enough to spend nights and days and weeks and 
months in accumulating testimony. I have been earnest enough 
to appeal to the American people all over this country during 
the last campaign, from as far west as Nebraska to as far east 
as Maine. Has the Senator done as much? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator mistakes zeal for earnestness. 
That he is very zealous we undoubtedly know, but I deny that 
he is more earnest than I am and than all other Senators are. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator give the distinction be- 
tween “ zeal” and “ earnestness?’ Of course I can not yield to 
the Senator to indulge in any refinements as to the meaning of 
words. We both know that good and bad State laws make busi- 
ness inequality. 

I want to say to the Senator from Tennessee what I was 
going to say when the Senator from Wisconsin interrupted me. 
The manufacturers of the Senator's own State haye by the 
very righteousness of your State laws been put at a commer- 
cial disadvantage with the manufacturers of Georgia, Alabama, 
South and North Carolina, because the manufacturers of your 
State can not longer employ cheap labor. They can not longer 
make the blood of children into gold, and that can be done by 
eyery manufacturer in these other States. 

That is the trouble with the whole thing. I shall submit in a 
moment, when I come to present that particular question, the 
affidavit of a man who testifies to having been on a train that 
was carrying a “shipment” of children from Tennessee, where 
they can not be worked, to the cotton mills of other Southern 
States, where they can be worked. 

Mr. President, we have seen that the evil exists. We have 
seen that it is not “isolated,” as the Senator from Georgia 
says. We have examined instances which are typical, which 
are not two, five, six, ten, a dozen, a hundred, but thousands. 
We have all this given to us by men and women who haye made 
oath that they themselves personally investigated the facts. 

EFFECT OF CHILD LABOR ON HEALTH. 

Now, what does it mean? In the first place, Mr. President, I 
haye read one or two statements, under oath, that it means the 
literal death of these children. I have here, and shall put into 
the Recorp, abundant statements that it means the physical 
ruin, the mental and moral ruin, of these children themselves 
who are now being worked. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is an 
able physician, and he knows, as every other physician knows, 
the result of nervous exhaustion on a child put to work at from 
6 or 8 years of age and kept at work for twelve hours a day 
amid the whirl of flying machinery or the terrors of coal 
breakers. If they live through it, they are permanently ruined 
in body and mind and soul. That is a mere physical fact. 

I wish here at this point in my remarks to insert statements 
and affidavits of physicians; also statements of other investi- 
gators from whom I have already read on other phases of this 
evil. 

DOCTOR FREIBERG’S OPINION. . 

First, I will present the views of Dr. Albert H. Freiberg, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, whose name is familiar to the profession 
throughout the country. I here send to the Clerk's desk and 
ask to have read Dr. Freiberg's affidavit. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
granted. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
CINCINNATI, January 21, 1907. 
Hon. Senator ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C. > 


Dear Sin: I wish to certify to you certain facts regarding a nE er 
which I read before the recent meeting of the National Child Labor 
Committee in Cincinnati December 14, 1906. The paper was „entitled 
“Some of the ultimate physical effects of premature toil. This 
paner embodies the result of my experience with children of the work- 
ng classes during thirteen years of professional experience devoted 
oe, to the specialty of orthopedic surgery. This concerns 
tself with the deformities of the human body, both congenital and ac- 
eres The statements made therein were made bona fide and are true 
o the best of my knowledge and belief. 

During the period above referred to I have occupied a number of 
hospital positions in this city as orthopedic surgeon. At present I 
am orthopedic surgeon to the Cincinnati Hospital and to the Jewish 
Hospital of Cincinnati. I am also 5 of orthopedic surgery in 
the University of Cincinnati (medical department) and am also a fellow 
of the American Orthopedic Association. 

1 therefore confirm under oath the belief that the statements made in 
the paper before mentioned are true and also the belief that they will 
correspond with the experience of others equally well qualified. 

ALBERT H. FREIBERG. 


Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 21st day of 
January, 1907. . 


1 Notary Public, Hamilton County, Ohio. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now I present extracts from Doctor 
Freiberg’s address on “ Some of the ultimate physical effects of 
premature toil: ” 


It may be of interest to call attention to certain effects of a purely 
physical character which professional experience has for years been 
accustomed to look upon as the results of environment and occupation, 
and especially when considered with reference to the physical pecul- 
larities of the child between the ages of 10 and 16 years. In doing this, 
effort will be made to avoid that which is purely technical, but also 
that which is in any way still a matter of supposition rather than 
observation, and therefore not generally accepted. 

The rôle of the play hours in the development of the young child, 
his innate desire for physical 8 and especially in the open, are 
well recognized by all laymen, and there are few indeed who will not 
acknowledge how important these are in promoting the formative 
processes which are at this time of life actively going on. The state- 
ment that this natural desire for movement and exercise can not be 
balked in the child § to 10 years of age, without damage to his physical 
progress, will meet with little protest, and for the present discussion 
this is of minor importance, since by far the greater number of chil- 
dren at work have at least passed their tenth year, and since no State, 
whose statutes do not ignore the question altogether, has ventured to 
place the limit for work below this. 

When the child arrives at its twelfth year, however, it enters a 

riod which, lasting until its seventeenth year as a rule, is character- 

not only by those changes of disposition, of mind and soul, of body 
and appearance. embraced by the term “puberty,” but a period also 
during which the body experiences its most rapa growth in length. 
As the bones grow longer, at this rapid rate, the muscles controlling 
these bones must grow longer with them. The muscles must, however, 
increase not only in length but in volume if their strength Is to be 
roportionate to the ever-increasing demands made upon them. That 
Pats increase of volume, therefore, of strength, is dependent upon exer- 
cise, is common knowledge; that lack of use causes wasting ‘and there- 
fore weakening of muscle is no less so. 

It is likewise well known that excessive exercise of certain muscles 
will result not in increase of strength but in degeneration and weak- 
ening. and that there is no surer way of inducing great fatigue than 
by using the same set of muscles for a long time without change, thus 
giving no opportunity for what is called rest, but what is really the 
replenishing of muscle material which has been consumed. 

t us now apply these statements in practice: To the case of a 
girl feeding material to a machine and sitting in one position for hours 
at a time, in the case of a boy handling small articles of manufacture, 
haying, perhaps, nothing more to do than to remove them from one 
machine to another close by, or to B in the standing position, 
a set of movements with rapidity, but involving no test of strength 
whatever. Such work commonly develops quickness of eye and dexter- 
ity of fingers. It is certainly not looked upon as involving physical 
strain of any account. 

Here lies the fallacy. Standing and sitting are looked upon as pas- 
sive and involying no great muscular action. If this were true, why 
should we then tire so much more easily from standing than from 
walking, since this apparently rogues much more use of the muscles? 
Why so much more easily from holding a weight continuously in one 
position than from moying it in various directions? 

As a matter of fact, standing and sitting are possible only by active 
muscular work, and, when prolonged, have connected with them the dis- 
advantage of permitting but little change of activity to other muscles. 
It can not be surprising to learn, therefore, that under these circum- 
stances the tissues yield under unrelieved strain; that the leg and 
trunk muscles become excessively fatigued and thus compel the assump- 
tion, for relief, of faulty postures and attitudes which can at first be 
voluntarily departed from, but which finally take the place of the nor- 
mal and leave the child more or less permanently deformed. Thus it 
is that. even before the advent of modern factory employment, certain 
deformities were recognized as being associated with certain occupa- 
tions; the expression “baker's legs,” for example, will be found in 
surgical treatises written many years ago. 

The argument that the labor performed by the child is not hard is 
therefore only a specious one. Keeping a growing individual at an oc- 
cupation, for ten hours daily, which involves the use of only a limited 
set of muscles, when he is at an age when nature prompts running and 
jumping, deprives him of the need for deep breathing, and therefore 
expansion of the chest, which these bring with them, and of the stimu- 
lus to the blood circulation which, although often harmful to the man 
past middle age, is of the greatest value to the developing organism, 

However desirable it may be to preserve the normal form and sym- 
metry of the human body, that it may be agreeable to look upon, there 
is underlying this a factor of greater import to humanity than mere 
personal vanity. ‘This is the economic factor which takes into account 


Without objection, permission is 
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the future of the individual, after the period of immaturity has passed 
and the child has become the citizen and has assumed the responsi- 
bilities of parentage. . . i 

Whatever can be shown to now permanently impair e 
capacity or to interfere with the performance of family duties, or in- 
deed to shorten the tenure of life, will be acknowledged by all to be of 
prime importance. I shall not refer to such conditions as general 
weakness or diminished chest opacity and the tendency to a re dis- 
ease in consequence thereof, but rather to certain definite deformities 
which I have had frequent opportunity for observing, both in process 
of formation and in their final results. 

For the present the various occupations of toiling children may be 
grouped according as the work is done in 5 or sitting position. 
In general—and there are, of course, mang exceptions—boy’s work re- 
quires standing and girl's work sitting. t may also be said, in the 
same general way, that the work which the boy does standing is an 
apprenticeship for work which the man also does, as a journeyman, in 
the standing position. 

This is correspondingly true of girl's work. Standing occupations 
naturally involve the feet and legs in greatest strain, and more es- 
pecially the feet. In consequence we see developing, during the adoles- 
cent years, that condition known as “weak and flat foot.” This fre- 
quently occurs in the adult also from causes of similar nature, but only 
too frequently the result of conditions and weakening which must be 
attributed to the period of active growth. ‘The deformity acquired in 
adult years, though it may be disabling and painful in high degree, but 
rarely assumes the severe form so frequently seen in the later period of 
adolescence as a sad testimony of the child's . 

Commonly, the foot loses its strength and shape gradually; so that 
at this time but little notice is taken of it. Later, when the child has 
become the father and the necessity for continuous empio ment is 
apparent, the feet only too frequently become so painful that long 
abstention from work is imperative, and it oo 1 not rarely that an 
entire change of employment can not be avo . Thus are lost the 
skill and aptitude acquired during the period of prematurity, for while 
medical science can do much for these unfortunates, they are often 
debarred from continuing in trades requiring constant standing. 

Frequently upon coming under medical care the condition is such that 
nothing short of a long stay in hospital will prove availing, and this 
means loss of income if not loss of independence for a greater or less 
period. I doubt whether it is generally realized how frequently such 
conditions are met as those to which I have just referred. While origi- 
nally uttered in a somewhat different sense. the saying seems here most 
3 that the boy without play is the father without a job.” 

When the one weekly holiday comes the accumulated fatigue of the 
week's standing is apt to be so great that only the exceptionally robust 
have the desire for outdoor exercise left in them. ‘The day is therefore 
only too often used for repose of the body, which, while furnishing relief 
to the excessively fatigued muscles, does nothing for the remainder of 
the organism, which would otherwise inyite active movement in the 
open air. 

‘Turning now to the girl in the sitting occupation, I would attract 
your attention to the frequent occurrence of curvature of the spine, 
spoken of as “lateral curvature.” This deformity is often seen in 
school children and even in those leading luxurious lives. It betokens 
a weakness of fiber and a need for physical culture, which is, however, 
to be controlled by proper treatment. When this is within reach, the 
progress of the deformity Is checked so that it does not become a menace 
to health, and it is objectionable chiefly as constituting an msthetie 
defect which the skillful dresmaker is usually able to conceal. 

Were this, however, the extent of the damage done to the organism 
by lateral curvature, I should have nothing to say of it In this place. 
It becomes of importance in this connection, however, because It is so 
5 seen in girls who have been e: in sitting occupations 
during the developmental period and because in them it assumes not only 
the réle of a deformity of most severe type, not simply a most unfortu- 
nate disfigurement, but also because it now constitutes a very serious 
menace to health and the attainment of longevity of even average de- 


gree. 

I shall not discuss the deformity in detail except to say that when 
assuming the severe grades under discussion it effects reach far be- 
pone the spine itself, which bends not ampi to one side or the other, 
put is always markedly twisted on its vertical axis also, In this twist 
the chest participates fully, so that not only is its power of expansion 
greatly interfered with, but its capacity is reduced and much crowding 
ano „ of the vital organs contained within can be deter- 
mined. 

Small wonder, then, that such severe degree of lateral 
adds greatly to the likelihood of developing pulmonary consumption, 
and that the heart can not be thus pus aside with impunity. It 
has been ascertained that, for these reasons, the duration of life of 
individuals with severe lateral curvature is far below the average. 
The remoter effect of the deformity upon the pelvis of the girl I need 
only mention to the extent of saying that here, too, a distortion and 
diminution of normal capacity frequently results, so that this has al- 
ways been recognized by medical men as of potentially serious infiuence 
upon the maternal function. 

In conclusion, it is to be said that these deformities are by no means 
confined exelusively to the one sex or the other; neither is it to be 
interpreted that they occur In every child who works, or even in the 
greater number. It is asserted, however, that these deformities in 
the severe forms before referred to are particularly frequent among 
toiling children or those who have toiled as children, 

That the unfavorable influences of premature toil are only too often 
augmented by unfortunate home influences, by dwellings that are unfit, 
by insufficient and improper food, does not alter the case. I have 
aimed to speak of these deformities in particular because of their 
serious nature and because I have had abundant opportunity for ob- 
serving them. On the other hand, it is not to be overlooked that 
these are by no means the only, or even the most common, evidences 
of physical deterioration to be observed among working children. 


SPARGO ON RUIN OF HEALTH. ‘ 
As to the effect of this work on health, here is the testimony, 
all supported by the affidavits already given, by Spargo, in his 
Bitter Cry of the Children, on pages 175-178: 


It is a sorry but indisputable fact that where children are employed . 
the most unhealthful work is generally given them. In the spinning 
and carding rooms of cotton and woolen mills, where large upnmbers 
oe See are employed, clouds of lint dust fill the lungs and menace 

e health. 

The children have often a distressing cough, caused by the irrita- 
tion of the throat, and many are hoarse from the same cause. 


curyature 
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In bottle factories and other branches of glass manufacture the at- 


mosphere is constantly charged with microscopic particles of glass. 
In the woodworking industries, such as the manufacture of chea 
furniture and wooden boxes and packing cases, the air is laden wit 


fine sawdust. 

Children employed in soap and soap- der factories work, many of 
them, in clouds of alkaline dust, which mes the eyelids and nostrils. 

Boys empleo. in filling boxes of soap powder work all day long 
with handkerchiefs tied over their mouths. 

In the coal mines the breaker boys breathe air that is heavy and 
thick with particles of coal, and their lungs become black in conse- 
quence. 

In the manufacture of felt hats little girls are often employed at 
the machines which tear the fur from the skins of rabbits and other 
animals. Recently I stood and watched a young girl working at such 
a machine. She wore a newspaper pinned over her head and a handker- 
omer tied over her mouth. 

She was white with dust gon head to feet, and when she stooped 
to pick anything from the floor the dust would fall from her paper 
head-covering in little heaps. 

About 7 feet from the mouth of the machine was a window throu 
which poured thick volumes of dust as it was belched gut from the 
machine. I placed a sheet of paper on the inner sill of the window 
mom twenty minutes it was covered with a layer of fine dust half an 


ep. 

Yet that girl works midway between the window and the machine, 
in the very center of the volume of dust, sizty hours a week. 

These are a few of the occupations in which the dangers arise from 
the forced inhalation of dust. 

In some occupations, such as silk winding, flax spinning, and various 

rocesses in the manufacture of felt hats, it is necessary, or believed to 

necessary, to keep the atmosphere quite moist. The result of work- 

ing in a close, heated factory, where the air is artificially moistened, 

in summer time can be better imagined than described. So long as 

girls can be kept working, and only a few of them faint, the 

mills are kept going; but when faintings are so many and so fre- 
quent that it does not pay to keep going the mills are closed. 

The children who work in the dye rooms and print shops of textile 
factories and the color rooms of factories where the materials for 
making artificial fowers are manufactured are subject to contact with 
eee dyes, and the results are often terrible. Very frequently 
5 <A are dyed in parts of their bodies as literally as the fabrics are 


t carpet factories in the 
United States, and many children are spare in them. 8 
“drum room,” or pr shop, 


Small boys, 8 Slavs and Hungarians, push the trucks containing 
rom place to place, and pet it all over their clothing- 
s at night literally soaked 


The effects of the 3 of young boys in glass factories, 
especially by night, are 
tant facing of the giare of the furnaces and the red-hot bottles 


The cons 
causes serious injury to the sight; minor accidents from burning are 
common, 

* > > s . * . 


Even more serious than the accidents are those pores disorders 
induced by the conditions of employment. Boys who work at night 
do not as a rule get sufficient or satisfactory rest by day. Very often 
they can not sleep because of the noises made by younger children in 
around the house; more often, perhaps, they prefer to play rather 
than to slee Indeed, most boys seem to prefer at work, for the 
reason that ie gives them the chance to play during the đaytime. 


Then you will find further on that when children like these 
reach the age of 17 and 18 they are utterly exhausted and al- 
most worthless. 


Even where the mothers are careful and solicitous, they find it 

ctically im ible to control boys who are wage-earners and feel 
8 to Independent. This lack of proper rest, added to the 
heat and strain of their work, produces nervous dyspepsia. 

From working in drafty sheds, where piece A are often, as one boy 
said to me in Zanesville, Ohio, “ burning on the side against the fur- 
nace and pretty near freezing on the other.” 

They are frequently subject to rheumatism. Going from the heated 
factories to their homes, often a mile or so distant, perspiring and 
improperly clad, with their vitality at its lowest ebb, they fail ready 
victims to pneumonia and to its heir, the great white plague. 

In almost every instance when I have asked local physicians for 
their experience, they have named these as the commonest physical re- 
sults. f the fearful moral consequences there can be no question. 

The glass blowers themselves realize this, and even more than the 

hyat deterioration, it prevents them from taking their orn chil- 

Seen into the glasshouses. One practically never finds the son of a 

ss blower employed as a “snapper-up”™ or “ carrying-in boy unless 
tue father is dead or incapacitated by reason of sickness. 

“I'd sooner see my boy dead than working here. You might as well 
give a boy to the devil at once as send him to a glass factory,” said 
one blower to me in Glassboro, N. J.; and that is the spirit in which 
most of the men regard the matter. 

DOCTOR ROBERTS ON CHILD LABOR AND HEALTH. 
As to tbe effect on health, Dr. Peter Roberts, in his article on 
Child labor in eastern Pennsylvania“ in the Outlook of Decem- 
ber 17, 1904, volume 78 of Outlook, September-December, 1904, 
on page 984, says: 
Can anyone say what thirteen or 


fourteen hours á day means to 


these young boys and girls? In my investigation I saw two or three 


— little fellow, who was employed in a Pennsylvania carpet e Bd 


of the wrecks. One young girl in her seventeenth year had been earn- 
ing $9 and $10 a week, working from seventy to seventy-five hours. 
She had done it for three years, and is now broken in health and spirits. 

Another girl, 18 years of age, having worked for six years in a silk 
mill, said: “I used to be stout and strong, but now I'm poor enough.” 

Doctor Weaver, of Easton, who has for the last ten years practiced” 
among the operatives of a hosiery. mill which ee lor some 1,200 hands, 
said: “ Giris when they have been in that mill from 12 years of age to 
20 are not much good after.” 

Upon girls of tender FF ioeo the blight of factory life falls heaviest. 
The boy may be stunt or he may grow disproportionately, but the 
Rae upon the mere delicate organism of the female is disastrous and 
cruel. 

Sizty hours a week is more than the average child of tender years 
vation but add another ten hours’ overtime and the pressure works 

usly. 

Dr. Samuel Davies, president of the State board of health of Penn - 
sylvania, said: Factory Is soon wilt, and they ill discharge the 
functions of maternity.” it surprising? 


MISS ASHBY ON CHILD RUIN. 


Miss Irene M. Ashby, in her article on “ Child labor in southern 
cotton mills,” published in the World’s Work, volume 2, pages 
1292-1293, testifies to the result of this labor on the health of 
children in the following words: 


The flying lint often brings on throat and lung trouble, while pneu- 
monia resulting from the sudden change from the hot factory to the 
early morning and the late evening mists is not uncommon. These con- 
ditions tell far more frequently and fatally on the unformed constitu- 
tions of children than on the grown workers, 

In one factory I found a little girl aged 10, in the “ drawing in“ 
room, where individual thread of the warp is drawn through the 
harness“ of e weaving loom. She could earn as much some- 
times as 75 cents a day, though, alas, at the expense of the beautiful 
blue eyes she turned up to me as I spoke to her. 

Jier mother told me that she brought her youngest daughter, aged 
7, into the mill with her, and although urged to allow her to work, there 
being many as small in the mill, she would not allow it. Yet without 
doing any work the child bad lost in weight in a year through con- 
finement in the mill atmosphere. Over and over again I was told that 
the mill was a “ 2. 

“Jf anyone tells you that,” said a superintendent to me with con- 
centrated scorn, he either doesn't know what he's talking about or 
he's telling a downright lie. I've been in the mill since I was 8 years 
old oe „ and I know. We're no charity institution.” 

“What do you do when you are very tired?" I asked a Little girl, 
putting my mouth close to her ear to make myself heard. “I cry,” she 
said, shyly. She would make no reply when I asked her what happened 
then, but another child who had literally poked her head into the con- 
versation, put in tersely, “ The boss tells her to go on with her work.” 


DOCTOR KOBER’S VIEWS. 


Here are extracts from the address of Doctor Kober, of this 
city, on the physical and physiological effects of child labor. 
Doctor Kober says: 


There is one phase of the question which strongly appeals to me, 
and that is the effect of premature and involuntary labor upon the 
health and the rae welfare of the child. 

Physiologists haye long since demonstrated that the muscles of the 
average child attain only at the age of 13 a certain amount of strength 
and capacity for work. Up to this time the muscular fibers contain 
a large per cent of water, and in consequence are very tender and im- 
mature. As a 5 of this imperfect muscular development it 
is not surprising that we should find such a large percentage of chil- 
dren engaged in wor ps, factories, or even at the writing desk or 
the merchant counter develop lateral curvature of the spine and other 
muscular deformities, not to mention their general ess and pre- 


disposition to rickets, tuberculosis, and other pulmonary diseases. All 
of the bad effects are, of course, very much intensified by unsanitary 
environments, especially when these occupations are attended by the 


inhalation of dust, impure air, and injurious gases. 
DOCTOR HARVEY’S SWORN STATEMENT. 


Dr. A. K. P. Harvey, of Washington, who was for years 
coroner and county physician in New Hampshire and Maine, 
makes oath as follows concerning his experience as to child 
labor upon the health: 

UNITED STATES or AMERICA, District of Columbia: 

Personally appeared before, a notary public, A. K, P. Harvey, 

. D., who on oath says: 

That he was for several years coroner and county physician of Straf- 
ford County, N. H., also practicing and city phys cian of Lewiston, 
Me., and that he had large opportunities for the observation of chil- 
dren employed in the cotton mills. That these children are especially 
subject to throat and Jung diseases, prominent among which are 
chronic bronchitis, tuberculosis, and catarrh of the upper air passages, 
and that inflammation of the eyes is common. 

That one or more pathetic features of child labor in these mills is 
the frequent occurrence of accidents, 5 the maiming and 
crippling of the little victims. That by midday these children are 
tired, and as the day goes by they become more and more fatigued, 
and hence careless of the dangers by which they are surrounded. 

That he has personally treated scores, if not hundreds, of these cases, 
the injury ranging in severity from the simple crushing of a finger to 
instant death. To particularize, these accidents consist largely of 
fingers and hi crushed in cogwheels and other PE. 

83 — is not infrequent that an arm Is torn off in a machine called 
the “ picker.” 

That on a visit to one of the largest mills in New Hampshire, in 
the summer of 1906, in calling the attention of a friend to the pre- 
vailing conditions, and standing near the exit, were noted many 
children coming out who to a i were under 14 years of 
age, some even appearing as young as 12. 
= = A. K. P. Harvey, M. D. 


Sworn and subscribed to this 23d day of January, 1907. 
[SEAL] HERBERT A. GILL, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 
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OTHER EVIDENCE ON HEALTH AND CHILD SLAVERY. 

Mr. Durland says this about the effect of child labor on 
health: 

Consumption, bronchial affections, anemia are all common ailments 
among the children of the mills. Their vitality is sapped. They enter 
the period of womanhood frail and worn out. et these are the women 
expected to bear sons who will carry on great industries that the State 
may prosper. 

Mrs. Van Vorst, in the Philadelphia Saturday Evening Post 

of May 5, 1906, says: : 
No doubt one of our children, were he made to work twelve hours 
a day, would either rise up in juvenile revolt or be carried to an early 
grave. But to break the spirit that is bowed and plied 58 accumulated 
generations of want and need it takes some time, even for the subtlety 
of the cotton-mill owner. Yet he accomplishes it. There is a wearing 
out among the mill hands, a gradual breaking down, an inward unhap- 
piness, a sensibility different in kind from what ours would be under 
similar circumstances, because of the opposite esthetic chord to which 
their tastes have been attuned, but no less than ours in degree, and 
keen enough to make of their lives and of their children's lives one 
long, slow martyrdom. 

Mr. Hubbard says—and don’t forget that all this is under 
oath: í 

Pneumonia carries of most of them. Their systems are ripe for 
disease, and when it comes there is no rebound, no response. Medicine 
` simply does not act, 

But, Mr. President, perhaps in the interest of the dividends 
which these mill owners earn—and I shall present a book here 
written by one of them, showing that the poorest cotton mill in 
the South does not earn less than 10 and from that up to 30 
per cent, and even higher—we might waive consideration of 
the ruin of the children themselyes, but we are confronted with 
a far graver consequence, and that consequence is this: It is 
the process of the deterioration of the race. It is the pro- 
duction of a degenerate class in this Republic. 

CHILD LABOR AND RACE DETERIORATION. 

The lowest estimate now is that we are pouring into American 
citizenship every year at least 200,000 London Hooligans,“ 
boys and girls, who are broken in body and stunted in mind 
and soul, and who know it, and who are living engines of 
hatred toward society—and I do not blame them—and who 
become the parents of still other degenerates. We all hear talk 
about the dangers of a certain “lower class.” Had we not 
better do something to stop the production of that “ lower class,” 

that “dangerous class?” Anyhow I shall. try to stop it. 

Mr. President, what that means in national efficiency is be- 
fore us. I am not indulging in the least in rhetoric any more 
on this point than I did before when I was giving specifications 
of the evil. ; 

Great Britain is an example of precisely a condition such 
as I have detailed that has shocked the world. The world did 
not know about it. England herself did not know about it until 
the United Kingdom had to meet 28,000 Boer farmers in South 


Africa. 
> GREAT BRITAIN’S DEGENERACY. 

Now, then, I call it to the minds of Senators. You will remem- 
ber the newspaper accounts of the almost impossibility of get- 
ting soldiers for the English service. You will remember the 
descriptions of how small and feeble they were. You will 
remember the tales—true tales—of their being swept off like 
flies by enteric fever. It was the poorest army that that first 
of powers ever sent to the battlefield. 

This began to come out. First there was a report on the 
war—just a report on the war—and in this commanding officers, 
in spite of their desire to make their troops appear as well as 
possible, which most of them tried to do, were truthful 
enough to say things like this. This was Professor Ogston. 
He saw the men from the hospital peint of view. He was in 
charge of the hospital. I read from the official report of the 
war made to the British Government: : 

on, who saw the men from the hospi 
„5 is 8 of the regiments, especially Piae res cg milie “ 
ments, were physically very inferior and more Hable to disease—boys 
and weeds. In one expedition where a regiment was expected to take 
part in an advance, over 300 of them—380, I think—were sent for 
examination as to their physical fitness, and 212 of that part of the 


iment so sent for examination were rejected as unfit to sustain th 
toils of a march and as being Hable to disease.” mg 


Of the men recruited and attempteđ to be recruited an ayer- 
age of over 30 per cent were rejected for physical inferiority. 

T'he director-general says that from 40 to 60 per cent of all the 
soldiers that England recruited for South Africa in the Boer war 
were unfit for service. This was not the worst. I will read 
the “ Sessional Papers” in a moment to show the causes of re- 
jection. Over 30 per cent of all attempted to be recruited were 
rejected, although the standard was purposely lowered by the 
British authorities. 

That was not the worst. Of those accepted 2 


per cent were 
almost immediately found unfit for military duty. J 
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And even that was not the worst; because when they were 
finally in the field, it was found that large numbers of them, 
when it came to going to the firing line, were incapable of the 
march; and I just read you the statement from the Royal 
Report on the war itself, which led up to the investigation from 
which I am going to read to you in a moment, the statement of 
Professor Ogston that out of 380, 212 were unable to march to 
the front. ; 

And still that was not the worst. Of those who actually got 
to the firing line, fighting with that ancient British pluck never 
exceeded in the history of this world, thousands were swept off 
like flies with enteric fever. 

All this finally came out. Everybody knew about these rejec- 
tions. Then there appeared the comments of the British offi- 
cers, such as Professor Ogston and Lieut. Gen. Sir Archi- 
bald Hunter, who said: 

But if you get a town-bred population, as most of ours are that en- 


list now, you have to take them out into the country and show them 
MAYU is what, and try and teach them what is on the other side of a 


1. 
Then he said again, speaking of recruiting in Scotland: 


Most of the recruits are at present artisans, factory hands, miners, 
camm 282 and the proportion drawn from the agricultural class 
s very small. 


ENORMOUS PERCENTAGE REJECTIONS IN BOER WAR. 


It would not have done any good to have tried to get them 
from the agricultural class, as I shall show in a moment. 

Then here are the Sessional Papers of the British Govern- 
ment, showing these rejections which got onto the conscience 
of the nation, and which startled British statesmen as nothing 
has startled them in a hundred years, Number medically in- 
spected in 1897, 59,986; total rejections, 22,813; 1898, 66,501 
medically inspected; number rejected, 23,287. s 

I want to pause right here and say that even that does not 
represent the number cf rejections. These were the rejections 
only of those who were taken by the recruiting officers and 
medically inspected. But the statement is made in these Ses- 
sional Papers and reports that vast numbers of men were 
rejected offhand by the recruiting officers and never were 
medically inspected at ell. 

But of those who were “passed” by the recruiting officers 
and afterwards medically inspected, an average of more than 33 
per cent were rejected. In 1899, 68,059 were medically in- 
spected, and 23,393 rejected. In 1900, 84,402 were medically in- 
spected, and 23,105 were rejected. In 1901 there were 76,750 
medically inspected, and 22,286 were rejected. I will not take 
further time in reading these things that led up to the investi- 
gation of the physical deterioration of the British people, be- 
cause I want to get to that itself. 

The statement is here made—I read from the British Ses- 
sional Papers— 

When examining these totals it must be borne in mind that they do 
not represent anything like the total number of the rejections of candi- 
dates for enlistment into the army. A large number of men are re- 
2 by the recruiters themselves for the causes above mentioned, and 
„ are never medically inspected, and do not appear in any 

The cause of these rejections were undersize, narrow chest, 
bad teeth, bad vision, flat feet, and other causes that showed 
physical and racial deterioration, 

Now, then, when this was brought home to the attention of 
the British nation and of the world, as I said a moment ago, 
it startled the British statesmen as nothing had startled them 
for a hundred years, because they were suddenly face to face 
with the fact that the United Kingdom, with over 40,000,000 
people, found herself hard put to it to raise 320,000 British 
soldiers to meet 28,000 Boer farmers Aa the field of battle. 

They were suddenly face to face With the fact that, upon 
land, England has not the men to meet any first-class nation 
in the world. 

They were suddenly confronted with the fact that While 
they had become the mistress of the seas in commerce, they had 
sunk into a low place in manhood and stamina, which is the 
foundation of all commerce and of all greatness of every kind. 


REPORT OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION. 


And so a commission was appointed to examine into and 
report upon the causes of this physical deterioration of the 
British people, and here it is in my hand [exhibiting]. It is 
very voluminous. I intended to read at some length from it, 
but I will not, because time is so short. I will state rather 
the conclusions after I give one or two items. Doctor Neston, 
of Newcastle, said: 

There is an undoubted fallin 
infants vaccinated and young De G adis O —— 


the last quarter of a century, and this is due to the fact that thi 
are the okepring of town-bred parents, who produce sui T 
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Mr. Harry Wilson, inspector of factories, said: 


Personally the poorest specimens of humanity I have ever seen, 
both men and women, are working in the preparing and spinning de- 
partments of certain Dundee jute mills. 

This is the report I am reading from: 

Another factor in the alleged deterioration of the people, connected 
like the last with their aggregation in towns, is said to be the with- 
drawal from the rural districts of the most capable of the population, 
leaving the inferior types to supply their place and continue the stock, 
the evil being often aggravated, in the opinion of some, by the drifting 
into the country of the debilitated town population, which is crowded 
out by the Inrush of more vigorous elements. 


Mr. President, in order to save time I shall ask leave to put 
into the Recorp extracts from this report. 

CHILD LABOR CAUSE OF BRITISH DETERIORATION. 

It was found that a general physical deterioration of the peo- 
ple, which had been revealed first by the lamentable lack of 
ability to meet the Boers in the field, did exist. It was found 
that its immediate and present causes were poverty, overcrowd- 
ing, living in towns, insufficient nourishment, and inherited tend- 
encies. But anyone who has studied the question knows what 
the cause of that is. s 

It began in England one hundred and fifty years ago and bore 
its fruit later in the Boer war. It began in England with the 
invention of the spinning machines, It began one hundred and 
fifty years ago, and precisely the same process that is going on 
in Pennsylvania, in New York, in South Carolina, in Georgia, in 
North Carolina, in West Virginia, in New Jersey, and other 
States of the American Republic to-day in 1907 were going on 
in England a hundred and fifty years agó. 

CINLD LABOR IN AMERICA IN 1907 EXACT REPRODUCTION OF CHILD LABOR 
IN ENGLAND IN 1800. 

As soon as the factories started up in England in the eight- 
eenth century the mill owners found themselyes in precisely the 
condition that the southern mill owners find their factories to- 
day. They used precisely the same arguments to get the chil- 
dren into the mills. They soon found that the nimble fingers of 
the children could do the work of attending the machines better 
than those of old people. Also they soon found that children 
were more “ tractable,” more easily “ managed,” and they found, 
above all other things, that they were cheaper. 

And so, first—all Senators are familiar with that, of course— 
the orphanages were emptied into the mills, and then the coun- 
try was invaded by the mill owners, just as to-day in the South- 
ern States the hill people are being drawn from their farms to 
the factories, 

The strongest people from the country were induced to go to 
the factory towns. They left the inferior country people on the 
farms to run the farms and raise up the future yeomanry of the 
Empire. 

And these stronger young men and young women coming into 
the factories soon degenerated in health, and they produced 
children who were weaker still than they were, and so the 
process went on from bad to worse until seventy-five years later, 
nearly all the population of England in the meantime having 
become an urban population, a mill-working population, the 
great irresistible causes of degeneration had done their work, 
and when the Boer war came England was hard put to it to 
raise from among 40,000,000 people 320,000 able soldiers to meet 
the Boers on the field of battle. 

Now, Mr. President, just to show how absolutely similar were 
the conditions in England one hundred years ago to those we 
have here; to show that exactly the same process went on there 
both as to legislation and physical deterioration that is going on 
here; to show that exactly the same arguments were used by 
manufacturers and those who stood for them in England one 
hundred years ago that are being used to-day almost in eract 
words, I want to quote very briefly from this History of Factory 
Legislation in England, which is perhaps the most complete work 
of its kind that has ever been written. I have just read you 
somé horrible details about what is existing in this country now. 
Here is a statement as to the working hours of children, before 
1800, in England: 

In the framework knitting trade hours were said to be from 5 or 6 
a. m. till 10 at night, and large numbers of women and ehildren were 
thus employed. 

Then in 1796 Doctor Percival, of Manchester, laid before the 
board of health of that town some considerations. 

It appears that the children and others who work in the large cotton 
factories are peculiarly disposed to be affected by the contagion of fever, 
and that when such infection is received it is rapidly propagated, etc. 

Then he goes on to say: 

The large factories are generally injurious to the constitution of 
those employed in them, 

Then he says: 

he night and the protracted labor of the day, 
. . —— got only tends to diminish future expectations 
as to the general sum of life and industry by impairing the strength 
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and destroying the vital stamina of the rising generation, but it too 
often gives encouragement to idleness, extrayagance, and profligacy in 
the parents, who, contrary to the order of nature, subsist by the oppres- 
sion of their offspring. 2 


ENGLAND'S REFORMERS BEGAN A CENTURY AGO. 

There gradually grew up in England a hundred years ago an 
agitation such as there is growing up in America now. It was 
resisted. It was resisted by the factory owners just exactly as 
the agitation is now being resisted by the factory owners. It is 
impossible to go into it at this late hour. Sir Robert Peel began 
the reform of it in 1802. He did not succeed very well; but 
finally he got the Peel bill passed. 

Then it was succeeded by the agitation which resulted in the 
Sadler bill, Which limited the hours of work to ten hours. A 
very singular thing occurred, and I can not help referring to it 
now, we are so precisely paralleling the experience of England. 
The manufacturers resisted the Sadler bill in every way they 
could. Finally they said: “This bill is being passed upon 
‘vague’ representations; it is being passed at the clamor of 
working people; let us ‘investigate’ it: let the whole subject be 
‘investigated. ” 

Of course they knew it would take a year or two in which to 
“investigate,” and in the meantime their enormous profits would 
go on. Many great fortunes in England to-day are founded 
upon that system. No wonder England, having thus sowed the 
wind, is now reaping the whirlwind. 

So they asked that the thing might be “ investigated.” and 
they carried their point. But so terrible were the conditions, 
and the report of that investigation committee had so terribly 
alarmed them, that they aligned themselyes for the purpose of 
delaying and, if possible, defeating action on that report; for the 
report showed conditions eyen worse than they were repre- 
sented, just as the report of the “investigation” in this crime 
here in America and in the twentieth century will show the 
Nation, if it is honest. 

JOHN ASHLEY, EARL OF SHAFTESBURY, 

Finally the cause of those English children was taken up by 
a man whom everybody who reads the English language and 
knows anything about English history or human industrialism 
knows and loves and applauds—Jolin Ashley, Earl of Shaftes- 
bury. He gave his whole life to it. He gave up his official 
place; society turned against him; his rich associates reviled 
him. He was of the nobiest nobility of England itself, but 
théy all deserted hini. ‘ Shaftesbury,” said England’s “ better 
classes "—England’s “best people,” to repeat the favorite phrase 
of the Senator from Georgia—* Shaftesbury,” said they, “ has 
joined the lower class." ” 

Nevertheless he gave his life to the curing of this infamy, and 
to-day John Ashley, Earl of Shaftesbury, is one of the proudest 
names in English history. When the name of Marlborough is 
forgotten and when the name of Wellington shall haye become 
n memory the name of John Ashley, Earl of Shaftesbury, will 
glow, with ever-increasing radiance, in the permanent heaven 
of mankind’s regard. i 

They did not succeed in stopping that evil for seventy-five 
years—these English “reformers,” these English sympathizers 
with the despised “common people,” these English lovers of 
humanity—and it was not until perhaps twenty-five years ago 
that the evil was entirely ended. ‘The methods of resisting the 
reforms that are put forward here to-day were put forward 
there a hundred years ago, and down until a generation ago. 
Close your eyes, listen to the arguinents against ending this 
practice that you will shortly hear here in the United States 
Senate in 1907, and you can imagine yourself in the British 
Parliament eighty years ago. 

Does any man think that England pursued a wise policy? I 
hold in my hand here, which I will read later on this afternoon, 
the original notes of the statements of some of the mill owners 
in the Senator’s State of North Caroling, where they resisted 
the passage of a law for the compulsory education of children 
and improvements over North Carolina’s wretched child-labor 
bill, all of which the manufacturers of North Carolina defeated. 

One of them goes on to say: “ We want more mills. It is all 
right to work the children. They say that England is building 
more mills, and she has become the money center of the world 
and the commercial mistress of the seas.” A manufacturer 
said substantially that in a statement which I will read, when 
he was resisting and defeating a child-labor bill in North 


Carolina. 
ENGLAND'S HIGH PRICE FOR BECOMING “TIE MONEY CENTER OF THR 
WORLD.” 

Well, Mr. President, that is what England has done. She 
has become “the money center of the world,’ and she has be- 
come “the commercial mistress of the seas.” But does any- 
body think that she has not paid too high a price? Does any- 
body think that the proud eminence upon which she stands in 
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commerce and trade has not been bought too dearly when it 
has been bought at the sacrifice of men and women? 

The Boer war can teach us a lesson as well as it taught England 
alesson. England can not meet on land a single first-class power 
to-day. That is the price she paid for becoming the commer- 
cial mistress of the seas.” Gone is that splendid yeomanry 
which under the Iron Duke overwhelmed the veterans of Aus- 
terlitz and bowed to the dust the forehead of the greatest cap- 
tain of the world. Gone is that splendid stock that produced 
a Shakespeare and a Milton, and a Thackeray and a Dickens; 
that produced an Arkwright; that produced the great statesmen 
of the past. There is not to-day a single English soldier, states- 
man, or writer who comes even up to the arms of the great 
Englishmen of yesterday. The English people paid too high a 
price when they gave their children to make the English mill 
owners the greatest capitalists in the world. 

I respect capital as much as anyone. I respect property 
as much as any man. I like to see wealth grow and expand, 
both individually and nationally, but I tell you we are thinking 
too much about money as money. We are thinking too much 
about prosperity as prosperity. The ehief use of prosperity is 
not to put food in your stomachs or clothes on your backs or a 
roof over your heads, That is an important use; but the great 
use ef prosperity is that it gives you time and strength to think 
on righteousness and write conscience into laws without ruining 
the people. 

Now, Mr. President, there is. the consequence not only of the 
labor of children to-day, not only the rule of their lives, but the 
certain deterioration and the establishment of an ever-increasing 
degenerate class in America. 

Mr. President, it has got to stop. I infer from what I have 
heard here in the interruptions that everybody agrees it has 
got to stop. As a matter of fact, I have never seen any human 
reform proposed in this Senate that everybody was not “ for” 
it, but most were against any effective means of accomplishing 
it. We are confronted now with a proposition. I have heard 
it whispered about the corridors, and so have other Senators, 
that we must not go “too fast;“ that we are bound to have 
an “ investigation.” 

Oh, no; let us not go “too fast.” The evidence is before the 
Senate of the slow murder of these children, not by tens or 
hundreds, but by the thousands. But let us not “hasten” to 
their relief too fast.“ Let us “investigate,” just as the manu- 
facturers of England asked when they were confronted with the 
same kind of a reform. “ Why not investigate?” said they. 

Now, Mr. President, it has got to be stopped and stopped now. 
We all agree upon that—anyhow, everybody says that he agrees 
it must be stopped; only.“ says some, let us be careful about 
the Constitution.” The Constitution, it appears, is a very mys- 
terious instrument. But never mind; child labor has got to be 
stopped. How? The States can not stop it. At the beginning 
of the discussion of the State part of this matter I wish the 
Senator from South Carolina and the other Senators who ap- 
parently intend to oppose this bill to end the evil in their sections 
of the country, as well as in the North, were here. 

“STATES RIGHTS ” NOT INVOLVED. . 

I hear that “ States rights” is to be used as the excuse for 
killing this bill. I say there are no “States rights” involved in 
this bill. I see the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
LATIMER] making a remark to another Senator upon that state- 
ment. If the Senator thinks there are some “ States rights” in 
this bill which prohibits the transportation in interstate com- 
merce of the products of child Iabor, why did not the Senator 
think there were some “ States rights“ in his bill for prohibit- 
ing. the transportation in interstate commerce of the boll weevil 
and the gypsy moth? 

Mr. President, something has been said more or less all 
along about “States rights.” But suppose States rights were 
involved a little bit. Last year we passed the quarantine law. 
For a hundred years the subject of quarantine has been uni- 
versally recognized to be exclusively within the province of the 
States. The effect of the law last year was to make it a 
national quarantine system. There was not a bit of resistance 
to it. The people were not willing to quibble; the people were 
not willing to make a strained construction of the Constitution 
when yellow fever was knocking at the gates. There was no 
resistance in the Senate. There was some resistance in the 
House, made purely upon the “States rights” proposition that 
it was the province of the State, and that the National Govern- 
ment was taking the right to quarantine from the States. I was 
very greatly struck by a speech made in the House—— 

Mr. BACON rose, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will yield to the Senator in a moment. 

I ask to print as a part of my remarks a brief, one-minute 
speech of Representative Davey, of Louisiana, who said he 


could not see, as he had seen, the ravages of yellow feyer down 
there and “ quibble about the Constitution.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
extract referred to will be printed in the RECORD. 

The extract referred to is as follows: 


Mr. Davey of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, it is not my desire or my in- 
tention to delay a vote on this motion. I desire to assure the House 
that this is one of the most important subjects now before Congress in: 
which our people of the State of Louisiana are interested. If gentle- 
men who have taken part in this debate had gone through a yellow- 
fever epidemic, as I have, they would not stand here upon technicali- 
ties. I have taken part in every yellow-fever epidemic since my birth 
during the great epidemie of 1853, have seen sights that I hope no 
Member of this House will ever see. I have seen them dying, and I 
have seen them dead. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no law strong enough for me to vote for that 
would keep the yellow-fever plague from the boundaries of the United 
States. e pene of Louisiana to-day are feeling unrestful about the 
coming season. It is not that the quarantine time is coming, but it is 
here, and unless there be some relief given within a very sohrt time, 
it would be useless, as it could do no good. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, so that I may not waste the time of the House, 
I ask for a vote on this question. [Applause.] 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the spirit of a humane man; but 
if we could speak thus for a bill to kill yellow fever, how much 
more should we speak for a bill to kill child labor? j 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
me 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 


yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. BACON. I will not take but a minute of the Senator's. 
time. I wish simply to say that the Senator is mistaken as to 
the provisions of the quarantine law. It is purely a maritime 
quarantine Iaw. It goes to the extent of exclusion from the 
country, but, so far as interstate matters are concerned, the 
quarantine law has no provision whatsoever. On the contrary, 
when it passed 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I definitely stated that the practical 
effect of that Inw—I know what was done to it when it got to 
the Senate—but the practical effect and practical intent of the 
bill was that we should have a National quarantine system, be- 
cause everybody saw how perfectly foolish the other system was. 
If yellow fever got into the pert of Mobile, though it was kept 
out of the ports of other States, it would cross State lines just 
the same. Yellow fever dces not know anything more about 
State lines than a passenger train does. 

If we would not quibble about the constitutionality of the 
quarantine law to protect the people from yellow fever, which 
does not kill a hundred people in twenty years, we ought not to 
quibble about the constitutionality of a law to stop a practice 
that kills thousands of people every year, and those people chil- 
dren. 

STATES CAN NOT END THE EVIL. 


Mr. President, why is it that the States can not stop this 
evil? In the first place, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
MACK] by his question furnished me the text. If one State 
passes good laws and enforces them and another State does not. 
then the business men in the former State are at a business dis- 
advantage with the business men in the latter State. 

The business man in the State that has the good laws suffers 
from the very righteousness of that State’s laws, and the busi- 
ness man in the State that has bad laws profits by the very 
wickedness of that State's laws. 

The Senator will agree that it is common sense as well as 
Americanism that every business man beneath the flag ought 
to have equal business opportunities so far as the law can giye 
them to him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That last remark of the Senator is so broad 
I am afraid the Senator will revise it when he comes to the 
question of the protective tariff, and certain industries and cer- 
tain classes are protected to the detriment 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am coming to that in a minute. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think that the good sense and the love of 
humanity in any State, where it is pointed to properly, will re- 
dress this wrong and cure the evil, or kill it, if the facts are 
eyer presented to the people. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE.. But the Senator would not object to hav- 
ing the Nation do it if the Senator believed that it was entirely 
within the province of the Nation to do it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator can convert me on that point, 
I will be ready to go with him, but I want to call the Senator’s 
attention to another phase of it. We have in the South a very 
large number of children from 6 years up who help pick cotton 
in the fall. Would the Senator have the cotton crop stopped 
from entering: into interstate commerce because little children 
are engaged in helping to gather it? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. Still if the Senator's bill does not 
differentiate the kinds of labor and protect us in some way or 
other, it will be so broad and sweeping that I am afraid it will 
go too far. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has not read the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not read it. Why should I read it 
until the time comes to vote on it? I have not had time to 
read it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is very short, I will say to the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But I know the general proposition in- 
volyed, which is that Congress shall pass a law to prohibit 
entering into interstate commerce articles produced in factories 
by children, or something of that sort. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is about the substance of it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That has nothing to do with picking 
cotton. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Picking cotton, however, is an industry in 
which children engage, and they begin at a very early age, and 
they begin very early in the morning. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So far as this measure is concerned, it 
lets them pick cotton. If the Senator had been here when I 
began my speech he would have heard me say that I have no 
objection to the working of children in the open air; that I 
think labor on a farm within their strength is a good thing; 
that I think one of the best features of our educational sys- 
tem is the manual-training schools of our cities, by far the best 
schools that we have; that I expect to live to see the day when 
we shall have as a part of the system of education the teach- 
ing of children how to work. 

That is not what this bill strikes at. This bill strikes at 
the personal infamy and the national danger of child’s labor in 
factories and mills and sweatshops, and nothing else. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator from South Carolina suggests 
that the children of South Carolina engage in picking cotton. 
The Senator from Indiana says he does not purpose by this 
bill to prohibit the shipment of cotton as an article of inter- 
state commerce. But I ask the Senator if the principle is not 
exactly the same? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will come to that. I know exactly 
what the Senator is going to ask. He is going to ask if we can 
exclude the products of the factory, can we not exclude the 
products of the farm? Certainly we can, as a matter of power; 
but we never will as a matter of policy. The possible abuse 
of a power is no argument against its existence. I will come 
to that presently, but I do not want to get away from my ques- 
tions of fact. 

Mr. FULTON. Let me ask the Senator if Congress can pro- 
hibit cotton from being shipped from one State to another be- 
cause it was picked by children 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; or a redheaded girl. 

Mr. FULTON. Can it not prohibit wheat from being shipped 
from one State to another because a person was employed more 
than eight hours? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why, undoubtedly; as a matter of power; 
though that has nothing to do with this bill. This bill rests 
on much narrower foundations. 

Mr. FULTON. Then there is nothing that Congress can not 
regulate in our internal affairs. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer that question. I am glad 
the Senator has brought that question up. Let us meet the 
questions of human industry face to face and vote on them. As 
long as I am in public life I am prepared to vote on any ques- 
tion that arises, and I never shall shield myself and excuse 
myself from yoting upon them with any strained constitutional 
construction. Now, I will say to the Senator that I have had 
in mind 

Mr. FULTON. Let me ask the Senator—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wait a minute. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; just a minute. I am on the point the 
Senator mentions precisely, and I intend when I come to the 
legal part of it to argue it at length. If the Senator does not 
mind to wait until I get to that part, I don’t want to have my 
argument disarranged. 

Mr. FULTON. It is as to this point—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield further to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator says he never shielded himself 
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behind the Constitution. I assume the Senator does not mean to 
say that he believes if Congress is without constitutional power 
to enact certain legislation he will nevertheless insist on voting 
on it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, most certainly I do not, 
I will say to the Senator; most certainly I do not. 

Now that the Senator has asked that question, I would not 
be surprised that a good deal of anxiety about the constitution- 
ality of this bill is wrapped up in that very eight-hour ques- 
tion. It may be that many people hope that this is uncon- 
stitutional, so that they will not have to vote on it and the whole 
group of questions associated with it. 

Now I am going to argue the power of this question later on, 
and I wish the Senator would let me get through with the facts. 

Mr. FULTON. Let me say to the Senator in answer that he 
does not mean it, I am sure, and yet his answer assumes more 
sincerity to himself than he imputes to others. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the very question the Senator 
from Wisconsin asked me. Certainly I assume that every man 
here—no, not every man here; I don’t think, no—but I think 
most of us, haye about equal sincerity. I do not think we all 
have. I do not think all human people are alike. I know it 
is a polite thing to say they are all equally sincere, but as a 
matter of fact we are not. The Senator from Wisconsin asked 
me if I was any more earnestly interested in this child labor 
than anybody else and I told him I thought I was. 

STATES NEVER HAVE UNIFORM LAWS. 

Mr. President, the next reason why the States can not ade- 
quately handle this question is because neither in this nor in any 
other important question have the States ever succeeded in 
having uniform laws; and it is clear that this evil can not 
be remedied unless there are uniform laws upon it. 

Suppose, for example, that Ohio passes an excellent child-labor 
law and my State repeals ours, instantly every manufacturing 
establishment in my State would drain the child labor from 
Ohio to us, because it is cheaper and more profitable, and the 
manufacturers of Ohio would be at a disadvantage with the 
manufacturers of Indiana. 

Not only that, but if every single State in the Unioa but one 
were to enact a good law and execute it (and I will show you in 
a minute that they do not and that they can not—and I will 
show you why they do not and can not), nevertheless the one 
State that did not and that continued to permit the infamy that 
exists in many of the States now that I have referred to to-day 
would be ruining citizens not of that State only, but citizens of 
the Nation also. 

A child that grows up in New York and becomes a citizen is 
not alone a citizen of New York. He is a citizen of the Re- 
public as well. Ie does not vote exclusively if he is in North 
Carolina for North Carolina candidates. He yotes for the 
President of the Republic; he votes for members of the legis- 
lature that elect a United States Senator; he votes for a Con- 
gressman. He is as much a citizen of the Nation as he is a 
citizen of the State, and when any system of labor or of lack 
of education ruins him for citizenship in the State he is ruined 
for citizenship in the Nation. 

So not only, Mr. President, is there inequality of business op- 
portunities, but by that inequality the ruin of citizens in any 
one State, the murder of the innocents in any one Common- 
wealth, affects the entire Republic as much as it affects that 
State. ; 

Senators who are sincerely anxious about the question of the 
rights and the dignity of the States must not also forget the 
rights and the dignity and the future of the Nation. We haye 
not any right to permit any State to produce in this Republic a 
degenerate class unfit for citizenship beneath the flag, because 
they vote at National ballot boxes as well as State ballot boxes, 
if any exercise of our power under the Constitution can pre- 
yent it. 

Now, Mr. President, there can not be any uniformity. There 
is not. Here is an abstract of the State laws upon the subject 
of child labor. There are not six of them alike. Some have no 
child-labor laws at all; others are worse than any laws, because 
they are pretenses at labor legislation which make the people 
and the country think that something has been done, when, as 
a matter of fact, nothing has been done, and the ruin that went 
on before without the sanction of the law continues under the 
sanction of the law. 

ABSTRACT OF STATE LAWS. : 

I am going to read, just to show how inadequate, how inhar- 

monious, these are, a few of these laws: 


ALABAMA, 
Age limit for working in mines, 12 years. Age limit for working in 
factories, 12 years; night work in factories, 13 years. Orphans and 
children of dependent parents between 10 and 12 years are allowed to 
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work in factories. Children under 12 can work sixty-six hours a week. 
Larents furnish sworn certificate of the age and birth of the child. No 
factory Inspection, 

For the purposes of execution that law might just as well 
not exist. There is no factory inspection eyen then. 

Now, let us go on to some others, because I have not time to 
read them all: 

GEORGIA. 


Age limit for children in factories, 12 years; orphans and children 
of dependent parents, 10 years— 


Later on in this debate—not to-day—I intend, if any Senator 
raises the question, to go more extensively into the widow ques- 
tion, or, what is known among the men and women who have 
studied this question all their lives through, as the “ widow- 
woman fraud,” in relation to child labor. It is a shameful and 
a pitiful excuse, under which more children are ground to 


death than anybody who had not examined the subject would 


believe. 
GEORGIA. 

Age limit for children in factories, 12 years; orphans and children 
of dependent parents, 10 years; age limit for illiterate children, 14 
years; for night work, 14 years. After January 1, 1908, children under 
IS required to attend school twelve weeks of each year. Certificates 
furan hed by parents. No factory inspection. No age limit for work in 
mines. 


As a matter of practical execution that law might just as well 
not exist. I have given evidence here in extreme abundance as 
to how age certificates are obtained in Pennsylvania, where they 
do have factory inspection. With reference to that, I perhaps 
had better stop right here and call the attention of the Senator 
from Georgia | Mr. Bacon] to what I said a moment ago about 
the condition which has preyailed since this law went into effect. 

CORRECTION OF A MISSTATEMENT, 

I read from the Atlanta Journal of January 6, 1907. It cor- 

rects my statement « moment ago: 


[From Atlanta Journal, January 5, 1907.] 


Despite the fact that the child-labor bill became effective in Georgia 
January 1, it is nevertheless estimated by Ordinary WIlkinson— 


I believe that is the county clerk, or some equivalent oflicer 
there— 
that in Fulton County alone— 

I was wrong. It is not in the State, but in Fulton County 
alone— 
that in Fulton County alone during the current year between 2,000 and 
3,000 children under 12 years of age may be put to work in the factories. 

That is “ isolated“ — that is, “occasional.” It could not be 
that our “best people” would ever work that many children 
after the passage of the new law. 

This seeming infraction of the spirit of the new law becomes possible 
in this manner: 

Though a child may be under the prescribed age, if he is an orphan or 
has a widowed mother or a disabled father, and any one of these condi- 
tions be shown to the ordinary under the oath of child or parent, a cer- 
tificate will. be issued by the ordinary permitting the child to work in a 
factory. 

I said to the Senator from Georgia that the law of his State 
is not worth the paper it is written on; it is just what the fac- 
tory people want; and it permits this infamy to go on under the 
sanction of law, whereas it had to go on heretofore without the 
approval of the statute. Now, let us see. I am reading from 
one of that State’s papers—the Atlanta Journal: 

In every case the evidence must be written out in detail and filed for 
inspection by the grand jury. This method, of course, throws a safe- 
guard about the bill; but, as has been pointed by mill owners, the ab- 
sence of any birth record in Fulton County makes fraud under such in- 
stances highly and frequently possible. 3 

Of prime interest to the ordinary’s office just at present is the im- 
mense increase of work that the operation of the new bill has entailed. 
The registration and examination of each candidate for one of the per- 
mits mentioned requires, says the ordinary, at least an hour's time. 
Nor does the bill provide extra pay or assistance for this additional work. 

All they have got to do is to show, not age alone, but that only 
one of three conditions exist; and to show that in any way—by 
a certificate; and there is no factory inspection. 'The law is a 
dead letter; and the ordinary of Fulton County estimates that 
in the present year and in that one county 3,000 children will be 
put to work, notwithstanding your new law. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. BACON. I simply rise to say that the Senator in his 
statement of this law is not entirely correct, and while I will 
not interrupt him to discuss that proposition I will, after he 
concludes, as he will not permit me to read the law now 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can not do it, because time is flying. 

Mr. BACON. I want to say that at the conclusion of the 
Senator's remarks I myself, in my own time, intend to put the 
Georgia law in the Recorp and let the public judge whether the 
Senator is correct or is mistaken. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator will; but, as one of the 
Senator’s best friends, I hope the Senator will not defend that 
law or attempt to deny the condition existing in his own State, 
because if the Senator does I will tell the Senator that I do not 
think he is familiar with conditions in his own State. 

Mr. BACON. I am very much obliged to the Senator for 
his repeated estimate of my various faculties as to information, 
ete. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I could not help it when the Senator said 
it was “occasional and isolated.” I did not say it. The Sena- 
tor from Georgia said it. : 

NEW JERSEY. 

Age limit for children working in factories and mines, 14 years. 
Hours of labor, fifty-five per week, and night work forbidden except in 
canning establishments and glassware. Factory inspection, 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

Age limit for children working in factories, 12 years. Children under 
18 not required to work more than sixty-six hours per week—eleyen 
hours per day. Written statement of age of child furnished by parents. 
No provision for children working in mines. No factory inspection. 

Yet the Senator from North Carolina states that they have an 
admirable child-labor law down there—that is, in North Caro- 
lina—and I have the official notes of the stenographer reporting 
the speeches those North Carolina mill owners made in their suc- 
cessful resistance to any improvement in the law at the last ses- 
sion of the North Carolina legislature. 

Oregon has one of the very best laws in the country and 
South Carolina has one of the worst. I guess there is only one 
worse than that, and that is the law of West Virginia, which is 
the worst in the whole country. 


SOUTIT CAROLINA. 

Age limit for children working in mines and factories, 12 years. 
Orphans and children of dependent parents allowed to work at any age 
in textile factories. Night work forbidden for children under 12 years 
of age. Hours of labor, sixty-six hours per week. Parents required to 
furnish certificates of age. No factory inspection. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Age limit for children in mines and factories, 12 years. No factory 
inspection. 

That is all for West Virginia, where captains of industry 
thrive. 

Wisconsin undoubtedly has the best law of any of them. But 
to read an abstract of them all takes too much time; so I ask 
leave to insert an abstract of these laws in my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Permission will be granted, in the 
absence of objection. 

The abstract referred to is as follows: 

ALABAMA. 

Age limit for working in mines, 12 years. 

1 . limit for working in factories, 12 years; night work in factories, 
3 years, 8 

Orphans and children of dependent parents between 10 and 12 years 
are allowed to work in factories. 

Children under 12 can work siaty-six hours a week, 

Parents furnish sworn certificate of the age and birth of the child. 
No factory inspection. 

Acts of 1903. 

ARKANSAS. 


Age limit for working in mines, 14 years; for illiterate children, 16 
years, 

Age limit for working in factories, 12 years; orphan children and 
children of dependent parents, 10 years. 

Age limit for night work, 14 years; age limit for illiterate children, 
14 years. Children under 14 years are required to attend school twelye 
weeks of each year while working in factories. 

Certificate of parents as to ages of children. 

Acts of 1903. 

CALIFORNIA, 


Age limit for children in factories, 12 years. Children under 18 not 
allowed to work more than nine hours a day. Parents required to fur- 
nish certificates of age. 

Acts of 1901. 

COLORADO, 

Age limit for children in mines, 14 years; Illiterate children, 16 
years. Children under 16 not allowed to work in mines or factories 
more than cight hours a day. Employment of children under age, or 
hiring out by parents, a crime punished by a fine or imprisonment, or 


both. 

Acts of 1903. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Age limit for children in factories, 14 years; illiterate children, 16 
years, unless attending night school. Parents furnish certificates; fac- 
tory inspection by school authorities. 

Acts of 1902, 

DELAWARE. 

Age limit for children in factories, 14 years, except for children in 

canneries. Factory inspection. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
No child-labor law for factories. 


FLORIDA. 

No child-labor law. 

GEORGIA. 

Age limit for children in factories, 12 years; orphans and children 
of dependent parents, 10 years; age limit for illiterate children, 14 
years; for night work, 14 years. After January 1, 1908, children 
under 18 required to attend school twelve weeks of each year. Certif- 
stirs 5 by parents. No factory inspection. No age limit for 
work in mines. 
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IDAITO. 
Pha. Bose for children working in mines, 14 years. No factory in- 
n. 5 
ILLINOIS, 

Age for children 1 in mines, 14 1 Age limit for chil- 
dren working in factories, 14 years. Age limit for illiterate children, 
16 years. mentary Taan required for age certificate, furnished 

school authorities. xcellent factory ins limit for 


pection. 
night work, 16 years. Hours of labor, forty-eight a week. 

Acts of 1903. 

: INDIANA. 

Age limit for children working in factories and mines, 14 years. 
Hours of labor for children under 14 years, eight hours per day: be- 
tween 14 and 16, ten hours per day. Age limit for illiterate ch låren, 
16 years. Excellent factory inspection. 

ts of 1901. 
: owa. 

Age limit for work in mines and factories, 14. Age limit for night 
work and for work in dangerous — . — 16. Certificates re- 
quired for all children under 16. Factory inspection. 

Acts of 1905. 

KANSAS. 


Age limit for children working in mines, 12 years. Illiterate chil- 
dren, 16 years. Age and schooling certificates furnished by school 
authorities. No factory inspection. 


KENTUCKY. 


Age limit for children working in mines and factories, 14 years. 
Age limit for night work, 16 years. Factory inspection. 

Acts of 1905. 

LOUISIANA, 

Age limit for children working in factories: Boys, 12 years; girls, 
14 years. Age limit for illiterate children, 14 years. Hours of labor 
for children under 18 years, sixty a week. Factory inspection. 

Acts of 1906. > 

MAINE. 

Age limit for children or in factories, 12 years. Illiterate chil- 
dren, 15 years. Girls under 18 and boys under 16 years not to be 
employed more than ten hours per day. Certificates made by children 
or Forage Factory inspection. 

ts of 1887. 
; MARYLAND. 

Age limit for children in mines and factories, 12 years. Children 
under 16 years required to furnish certificates as to physical condition 
and schooling certificate.. Factory inspection. 

Acts of 1905, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Age limit for children in factories, 14 years. Age limit for illiterate 
ehlidren, 16 years. No minors shall be pomor between 10 p. m. 
and 6 a, m. Hours of labor for children under 18 not more than 
fifty-eight in one week nor ten in one day. Age and schooling certifi- 
cate signed by superintendent of school, Factory inspection. 

Acts of 1902. 

MICHIGAN. 

Age limit for children in factories, 14 years. Dangerous occupa- 
tions, 16 years. Hours of labor for boys under 15 not more than 
sixty hours per week. Age limit for night work, 16 years. Factory 
inspection. 

ets of 1901. 
MINNESOTA. 

Age limit for children working in mines or factories, 14 years. Dan- 

us occupations, 16 years. Age limit for night work, 16 years. 

ours of labor for children under 16 not more than sixty hours per 

week. py and schooling certificates signed by superintendent of 
schools. ctory inspection. 

Acts of 1895. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
No child-labor law. 
MISSOURI, 
Age limit for children in mines, 12 years. Illiterate children, 14 
e m limit for children working in factories, 14 years. Factory 
spection. 
yon of 1901. 


MONTANA. 

Children under 14 years of age not to be employed during the school 
term, nor children of 16 during the school term unless they can read 
and write. Factory inspection by truant officers. Person employing 
or hiring a child under 14 in mines or factories punishable by fine. 

cts of 1895. 
NEBRASKA. 
Age limit, 14, in factories. No factory inspection. 
4 NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Age limit for children working in factori 12 years; during the 
school term, 16 years. Hours of labor for lidren under 18 Fears 
not more than sizty per week. No factory inspection. 

Acts of 1901. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Age limit for children working in factories and mines, 14 years. 
Hours of labor, fifty-five per w and night work forbidden, except 
in canning establishments and glassware. Factory inspection. 

Acts of 1903. ° 

NEW YORK. 

Age limit for children working in mines, 16 years, snd factories, 
14 years; illiterates in factories, 16 years. Night work forbidden for 
children under 16 years. Hours of labor for children under 18 years, 
siaty week. Dangerous employment forbidden for children under 
18 Employment certificates issued by the board of health. Factory 


tion. 
cts of 1903. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

Age limit for children working in factories, 12 years. Children under 
18 not required to work more than sixty-two hours r week—eleyen 
hours per day. Written statement of age of child by par- 
ponent No provision for children working in mines. No factory in- 

ection. 

Picts of 1903. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

Age limit for children in mines and factories, 12 rs. No fac- 
tory inspection, Children under 14 required to attend school twelve 


2 year. Hours of labor for children under 14 years, ten hours 
per day. 
OHIO. 

Age limit for children working in mines and factories, 14 years. 
Night work forbidden to boys under 16 years and girls under 18. Age 
limit for illiterate children, 16 years. Age and schooling certificates 
sumea ny 1 of schools. Factory inspection. 

so 2. 


OKLAHOMA. 
No child-labor laws, 


OREGON. 


Age limit for children working in mines and factories, 14 years. Age 
limit for illiterate children, 16 years. Age.limit for night work, 16 
— 3 es —— for gig one 16, not 5 ten hours 

lay. ‘or age furn arents. Fact x 

Acts of 1903. * * R 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
Age limit for children working in mines, 16 years. 
Dra n ee 7 working — ee is years. Hours of labor 
s rs week. cto spec ` 
Acts of*1905. * r 85 icky 
PORTO RICO, 
Children under 16 not allowed to work 
8 ork over nine hours per day. 
RHODE ISLAND. 

Age limit in factories, 14; night work, 16. Children 
quired to furnish certificates. Factory inspection. See iid 

50 ae SOUTH CAROLINA. 

ge limit for children working in mines and factories, 12 ars. 
Orphans and children of dependent parents allowed to woe, at — 5 age 
in textile factories. Night work forbidden for children under 12 years 
of age. Hours of labor, sixty-siz per week. Parents required to fur- 
nish certificates of age. No factory inspection. 

Acts of 1903. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Age limit for children working in mines, 14 years. Children between 
the ages of 8 and t$ not permitted to work in factories unless they at- 
tend school twelve weeks of the year. Certificates furnished by school 
authorities. No factory inspection. 

Acts of 1903. 

TENNESSEE. 


Age limit for children working in mines and factories, 14 years. Pa- 
rents required to furnish sworn certificates of age. Wactory inapactican 
Acts of 1901. 
TEXAS. 


Age limit for children working in factories, 12 years. Age limit for 
children working in mines, 16 years. Age limit fot illiterates, except 
children of dependent rents, —. Age limit for night work in fac- 
tories, 14 years. Employment of children under legal age punishable 
by fine for each offense. No factory inspection. 
Acts of 1903. 
UTAH. 


. limit for children working in mines, 14 years. No factory in- 
on. 
Acts of 1898. 

VERMONT. 

Age limit for children working in factories, 12 years. Children 
under 16 years not permitted to work during school hours unless 
oy have completed elementary course of study of 9 years. Age 
limit for children working after 8 o'clock p. m., 16 years. Town 
superintendents of schools empowered to inspect factories. 

Acts of 1906. 

VIRGINIA. 


Age limit for children working in factories, 12 years. For night 
work, 14 years. Parents of employees knowingly violating the act pun- 
ishable by fine. No factory inspection. 

Acts of 1903. 

WASHINGTON. 


Age limit for children working in mines, 14 years. Children under 
15 working in factories uir to attend school ———— of a year. 
Age limit for children in factories, 14 years. Children of dependent 
parents, 12 years. No factory inspection. 

Acts of 1903. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


Age limit for children in mines and factories, 12 years. No facto 
inspection. x á sé 


WISCONSIN. 


Age limit for children working in mines and factories, 16 years, 
unless he obtains a permit from the factory inspector or county judge. 
No child under 14 employed under any circumstances. Factory in- 
spection. Children r 18 not allowed to work more than eight 
hours per day. 

Acts of 1903. 

WYOMING. 

Age limit for children working in mines, 14 years. Employment of 
children under 14 in mines punishable by fine. No factory inspection. 

Acts of 1899. 

SUMMARY. 

Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa Ken- 
tucky, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Utah, Washington, Rhode 
Island, Tennessee, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, and 
Wyoming already haye an age limit of 14 years for children in mines 
and factories, while Alabama, California, Georgia, Kansas, Maine, Mary- 
land, North Carolina, North Dakota, Virginia, West Virginia, South 
Carolina, Missouri, and New Hampshire have an age limit of 12 years, 
Alabama and Georgia allow children of 10 years to work in factories 
sixty-six hours a week if they are orphans or children of dependent 
parents, while Vermont allows children of 12 years to work except 
during the school term, and South Carolina allows children of any age 
to work in cotton factories who are children of dependent parents. 
Arkansas has an age limit of 12 years for factories, 10 years for children 


of dependent ts, but 14 years for children work E in mines, and 
14 years for illiterate children. Alabama forbids ni work for chil- 
dren under 13 years of Georgia has an age limit of 14 years for 


illiterate children. ana 

12 for boys worki in factories. Maryland 

years for illiterate children. Virginia forbids night work for children 
under 14 years. South Dakota has an age limit of 14 for mines, but 
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allows children of 8 to work in factories if they attend school twelve 
weeks In a year. Missouri has an age limit of 12 years for children in 
mines, but 14 years for children in factories, while Texas has an age 
limit of 12 years for factories and 16 years for mines. A United States 
Statute, acts of 1891, forbids the employment of children under 12 years 
of age in mines in any Territories. 


Mr. OVERMAN. How about Indiana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Indiana law is about the third or 
fourth best in the country. It is an admirable law. The age 
limit there for children working in factories and mines is 14 
years, and the law provides for factory inspection. We have 
a good factory inspection, but not as good as that in Illinois, 
which is admirable, notwithstanding which I propose to show 
the law is violated there just now, as I have no doubt it is in 
my State, although none of the inyestigators have pointed 
it out in my State. Still we violate the law I have no doubt, 
for States can not properly deal with this National evil. Manu- 
facturers of a State having a good law will violate it because 
of the competition of States having bad laws. Uniformity is 
the only remedy. 

Mr. GALLINGER, 
me for just a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have here Bulletin 68, of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, on child labor, which shows that 
in Evansville, Ind., 12.5 per cent of the breadwinners are pe- 
tween 10 and 15 years of age, and in Indianapolis 9.9 per 
cent of the breadwinners are of that early age. So that in 
Indiana the law is being violated. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I said it was. 
Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I so understood the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I say we have in Indiana an excellent 
child-labor law and an excellent inspection law; but it is vio- 
lated there, though not to the extent to which it is being vio- 
lated elsewhere. But to the extent to which it is being violated, 
we have just that large percentage of infamy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator on that point 
that in eighty cities of the country, having at least 50,000 in- 
habitants each, the per cent is 10.3 and in Indiana it is 11.2. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But take the cities as a whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Those are the only cities reported in 
Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say, notwithstanding the excellent 
factory inspection, I am going to show that in Illinois, whose 
law comes as nearly as possible to being perfect, it is violated. 
The truth about it is that the States are incompetent to deal 
with this question. You have got to have a uniform law. 

You have got to have the manufacturer feel that at any time, 
upon the application of any citizen, of any good woman who 
sees him take a child to work whom she knows to be under 
age, to apply to a court of justice, have him haled by the 
United States district attorney before the United States dis- 
trict court, and let him face the prison bars. That will in- 
crease the manufacturer’s watchfulness. 

If you depend upon the parents to furnish certificates and let 
the manufacturers obtain the labor of these children, of course 
you can not get laws enforced; but when the manufacturer him- 
self knows that he must err, if he errs at all, upon the right 
side, and that if he errs upon the wrong side, he will find the 
penitentiary opening to him as the consequence, he will take 
mighty good care that he does know the age of the children 
whom he employs. 

WHY STATES DO NOT PASS OR ENFORCE GOOD LAWS. 

Mr. President, another reason why it is that the States can 
not care for this matter is that in those States where this evil 
is worst—and I will not now name them—the great interests 
that are becoming rich from this practice have always in the 
past been powerful enough to prevent righteous legislation; and 
in no instance, as I shall show by extracts I will put in the 
Record, have they failed to take advantage of that. Time 
after time they have defeated such legislation in Pennsylvania 
and in every one of the Southern States, as the Senator from 
South Carolina pointed out a moment ago, and even when the 
pressure of public opinion becomes such that a law is passed, 
as is the case with the North Carolina law now, it is constantly 
violated, as I shall show by sworn testimony that I propose to 
give in a moment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator says that in the State of Wis- 
consin they have the best child-labor law in America 


Mr. President, will the Senator permit 


Indiana 


I stated that to the 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. OVERMAN. And that they also have an excellent child- 
labor law in IIIinois 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They have. 

Mr. OVERMAN. And yet those laws are constantly violated? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Then, can Congress pass a law that will not 
be violated? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think we can make a law, if you will 
vote for it—but will you?—that will not be violated more than 
four or five times. When you put behind the bars a man who has 
wrung his money out of the blood of children, the remainder 
of such men will quit doing it. They are looking out for their 
own pocketbooks and their own persons. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator's last observation leads me, with 
his permission, to ask him a question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think Congress has the 
power to enact a child-labor law, the violation of which in 
Wisconsin would be visited with imprisonment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Undoubtedly, if they ship the goods made 
by those children on an interstate railway. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator does not answer my question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I will answer that most certainly I 
think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. That answers my question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I answer your question, and I will go on 
and answer it some more. I will say to the Senator Congress 
can, in my judgment, pass such a law as I was trying to ex- 
plain a moment ago. This proposed law is so drawn that every 
sincere States-rights man can vote for it without violating his 
constitutional convictions. I drew it in that way. Otherwise I 
would have drawn it upon the theory of the meat-inspection law. 
If we had a right to put inspectors into a packing house to in- 
spect a packing house and to see that they did not can and pre- 
pare diseased meat, I know of no reason why we could not do 
the same thing with manufacturing establishments. 

I decline to debate that point now, because that is not up; 
but what I do say to the Senator is this: I would not pretend 
for a moment that we have the right to make a law for a State 
that would affect the child labor in that State exclusively, 
That, however, is not the question before us. 

We have a right to pass a law applying to any factory or 
mine owner in Wisconsin who ships his products out of the 
State. I will demonstrate that to your satisfaction later, be- 
cause I have studied the question, and when I come to the lega! 
part of my argument I will show that we have control over the 
shipment of products of child labor over interstate railways. 

Mr. SPOONER. We have all examined this subject more or 
less in connection with questions which have arisen here. I 
only want to get at the Senator's proposition. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not on that proposition yet, but I 
will deal with it presently. I am not on that proposition now. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I am on the proposition now. The Sen- 
ator’s proposition, as I understand it, is that Congress has the 
power to enact, under the commerce clause of the Constitution, 
a law which will be operative to regulate adequately—or not at 
all—child labor in the States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In factories, mines, and sweatshops in 
the States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Child labor in the States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; child labor in the States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Engaged in the manufacture of a product 
for transportation from State to State? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; even agriculture. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me a word fur- 
ther, that statement is based upon the proposition that the 
power of Congress over interstate commerce is absolute: that it 
may prohibit the transportation of any product from State to 
State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; that is precisely the proposition 
that I intend to argue, and I will present to the Senator some 
decisions upon it. Of course I suppose that this ought not to 
be done. We have an instrumentality which is supposed to 
instruct us upon this subject, and we ourselves ought not to 
debate the constitutionality of it until we hear from that 
tribunal. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
me— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 


Does the Senator from Imdina 


yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I desire to get to the legal part of my 


Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the Senator refers to the Judiciary | argument, but I will yield to the Senator. 


Committee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I prefer to debate that question when it 
comes up. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will come up. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not suppose it will; I do not know 
whether it will come up or not, unless the Senator can give out 
a fiat here. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can give a fiat for myself, at least. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, you did give a fiat to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You presented a resolution referring the 
question: 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To the Judiciary Committee, which, of 
course, would make the Senator chairman of the subcommittee 
of the Judiciary Committee which was to advise the Senate 
upon the constitutionality of the question. Of course that 
assumed that the committee having the bill in charge—the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor—was not competent to pass upon 
the matter, and that the other Senators here were not compe- 
tent to pass upon it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, I think that is a subject that will 
bear some discussion when the thing comes up. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
I have been a member of the Senate a good many years 
longer than the Senator from Indiana has been 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. SPOONER. Although I do not expect, if I should remain 
here very much longer, to know as much as the Senator does. 
But it has often happened during my relatively short experience 
that the Senate has called upon the Judiciary Committee to 
advise it as to what it might, so far as that committee’s opinion 
went, within constitutional limits, do in the way of legislation. 
The Senator is quite mistaken when he speaks of me as haying 
issued any fiat. Several bills were pending here on this subject, 
about which I had then and haye now doubt 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You have more than that. 

Mr. SPOONER. And to which, perhaps, on reconsideration, 
the Senator might not give his approbation. I said I had doubt. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought I had understood the Senator 
heretofore to express more than that. . 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President; I do not know what the 
Senator thought he understood, but I know what I thought and 
what the condition of my mind was. I did not consider it any 
usurpation. I conceived it to be a legitimate function to intro- 
duce a resolution in the Senate to instruct the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to report its opinion upon a question. The fiat lay in 
the adoption by the Senate of the resolution placing the matter 
before the committee; but I do not intend to express my opinion 
about it in the Senator’s speech. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator will. I have already, 
while the Senator was out, invited any Senator here who wanted 
to at any time to ask me any question, either about the facts or 
the law, so that if I were wrong I might be corrected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course I shall ask for information of the 
Senator, because I am on the Judiciary Committee, and I want 
the advice of the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator that I am per- 
mitting him to interrupt me, but I do not understand why the 
Senator should throw out that last suggestion. Of course I can 
not give the Senator any information, nor can anybody else. 
` Mr. SPOONER. Yes; the Senator can. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, I might; but the Senator does not 
think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I did not think the Senator could, I 
would not ask him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I decline to take any time at this junc- 
ture to discuss the practice which is growing up here of a 
Junior Supreme Court to relieve the Supreme Court itself of all 
its constitutional functions and the Senate of all its constitu- 
tional responsibilities. I will not take any time for that now, 
but I shall be glad to debate that when it comes up, both as to 
the fact and as to the propriety and policy of it. For myself, 
I think it is extremely dangerous. I do not think, even with 
the limitations which the Senator was so kind as to suggest, 
that I will have very much difficulty in showing the danger in 
that practice. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no doubt that the Senator can do so. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? ; 


Mr. CARMACK. The Senator in speaking of the difficulty in 
enforcing the State laws said that often, where perfect laws 
were enacted, mill owners would prevent the perfect and effect- 
ive administration of the law. In other words, if I understand 
the Senator, his argument is based very largely upon the pre- 
sumption that local self-government is a failure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. By no manner of means. I am surprised 
that the Senator from Tennessee, for whom I have an affection 
as great as is my admiration—and he knows it, too—should 
deal with this serious question in that light vein. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, Senators on this side of the 
Chamber are unable to hear the debate. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator kncws perfectly well that I 
am as earnest a defender of local self-government within its 
proper limits as is the Senator, and that I do not believe for a 
single minute that the failure of the State laws to grapple with 
a situation like this means tlie failure of local self-government. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will permit me 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I yield. : 

Mr. CARMACK. I was stating what I conceive to be the 
logical conclusion of the Senator’s argument. The Senator was 
giving reasons why the State laws would not accomplish the ob- 
ject, and one of the reasons given by him was that even where 
State laws, perfect in themselves, were enacted, the corrupt in- 
fluence of mill owners was such that the laws could not be en- 
forced. I say the logical conclusion of that is that the Senator 
bases his position very largely upon the assumption that local 
self-government is a failure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the way it may look to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee. ‘ 
FAILURE TO ENFORCE STATE LAWS. 

Mr. President, I will ask the Senate to permit me to present 
affidavits from a large number of persons concerning law viola- 
tions in a number of these States, particularly in the southern 
cotton mills and the coal breakers of Pennsylvania. 

Here is Mr. Lovejoy’s report of one of his investigations. His 
affidavit to its truth is already in the record. I want to call 
attention to one from New Jersey. These are all specific. 
They give names; they give ages; they give places, and draw 
the necessary conclusions, Here is the case of a girl who works 
in New Jersey from twelve to fourteen hours a day. She was 
15 years of age and had been taken out of school at 12. 

Mr. Lovejoy proceeds now to give examples, giving names and 
dates and places: 

Willie Mudamovitech— 

That is a foreign name, you see. All of the names that I am 
going to give now for the next few minutes are foreign names; 
but because these are the children of foreigners is that any 
reason why they should be ruined for citizenship? 

A little later, if it strikes any Senator here that because they 
are “ foreigners ”—Huns or Slays—therefore the matter is mini- 
mized, I shall, by the time Senators on the other side get 
through with their lunch, make even worse citations from that 
portion of the country where is found, as the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TIAMAN] the other day most truthfully 
said, the purest strain of Anglo-Saxon blood to be found on the 
continent. : 

I shall show by sworn testimony that those children are being 
ruined for citizenship, pure American strain thongh they be, 
as surely as are the foreign children in the breakers of Penn- 
sylvania. ; 

Mr. Lovejoy goes on. This is from his article in the Woman's 
Home Companion, to the truth of which he makes affidavit: 

Willie Mudamoyitch, of Shenandoah. He is but 10 years old and 
has been workiñg in the breaker at odd times during the past year. 

So he began work at 9 years of age. ' 

He ct er 63 pounds, and was found hungry and dressed in rags at 


the Lehigh Valley station during the suspension of mining in May. 
s $ * . ce $ * 
Walter Wilcowsky— 
A foreigner— 


Walter Wilcowsky, of Girardville— 

Then he goes on to describe the town; but there is no use of 
my taking your valuable time for that— 

Walter was 13 years old the 9th of last December and began to pick 
slate in one of the large collieries on the estate five weeks before he 


was 13 years old. He earns 77 cents a day for nine hours of work. 
$ . s s + s s 


Amo: the scores of boys met and questioned in this valley of the 
ages, 


region the following were typical and will convey an idea of the 
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wages, and educational attainments of the boys who are under the 
legal age, and also the poker utility of the work certificate: 
r Brizelle was 13 the 9th of July— 

Therefore he began work at 12— 

Frank Brizelle was 13 the 9th of July, and has been working for a 


having entered the breaker three months before he was 13. 


ear, 
N he is smaller than his age would indicate, he has never had 
an age certificate and affirms that he has never been asked for one. H 

So that violation of the law ean not be put off on the guilty 
parents—and the parents are guilty. But under this bill the 
manufacturer will haye to assure himself about the age. He 
can not excuse himself for his laches by a false certificate from 
the parents. p 

Mr. Lovejoy continues: 

Micheal Nicuola has been employed four months and earns $4.93 a 
week. He claims to have reached 14 years the 6th of May, but sev- 
eral of his companions positively assert that on his recent birthday 
he told them he was 12. 

John Barrows, who works in the same breaker, will be 14 next 
December. He is working on the jigs "at present and earns $1 a 
day. He has been steadily employed since he was S. years of age. 

Andrew Komoyosky, who was 13 years old April 28, left school in 
the first grade to enter the breaker. e is absolutely illiterate. 

Charley Carpenter has been working two years, although he is but 12 
years old at present. His wages are 72 cents a day. 

This is in the State where the law requires that they shall be 
14 at the very least, and 16 in the mines. 

Michael Lutousky has also been working two years, although but 12 
years old the 17th of August. He earns cents for a nine-hour day 
and can not read his own name. 

John McLaughlin * * * was 14 last January and has been in 
the breaker five years. His wages are cents for eight hours“ work. 
He anys he has had three certificates from the squire, but none from the 
schoo! 

Mr. President, the rest of this article is filled with similar 
illustrations. The few that I have read give you a fair descrip- 
tion of the whole. 

Here is another case of a little girl, “ Mary Jaeger, 3 years of 
age, assisting her mother. She does this eight or ten hours a 
day,” ete. 

Mr. KEAN. Where was that? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was in Paterson, N. J. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the law could not be enforced against people in as 
humble circumstances as those, can we think it would be en- 
forced as against the great glass mills that have great walls 
about them? C 

The affidavits which I shall publish in my remarks, with the 
permission of the Senate, absolutely demonstrate the violation 
of this law. Here is one that I will stop long enough to read: 


UNITED: STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia: 

Personally appeared before me, a notary public, F. C. Roberts, who 
on oath says that in March, 1906, he was in High Point, N. C., repre- 
senting the American Federation of Labor; that he saw there the 
children employed in a knee-pants factory in operation in that town; 
that many of them were from 10 to 12 years of age, to all appear- 
ances, and that one little girl, named Carrie Morgan, whose father 
was employed In one of the furniture factories of that place, was 
about 8 years of age, according to a statement made to him by her 
; that her father furnished him with the weekly pay envelopes, 
2 the wages paid Carrie Morgan for the three months preced- 
ing, and that these envelopes showed that the ehild was paid from 19 


to 49 cents per week. 
F. C. ROBERTS. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 26th day of January, 1907: 


[sean] WX. A. EASTERDAY, 
Notary Public, Distriet of Columbia. 


And, Mr. President, here [exhibiting] are the original pay 
envelopes for Carrie Morgan, 8 years of age, working ten and 
twelve hours a day. 

“ SHIPMENTS” OF CHILDREN, 

There is particularly one affidavit to which I want to again 
call the Senate's attention, of the observation personally on a 
train by Mr. McKelway of a load of children being taken from 
Tennessee, they having been gotten by an agent from some of 


the other cotton mills and shipped to other portions of the 
South. -I should like very much to have the Senate hear it. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally appeared before me this day A. J. McKelway, who om 
oath says t in December, 1905, he was on board a train going from 
Knoxville, Tenn., to Spartanburg, S. C.; that he saw on board the train 


immigration association of South Carolina, . 
who was in charge of a company of about fifty le bound for the 
cotton mills of South Carolina, whom the agent had induced to leave 
their homes in western Tennessee; that the agent told him that he 
had made seven “shipments” of these people for the cotton mills from 
Newport, Tenn., averaging fifteen to the “ shipment; that seven more 
“shipments” had gone from Cleveland, Tenn.; that there were several 
agents at work besides himself, and that he had ages 3 
about 500 people, to the cotton mills; that he, A. J. MeKelway, talk 
with some of the children in the company; that Harrison Swan said 
that he was “going on” Id years of age and was going to work in 
Four Mills, at Greenville, S. C.; that Charley Matthews and a little 
fellow with him of the same size said that they were about 9 years of 
age were going to work in the mills; that the agent told him that 
there were a plenty of children 6 and 8 and 19 years of age in the 
South Carolina mills, because their parents lied about their ages; that 
in the summer of 1905 the Rev. Mr. Abernethy, a Methodist minister 
living at Clyde, in western North Carolina, told him, A. J. McKelway, 
that 1,500 people had taken the train at Clyde for the South Carolina 
cotton mills during the preceding year. 


an Immigrant agent of an 


A. J. McKetway. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
[SBAL.] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
of the Senator from Indiana to print certain affidavits in the 
Recorp without reading? The Chair hears none, and permis- 
sion is granted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If Senators are not convinced about the 
testimony already given that wherever even the laws exist they 
are not enforced, I ask them to consider the following over- 
whelming proof. I ask to submit the following affidavits with- 
out reading. 

I repeat that if evidence above given as to the violation of the 
law in States that have laws does not convince the Senate, I 
herewith submit, which I ask to be printed in my remarks, affi- 
davits from reputable men and women who have in person wit- 
nessed what they swear to in the various States named in the 
affidavits. I hope no Senator will feel that because the law is 
not enforced in his particular State he is called upon to make 
an oration’ in defense of his State, because State laws do not 
appear to be enforced anywhere. . 

S. Gertrude Knight, of-New York City, makes the following. 
affidavit: 


STATE or New YORK, County of New York: 

S. Gertrude Knight, of said city and county, being ar sworn, de- 
poses and says that the children recorded in the appended pages were 
seen by her working in their respective homes in the manner indicated 
in the course of her investigation made during November and December, 
1906, their ages, hours of work, and pay as set down herewith being in 
accordance the statements made by the said children or by mem- 
bers of their families. 

S. GERTRUDE KNIGHT. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 2d day of January, 1907. 

[SBAL. 55 2. H. Orrrz. 
Notary Public for the City and County of New York. 


Here is another affidavit from Mary Van Kleeck, of New 
York: 


Srare or New Tonk, County of New York: 

Mary Van Kleeck, of said city and county, being duly sworn, deposes 
and says that the children recorded in the appended eee were seen 
by her working in their respective homes in the manner indicated in 
the course of her investigation made during November and December, 
1906, their ages, hours of work, and pay as set down herewith being in 
accordance with the statements made by the said children or by mem- 


bers of their families. 
Mary VAN KLEECK. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 2d day of.Jannary, 1907. 
LSNAL. I E. II. Oprrz, 
Notary Publie for the City and County of New York. 


tals for mother to 
 Sepersting. pe \rregular 


for stems. 


Kind of work. Hours. 
Making blue roses 
Putting peels ther after After school 
mother curled them. 


juan sprays of apple blossoms. After school 


Afterschoolun- 
eaves. til9or10p.m, 


Pay. Comments. 


—— — ä— 2 


Sister, 16, works with them. Has pulmonary tubereu- 
losis. Father and older brother ae work, 3 


18 cents per gross... Father at work. 


Preparing petals of black roses meee school to 5 cents per gross 3 
p. m. 


. Father a “musician.” Insufficient earnings. 
Kept ont of school in afternoons. Father and three 


cents per gross. . brothers at work. 


s cents per gross.. Father dead. 
J cents per gross DAR 


ther a mirror maker. Drinks heavily and does not 
give wages to family, 
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Children at work. | Age. Kind of work. Hours, Pay. Comments. 
r it fenta daisi 4 cents a “Work in i Wind shaft 
Bo- ng daisies on Sprays cents per dozen or nner room. Window opens on ; very 
18. Boy ..... 9 After school .... sprays. dark. Father idle. Two older children in factories. 
3 FFC The moth Hurry if k 
. Josephine A. 5 Fi ing trousers aes! e mother says: Hurry if you want to eat; no work, 
21. Frances A... 1 Fee BIS 272. 0 5 to 6 cents per pair. . no eat.“ Father at work. S 
22. Josephine D. -| 11 | Finishing coats.. -| a. m. tolo p. m. 4 cents each --| Kept out of school to work. Father idle. 
23. Rose WG.. [ 18 Finishing trousers. seccceesess}-4 Cents enen . Has never been in school, Works in room where sis- 
terisdying of tuberculosis, Father sews a little. 
24. Josie MK. 9 | Finishing coats. 5 f. m. to 10 p. m. 4 cents each .......... Kept out of school to work. Father idle. 
25. Marie x.. 7 3 | Finishing trousers... Very i s cents per pair. . . Bastes and sews on buttons, but does no steady work. 
8 She represents the learners who work steadily as 
soon as they are able. Father dead, 
26. Sarah .. 10 | Finishing corduroy trousers. .....| Until 6 p. m. .. . . 5 cents per pair Kept out of school tosew. Father idle. 
2 Phillip Ts crises 8 | Finishing trousers. Until 10 or 11 | 3 cents per pair Kept out of school to sew. Has exe d’sease. Father 
Ae m, works irregularly. 
28. Limpia . 31 h After school 
29. Josephine 7 Fasting stems on green leaves... . until 7 or 8 2 cents per gross Father dead. 
m. 
Won rere wep | 9| Hand sewing on gloves. Ta aker school .. 5 cents per gross Father dead. Mother and 4 children in one room. 
E te | | under buttons and buttonholes. Res oct 
F 1 r schoo 
$2. Jennie M | 85 errr pencil cords for card until 11 or 12 cents per 1,000..... Father dead. Two brothers at work. 
> p.m. 
38. Angelina B | 11 | Making roses and pasting them [I p. m. to 8.30 Sister, 18, works with them. There are ten children at 
Í onto the stems. p. m. cents per home, two of whom are working. Both father and 
31. Katrina D.......... % scenes wovealvamenras 9tol2a.m.,3to EPEE th SESE mother are living. but the father's work is not always 
p. m. regular. The children only go to half-session school. 
= June is os double resse 6 10 P. ha Sand All these children go to half-session school, the smallest 
J ä IbPasting on stems. Carrying gs skew a to kindergarten. They assist their sister, aged 16, who 
e | terial trons toon soca a put- II p. m. to ꝙ p. m. 25 cents per gross... . koj 1 sh cht e 1851. ikea Si 
88. Frank D. | ogro in boxes when fin OO EA lives with them. 5 7 
39.° Julia R 10 | Pasting stems on violets and fin- | 3 p. m. to 9 p. m. 3} cents per gross | Six children in this family; only one working, and tke 
ishing them. father irregular. 
40. Rebecca R.. 15 | Turning neckties right side out Sa. m. to 10 p. m. 10 cents per dozen... Father and stepmother work in the home at ties. Girl 
after the lining has teen put in. wanted to work outgbut stepmother would not let her. 
41. Isabella 66. 13 | Sewing buttons on corset covers. 3 p. m. to 9 p. m. Ii cents per An {ania mother, who runs ribbons in corsetcovers. Two 
42. Susie G. id Ra SPEE WAR SIN SREB Rie] MC 8 a pe „ children out of school and father working in shop. 
4. Louise 88 4 p. m. to 9.30 | 3 cents each ...... ----| Works in a factory all day and sews home evenings; 6 
P. m. children; 3 work in shop with father; girl no working 
| papers. 
44. Harry D....... .....| 18 Putting buckles on garters....... 3 p. m. to 10 and Work with mother, who supports 3 children. Father 
45. Te Bes e | Putting garters on cards U 11 p. m. 050 cents per gros. . i dead, One child, age 12, is very ill: partly paralyzed. 


If the law could be violated in this instance, how much more 
certain is it violated in the great factories having vast influ- 
ence, surrounded by walls carefully guarded, and whose owners 
have great control and social influence? 
` The same is true as to the facts stated in the following affi- 
davit of Mary Sherman: 


STATE or New YORK, 
City and County of New York, N. Y. 
Mary Sherman, assistant secretary of the National Consumers’ 
League, being duly sworn, deposes and says on information and belief, 


that—- 

nose Petrocelli, 187 Spring street, age 12 years, attends P. 8. 38; 
works at home on men's coats from 3.30 to 9 o'clock in the even- 
ing—sometimes 9.30. 

‘amily in the country five years. 

Father works in rag shop; makes $9 a week. 

Uncle lives with them; out of work. 

Grandmother and mother work on finishing coats. 

There are two other children beside the child worker in the family. 
The little girl Rose worked last summer every day from 8.30 to 9 at 
night—twelve hours—seiwing on coats; she says, “I did not see the 
street all summer.” House unlicensed. 

John Burrello, 66 James street, New York City, age 11 years, at- 
tends P. S.; works at home picking nuts from 3.30 to 10 pfm. Father 
and brother, 18 years, both working. Grandmother, mother, and sis- 
ter, 16 years, also live at home in two rooms rear tenement. The 
mere 4 work at home from November 15 to Christmas. House unli- 
censed. 

Mary SHERMAN, 
Consumers’ League. 


Sworn to before me this 7th day of January, 1907. 
[SEAL] E. H. Oprrz, 
Notary Public for the City and County of New York. 


Again, the same is true as to the facts stated in the affidavit 
of Elizabeth Butler : 


CASES OF CHILD LABOR IN NEW JERSEY. 


JERSEY Cirx, N. J., January 4, 1907. 


1. On the 27th day of December, 1906, I saw Greta Shult, 15 years 
of age, cutting out embroidered collars. She has been doing this work 
for the last four years. Her mother takes this work home from an 
embroidery factory, and the two work together twelve hours a day in 
a tumble-down tenement house, cutting out the edges of the embroid- 
ery. This work is a serious strain on the health of the girl, and her 
general health is not nearly so good as it was formerly, according to 
the testimony of her mother. 

2. On the 20th day of November, 1906, I saw Concetta Montignaro, 
8 years of age, assisting her mother in making artificial flowers. She 
has been doing this for the last two years. She winds the stems of the 
violets and gets them ready for her mother to finish. She works usu- 
muy ten nents a day. The close confinement has proven injurious to 

er health. 


3. On the 26th day of December, 1906, I saw Nettie Schroeder, 4 
years of age, making kimonos on a sewing machine, Her mother is a 


contractor who deals in kimonas, and the child assists her in making 
the goods. For the last six months she has been able to sew all the 
long seams, sitting over the machine sometimes MEDE hours a day. 
(Testimony of mother as to number of hours and child's age.) 

4. November 21, 1906, I visited the home of Mrs. Kane, on the first 
floor of a five-story tenement in Hoboken. Mrs. Kane makes the tas- 
sels for dance orders, preparing the silk in a twisted roll, and tying 
the pencils. Her four children—Harry, aged 4; Nellie, aged 6: 
Ethel, aged 8 and John, aged 10-—-work at untangling the silk and 
getting it ready for her to use. The youngest child works about nine 
hours a day at this, and the others Spena their time when out of school 
helping their mother in her work. he hours when they work and the 
ages of the children here stated are given on the testimony of the 
mother and of Mrs. Itschner, a neighbor living in the same house. 

5. October 24, 1906, I saw Madeline Frank, 15 years of age, making 
passamenterie. She has hip disease and was taken out of school at 
the age of 12, having been able up to that time to do very little study- 
ing. Her parents felt unable to support her without her contributing 
something toward her own support; and as she is incapacitated for 
working in a factory, for the last three years she has had to do this 
work at home. She receives the braid, stitches it according to the 
required design on a cardboard, presses it, stitches it into shape. re- 
moves it from the board, and winds it in rolls. This she does from 
twelve to fourteen hours a day. When I saw her she was pressing 
the work with heavy irons manifestly beyond her strength to lift and 
handle. Obviously the long hours of work nnd the nature of the work 
make it unfit for any child to attempt—much less a child physically 
disabled. Facts as to age and as to hours of work given on the testi- 
mony of Madeline and of her mother, Mrs. John Frank. 

6. November 9, 1906, I saw Mary X. Jaeger, 3 years of age, assist- 
ing her mother, Mrs. William Jaeger, in making garters. Her mother 
stitches the garters one after another on the machine with one thread, 
and the child takes them one after another and cuts the threads be- 
tween them. She does this eight to ten hours a day. 

December 26, 1906, I saw Mamie Halleck, 12 years of age, cutting 
the threads of “string” embroidery. She and her mother sit at a 
long table with the breadth of the yard wide embroidery spread out 
between them, and together they go over it, cutting the thrends be- 
tween the different parts of the patterns, there being 400 threads often 
to a yard. In vacation time the girl works fourteen hours a day. In 
school time she works probably six hours a day, according to the testi- 
mony of her mother. 


ELIZABETH B. BUTLER, 
Exceutive Secretary Consumers’? League of New Jersey. 


Sworn to before me this 5th day of January, 1907. 
[SEAL.] IBN EZY W. Hopces, 
Notary Public No. 155, Kings County, N. Y. 


Again, I remark, if the law is violated in as humble cases as 
those given above, where the people are without influence and 
where the inspectors can easily find them, how much more cer- 
tain do we know that it is violated in those mighty industries 
whose works are carefully protected from intrusion; whose 
owners have widespread political, social, and financial influence; 
who are known to have practiced child labor in the past, and 
whose financial interest it is to practice child labor now. 
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NONENFORCEMENT OF LAW IN PENNSYLVANIA. 
Here are a number of affidavits from Scott Nearing, secretary 
of the Pennsylvania child-labor committee, showing nonenforce- 
ment of law in Pennsylvania: 2 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 


Scott Nearing, secretary Pennsylvania child-labor committee, being 
affirmed according to law, says that on December 19, 1906, he met, at 
10.45 p. m., a number of cash girls coming from the store of Lit 
Brothers, at Eighth and Market streets, Philadelphia. 

That the girls whose pictures are attached stated their ages as 14 
and sald that they had started to work at 8 a. m. that morning; that 
they had been given one and one-half hours for dinner and supper 
(three-fourths hour for each). 

SCOTT NEARING. 


Affirmed and subscribed before me this 31st day of December, 1906. 
(sEaL.} Henty J. REEMAN, 


Notary Public. 
(Commission expires March 13, 1909.) 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, 88: 

Scott Nearing, secretary of the Pennsylvania child-labor committee, 
being affirmed according to law, says that the attached picture is of 
Sarah Hogan, who states her age as 13. She says that she has 
worked for one year, or thereabouts, at Tracy’s woolen mill, Tren 
sixth and Spruce streets, Philadelphia. She has an affidavit, falsely 
sworn to, on which she works. 

While at work in the mill she was caught and her arm broken six 
times in a machine. She may lose the arm, as it refuses to heal. 

SCOTT NEARING. 


sine and subscribed before me this 31st day of December, A. D. 


Hexzy J. RNEBMAN, 
Notary Public. 


1906. 
[SEAL.] 

(Commission expires March 13, 1909.) 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, 88: 

Scott Nearing, secretary of the P. Ivania Child Labor Committee, 
being affirmed according to Jaw, says that the attached pictures were 
taken of Philadelphia x-factory employees during 1908. 

That the pictures numbered 1 and 2 were taken during October, 1906, 
at 8.45 Rus m.; that these girls stated that they had worked since 
7 a. m. that morning; that they had half an hour for dinner, and “ five 
minutes for supper,” and that they were working Monday, Tuesday, 


and Thursday evening each week 8.30 or 9 p. m. 
Scorr NEARING. 


100 hrmed and subscribed before me this 31st day of December, A. D. 


Henny J. REBMAN, Notary Public. 


[sran] 
(Commission expires March 13, 1909.) 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss 
Scott Nearing, secretary of the Pennsylvania child-labor committee, 
being affirmed according to law, says that during September, 1906, he 
visited a tailor shop on Catharine street, Philadelphia, and found Joe 
Bellman, a boy of 13, according to his own statement, sewing on a 
coat. Said Joe Bellman stated that he had been working for a year. 
SCOTT NEARING. 
ste and subscribed before me this 31st day of December, A. D. 


[SEAL] Henry J. REBMAN, Notary Public. 
(Commission expires March 13, 1909.) 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 
Scott Nearing, secretary Pennsylvania Child Labor Committee, be- 


ing affirmed according to law, says that on December 5, 1905, he vis- 
8 eee N. J., and saw Frank Monoghan, whose picture is 
attac 


The said boy stated his age as 12, said that he had not attended 
school for “a couple of years,” and was engaged to wash glasses in 
a saloon at $1.50 per week. 

SCOTT NEARING. 

Affirmed and subscribed before me this 31st day of December, 1906. 

[SEAL.] ENRY J. REBMAN, Notary Public. 
(Commission expires March 13, 1909.) 


STATH OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 

Scott Nearing, secretary of the Pennsylvania Child Labor Committee, 
being affirmed according to law, says that he has spent some time in- 
vestleating conditions in the soft-coal mines at Morris Run, Tioga 
Sounty, Pa. 

That he has questioned two boys—one working in the mines, and the 
other coming from work in the mines—who stated their ages as 11. 

That it is a common thing to have boys of 17 or 18 state that they 
started to work at 11, and in some cases at 9 and 10. 

SCOTT NEARING. 

Affirmed and subscribed before me this 3ist day of December, A. D. 


SEAL.] Henry J. REBMAN, Notary Public. 
(Sudden expires March 18, 1909.) BME ana 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 

Scott Nearing, secreta: of the Pennsylvania Child Labor Com- 
mittee, 8 d affi: according to law, says that during July, 
1906, he visited Pittsburg, Pa., and on the “Hill” saw Joe London, 
whose photograph is attached, who was working in a cellar on Webster 
street, stripping tobacco. He said he was 13. 

That he saw Rosie and Goldie Berkowitz, the older girl, Rosie, stat- 
ing her age as 13, who were working in a garret at manufacturing 


“ stogies.” 
Scorr NEARING. 
e and subscribed before me this Sist day of December, A. D. 


fener) HENRY J. REBMAN, Notary Public. 
(Commission expires March 13, 1909.) 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 
Scott Nearing, secretary of the Pennsylvania child labor committee, 
affirmed according to law, says that during April, 1906, he 
spent several days in the neighborhood of Scranton, Pa. 
That at Dunmore he saw 2 boy, Tony Ignoso, who stated his age 
as “13 at Saturday,” and who had worked, according to his state- 
ment, the previous summer in the Bliss silk mill at Dunmore. 


That the girls sat on the window silis in said mill at Danmore and 
ate lunch while the machinery kept on running, and that the * dress- 
ing 2 provided according to law “consisted of hooks between the 
windows. 

That the Bliss mill at Priceberg runs night and aar, and that on 
the night shift, in a group of five boys, two stated their age as 16, 
although they were brothers and not twins. 

That in the same mill a girl worked on the day shift whose photo- 
graph is numbered 1 on the attached list. That she stated her a 
as 14, and had been working for three and- one-half years in said 1. 
Her age when she started, she said, was 13. 

SCOTT NEARING. 


3 and subscribed before me this 31st day of December, A. D. 


[SEAL.] Henny J. Reman, Notary Public. 
(Commission expires March 13, 1909.) 


Here is an affidavit as to facts ascertained by a lady whose 
word no man or woman in her State can question, even if she 
did not make an affidavit, as she does, to what she saw, and 
this is in the State of Illinois, which has one of the very best 
laws in the Union and an admirable inspection. I present the 
affidavit of Harriet M. Van Der Vaart: 


Strate or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, 88: 

In the winter of 1905, for the National Child Labor Committee, I 
visited a number of glass factories in Indiana and Illinois. In glass 
factories workers alternate between day and night work.. The day shift 
of one or two weeks will be the night shift of the following one or 
two weeks. Boys generally prefer night work. They can cut short 
the sleeping time in the day and have several hours for play. The 
night shift is dismissed generally at 3.30 in the morning. Coming 
from the intense heat around the furnaces into the cool morning air 
makes the workers liable to colds and pulmonary troubles. The g. 
the changes in temperature, and violent exercise, such as the constan 
rapid walking between the furnaces and the annealing ovens, are de- 
bilitating and tend to retard growth and development. Boys who work 
in glass factories as a rule are shorter, weigh less, and in every way are 
not as well developed as boys living a more normal life. 

The boy's work in a 8 factory does not require any training or 

skill. The apprenticeship to the glass blowers is very long —flve 
years—and very few boys ever become apprentices. As boys are at a 
premium in the glass industry, they can work a day, f a day, a 
night, or half the night, and it is optional with the boy whether he re- 
turns or not. In some factories it is customary to give them extra 
ay if they will stay the entire week and do good work. Numbers of 
dle boys loaf around many of the factories, work some, carry beer 
very often, and, as a business man toid me who has a store near the 
large glass factory in Streator, some gamble and use language that 
makes the vicinity avoided. 

In Indiana I found it customary for the school children to go into 
the factory at G in the evening and work until between 11 and 12, 
especially Thursday and Friday nights, and to work all day Saturday. 
I found children of 11 and 12 working at night in both States. Sa- 
loons abound in the vicinity of glass factories. In some factories beer 
is forbidden within the y. : in others it is not, and 78 75 are sent after 
the beer by the workmen. In all the warmth and light of the saloon 
is the first temptation that presents itself to the boy as he leaves the 
factory, debilitated and relaxed, at 3.30 in a cold winter's morning. 

Manufacturers have a great deal of difficulty in getting boys. In- 
telligent parents are learning that glass factories are demoralizing for 
boys. As a rule, it is the children of our foreign pulation and of 
ignorant parents who wish their children to work in glass factories. 
When I visited Alton in 1905 in going through the factory we did not 
find any violations of the child-labor law, but in visiting the homes of 
children who worked in the factory I was told over and over that the 
factory had been prepared for the visit and that all the children had 
been sent home the night before because they had been told the factory 
inspectors were comin When í returned to the factory and told the 
pour what I had learned in the children's homes, Smith, the 

d of the factory, said: “ But, madam, what would you do if you 
were a proprietor and learned the enemy was in the field; wouldn't you 
try to protect yourself?” 

In December of this year, 1906, I visited Alton again, and, although 
refused admittance into the factory, I visited a number of the homes 
of children who worked in the factory, and over and over again found 
ane she children were working in violation of the child-labor law of 

nois. z 

I was told that the factory had been inspected the week before, and 
the proprietors fined for violating the law. From my experience I 
should say that glass manufacturers are not obeying the child-labor 
laws we Row have and are teaching children to disregard the law. 
Ie excuse given is because of the competition in the different States. 
Those with whom I have ed say there would not be any objection 
= aa laws if the same laws applied to all factories in the United 

tates. 

HARRIET M. Van DER VAART, 
Chicago, Ill. 
55 and sworn to before me this 19th day of January, A. D. 


[seat] 


(My commission expires February 23, 1909.) 
Here is another, from Elizabeth B. Butler, of New Jersey.: 


Jancvany 4, 1907. 

December 27, 1906, I visited Mrs. Breidenkopf, in West Hoboken, 
N. J. She is an artificial flower maker, and her chief assistant for the 
last two years was her 7 ey Felicie, who died two months ago, at 
the age of 5 years. The child was as skillful a flower maker as her 
mother, and her mother states that in twist the stems of ‘vioiets and 
the child was the quicker of the two. She also, at the 

year when the flower work em- 
broidery, cutting sometimes 50 yards from 6 


Iva G. WOODEN, 
Notary Public. 


was slack, cut the yard 
an hour. 


She work 


o'clock in the morning until 11 at might daily. Her mother states that 
she had no disease, and died suddenly from no assignable cause, 
. ELIZABETH B. BUTLER, 
3 Executive Secretary, Consumers’ League of New Jersey. 
Sworn to before me this 5th day of sangar 1907. 
[SEAL] Iexry W. Hopces, 
Notary Public No. 154, Kings County, N. Y. 

Here are three affidavits from Owen R. Lovejoy, assistant 
secretary of the National Child Labor Committee, extracts of 
whose sparkling articles in the Outlook and Woman’s Home 
Companion have already been given. All these deal with viola- 
tions in Pennsylvania and almost at the present time: 

STATE or New York, County of New York: 

Owen R. Lovejoy, assistant secretary of the National Child Labor 
Committee, of said city and county, ing duly sworn, deposes and 
says that on May 8, 1906, in Nanticoke, Pa., he met Peter Swanbery, 
whose 8 is attached hereto. That sald boy stated that he 
began working in a coal breaker during vacations at 12 years of age; 
that for two years he had worked continuously until March 2, 1906; 
that he was 16 on December 25, 1905; that March 2, 1906, his arm was 
caught in the machinery of the “scraper line” and torn out at the 
shoulder; that after his injury the machinery in the breaker was prop- 
erly guarded, and that he received no damages from the company, but 
was treated at the hospital in Wilkes-Barre without expense. 

Owen R. LOVEJOY. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 7th day of January, 1907. 

[SEAL.] E. II. Opirz, 
Notary Public for the City and County of New York. 


Stare or New Yor, County of New York: 

Owen R. Lovejoy, assistant 5 of the National Child Labor 
Committee, of said city and county, being duly sworn, deposes and 
says that on May 14, 1906, in Banian, Clearfield County, Pa., he met 
Robert Richardson, a boy apparently 12 years of age and said by Miss 
Nellie Stoddart, public school-teacher, to be 12 years of age. Richard- 
son said he went to work in the mines driving a mule in the fall of 
1905, 11 years, and was hurt in November. That he was run over by a 
car and his leg, broken in two places. That he spent five weeks in the 
hospital in Ph 8 but received no compensation from the mining 
company because of his injuries. That his mother asserts that he is 
15 years old, and he proposes to return to the mine as soon as able. 

Owen R. Loyesoy. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this January 9, 1907. 

[SEAL] E. H. OPITZ, 

Notary Public for the City and County of New York. 


Srare or New Yorn, County of New York: 

Owen R. Lovejoy, assistant secretary of the National Child Labor 
Committee, of said city and county, being duly sworn, deposes and na be 
that on October 26, 1906, Joseph Shafer, superintendent of schools in 
Springdale, near Punxsutawney, Jefferson County, Pa., stated to him 
that Sam Madill, of Springdale, who had worked in a bituminous coal 
mine from about the age of 13, had been run over in the mine by a 
coal car two years ago and his foot taken off and that since then he 
had attended school and is now employed in a post-office. 

OWEN R. LOVEJOY. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 7th day of January, 1907. 

(SEAL. E. H. Oprrz, 
Notary Public for the City and County of New York. 
NONENFORCEMENT OF LAW IN THE SOUTH. 

Here are some from the Southern States. They are mostly 
by Dr. A. J. McKelway, one of the purest, bravest, and ablest 
men in the South, who has given his life to this great work, as 
Lord Shaftesbury gave his to the same work in England. Doc- 
tor McKelway is now connected with the National ‘Child Labor 
Committee and is the man to whom I have already referred. 


UNITED States or AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 

Personally aona before me, a notary public, A. J. McKelway, who 
on oath says that in December, 1905, he visited the silk mills at Alex- 
andria, Va., known as the “Clots Throwing Company.” That he saw 
a large number of boys and girls under 14 coming out of the mill nt the 
noon hour and returning to it. That he secured photographs of some 
of these children. ‘That at least ten of them seemed to under 12 
years of age, thus being employed in violation of the nan law. 

A. J. MCKELWAY. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 

[SEAL.] Epcar L. CORNELIUS, Notary Public. 


Unxrrep STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, sa: 

Personally appeared before me, a notary public, A. J. McKelway, who 
on oath says that in August, 1906, he visited the Asheville cotton mills, 
at Asheville, N. C. That he saw a number of children who appeared to 
be under 12, the legal age for employing children in North Carolina. 
That some of these children told him they were under 12, and that he 
took photographs of some of these children employed in the Asheville 
cotton mills who to all appearance were under 12 years of age. 

A. J. McKetway, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907, 

(SEAL. ] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, 88: 

Personally appeared before me this 22d aey of January, A. J. McKel- 
way, who on, oath says that in January, 1905, he visited a cottage 
rented by employees of a cotton mill at Raleigh, N. C. That he saw 
there a child of 12 years of age who testified, and whose testimony his 
mother confirmed, that he had been working in the mill since he was 6 


old. 
ba A. J. MCKELWAY. 


Subseribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
{seau.) a EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 28, 


UNITED STATES or America, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, a notary public, A. J. McKelway, who 
on oath says that in January, 1905, in N with a Baptist minister 
of Raleigh, he visited the Pilot Cotton Mills, of Raleigh, and saw sev- 
eral children evidently under the age of 12 years coming from the mill 
at the lunch hour; that the father of one of these children said that he 
was 10 years of age, this being a violation of the North Carolina law. 

A. J. MCKELWAY. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 

[SEAL.] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally 1 4 ic before me, a notary public, A. J. MeKkelwax, who, 
on oath, says In the fall of 1904, after the North Carolina child-labor 
law had gone into effect, he took an unofficial school census of the 
Atherton Mills village. That out of a hundred rsons of school 
age fifty-nine were working in the mill, eight were going to school, and 
that thirteen children under 14 were working in the mill and four 

in the mill. That James Eli Griffith was 

was therefore not 11 years old at the time, 
Bible. That he was suffering at the time 
from a bad knife wound on his leg, an accident while he was making 
bands in the mill. That Eugene Broughton was 12 years old on Feb- 
ruary 4 following. his employment also being a violation of the law. 
That Minnie Griffith, a 12, had been a spinner in the mill, but, 
according to her mother’s testimony, grew too weak and sick to remain 


in the mill. 

— A. J. MCKELWAY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
[sran.] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


under twelve were workin 
born January 28, 1894, an 
according to the famil 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 

This day personally before me, a notary public, came A. J. McKelway, 
who on oath doth say that on the 10th day of January, 1907, he visited 
the Belmont graded schools near Charlotte, N. C. That he found in 
each grade of the school except the primary grade boys and girls who 
had already worked in cotton mills. That in the third grade there 
were thirteen children who gave their names and ages and the mills in 
which they worked as follows: 

Oscar Hargate. age 9, Old Mill, Rock Hill, S. C.; Frank Hearn, age 
9, Statesville; Bertram Holmes, age 9, Louise mills; Jeb. Wallace, 
áge 13, gingham mills; Clara Davis, age 8, Louise mills; Ernest Broad- 
nax, age 7, Victor mills; Callie Hargett. age 11, Louise mills; Lilley 
James, age 10, gingham mills; Perey Brook, age 13. Louise mills: 
Myrtle Beam, age 13, Louise mills; Arthur Johnson, age 16, Louise 
mils; Grade Rion, age 12, gingham mills; Carl Davis, age 9, Calyin 
mills. 

That four of these children claimed to have helped mothers or sister 
in the mills. That tbe principal of the school declared that it was a 
matter of constant complaint that the children, often those under 12, 
which is the legal age in North Carolina, left the school to work in the 
mills. That the school enrollment was only about one-half of the 
school census of the district, taken the previous year, and that the 
school attendance was much below the enrollment, largely because of 
this competition between the school and the mill. 

A. J. MCKELWAY. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 

[SEAL.] EpGar L, CORNELICS, 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


STATE OF GEORGIA, County of Fulton: 

This is to certify that the attached picture contains the likeness of 
three of my children. They are named, iden pepe Liaza Smith, 8 years 
old, who has been working in the Exposition mills about two weeks: 
Ida Smith, 10 years old, who has been working in the Exposition 
mills about four months and in other Georgia mills about two years. 
Altogether she has worked about four years in cotton mills; Nora 
Smith, 13 years old, who has been working in the Exposition mills 
abont four months and in other Georgia mills about two years. Alto- 
ether she has worked in cotton mills about fice years, I myself work 
‘or the Exposition Cotton Mills company: and have one other child 
working in said mill. This June 26, 1905. 

A. M. SMITH. 


Witness: 
D. A. TENDER. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 

Personally appeared before me, a notary public, A. J. MeKkelway, who 
on oath says that he has in his.possession the photograph referred to 
in the above affidavit, that he had also in his possession the original 
affidavit of which the above is a true copy, and that the affidavit was 
published in the Atlanta Journal July 3, 1905. ‘ 

t A. J. MCKELWAY. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
{sEa.] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
District of Columbia, 88: 

Personally appeared before me, a notary public, A. J. McKelway, who 
on oath says that in the month of May or June, 1906, he visited a 
school taught in the village of the Milstead Manufacturing Company of 
Conyers, Ga.; that the school is mainly supported by the generosity of 
this company; that the enrollment for the year had been about nincty, 
and that the MAL age of those attending was 9 years, according to 
the testimony of the teachers in charge; that the attendance at the 
time of the visit was about thirty; that the teachers gave the names of 
twenty-two children who had left the school for the mill during the 
school term, and of these two were 12 years of age, four were 11, three 
were 10, two were 9, five were 8, and one was 7; that of the thirty 
children then in school eight declared that they had worked in the mill; 
and that he took a photograph of these children, and that the smallest 
does not seem to be more than 6 years old. 

A. J. MCKELWAY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
[SBAL.] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


1907. 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally p dey hee before me, a notary public, A. J. McKelway, who 
on oath says that in the summer of 1906 he visited a family employed 
then at the Whittier mills. near Atlanta, Ga. That he saw the mother, 
who had been left a widow while employed by the Milstead Manafacturing 
Company the year before, and that she had declared that she had taken 
her children as follows to work with her in the mill: Pearl, aged 16; 
Jeffie, 14; Clifford, 9; Lor 7; leaving Louis, a child of 4 in charge of 
a baby, Aline, aged 2. hat the management of the Milstead Manu- 
facturing Company, Clifford West, 
piren, except that the name of Loy, aged 7. did not appear on the pay 
roll and that he only helped his mother. That according to the testi- 
mony of both Mrs. West and the management of the Milstead Manu- 
facturing Company, Clifford West, then aged 9 years, was playing 
about an elevator and was quite badly hurt by a weight striking his 
head and then by being pinned to the floor by the opening of the elevator 
doors. That according to Mrs. West's statement she moved with these 
children from the Milstead t Company to the Whittier 
mills in order to get the higher wa paid for night work. That at the 
time of this interview with Mrs. West, Clifford West, then aged IJ. was 
working in the Whittier milis at night. the rest of the family having 
chan: to day work. That the hours of labor in Georgia for operatives 
of all ages is sirty-siv hours a weck, which, 75 reason of the half 
holiday on Saturday amounts to ticelre hours a day or ticelve hours a 
night for the first five working days of the week. 
A. J. McKerway. 


day of January, 1907. 
Encar L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


then aged 9 years, was playing 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d 
[SEAL] 2 


UNITED States or AMERICA, District of Columbia, 88: 

Personally sppeared before me, a notary public, A. J. McKelway, who 
on oath says that he has visited a number of mills in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama in the last two years, some or 
which were known as model mills, and that he has never seen any 
mill in these States in which there was not a large number of chil- 
dren employed under 14, many under 12, and not a few under 10; that 
it is a matter of common knowledge in these States that the laws 
against the employment of children are not enforced; that there is 
no factory inspection nor any provision made by the States for the 
enforcement of the law; that he has never learned of any prosecution 
in any of these States for violations of the law; that in North Caro- 
lina alone, according to the report of the commissioner of labor for 
1905, siety-siv mills run at night as well as during the day; that 
there are frequent accidents In the mills, children of tender years be- 
ing injured 5 the machinery of the mills; that the children who have 
to breathe atmosphere containing the flying lint of the spinning 
roonis suffer with throat and lung troubles and with diseases of the 
eyes from the same cause—the lint in the air; that according to the 
testimony of physicians the critical period in the life of young girls 
comes in the climate of these States between the ages of 12 and 14, and 
that the long continued labor of the mills at this period is often an 
injury to young girls for life; that the hours of labor allowed by law 
for children of 40 and 12 years in these States are sizty-sir hours a 
week, and that in one of these States—South Carolina—children of 
any age may be employed in the mills by day if the children of de- 


pendent parents. 
A. J. McKetway. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 


[seak] EEGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


STATE OF GEORGIA, County of Fulton: 

This day personally before me, a notary public, came J. I. Williams 
and U. I. Davis, who, on oath, each for himself doth say that they 
know Ida Owens, the largest of the little girls in the annexed picture, 
and that she works in the mill called the “ Gate City Mill,” and that 
she has the reputation of being 8 years old; and that they also know 
the four boys in the annexed picture, namely, Charley Hart, who is 
the la t in the picture, and has the reputation of being 10 years 
old; Willie Collins, the next largest, who has the reputation of being 
11 years old; Ernest Driver, who has the reputation of being 10 years 
old, and Grady Humphries, who has the reputation of being 10 years 
old; and that these all work in the Gate ST Cotton Mills, and that 
none of them are fatherless or motherless children, and that none of 
them are going to school, and that to the best of their knowledge and 
belief some of them are unable to read or write. And tbat they know 
Homer Hembree, Virgil eee Ben Smith, Carlton Smith, Fasie 
Smith, Will Hart, Harry Hogan, Fred Hogan, Robert Gaston; and that 
these all work in the Gate City Cotton Mills. 

J. I. WILLIAMS. 
U. I. Davis. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this June 9, 1905. 

8 D. M. MATHEWS, 
Notary Public, Fulton County. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally before me, a notary public, appeared A. J. McKelway, who 
on oath says that he witnessed the signing of the above affidavit and 
had in his possession the original of which this is a true copy, and that 
he saw Ola Owens and took her photograph, and that she said she was 
8 years old; that he took the photograph of the four boys—Charley Hart, 
Ernest Driver, Willie Collins, and Grady Humphreys—and that they 
gave their ages as they are given in the above affidavit, and that the 
other children and their relatives and friends testified to the ages of 
these children as follows: That Homer Hembree was said to be 7 years 
old and had been working in the mill about a year: that Fasie Smith 
was /2 years old and had been working in the mill four years: that 
Will Hart was 7 or 8 years old and had been working in the mill over 
a week; that Fred Hogan was 8 years old and had been working in the 
mill when he was not sick, and that Robert Gaston was 11 years old 
and had been working in the mill nearly two years. 
A. J. McKetway. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
[SEAL.] EÐGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 

RESISTANCE TO ENACTMENT OF STATE LEGISLATION. 

Not only is there universal nonenforcement of law, but there 


has been and still is resistance to good legislation. It is noto- 


rious that wherever friends of this reform have attempted to 
secure legislation the interests which were profiting by the 
evil resisted their efforts or else defeated or impaired such 
laws as were passed. For example, Mr. Durland, from whom I 
have already extensively quoted, tells the following action of 
the glass manufacturers in Pennsylvania in Outlook, volume 
74, on page 125: 
RESISTANCE IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


Yet the indifference of legislators or the lack of public pressure 
has resulted in a continuance of the system, with never a strong hand 
raised in protest. As soon as the Western Association of Glass Manu- 
facturers saw that a bill had been introduced to abolish night work, a 
committee was appointed to go to Harrisburg and prevent the en- 
actment of any legislation this session. These manufacturers are re- 
ported to haye adopted resolutions denouncing and ridiculing that sec- 
tion of the bill which provided that children must learn to read and 
write English before beginning to work. It was the influence of this 
organization that helped to keep in office as chief factory inspector for 
several years Mr. James Campbell. Mr. Campbel it was who had been 
an advocate of the glass manufacturers at all hearings on the glass 
tarif before the Committee on Ways and Means at Washington. Mr. 
Campbell it was who, in as in Pittsburg last October, before 
the Mothers’ Congress, said that Pennsylvania suffers from the ex- 
cessive education of workingmen's children. This is the theory that 
some of Mr. Campbell's subordinates have. been fond of upholding of 
late. As recently as March, at a meeting of the Civic Club in Phil- 
adelphia, a late factory inspector urged the same point. But Mr. 
Campbell has been removed by Governor Pennypacker, and his suc- 
cessor promises a more enlightened policy. These are the kind of men 
who do not even pretend to enforce existing laws. As Judge Gray 
further remarks, * Some of the laws in the anthracite region are little 
better than dead letters.” Endless excuses are advanced for this laxity, 
but there is little validity in any of them. 


Mrs. Kelley tells of resistance to the passage of legislation in 
one or two States in her book entitled “Some Ethical Gains 
Through Legislation.” On pages 53 and 54 she says: 

RESISTANCE IN ILLINOIS. 


Although the manufacture of glass is one of the industries most 
highly protected by the tarif for many years past and although the 
wages of glass blowers are protected by a most influential and all-em- 
bracing union, yet employers and glass blowers have in at least two 
States worked together to keep the children from receiving any ade- 
qae legislative protection, In Illinois for ten years the glass manu- 
ucturers were successful in their unwearying efforts to prevent the 
enactment of a provision restricting night work to persons over the age 
ot 16 years. nd eyen when the present enlightened measure was 
finally passed, in 1903, this was done against the protest of the manu- 
facturers and of a Slass-bottle blower who appeared before the senate 
committee at Springfield in opposition to the bill. In New Jersey, in 
1904, there was the same conilict, the piesa horne blowers’ union, as 
such, urging the passage of a law prohibiting night work for children 
and the glass manufacturers nevertheless securing for the opposition 
the support of a State senator at Trenton who had once been a blower 
and who succeeded in getting stricken out of the bill this most valuable 
of its provisions, despite the united efforts of the labor organizations of 
the whole. State and of the Children’s Protective Alliance, comprising 
forty societies for the protection and welfare of children. 

In Pennsylvania, in March, 1903, the Western Pennsylvania Asso- 
ciation of Glass Manufacturers voted at a pove meeting held in Pitts- 
burg to keep a committee at Harrisburg throughout the session of 
legislature to prevent the enactment of a measure 8 
work for children and all employment of illiterate children. suc- 
cessful was this committee that the friends of the bill were not even 
granted a hearing before the senate committee to which the bill was 
referred. In all these cases the arguments used were identical. Pov- 
erty must not be intensified by Jonui the employment even of the 
youngest and most illiterate children. 

Fortunately the friends of the working children have at last suc- 
ceeded in bringing to light the hypocrisy of this plea. It has been 
shown that for a series of years the glass manufacturers of New Jersey 
and Ohio have imported children from other States. Charitable in- 
stitutions and child-placing agencies have been appealed to to furnish 
detached boys and have done so in more than one case. Children have 
been sent from one State to another to meet the demand. 


Miss Ashby, in the World’s Work, volume 2, page 1293, says 
in her article on “ Child Labor in Southern Cotton Mills” con- 
cerning resistance to legislation: 

RESISTANCE IN ALABAMA. 


The strongest objection to preventive legislation is, of course, the 
desire for cheap labor. To the shame of the northern capitalist be it 
said, he has carefully fostered this superstition in order to obtain the 
cheap and submissive labor that he believes children give. In 1887 a 
law was passed in Alabama limiting the hours of children’s work in 
factories to eight a day. 

At the instigation of Massachusetts mill owners this law was 
repealed in December, 1894, on their promise that these mill own- 
ers would establish a factory in Alabama. To-day the mills thus 
established are working at least fifty children under 12 years old 
for eleven and three-quarters hours a ah It is difficult to see the 
exact benefit to Alabama, since all the capital in the Alabama City mills 
is northern and eastern and the dividends go out of the State. 

The village is a beautiful one, managed with much moral and sanitary 
seyerity, but no seeming philanthropies, such as natatoriums, churches, 
the libruries (for people who can not even read), can atone for this de- 
liberate demoralization of the southern conscience and injury to the 
future of her industries by those who in thelr own State are forbidden 
to work children by the best factory laws in the world. In Massachu- 
setts no child may go into the mills under 14, and only then after hav- 
ing attended school for at least a year. 

This is not an isolated Instance. Much of the opposition to the 
passage of a protective law to the southern legislatures is made by the 
representatives of northern corporations, who are taking full adyan- 
tage of the possibility of child labor. In eleven mills I visited owned 
by northern capital there were twice as many children under 12 as in 
thirteen owned by southern capital. 

The total number of children under 12 in the mills of Alabama 
(including the unpaid “ helpers”) I computed to be about 1,200. This 
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number is not stationary or diminishing; on the contrary, it is steadily 
increasing, and the experience of the other Southern States proves that 
it must be so. In one of the olders mills they told me that the children 
were younger and more numerous than they had ever had them before. 


Again she says on page 1294: 


In Augusta, Ga., a count was made in June, 1900, through 8 mills, 
and 556 children under 12 were found working. In South Carolina 
Mr. John B. Cleveland, president of the Whitney mills, giving evi- 
dence before the legislature, stated that 30 per cent of the operatives 
in the Whitney mills were under 12, and Mr. James L. Orr, presi- 
dent of the Piedmont mills, South Carolina, that 25 per cent of his 
machinery was run by such children. The statement sometimes made, 
that the number of children affected is so small that it is not worth 

ublic attention, is not borne out by these figures, nor by the fact that 

Georgia as many as 30 mill presidents appeared before the legisla- 
ture to defeat the child-labor bill there. 

Again, on page 1295, she says: 

Northern and southern capitalists should be warned by their work 
people in the North and their fcllow-citizens to withdraw their opposi- 
tion to the passage of such a law. 

The opposition at present is immense. When I returned from my 
tour of investigation in Alabama I found the whole community, except 
those 7 0 nterested financially in cotton mills, on my side. The 
press, the pulpit, the schools, the women in their various clubs took the 
matter up. A bill was presented at the second session of the Alabama 
legislature, in the upper and lower houses, by gentlemen who had no 
connection with the labor movement. 

The mill owners immediately engaged two able lawyers, who were 
also professional lobbyists, to deal with the members of the istature 
on the subject. Representatives were warned that the local bills shee 
had been sent up to pass would have small prospect of syccess shoul 
they vote for a cbild-labor law. 

At a hearing before the joint committees of the house and senate the 
senate chamber was packed to overflowing. The mill owners’ interests 
were represented by a lawyer who was also the president of a cotton 
mill, the owners of which are * philanthropic” northern people—a cor- 
poration clergyman and a railway attorney. 

None of these men ever touched on the pros and cons of child 
labor. The sincerity of their arguments may be gauged by their bring- 
ing forward a miserable little petition against the bill, written on the 
official paper of a very smal! mill, and signed by seventeen of its oper- 
ati 


ves. 
The hearing was simply a public bluff. It appears that the rejection 
of the bill had been settled before in spite of public excitement upon the 
uestion. Similar defeats were recently ig sae in Georgia and 
uth Carolina, where the educated women ve been making gallant 
efforts to get the need for child-labor legislation recognized. 


THE FIGHT IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Here is what Doctor Roberts says in Outlook, volume 78, 
September—December, 1904, pages 982-984: 


No child under 13 years of age can, according to law, be regularly 
employed, but in every industrial center where children are to any 
extent employed the consensus of opinion among labor leaders and pro- 
fessional men is that the law is evaded. A labor leader in Lancaster 
said: “I'll swear by a stack of Bibles as high as the Lutheran Church 
that there are scores of children under 13 years of age in these facto- 
ries.’ In Allentown child labor is at a premium, while men walk the 
streets unable to get work. A silk manufacturer of this city said: 
“All . Plants ought to get out of Allentown, for e 
is too scarce.” Reading a hosiery manufacturer said: * 
get all the boys and girls we need our factories.” Empl rere when 

“Do parents try to secure employment to children under age?” 
invariably answered, “Yes.” Superintendents of public schools in cen- 
ters of textile industries are uniform in their testimony that a certain 
percentage of parents take their children from school when they are 
only 10, 11, or 12 years of age and send them to the factory or mill. 
Physicians who practice among employees in milis and factories are 
unanimous in their testimony that children are employed before they 
are 13 years of age. Lawyer Craig, of Lebanon, said: “ Stop ignorant 
and ly parents from committing perjury when they take out cer- 
tificates of employment to their children.” Doctor Davies, of Lan- 
“Execute the laws now in force before you attempt to 
pass others. 

Is this expression of public sentiment justified? In every industrial 
center there are humane and patriotic employers, but they must com- 
pete with sinister and heartless men who regard all consideration for 
tender children seeking employment as “ sentiment,” which has no place 
in business relations. In every large city there are factories of ill 
repute, wherein conditions are wretched, wages low, and the moral at- 
mosphere degrading. visited one of these where 600 employees 
labored, 65 per cent of whom were under 16 years of age. Six months 

a strike had occurred in this factory. I asked a boy 17 years old 
if they had won it. His reply was, “No; the kids defeated us.” 
Among these employees it would be easy to select a score or two of 
boys and girls under 13 rs, The deputy factory inspector has sent 
home as many as thirty employees from this mill in one day, but within 
a week most of them were back again. The two wards from which 
the employer draws his labor supply are the most congested in the 
city, and one of them is being rapidly filled of an influx of Slavs and 
Italians. A public schpol superintendent, who has taught in these 
two wards for fifteen pas said: “It is an impossibility to stop the 
exodus of boys and girls to the mills before they are 13 years of age.” 
He had conducted night schools for many years in these wards, and 50 
per cent of the boys attending them were doing primary work. In 
the town of Freeland I met three sisters coming home from the silk 
mill; each of them began work when she was 12 785 of age. The 
superintendent of public schools in this borough said: “ Boys and girls 
leave my schools in large numbers from 10 to 12 years of age. Some 
leave before they are 10 years.” In my visit hg silk and hoisery 
mills, rope and school-slate factories, cigar and candy establishments, I 
saw anwemic children under the legal age, with frail constitutions, work- 
ing sixty hours a week. Some of these were stunted and deformed, 
ican competent physicians would send to hospitals rather than have 
them work ten hours a day in a vitiated atmosphere for 3 cents an hour 

Do not factory inspectors know this? Yes; but their hands are tied 
by political influence. When Gus Egolf, of Norristown, was appointed 
deputy factory inspector last June, he turned out in one week 200 
children illegally employed in his district. In one boro of 8,000 
population he sent home 50 children from factories. en Deputy 


,offense in the same city. 


Factory Inspector Betchel was nye Nora last June, over 500 chilarez 
illegally employed were found in ks County alone. In one borough 
he sent home 45 children from 9 to 12 years who were employed con- 
trary to law. He 1 the mayor of the city of Reading for 
illegally giving two boys certificates of employment. be mayor paid a 
fine of $31. He also successfully prosecuted an alderman for the same 
In another city the factory inspector tried 
to prosecute an alderman who issued certificates of employment to 
children not N wot qualified to work. He did not succeed, for the 
reason that no justice of the pare would try a “ brother officer.” One 
factory inspector candidly admitted that he could not discharge his 
duties in the town in which he resided. If he did, he would commit 
political suicide within six months. Another factory inspector suc- 
cessfully prosecuted an influential employer. The suit cost the em- 
loyer $400 and the inspector his office: ‘The Central Labor Union of 
wancaster prosecuted the leading factory in the city for employin 
children contrary to law. The case has never been tried, and the offi- 
cers of the union can not find out the reason why. Sometimes factory 
inspectors “strain at a gnat and swallow a camel.” A poor organ 
grinder in one of our cities was fined $25 and costs for employing a boy 
not 13 years of age to help him. In the same city n factory wherein 
900 persons labor has from 50 to 60 children employed contrary to 
law, but this transgressor has not been prosecuted. Another store- 
keeper was prosecuted for ampo ing a girl under 13 years of age, and 
in the same elty scores of girls are employed under that age, and 
nothing is done about it. The heads of large factories are invariably 
a power in the politics of the town or city wherein they reside, and 
the factory inspectors are appointees of the “ machine.“ 
* = . s = s s 
Some employers transgress the factory laws of the State in work- 

ing children under 16 1 58 of age and adult females more than sixt; 

hours a week. The chief transgressors in this respect are the silk 
and hosiery mills, the cigar, school slates, box, and umbrella factories, 
These industries have their busy seasons, during which the employees 
work overtime. In one factory little 
o'clock till 8 without respite—a continuous stretch of seven hours. 
Sometimes one department in a large factory falls behind the others, 
and the employer offers a premium to the employees to “catch up.” 
Under this pressure I saw boys under 15 years of working fourteen 
hours a day. ‘The mother of three young girls who worked overtime 
said: “It's from bed to work and from work to bed.” These chil- 
dren got up at 6 o'clock in the morning and worked till 8 o'clock in 
the evening. When questioned about the time they had for the 
noonday meal and how they used it, one of the girls said: “I take 
a nap, when I can, on the bales.” 


Spargo says this on violation of law, on page 168: 


In the canning and 8 of fish, fruit, and vegetables mere 
babies are employed during the busy season. In more than one 
canning factory in New York State I have seen children of 6 and T 


ris were 3 working from 1 


yore of age 3 at 2 o’clock in the morning. In Oneida Mr. 
iliam English Walling, formerly a factory inspector of Illinois, 
found one id 4 years old who earned 19 cents in an afternoon 


stringing beans, and other children from 7 to 10 years of age. ‘There 
are over 500 55 In New York State, but the census of 
1900 gives the number of children employed under 16 years of age 
as 219. This is merely another illustration. of the deceptiveness of 
the statistics which are gathered at so much 1 5 5 The agent 
of the New York Child Labor Committee was told by the foreman of 
one factory that there were 300 children under 14 years of age in 
that one factory! In Syracuse it was a matter of complaint in the 
season of 1904 on the part of the children that “the factories will 
not take you unless you are 8 years old.” 

In Maryland there are absolutely no restrictions placed upon the 
employment of children in canneries. They may be employed at any 
age, by day or night, for as many hours as the employers choose or 
the children can stand and keep awake. In Oxford, Md., I saw a tiny 
girl, 7 years old, who had worked for twelve hours in an oyster-can- 
ning factory, and I was told that such cases were common, There were 
290 canning establishments in the State of Maryland in 1900, all of 
them employing young children absolutely without legal restriction. 
And I fear that it must be added with little or no moral restriction 
either. Where regard for child life does not express itself in humane 
are for its preservation, it may generally be presumed to be non- 

stent. 

In Maine the age limit for employment is 12 years. Children of that 
age may be employed by day or night, provided that girls under 18 and 
boys under 16 are not permitted to work more than ten hours in the 
twenty-four or sixty hours in a week. In 1900 there were 117 estab- 
lishments engaged in the preservation and canning of fish. Small ker- 
rings are canned and placed upon the market as “sardines.” This 
industry is 8 confined to the Atlantic coast towns—Lubec and 
Eastport, in Washington County, being the main centers. I can not 
speak of this industry from personal investigation, but information re- 
ceived from competent and trustworthy sources gives me the im- 
pression that child slavery nowhere assumes a worse form than in 
the “sardine” canneries of Maine. Says one of my correspondents in 
a private letter: In the rush season fathers, mothers, older children, 
and babies work from early morn till night—from dawn till dark. in 
fact. You will scarcely belleve me, perhaps, when I say and babies, 
but it is literally true. I've seen them in the present season no more 
than 4 or 5 years old working hard and beaten when they lagged. As 
you may suppose, being out here, far away from the center of the State. 
we are not much troubled by factory inspection. I have read about the 
conditions in the southern mills, but nothing I have read equals for 
sheer brutality what I see right here in Washington County. 


At the last session of the legislature of North Carolina a deter- 
mined effort was made to perfect the absurdly inadequate law of 
that State. This was led by Dr. A. J. McKelway, whose affida- 
vits you have heard, and who is a resident and one of the most 
esteemed citizens of that Commonwealth. The manufacturers 
had resisted all previous attempts to get a good law, which re- 
sistance resulted in the present inefficient statute. 

The effort to make the law general and provide for compulsory 
education was as bitterly resisted by the mill owners at the last 
session of the North Carolina legislature as similar interests re- 
sisted compulsory education and good law in West Virginia. 

I here insert some of the statements made by these mill 
owners, without giving their names, for I do not want to sub- 
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ject them to public condemnation unless they compel it. I read, 
howeyer, from the stenographer’s notes of the hearing before the 
legislative committee. One of them said: 


In the first place the employees themselves can not do without the 
wages they earn in the mills; in the next place, the mills of North 
Carolina ¢an not do without the help. That is all there is to it. 
You may go into any mill, I do not care where it is, and you will find 
the proprietors doing all they can to help the cause of education. 

$ * * * * * 


* 

I will tell you how it was last year with the mill people. Why, 
the farmers took the children and put them to work on their farms 
picking cotton. The law has nothing to do with picking cotton. 

$ * * * — + * 

I want to say that England is still reaching out for more cotton. 
She is building more cotton mills. She is mistress of the sea. She 
has got more consumers than any Nation on earth; and yet she is 
doing everything she can to get more of these ople in the cotton 
mills, and they are going there—building more mills every year. 

If it has had such a terrible effect in reducing the stature of the men 
so that the army could not be recruited, what I would like to know is 
why are they building more cotton mills and why are they going 
to all parts of the globe and doing everything to get the cotton into 
England? It seems to me there is no common sense in that argument. 


Another mill owner said: 


I do not think that the legislature of North Carolina ought ever to 
undertake any class legislation. As a principle, I believe. it is wrong. 
However, we see the recurrence of this trouble in two years, and we 
will have it every two years hereafter, as we have it up North, 

> $ ka s s = $ 

We find out who will go to school, and we get in extra help and turn 
out the little fellows who will go to school and send them to school. 
This is the best we can do, and all we can do. But we do not want 
laws that force some of our people, and will make them move back to 
their farms because they can not get support at the mill. 

Enact this law. and it results that a great number of my people 
can not make a living at the mill and will have to go back to their 
farms or get out of the range of the law BY MOVING TO SOUTH CAROLINA 
WHERE THEY ARE NOT TAMPERED WITH. 

$ + 0 » * * $ 

Our conditions can not be compared with the Eastern States. We 
down here use more small labor, more cheap labor than they can use 
in the Eastern States, for the simple reason that we are spinners of 
yarn down here, largely, and those people up there are consumers of 
yarn. We spin—the boys and the girls spin the yarn and the women 
ang the men run the looms and the knitting machines. That is the 

erence. 


Another mill owner said: 


Of course the edict of the Almighty is “ By the sweat of thy brow 
thou shalt get thy bread.” That is that the large majority of the 
ed 7 shall always be simply working people, that a man who has 
nothing whatever but his right hand to work for him and for his wife 
and children has a very hard time in this world. 
+ * . * * * . 

The sentiment that gives so much force to the idea which Doctor Mce- 
Kelway represents comes from the class that sleeps late in the morn- 
ing—professors, teachers, and ladies who have time to cultivate their 
kindness of heart, and 98 bit in the habit of sleeping late in the morn- 
ing, and they get in the habit of thinking that a man who has to get 
up at 5 o'clock in the morning is a very much downtrodden person. 


Df course, this mill owner is right—it is a fine thing for a 
child to get up at 5 o'clock in the morning and work twelve 
hours, standing all the time. 

Another mill owner said: 


It will ruin the mill interests of North Carolina. I say again, gen- 
tlemen, from a Democratic standpoint, it is wisdom for you gentlemen 
to let the bill stand as it is. 


It was “wisdom ” from a Democratic standpoint “to let the 
law stand,” said this mill owner at this hearing of the North 
Carolina legislature, and they were “eise - they let it stand. 

Another mill owner said: 


And it was a distinct understanding that if the compromise were 
made, we would not be brought here for years and years to come. It 
was well known upon that occasion, gentlemen, and it was argued upon 
that occasion, that it was unnecessary to enact laws, to make laws, 
binding upon the textile mills of North Carolina. 

* * s * . * * 


I say to recs gentlemen, that the mill industry of North Carolina 
represents the “best people“ of North Carolina.“ 


“Best people“ again, you see; only this time they are not 
in Georgia but in North Carolina. 


I say to you, gentlemen, that there is no doubt as to their intention 
to help. I say to you, gentlemen, that it was unwise tico years ago to 
hare enacted any legislation at all. But we bowed our heads in humble 
submission to your will, with the distinct understanding that we were 
to have no further legislation upon this point. 


You see this mill owner didn’t want any legislation at all, 
and he actually “ submitted” to the law upon the “ understand- 
ing“ that no more laws would ever be passed. 

This same mill owner goes on: 


Now, gentlemen, I have investigated this matter and I say that if 
the McKelway bill is passed that it will clog the wheels of industry in 
North Carolina for ever and ever. -I say, gentlemen, that you must 
come down to this in a practical, common-sense way and investigate 
what effect it would have on the mills of North Carolina not to allow 
children of 13 to work in the mills; estimate what it would have 
not to allow children of 16 years of age to work at night. I say to 
you when you take that little boy out of the mill, take the little 
spinner out of the mill, you might as well sweep that mill out of 
eise. 

E * + * 0 s . 


And I say to you, furthermore, that it is not hardi 


possible that 
South Carolina will crowd out her mills. And what will the people at 


Rockingham, Charlotte, and those other towns that are near to McCall 
and Columbia—what will these mills do? Their Kelp will leave our 
mea ana ooi to this other State where they can find employment for 
their o ren. 


That's the heart of the whole trouble with the States stopping 
this infamy. If one does and another don’t, the mill owners of 
the latter get the children of the former. 

But I ask you for God’s sake— 

Think of that appeal— 


I ask you for the sake of these little children whom He is supposed to 
represent; I ask you for the sake of the men who have their money 
interested in this business; I ask you for the sake of the future inter- 
ests in your grand old State of North Carolina to sit down on every 
bill they ever propose to you, and let these mill men go to their re- 
Rpective homes with the feeling that they will not every two years have- 
the sword of Damocles over their necks, 


Well, the North Carolina legislature could not resist such an 
appeal as that, of course. Who could? 
Another mill owner says: 


Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, if the State of 
North Carolina is a better guardian of the girls and boys of North 
Carolina than their own parents, their own flesh and blood, why stop 
at the cotton-mill operatives? Why single them out? Let us pass a 
bill here that no girl under 14 years old shall run a sewing machine. 
Let us pas one that none shall use a typewriter; that no girl under 
14 shall be a clerk in a store or be a stenographer. Are they not as 
much objects of the care and solicitude of the State of North Carolina 
as the factory girls? Why this discrimination? Why are they singled 
onez * * s + è * * 

Now, I know it is a fad to say that everything must give way to 
education. I can afford to say something about education, because I 
have always been a friend to education. 

* . s * 


* 

There is such a thing as carrying it [education] too far. There are 
other thin in North Carolina it Is your duty to face besides this 
fedweattout: There are the mill interests in North Carolina that ought 
to be considered. No State can be great, no State can hold any influ- 
ence in this world, unless it is materially great. 

s 4 * s e 


* + 
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And you can not have education without prosperity. Now this is 
education gone mad. You are about to sacrifice everything to educa- 
tion. I admit that young girls between 12 and 14 are at a critical 

int of their lives. There is no doubt about that. But, gentlemen, 

o you know that working in mills is not harder on them than other 
work that they have to do? 

Notwithstanding the immense space taken up thus far, I can 
not resist the summing up of the whole thing by quoting from 
Miss Irene Ashby’s article in the American Federationist, strik- 
ing out of it every sentimental expression which this tender- 
hearted and brave-souled woman used. Senators may see the 
picture of this lady surrounded by the children whom she 
found in these mills with their lives being ruined. You may 
judge for yourselves from that fine face, and from the miser- 
able faces of the children beside her, what a brave and high- 
souled woman Miss Ashby is and how infamous the system that 
would oppress the children which the photograph shows us here. 

CHILD LIFE VS. DIVIDENDS. 
[Irene Ashby-Macfadyen.] 

Here are three of them—three of the little slaves of capital, typical of 
the 20,000 children under 14 now toiling out their lives in the textile 
mills of the South. Mattie, the little one standing beside me, is 6 years 
old. She is a spinner. Inside a cotton mill for twelve hours a day 
she stands in the 4-foot passageway between the spinning frames 
where the cotton is spun from coarser into fine threads. As it comes 
down from the roping above now and then it breaks at some part of 
the long frame, and her baby fingers join the thread and set the bobbin 
moving again. From daylight to dark she is in the midst of the cease- 
less throb and racket of machinery. When I first met her it was 
Christmas Eve—the eve of the children’s festival, when the whole of 
Christendom celebrates the birth of the Child whose coming was to 
bring freedom to mankind, not to speak of freedom to children. She 
was crying, and when I asked the reason, said. between her sobs, that 
she wanted a doll that would open and shut its eyes. “ When would 
you play with it?“ I asked the little toiler, whose weary eyelids were 
ready to close over her tired eyes directly the long day’s work was over. 

“I should have time a-plenty on Sunday,” replied the little slave whose 
daily wage of 10 cents helped to swell the family income. There are 
thousands like her in the South. — 

Sally is only 9. Look into her worn face; not a trace of childhood's 
glad insouciance about it. It never changes from that fixed expression 
save when a wan smile crosses it in pitiful response to a kind word. 
For three long years she has done the same thing that little Mattie is 
only beginning. A few weeks before this picture was taken she broke 
down completely with nervous collapse. Continuous work, the hot, un- 
healthy mill atmosphere, proved too much for her childish brain. She 
could neither stand nor speak, and her limbs were shaken by convulsive 
movements. When this picture was taken she was slowly regaining á 
feeble kind of health, and in a week or two more would be back at her 
endless toil. There are thousands like her in the South. 

I do not know how old Jack is. He does not know himself. He does 
not know anything ercept that he has worked since he can remember. 
I think he may be about 11. 

The only sign of interest in life he ever exhibits is shown when an 
orange is offered to him. There are thousands like him in the South. 

That is the horror and wrong which is hidden behind the cold, 
printed words “ child labor legislation.” 

These are American children, dragged into the mills when scarcely 
out of their babyhood, without education, without opportunity, being 
robbed of health, morally and roo bee forced to labor as in the 
days of negro slavery negro children never were. With their baby 
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hands these little slaves are undermining the liberties of the future, 
not only of the cotton operatives of the South, but of the American 
working people; not only of the working people, but of the community 
in which they, for good or evil, are to play so large a part. 

ane what is the universal reply to your question “ Why are they 
there?” 

They are there, it is said to attract northern capital —a scathing 
comment on both those who sell and those who ask the sale.. 

Take the number of children employed. Statistics are very difficult 
to obtain. * * * 

There is but one of the Southern States in which there is a labor 
commission—North Carolina. Mr. B. R. Lacey, as labor commissioner, 

ves in his last report 7,605 children under 14 employed in 261 mills. 

‘aking this as a general average would give at least 20,000 children 
under 14 in the textile mills of the South. 

The Cincinnati Post recently sent a correspondent through the South 
to investigate the subject of child labor, simply as a matter of news, 
and particularly cautioned him not to exaggerate. Out of at least 
1,000 children employed in five mills in Columbia, S. C., he estimates 
400 to be under 12 years of age. Applying this proportion to the above 
figures would give, at the very lowest computation, 8,000 little children, 
infants, between 6 and 12, as operatives. He spoke personally to num- 
bers of children who said they were 7 and 8, and others who were so 
little they did not know their own ages. 

$ s s * s = $ 


9 with only one-half hour for rest and food. 
Witho' 


clerk in a cotton mill told me that little boys turned out at 2 in 
the morning for some trivial fault, afraid to go home, would beg him to 
allow them to go to sleep on the office floor. 

In Georgia it Is a common sight to see the children of cotton opera- 
tives stretched on the as they came from the mills in the 
morning, too weary to do 3 but fling themselves down for rest. 

In South Carolina Miss Jane Addams, of Chicago, found a child of 
5 working at night in the fine, large, new mills. Only a few weeks 
ago I stood at 10.30 at night in a mill in Columbia, S. C., controlled and 
owned by northern capital, where children tho did not know their own 
ages were working from 6 p. m. to 6 a. m., without a moment for rest 
or food, or a single cessation of the maddening racket of the machinery, 
in an atmosphere insanitary and clouded with humidity and lint. 


SLAUGHTER OF INNOCENTS. 


The physical, mental, and moral effect of these long hours of toil 
and confinement on the children is indescribably sad. ill children are 
so stunted that every foreman, as 2 enter the mill, will tell you 
that you can not judge their ages. hildren may look, he says, to be 
11 or 11, and be in reality 14 or 15. 

A horrible form of dropsy occurs among the children. A doctor in 

a city mill, who has made a special study of the subject, tells me that 
10 per cent of the children who go to work before 12 years of age, after 
five years contract active consumption. ‘The lint forms in the: 
a perfect cultivating medium for tu osis, while the chan from 
the hot atmosphere of the mill to the chill night or morning air often 
brings on pneumonia, which frequently, if not the cause of death, is a 
forerunner of consumption. 

How sternly the pound of flesh is insisted on by the various em- 
loyers is illustrated the case of two little boys of 9 and 11, who had 
o walk 3 miles to work on the night shift for twelve hours. One night 

they were five minutes late and were shut out, having to tramp the 
whole 3 miles back a The ‘number of accidents to those poor 
little ones, who do not know the dangers of 5 is appalling. 

In Huntsville, Ala., in January, just before I was there, a child of 8 
years, who kad been a few weeks in the mills, lost the index and middle 
aada of her right hand. A child of 7 bad lost her thumb a year pre- 
viously. 


minors. 

No mill children look healthy. Anyone that does by chance, you are 
sure to find out, has but recently begun work. They are character- 
ized by extreme pallor and an aged, worn expression infinitely pitiful 
and incongruous in a child's face. There is unfortunately 
no question 2s to the physical debasement of the mill child. 

In the finest mill in Columbia, S. C., a magnificent example of splen- 
did enterprise, I found a tiny girl of 5 years old in the s ing room. 
Her sunbonnet had fallen back onto her neck and her fair hair was 
covered with the threads that had fallen back on her head from the 
frame as she worked. She was helper to her sister. Neither child 
knew her age, but a girl of 8, standing near, told me uer were 7 and 5, 
and worked there all day long. A beautiful little girl 8, with hectic 
flush, told me she “ hadn’t worked but a 2 

All holidays are “ made up in South lina. A strike occurred at 


one mill among some organized employees because they were required to 

make up Labor Day beforehand. They were locked out and starved 

into submission. 

ine 3 the children in the mills are required to work Thanks- 
ing Day. 

In Georgia a child missing Saturday—a short day—toses one-sirth of 
her week’s wages. 

The wages paid these children bear out what I have said in regard to 
child labor keeping eg r low. Many toil for 10 cents a day. 

The ave wage in North Carolina of the children under Ii is 22 cents 
a day, and in Georgia 25 cents is a liberal estimate. The Post corre- 
spondent pra a sample pay roll, showing an average of $1.43 a week 
in a certain spinning room for all children employed. I know of babies 
working for 5 and 6 cents a day. The girl of 9 I mentioned who has 
worked at night, when 6 years old received 12} cents a night, and now 
earns $4.16 every two weeks. The two boys who walked 3 milcs to 
their work received 12 and 15 cents a night. 

In South Carolina the wages paid to children seem slightly higher. 
It is a significant fact that the last census figures show a drop in the 
average wages of cotton o tives during the st twenty years. al- 
though there is a slight r in wages of children under 16. These 
figures also show that a smaller part of the labor of cotton mills was 
done by men in 1900 than in 1 „ while children under 16 Increased 
over 250 per cent, and women just over 100 per cent in that period. 

Child labor has increased beyond all proportion to labor of men and 
women, and while dividends average 35 per cent, and sometimes rise 
as high as £0 or 99 per cent, and in Columbia, S. C., run from 18 tò 40 
per cent, the average wage is steadily dropping. 

In one la mill worked by northern capital, in Alabama, a widow 
and three children, the latter aged, respectively, 72, 9, and 8, worked for 
47 cents a day between them. 

= = * * + + * 

I know of a man in Alabama who was paid 45 cents a day, and num- 
bers in South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama who earn from 60 to 75 
cents a day. In South Carolina the coupon system is still used by the 
mills. Recent photographs taken in South Carolina show pay bags in 
which the whole cash was deducted for 3 rent, and medicine. 

One operative is known to have worked for fourteen months without 
receiving a penny in cash, of course the coupons are only good at 
the company’s stores, where any price the company sees fit can be 
charged for the necessaries of life. 

These wages and the condition of helplessness they Indicate can only 
be tsp maga among ve ignorant operatives, dependent on their 
work in the mills for the t livelihood, incapable of organization. 
and terrorized into silence. This explains the carelessness of milk 
owners in regard to the most serious result of child labor—illiteracy. 

Common sense tells us that children working ten or twelve hours a 
day can not get an education, and experience confirms this. In my 
personal investigations I scarcely ever found a mill child who could 
read or write. Few knew their letters. 

A count made a year ago in August showed 567 children under 12 
working in eight mills. these, o 122 could read or write. 

$ * * * * * * 

The mills claim to educate the children of the communities under 
their charge, and in a few exceptional cases they do, but in others their 
claim is not borne out by facts. In a large mill in South Carolina, 
where they say they have all school facilities, the entire enrollment of 
the village, containing between 6,000 and 8,000 persons, was 109 last 
February, and in another mill, making the same claim, there was an, 
enrollment of 90 pupils. They were divided into two classes. When 
the school was visited twenty-two children were in one of these, only 
twelve of whom were mill employees’ children, and ten had worked in 
the mills from one to three years. The teacher stated that the chil- 
dren were frequently sent for by the management to come into the 
spinning room out of school, and that in one room eight had been so 
recalled since the beginning of that school term. 

I know of a mill in Alabama, owned entirely by northern capital, 
where two children of 9 and 11 were so recalled into the spinning room 
every time they ventured to take a few days at school, the girl never 
getting any education except when she was too sickly to work, while a 

y was too weary after day's “ vars yy TT ever to go to night school. 

The night-school teachers in Georgia, Alabama, and South Carolina 
all say it is impossible to teach the children much. They are too physi- 
caily weary and sometimes can not keep awake. 

It is a serious ch to make that the mill owners of the South. a 
cultured and frequently religious class, are perpetuating this horrible 
system, but I am afraid there is no doubt of it. I started my investi- 
gations with a good deal of sympathy with these captains of industry, 
who are facing all the risks of the establishment and upbuilding of n 
great trade. The personal court and kindness many of them showed 
me almost blinded me at first to the meaning of their opposition to the 
enactment of any child-labor law. My sympathy, however, has been 
worn very thin by the deceptions and evasions to which they lend 
themselves on this subject. me, no doubt, honestly believe in the va- 
lidity of the reasons they advance for c labor—It is so easy to be- 
lieve a theory very much to our own interest—but the majority know 
better, especially men from the North and East. In my story of the 
campaign I show some of the unworthy methods of delaying agitation 
for which the mill interest, as a whole, is 5 

I must deal now with specific cases which are not isolated, but 
typical. The mill owners blame the idle parent“ for child labor and 
complain that they are helpless against the determination of these 
people to work their children. With the wages tey are paid it is 
dificult for them to live without employing their children, but apart 
from this they are often practically obliged to by the management. 

A mill largely owned by northern capital recently sent an agent into 
the surrounding country to collect labor for the newly built portion of 
the factory. en were induced to sell their little farms by promises of 

ree schools for their children, a free nursery for the babies, a free 
ibrary, and plenty of good work at good wages. The free nursery was 
opened for two months by some ladies and, receiving no support from 
the mill, was closed. ‘The free library consisted in two boxes of beoks 
never unpacked. 

The good wages were such as the 47 cents per day that same mill 

id to the widow and her three children. Moreover, before obtaining a 

ouse these homeless ple had to sign a contract giving permission ; 
their children to wor me dE 

Accidents are buried in oblivion. A photograph of a child's maimed 
hand was taken for a newspaper by a local photographer. Next day the 
partner of the doctor who allowed the picture to taken had the plate 
smashed. It was given out that the exposure had not been a guccess. 
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CAMPAIGN FOR CHILD-LABOR LEGISLATION. 


For eighteen months I have acted as the special agent of the Ameri- 
> Federation of Labor on child-labor legislation in the Southern 

tates. 

In December, 1900, at the request of Président Gompers, of the 
American Federation of Labor, I went to Alabama to pn hig) pra for a 
e ws prevention of the employment of children the factories of 

a ate. 

As I recounted in my report of that campaign, the bill, the passage of 
which I was sent to assist, was dead before I reached Montgomery. 
Technically, this ended my mission; morally, it did not. If the evil 
was there, a dead biil was no reason for silence. 


tion, to find out if, in this late 
hour hyd A the crime of infant labor had, indeed, appeared in the 
new South. 


I visited personally twenty-four mills in Alabama before the opening 
of the second session of the legislature at the end of January, 1901. 

The state of affairs I discovered was truly appalling. In every one 
of these mills there were children under 72 years of age working from 
cleren to twelve hours a day. Six mills out of the twenty-four had 
worked within a year at night. 

In the spinning rooms, brilliantly lighted with electric lights, fitted 
with the latest machinery turning out, hour after hour. the product 
which is making huge profits, were to be found little children working 
from dark until long past dawn, kept awake by cold water being dashed 
into their faces. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I simply wish to interrupt 
the Senator for the purpose of calling his attention to the fact 
that in his reference a few moments ago to the child-labor laws 
of North Carolina he fell into an error. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What was it? 

Mr. SIMMONS. As I understood the Senator, he stated that 
North Carolina had a child-labor law which prohibited children 
under 12 years of age from working in factories—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. i 

Mr. SIMMONS. But had no law which prohibited children 
from working in the mines and had no law which provided for 
an inspection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The statement will be in the RECORD. I 
have sent it up to the desk. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that is what the Senator said. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg the Senator not to take my time 
now, because I haye got to go into the legal phase of the argu- 
ment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator ex- 
cept to state that the same child-labor law in North Carolina 
applying to factories applies also to mines. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let it apply to mines. If it was an 
error, it was on the part of the stenographer. I am not mis- 
taken about the facts, because I hold in my hands the stenog- 
rapher’s original notes about the efforts in North Carolina to 
defeat attempts to make that law a perfect law at the last ses- 
sion of the legislature. ! 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not desire to enter into any controversy 
with the Senator, but simply to correct the error which the 
Senator made in his statement. - 

A WARNING TO THE SOUTH. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If there is any person on this floor, in- 
cluding the Senators from the South, who has a greater affec- 
tion than I for that section of the country, from which I draw 
my own blood, I do not know it. And now I want to give a 
solemn warning to my brothers of the South. 

I have had some conversation with my friends upon the other 
side who come from the South. There is one thing which I 
want to call to your attention—I do not know whether your at- 
tention has been called to it or not; certainly mine would not 
have been if I had not carefully studied the question. It is a 
serious question. 

We have bad much of this session taken up with a discussion 
of the race question. We have had the assertion of the supe- 
riority of the white race made time and time again; that the 
white race would never yield to the black race. 

Yet the children who are at work in the southern cotton 
mills are from the white working class of the South; and this 
terrible situation stares the South in the face that, whereas the 
chiltiren of the white working people of the South are going to 
the mill and to decay, the negro children are going to school and 
improvement. 

I am glad to see the negro children going to school, but it is 
enough to wring the heart to think that day by day you are per- 
mitting a system to go on which is steadily weakening the white 
race for the future and steadily strengthening the black race for 
the future. ‘ 2 

It is not in the power of any man to keep “ superior” by as- 
serting superiority. The truth of it is the South is face to face 
with the situation of their white children in the mills and their 
black children in the schools. 


So I set to work, by personal investi; 
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CAN WE REPUBLICANS ASK HIGH TARIFF ON CHILD-MADE Goops ? 


There is another thing which we on this side—the Republican 
side—might as well take into account. I have here the present 
tariff law. I was reading before I came up to the Capitol, 
after I got into the office, the tariff on cotton, the tariff on glass, 
the tariff on coal. I ask Senators who, like myself, are protec- 
tionists, With what grace can we go to the country asking that 
the tariff be continued on these things when the industries in 
these lines are supported by cheap child labor? 

Mr. KEAN. ‘There is no duty on anthracite coal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is a duty on soft coal, and the 
tariff on anthracite coal was removed only for a year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It never was on. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, no matter. Maybe I have been 
misinformed upon that, but I don’t think so. There is a tariff 
on glass, and I am glad of it. There is a tariff on soft coal, and 
I am glad of it. There is a tariff on cotton, and I am glad of it; 
and I also know some of the percentages of the dividends that 
are made out of those industries. I ask Senators and I ask 
them solemnly, how are the people to be asked to have any 
patience with us when we ask that those tariff rates be main- 
tained if we refuse to deprive those very men of the additional 
commercial advantage of child labor? 


A WARNING TO LABOR— EFFECT OF CHILD LABOR ON WAGES. 

That is my warning to the South. And now I wish to speak 
right here another warning to labor, and I will ask to put into 
my remarks numerous statements made under oath to proveit. I 
want the laboring men and women of this country to under- 
stand what every labor leader knows—and if he does not know 
it he is not fit to be a labor leader or any other kind of a 
leader—that child labor tends to bring down manhood wages 
and womanhood wages to the child-wage level. You are not 
only killing your children, laboring men, but you are reducing 
your own manhood wages. 2 

Now, I ask leave to insert without reading affidavits and state- 
ments proving nonenforcement of State laws everywhere. They 
prove the utter inadequacy of the States to handle this evil. 

Mr. Spargo, whom I have already quoted on other subjects, 
uses these strong words on pages 198-200: 


At bottom the employers, or rather the system of production for 
profit, must be held responsible for child labor. There are evidences 
of this on every hand. We see manufacturers in New Jerse 
Pennsylvania getting children from orphan asylums, regardless of their 
physical, mental, and moral ruin, merely because it pays them. When 
the glass blowers of Minofola, N.. J., went on strike in 1902 the child- 
labor question was one of their most imperant issues, The ex res 
made of the frightful enslavement of little children atéractad, wide: 
spread attention. 

$ $ $ a +% 


. * 
When the proprietor of the factory was asked about the employment 
of young boys 10 and 11 years of age, many of whom often fall asleep 
and were awakened by the men pouring water over them and at least 
two of whom died from overexhaustion, he said: “If two men apply 
to me for work and one has one or two or three children and the other 
has none, J take the man with children. I need the bays.’ 
* * 2 * » * 


* 

In the mills of the South it is frequently made a condition of the 
employment of married men nor women that all their children shall be 
bound to work in the same mills. The following is one of the rules 
posted in a South Carolina cotton mill: 

“All children, members of a family, above 12 years of age shall work 
regularly in the mill, and shall not be excused from service therein 
without the consent of the 1 for good cause.” 

Many times I have heard fathers and mothers—in the North as well 
as in the South—say that they did not bf 5 their children to work, 
that they could have done without the children’s wages and kept them 
at school a little longer or apprenticed them to better employment, 
but they were compelled to send them into the mills to work or lose 
their own places. 

s * 


and 


. Ld s * * 

With such facts as these before us, it is easy to see that the urgency 
of the employers’ demands for child labor is an important factor in 
the problem. Underlying all other causes is the fundamental fact that 
the exploitation of the children is in the interests of the employing class. 

It may be urged that it is necessary to begin work at an early a 
because the work they do can not be done men or women, but the 
contention is wholly unsupported by facts. here is no work done by 
boys in the glass factories which men could not do; no skill or train- 
ing is required to enable one to do the work done by breaker boys in 
the coal mines. 

The work done by children in the textile mills could be done equally 
well by adults. The fact that in some cases adults are employed to 
do the work which in other cases is done by children is sufficient proof 
that child labor is not resorted to because it is inevitable and necessary, 
but on account of its cheapness. 

Going from factory to factory throughout the anthracite counties I 
sometimes came upon the sign “ Girls wanted” nailed to the factor 
doors. Where the demand for silks and laces is as apparently it 
is most of the time in Pennsylvania, cheap child labor is in urgent de- 
mand. It is through it that Pennsylvania manufacturers are able to 
undersell New England manufacturers, for example. The available and 
eligible children are not so numerous that they can afford to scrutinize 
the age certificates too closely. 

According to the State factory inspector, there are something over 
17,000 girls between the ages of 13 and 16 working in the mannfactur- 
ing establishments of the State. this number approximately 4,000 
work all night in the textile mills— 


This is nearly as bad as Georgia. 
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And Mr. Spargo continues : 


In some districts, especially in New Jersey, it has long been the 
custom to import boys from certain orphan asylums and “ reforma- 
tories” to supply the demand of the manufacturers. These boys are 
placed in laborers’ families, and their board paid for by the employ- 
ers, who deduct it from the boys’ wages. Thus a veritable system of 
child slavery has developed, remarkably like the old English pauper- 
apprentice system. > 


Dr. Peter Roberts, in the Outlook, volume 78, September- 
December, 1904, on page 984, speaks as follows on the effect of 
child labor on wages: 


Another wrong to tender boys and girls employed in silk mills is 
night work. This is confined to silk plants installed in the anthracite 
coal fields. In Allentown, Reading, South Bethlehem, Lancaster, etc., 
children do not work nights, for employers can not get children enough 
to operate their plants in the day. r. Cardiff, manager of a silk- 
throwing plant in South Bethlehem, said: 7 

“The coal fields is the ideal place for a silk-throwing plant; you 

et cheap rent, cheap coal, cheap labor, and the parents don't object to 
ave their children work nights.” 

Not in any other industrial center in eastern Pennsylvania are young 
girls employed in night work. Ten or fifteen years ago night work for 
girls was unknown in this State. 


Miss Ashby says, on the effect of child labor on wages, in 
the World’s Work, volume 2, May, 1901, to October, 1901, page 
1292, these words: , 


The frequent plea that the people would starve were it not for their 
children’s earnings is untrue. In the first place, the child seldom earns 
even its own food and clothes, and several intelligent operatives whe 
had had children in the mill told me that anything these earned was 
so discounted by ill health that they had to take them out. ` 

It is a well-established economic fact that the family wage is not 
increased by child labor. If the law forbids the working of the chil- 
dren, the older members of the family must be able to earn enough to 
support the younger. In time the family wage is actually lessened 
by “a labor, for the standard of health, education, and needs are 
owered. 

In arguments bearing on the hardships to individuals of stopping 
child labor, “ the poor widow” bulks large. One's anxiety for the poor 
widow diminishes when one finds that she is made the excuse in every 
country for retaining child labor, and that when investigation is made 
her contribution in the shape of baby laborers is about 2 per cent, as 
recently shown in England. 


And again, on page 1294, she says: 


In time, therefore, the earning, and with the earning the spending, 
pi ig | of workers in other trades will be lessened, and the develop- 
ment of local trade be checked, even though the cotton mills may make 
large dividends. 

Another disastrous tendency of unregulated child labor is to sub- 
stitute the woman and the child for the man. In North Carolina some 
of the mill owners speak complacently of their operatives being loyal 
and peaceable, because composed chiefiy of women and children.” 
Many managers expressed the hope to me that they might soon be able 
to do without men almost entirely. 


Mr. Owen R. Loyejoy in his article on “ Schoolhouse or coal 
breaker,” in volume 80 of the Outlook, May—August, 1905, on 
on page 1018, says: 


The third factor contributing to the volume of child labor in this 
region Is the attitude of the employer. One is everywhere assured 
that these children work in the breakers only during the summer 
months, beginning in April and returning to school when the snow 
falis. This is true of many of the boys, yet the breaker continues to 
run and the slate Is picked from the coal at all seasons of the year. 

If the boys are not there in winter, by whom is the work performed? 
When the boys come on in the spring, whose places do they take at 
the coal chute? The fact is, a boy of 12 working for 50 cents or 

` 6@ cents a day, can do as much work in some parts of the breaker as 
a man who would demand $1 a day. The law of supply and demand 
explains the rest. 

Again, we should fall into error were we to conclude that the coal 
3 is greedy above other snore He is a business man facing 
the problems of the business world. Competition with other producers 
is keen. The appetite of his stockholders for dividends is insatiable. 
The obvious duty of the superintendent of any department in the con- 
cern is to get the work done as efficiently and cheaply as possible. 
Frequently employers when questioned regarding certain little boys 
in the breaker have replied with unconcern. We have their cer- 
tificate of age all right. That lets us out.” 

EFFECT ON WAGES. 

Mr. Kellogg Durland, whose affidayit I have already pre- 
sented, in his article of May 9, 1903, on “ Child labor in Pennsyl- 
vania,” published in volume 74 of the Outlook, May—August, 
1903, says this as to the effect of child labor on wages, on page 
125: 

Going from factory to factory throughout the anthracite counties, I 
sometimes came upon the sign “Girls wanted” nailed to the factory 
doors. Where the demand for silks and laces is good, as apparent 
it is most of the time in Pennsylvania, cheap child labor is in urgent 
demand. It is th.ough it that Pennsylvania manufacturers are able to 
undersell New England manufacturers, for example. The available 
and eligible children are not so numerous that they can afford to scruti- 
nize the age certificates too closely. 


CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE LAW. I. 


Mr. President, I come now to the constitutionality of this 
proposed law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from In- 
diana if I were to ask him a single question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Fot a bit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I agree fully with the Senator as to the 
serious character of this problem, and I shculd like him, in 


considering the constitutional aspect of the question, if he will, 
to give his opinion upon one subject. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr, ALDRICH. We have in New England laws prohibiting, 
for obvious reasons, the employment of women and children for 
more than fifty-eight hours a week. In the South women and 
children are employed from sixty-six to seventy-two hours a 
week, we will say. Does the Senator think it is possible that 
Congress can constitutionally regulate the hours of labor in a 
State for humanitarian reasons? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer that question when I come 
to it. Very frankly I will say to the Senator that as to the 
question of power, constitutional power, so far as the products 
of that labor enter into interstate commerce, I have not the 
slightest doubt of it. The question of policy is a different 
thing. What I propose that we shall do is to differentiate the 
question of constitutional porrer to pass this bill from the ques- 
tion of policy, with which Senators are confusing it. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, please let me go on with that. The 
Senator from Oregon asked practically the same question. I 
do not think there is any question about the power. I think 
it has been clearly decided. I hope the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Turman], who wants to be converted on the 
constitutional side, will give me as much of his attention as 
he can during my discussion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am particularly anxious, as no doubt all 
other Senators are, to hear the Senator’s legal argument. He 
has already been speaking over three hours. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to him in all kindness that he 
must be tired, and that several of us would like to hear him 
in the morning, when we are more fresh, because it is going 
to take a great deal of argument to convert me, I assure him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I would be glad to yield, but I am afraid 
to-morrow is preempted. I would otherwise be glad to yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will be back in a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. Now, to get into the constitu- 
tional phase of this question. 

WHY THE CONSTITUTION WAS ADOPTED. 

Of course it is not necessary or perhaps admissible for any- 
body in addressing a body of mer like this to refer to the pur- 
poses of the Constitution or why the Articles of Confederation 


were abandoned and the reasons for having the Constitution.’ 


Everyone is familiar with them. There was an utter break- 
down of government because each of the States under the Arti- 
cles of Confederation imposed all kinds of commercial regulan- 
tions, and it became necessary, if the Government was to hang 
together any longer, to give Congress all the power over the 
subject of regulating commerce which the States before had, so 
far as concerned commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States. 

Will any Senator here who adheres to the theory of strict 
construction contend that before the Constitution was adopted 
each State did not have absolute power over commerce within 
its own borders—power to regulate, power to prohibit, power to 
do anything? I pause for a reply. I hear none. The power 
of the States over commerce was absolutely sovereign under the 
Articles of Confederation. Of course no Senator will deny that. 

But all such power which the States had under the Articles 
of Confederation were by the Constitution given to Congress. 
The States parted with that power absolutely, and the power 
given to Congress, so far as interstate traffic is concerned, is 
as complete and absolute as the poicer of the State over State 
commerce. Of course those are only fundamentals, That power 
over commerce among themselves which the States had under 
the Articles of Confederation—and all the power they had over 
such commerce—was given to the Nation under the Constitu- 
tion. 

It was given in a clause with which every lawyer, of course, 
is more than familiar, and with which every law student is 
familiar. 

The absolute power which the States had under thé Articles 
of Confederation was given to Congress in the following words 
of the Constitution: 1 

The Congress shall have power * * * to regulate commerce 
ie cen nations and among the several States and with the Indian 
tribes. 

“To regulate commerce.” What did that phrase mean? It 
had a definite and distinct meaning at that time. It had a 
“legal meaning“ at that time. Also, it had a“ popular“ mean- 
ing at that time; and they were all the same. The laws con- 
cerning the regulation of commerce“ with which the colonists 
were familiar, with which the statesmen of that day were fa- 
miliar, and all the lawyers were familiar, were the laws of 
England, from which country we had recently separated. 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1823 


MEANING OF PHRASE “TO REGULATE COMMERCE.” 

Nobody will deny that. Very well. There were in existence 
at the time the Constitution was adopted some twenty-seven acts 
of the English Parliament in which the phrase “ to. regulate com- 
merce occurs. In each one of them those words means in those 
laws “ prohibition” of commerce in some form or other or in 
some article of commerce. 

So when the fathers lifted out of the English statutes and put 
into the Constitution the phrase “to regulate commerce,” they 
lifted out words that had a definite meaning in the acts of the 
British Parliament which were directly before them, which had 
affected them, and which in every instance meant to “ prohibit” 
commerce in some manner or in some article. 

So we see that the scope of this power given to Congress by 
the Constitution is very broad indeed, and I will not take up 
very much time in reading to the Senate decisions of the Su- 
preme Court showing how absolutely unlimited it is. For in- 
stance, as showing the scope of this power, the breadth of it, 
what can be done under it, perhaps no better illustration can be 
found than that of the very early case of the United States v. 
Coombs, which is reported in 12 Peters. That was in 1838. 

Congress passed a law providing for the criminal punishment 
of anybody who recovered any wreckage from a ship that was 
washed above high tide. Coombs was indicted under that 
statute. He defended upon the ground that there was no au- 
thority in Congress to pass any such law; that it impaired the 
police power of the States. The Supreme Court held that it 
was a valid law, not under the admiralty clause, because they 
held. that the admiralty clause did not reach the water mark 
above tidewater. But the Supreme Court held that it was a 
proper exercise of the power of Congress under the Constitu- 
tion, under the clause of the Constitution which gives to Con- 
gress the power to regulate commerce, and not at all a violation 
of the police powers of the States. Justice Story, the second 
greatest jurist we ever had 

Mr. NELSON. Please give the title of the case. 
ee BEVERIDGE. United States v. Coombs, 12 Peters, page 
t 

Mr. Justice Story, in deciding that case, said: 


But we are of the opinion that under the clause of the Constitution 
giving power to Congress “to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States” Congress the power to pun- 
ish offenses of the sort which are enumerated in the ninth section of 
the act of 1825, now under consideration. The power to regulate 
commerce includes the power to regulate navigation, as connected with 
the commerce of foreign nations and among the States. It was so 
held and decided by this court, after the most deliberate consideration, 
in the case of Gibbons v, Ogden (9 Wheat., 189-198). It does not stop 
at the mere boundary line of a State, nor is it confined to acts done 
on the water or in the necessary course of the navigation thereof. 

Then the Supreme Court goes on to set out the scope of the 
power, that it includes such a law, for example, so widely re- 
moved as a law making it a criminal offense for any person to 
recover the wreckage of a ship. This man had stolen some 
wreckage which had been washed ashore. They held that it was 
a burden on commerce, and, therefore, the interstate and foreign 
commerce clause of the Constitution covered it; that it was a 
regulation of foreign commerce. I merely cite that case to 
show how broad the power is. 


“REGULATE” AND “ PROHIBIT.” 


It was not very long after the Constitution was adopted 
until there arose the very question which we have here raised, 
the question as to whether under the commerce clause Congress 
had the power, in regulating commerce, to “prohibit” commerce 
in any article, and that was decided in the affirmative in the case 
which every lawyer has had by heart since he went to law 
school—in Gibbons v. Ogden, in the great opinion by Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall. 

He took up the question of embargo laws, going on to show, 
first, that the power over interstate commerce was precisely the 
same as over foreign commerce. 

We had been confronted with the exercise of the power of 
Congress to prohibit commerce in the embargo act, one of 
the very first acts passed, and that was done exclusively under 
the clause, says the Supreme Court, giving Congress power over 
foreign commerce. 

The universally acknowledged power of the Government to impose 
embargoes must also be considered as showin Ameri 
united in that construction which comprehends 8 in the eon 
“ commerce.” 

= * . * . * * 

-When Co im i } 
attention of avery ——.— FFF tne 
law was the protection of commerce. and the av of war. By its 
friends and its enemies it was treated as a com l, not as a war 
The persevering earnestness and zeal with which it was op 
A. want in dis. 

deep- 


sition to this. Yet they never suspected that na tion was no 
branch of trade, and was, therefore, not comprehended the power to 
regulate commerce. They did, indeed, contest the constitutionality oz 
the act, but on a principle which admits the construction for which the 
appellant contends. ‘They denied that the particular law in question 
was made in 8 of the Constitution, not because the power 
could not act directly on vessels, but because a perpetual embargo twas 
the annihilation, and not the regulation of commerce. In terms they 
admitted the applicability of the words used in the Constitution to ves- 
sels; and that, in a case which produced a degree and an extent of 
excitement calculated to draw forth every principle on which Rees 
resistance could be sustained. No example could more strongly ilus- 
— 8 versal understanding of the American people on this 
subject. 

Then Chief Justice Marshall gets more directly to the ques- 
tion of “ prohibition.” Speaking of and defining the power to 
“regulate commerce,” Chief Justice Marshall says: 

It is the power to regulate—that is, to prescribe the rule by which 
commerce to be governed. This power, like all others vested in 
Congress, is complete in itself, may be exercised to its utmost extent, 
and acknowledges no limitations other than are prescribed in the Con- 
stitution. These are expressed in plain terms and do not affect the 
ere which arise in this case or which have been discussed at 
e bar. 

If, as has alwa been understood, the sovereignty of Congress, 
though limited to Specified objects, is plenary as to those objects, the 
power over commerce with foreign nations, and among the several 
States, is vested in Congress as absolutely as it would be in u single 
government, having in its constitution the same restrictions on the 
ev of the power as are found in the Constitution of the United 

es. 

Then Chief Justice Marshall takes up the answer to the argu- 
ment that the power might be “ abused,” which I intend to de- 
lay to a later part of my own argument, which is chiefly the 
argument here interposed to this bill. 

UNITED STATES v. MARIGOLD, N 

Of course this is still on the general scope of the power. 
But the Supreme Court soon held directly—decided directly— 
the power of prohibition. 

That was done in the case of the United States v. Mari- 
gold. In United States v. Marigold Congress had passed a 
law solely and exclusively under the interstate and foreign 
commerce clause, “ prohibiting” the importation of counter- 
feit coin, and providing a penalty for doing it. It was 
conceded in the opinion, it was conceded in the pleas, and it 
was conceded in passing the act that the only authority for it was 
to be found in the clause regulating commerce among the States 
and with foreign nations. 

Marigold imported some of this coin; he was indicted under 
this law, and he resisted upon the ground, among others, that 
there was no authority in Congress; that that was a police 
power of the State. 

The inquiry first propeunded— - 

Says the Supreme Court in deciding this question, and Jus- 
tice Daniel delivered the opinion— 

The inquiry first propounded upon this record points obviously to 
the er which concedes to Congas the power here drawn in 

ſuestlon. 

S Congress is, by the Constitution, vested with the power to segue 
late commerce with foreign nations, and however at periods of high 
excitement an application of the terms “to regulate commerce,” such 
as would embrace absolute prohibition, may have been questioned, yet 
since the passage of the embargo and nonintercourse laws and the re- 
peated judicial sanctions those statutes have received, it can scarcel 
at this day be open to doubt that every subject falling within the legiti- 
mate sphere of commercial regulation may be penaus or wholly ex- 
cluded when either measure shall be demanded by the safety or by the 
important interests of the entire Nation. 

Such erclusiom can not be limited to particular classes or descrip.tons 
of commercial subjects; it may embrace manufactures, bullion, coin, 
or any other thing. The power once conceded, it may operate on any 
and every sudject of commerce to which the legislative diserction may 


apply it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator give us the book and page? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; United States v. Marigold, 9 
Howard, page 560, and he will find the portion of the opinion 
which I quoted on page 567. 

Mr. President, that, of course, was a direct, definite deelara- 
tion that the casuistry of no lawyer in the United States or 
elsewhere can escape, that the power of Congress to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the several States is 
absolute and ineludes the power to “prohibit” any subject of 
commerce from interstate or foreign commerce. The decision 
is so clear, emphatic, and unequivocal that it would not be 
proper for me to waste time in commenting upon it. 

The next case in which this absolute power of Congress, under 
the elause which I have quoted— 

Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States and with the Indian tribes— 
is sustained in equally emphatic and unavoidable language, is 
the case of the United States v. Forty-three Gallons of Whisky. 
That is the title of the case. 

THE FORTY-THREE GALLONS OF WHISKY CASE. 
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ticularly familiar, because it occurred in the county of Polk, in 
the State of Minnesota. It was the case of a libel by the Gov- 
ernment of forty-three gallons of whisky that had been brought 
into the State of Minnesota and into the county of Polk. That 
county was not within an Indian reservation. It had been at 
one time, but it had become an organized county of the State. 

It had nothing to do with the Indians any more than a county 
in Ohio or Indiana. But forty-three gallons of whisky had been 
taken into that county, and I think some of.it was sold to an 
Indian who happened to be a member of a tribe living in some 
other portion of the State. 

The owner of the whisky resisted the libel upon the ground 
that the act of Congress under which he was prosecuted was 
beyond the power of Congress to pass. He said that this was 
purely within a State. He said it was not even within the 
limits of an Indian reseryation; that it could not possibly be 
any trade with an Indian tribe, and that in any event Congress 
had no power to“ prohibit; ” that“ prohibiting ” was not “ regu 
lating commerce ” with the Indian tribes. 

And so the question that we have here, as in the case of the 
United States v. Marigold, was directly before the court in the 
case of Forty-three Gallons of Whisky. 

Congress, under its constitutional power to regulate commerce with 
the Indian tribes, may not only “prohibit” the unlicensed int uc- 
tion and sale of spirituous liquors in the Indian country,” but extend 
such prohibition to territory in proximity to that occupied by Indians. 

In deciding the case—and the opinion was rendered by Mr. 
Justice Davis—the Supreme Court uses the language which I 
will read. The whole question of the power of Congress under 
this clause was examined, and the court says: 


Under the articles of confederation, the United States had the power 
of regulating the trade and managing all affairs with the Indians not 
members of any of the States; provided, that the legislative right of a 
State within its own limits be not infringed or violated. Of necessity 
these limitations rendered the power of no practical value. This was 
seen by the Convention which framed the Constitution; and Congress 
now has the exclusive and absolute power to“ regulate commerce — 

We are trying to find out what the words “to regulate” 
mean, are we not?— 
with the Indian tribes—a power as broad and as free from restrictions 
as that to regulate commerce with foreign nations. 

Having thus defined the power, he goes on: 

The Indian 8 as defined by the act of 1834, was at that date 
so remote from settlements that there was no occasion to extend the 
prohibition beyond its limits. It has since then been so narrowed by 
successive treaties that the white population is now all around it and 
regarding it with a wistfui eye. 

n view of this changed condition it would be strange indeed if the 
commercial power, lodged solely with Congress and unrestrained as it is 
by State lines, did not extend to the erelusion of spirituous liquors 
intended to corrupt the Indians not only from existing Indian conntry, 
but from that which has ceased to be so by reason of fts cession to the 
United States. 

But if Congress, under the commercial clause, has power to 
“ prohibit” the introduction of whisky made of corn, why has it 
not the power to “prohibit” the transportation of goods made 
by children? So far as the power is concerned, does the mate- 
rial or its method of manufacture have anything to do with the 
power? 

It might have something to do with the policy, but does it 
have anything to do with the power? For, mark you, the power 
of Congress over the regulation of commerce with the Indian 
tribes is precisely the same, and not otherwise in any respect, as 
is the power to regulate commerce among the several States. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Please give the volume. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ninety-three United States, page 188. 
The quotation is on pages 191 and 196. 

Perhaps as important a case in its indirect holding as any, 
except the one next after that, that I shall come to, which is the 
famous Rahrer case, which grew out of a provision of the Wil- 
son bill, and the Wilson bill grew out of the decision of the Iowa 
liquor cases, did it not? The Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH] will remember. 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. I am listening to this legal argument with 
great interest. Suppose we pass a law here providing that no 
goods shall be transported from State to State not made by a 
labor union; have we the power to do that? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We have the power to do that, but it 
would be poor policy. Chief Justice Marshall answered your 
question. 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to see where Chief Justice Mar- 
shall or any Chief Justice, judge, or lawyer answered that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He has answered it. 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to see that decision. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am going to come to that in a moment; 


but I want to get through with these decisions. All there is in 
the Senator's suggestion is the old argument about the“ abuse of 
power ”—that if you concede the power to do this, then you 
have the power to do that; and: because you have that power 
you will do it, of course, and that would be a bad thing, and 
therefore you have not any power at all—that’s your argument. 

I will come to all that argument in a minute. There is no 
question about our power, but nobody would do it. The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] was asked that question by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Bamey] in the discussion of the quar- 
antine bill. I have the answer of the Senator from Wisconsin 
here. I am sorry he has not honored me with his presence this 
afternoon, since he said that he is interested in the constitutional 
phase. He said the question is unthinkable, because nobody is 
eyer going to propose such a thing as that. That was exactly 
the answer Benjamin Franklin gave when practically the same 
question was put to him before the bar of the British Parlia- 
ment when he was being examined there. 

It is not to be assumed that the representatives of an intelligent 
people are going to be so foolish as to do anything like that sug- 
gested by the Senator. But that has nothing to do with the 
power; and as a portion of my constitutional argument I am go- 
ing to meet that, because the Supreme Court has taken up ex- 
actly that question. I shall do it later on to the Senator's sat- 
isfaction, unless, of course, he is determined not to be satisfied 
about our potter to end this universal infamy of child labor. 


TUR KRAHRER CASE. 


I wish to read the Rahrer case. There is not a great deal of 
it, but in its direct motive it is probably as important as* the 
Marigold case, or probably as important as the case of Lesey v. 
Ilardin—I think that is the name of the Iowa liquor case. In 
that ease—Lesey v. Hardin—the court held, as we all remem- 
ber, that the State of Iowa had no power whatever over the 
importation into that State of liquor as long as it was kept in 
the original package. 

To meet that a provision was put in the Wilson bill, that in 
any State the subjects of interstate commerce were subjected to 
the laws of any State when they reach there. The Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] shakes his head. 

Mr. BACON. Not when they reach there. 
mean when they reach there? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; it was broader than that—the laws 
of the various States. I am glad the Senator corrected me 
there, because it makes the argument all the more important, 
This case arose in the State of Kansas, which prohibited the 
sale of intoxicating liquors, 

It was brought up, I believe, on a test case, where the liquor 
was in an original package, and only in an original package, and 
it was attempted to be disposed of by the agent of one dealer 
who lived in Kansas City. It was seized under the laws of the 
State of Kansas. 

The law of the State of Kansas was strengthened by the sec- 
tion of the Wilson bill which subjected all articles of inter- 
state commerce to the laws of the various States. The case 
came to the Supreme Court of the United States. Rahrer, who 
was resisting the law, said that it was unconstitutional because 
it violated that clause of the Constitution which gives Congress 
power over commerce among the States, 

But the Supreme Court held that that had been obviated by 
the Wilson bill subjecting all interstate commerce to fhe laws of 
the various States, and in so holding here is what the court said. 
The opinion was delivered by Chief Justice Fuller: 


By the adoption of the Constitution the ability of the several States to 
act upon the matter — 2 in accordance with their own will was ex- 
tinguished, and the legislative will of the General Government sub- 
stituted. No affirmative guaranty was hereby given to any State of 
the right to demand as between it and the others what it could not 
have obtained before; while the object was undoubtedly sought to be 
attained of preventing commercial rere ons partial in their cbar- 
acter or contrary to the common interests. And the magnificent 
growth and prosperity of the country attest the success which has 
attended the accomplishment of that opiece But this furnishes no 
support to the position that Congress could not, in the exercise of the 
discretion reposed in it, concluding that the common interests did not 
require entire freedom in the trafic— 

“Entire freedom in the trafic, mind you~ 
in ardent spirits, enact the law in question. . 

But this amounts absolutely, as was pointed out at the time 
and was pointed out in eyery law journal and discussion in the 
United States when the Rahrer decision was handed down, as 
the Senator from Maryland very well knows, to a prohibition of 
commerce in liquors or in anything else, that Congress might by 
a law subject to the laws of the various States. 

And because the law of Kansas prohibited the sale of such 
articles of interstate commerce, and if it prohibited the sale of 
it,.as was said in Brown v. Maryland, it prohibited the thing 
itself; it amounted to the exclusion of it. 


Does the Senator 
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As the Senator from Georgia pointed out a moment ago, when 
he very properly corrected me, every State might have a law 
prohibiting the sale of spirituous liquors or of anything else— 
of child-made goods, for example—and if an act of Congress 
putting all subjects of interstate commerce under the operation 
of the State laws is valid, then Congress has in itself actually 
prohibited and excluded from interstate commerce this article, 
That was the thing that so excited the bar and the country. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit më to ssk him a 
question, I do not propose to argue it at all, but I wish the Sena- 
tor’s view of it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very glad to yield for that purpose. 

TIE QUESTION OF POWER OR POLICY, 

Mr. BACON. Even if we concede the power of Congress to 
prohibit the introduction of an article, does the Senator recognize 
no difference between the power to prohibit the introduction of 
an article vicious in itself or objectionable for any reason, as 
most of these decisions pass upon questions of that kind, and an 
article not objectionable in itself, not vicious, or in any manner 
detrimental to the public good 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator's question. 

Mr. BACON. An article thus not objectionable, but where the 
point of the objection simply is as to the manner in which it has 
been produced in the State? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator asks me that as a question of 
power? 

Mr. BACON. I am asking the Senator’s view, whether or not 
he recognizes any distinction between the two. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand your question. As a ques- 
tion of power, no; none in the world. 

Mr. BACON. None whatever? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But, yes; as a question of policy. We 
have the power. It is a power which we can abuse. But if we 
do abuse that power, which in us is unlimited, the remedy is at 
the ballot box, as was pointed out by Chief Justice Marshall in 
Gibbons v. Ogden, where the very question was raised. No; I 
recognize no distinction Whatever so far as the power is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator will permit me 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So far as policy is concerned, of course; 
and I will say another thing. The Senator is a very learned 
lawyer, and he will recall that the Supreme Court has decided 
over and over again that the question of policy was something 
for us to pass upon, and upon which the Supreme Court itself 
has absolutely refused to pass. 

Mr. BACON. I simply desire to ask the Senator this ques- 
tion, Is the logical conelusion of his position intended by him 
to go to this extent or to be thus understood, that Congress 
has the arbitrary power to prohibit the introduction of any ar- 
ticle from one State into another State regardless of the reason 
upon which it may put that prohibition? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir; I can show—— 

Mr. BACON. Practically unlimited power? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can show it. 

Mr. BACON. To prohibit it absolutely? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; to prohibit it absolutely. 

Mr. BACON. That is the logic of the Senator's argument. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. Would not that, followed to its logical con- 
clusion, mean that Congress could absolutely prohibit commerce 
among the States? 

Mr. BACON. Of course. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. That question was raised in 
Gibbons v. Ogden. The Senator certainly did not hear me read 
from Chief Justice Marshall's opinion. 

Mr. FULTON. That Congress can prohibit commerce between 
the States? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; he said the argument would be ex- 
actly the argument made now. 

Mr. FULTON. No such argument has ever been pronounced 
in Gibbons v. Ogden or any other case. It can not be found in 
any case. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I call the attention of the Senator to a 
paragraph in the Rahrer case that he did not read: 


The power of the State to impose restraints and burdens upon per- 
sons and property in conservation and promotion of the public health, 
good order, and prosperity. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know what the Senator is going to 
read. If he is reading to me he can stop, because I am fa- 
miliar with it. Nobody questions that. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I will not read it all, but let me finish the 
sentence : ; 
is a power originally and always belonging to the States, not sur- 
rendered by them to the General Government nor directly restrained 
by the Constitution of the United States, and essentially exclusive. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator might as well read me some- 
thing from the Bible. Nobody questions that. That has not 
anything to do with the particular point to which I was calling 
the attention of the Senate. 

Now, I call the attention of the Senator from Oregon to this. 
In Gibbons v. Ogden there was a definition of the poicer to 
pass an embargo law. An embargo was an absolute prohibition 
of commerce, and the argument was made against it that we had 
no such power under the Constitution, because, they said, it 
meant the annihilation of commerce. Here is what Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to contend that the 
power of Congress over foreign commerce is the same as its 
power over domestic commerce? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am coming to that in a minute. Here 
are the decisions. Does the Senator see those three cases there 
[indicating] ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. TI see the books. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
deny that our power over foreign commerce is precisely the same 
as our power over interstate commerce, and that our power over 
interstate commerce is exactly as great as the power over 
foreign commerce? Does the Senator contend that—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the decisions of the court, 
they are that our power over foreign commerce, under two 
clauses of the Constitution, is absolute. But they have never 
said that as to domestic commerce, in my opinion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall read in just a moment the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court where they do say exactly that in 
so many words—that the power of Congress over domestic 
ecommerce is precisely the same as it is over foreign commerce. 
In the exercise of that power, I am going to call the Senator's 
attention to something the Senator himself helped to do. 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. RAYNER. Only for a question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. Is it not the logical result of your argument, 
leaving out the question of policy, that we have the power to 
pass a law here to-day absolutely prohibiting commercial inter- 
course between the States? I am speaking of the power now, 
not the policy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, I will 
answer him in the language of the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. Spooner], who I expected to ask me just that question, but 
he has gone away, for some reason. So I prepared to answer 
him out of his own mouth. The Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
Banery] asked the Senator from Wisconsin a question about 
like that. 

Mr. RAYNER. No; I do not want that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. When the Senator asks me a question he 
must let me answer it in my own way. The Senator from Wis- 
consin answered the question this way: “ Well, it is an impos- 
sible question. Congress would never think of passing such a 
law.” 

Mr. RAYNER. I want to say to the Senator that this is not a 
lawyer’s answer, because. nothing is impossible if we have the 
power. I am not asking about the policy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; things are impossible to the Sen- 
ator if he considers his constituents and desires to retain his 
seat. 

Mr. RAYNER. 
such a principle. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am answering the Senator in my own 
language, and I happen to be using the language of a very fair 
lawyer. Chief Justice Marshall said that very thing, that when 
we abuse the power— 

Mr. RAYNER. But I want the Senator's opinion, I want to 
know if we can pass a law here to-day absolutely prohibiting 
commercial intercourse between the States—whether that will 
be the exercise of constitutional power. I should like to have 
an answer to that question, 


from Indiana 


I do not care enough about the seat upon 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I say it is an impossible question. 

Mr. RAYNER. That is your answer to it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let me suggest to the Senator a question. 
Will you ask me whether or not I think we have the power to 
prohibit the transportation in interstate commerce of the milk 
of a cow milked by a young lady 18 years old? Undoubtedly 
we have the power, but undoubtedly we would not do it. We 
have the power to prohibit the transportation through inter- 
state commerce of any article. What did the Marigold case 
say? What did the Forty-three Gallons Whisky case say? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. I am coming to another case. 

Mr. CARMACK. I ask the Senator if the United States Gov- 
ernment could put the young lady in the penitentiary for not 
being 18 years old? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. Never! God forbid! 
at all hazards. [Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to suggest to the Senator if there 
is anything in political history or in all the interstate commerce 
law to show that the object of that feature in the Constitution 
was not to facilitate commerce between the States and prevent 

‘any barrier. Yet the Senator would say that legitimately it 
càn be construed to erect barriers which would absolutely de- 
stroy it 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I say to the Senator and to the Senate 
in answer to that that not only has it been so construed ever 
since the first opinion was handed down on the subject by the 
Supreme Court, but that Congress has time and again accepted 
such a construction and done exactly that thing, and I propose 
to cite, before I get through this argument, law after law where 
there is absolute prohibition. 

During the delivery of Mr. BEVERIDGE’S speech, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smoot in the chair.) The 
Senator from Indiana will suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock hav- 
ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thank the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE resumed his speech. After having spoken 
until a few minutes before 5 o'clock, 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me, he has now ad- 
dressed the Senate for between four and five hours, and he must 
be tired. It is evident that this legal and constitutional argu- 
ment can not well be finished to-night, and I inquire whether it 
would not suit the Senator to suspend and finish his argument 
in the morning, taking the floor immediately after the close of 
the routine morning business? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It would be very agreeable indeed to me, 
I will say to the Senator, if it can be arranged. I have only got 
started in this constitutional part. 

Nr. NELSON. Then I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ator from Indiana may continue his argument to-morrow im- 
mediately after the close of the routine morning business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] has 
given notice that he will call up an appropriation bill in the 
morning, and I think some Senator has given notice of a speech 
to-morrow morning—the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], 
if I remember correctly. 

. Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
has given notice of a speech to-morrow. 

Mr. CARTER. I do not desire to overwork, or to be the 
means of overworking, the Senator from Indiana. I realize that 
he has continued many hours of the session to-day. Yet I trust 
that some hour may be fixed to-morrow for the conclusion of 
the remarks of the Senator—say at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That depends upon how much time the 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can conclude, I am quite sure, by 2 
o'clock to-morrow, without any interruptions. 5 
Senator from Indiana may be allowed for his argument. He 


Protect the young ladies 


The Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] 


means if he has a chance to proceed immediately after the close 
of the routine business? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. That was the suggestion of 
the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? A 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rose simply to ask if any unanimous- 
consent agreement had been asked with reference to 2 o'clock 
to-morrow ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent was asked that 
the Senator from Indiana be allowed to resume the floor after 
the routine morning business to-morrow to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before I agree to that I wish to call 
attention to the fact that I haye given notice that I should call 
up to-day Senate bill 6147, which is a very urgent bill. I yielded 
to the Senator from Indiana, and was pleased to do so. In the 
meantime the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] and the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] gave notice that they would 
speak to-morrow, and, as we all know, memorial exercises are 
to be held on Friday. 

I now rise, Mr. President, for the purpose of saying that on 
Saturday, after the routine morning business, if there be no appro- 
priation bill under consideration, I will beg the indulgence of the 
Senate to consider the bill in which I am interested, and which 
ought to be taken up at an early day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator was extremely kind to me, 
and I wish to state my appreciation of his kindness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota the 
acceptance of an amendment that the Senator from Indiana 
conclude his remarks by 2.0’clock. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator that of course 
I will try to do that, and certainly I shall not take much longer. 
The Senator can understand that if there are interruptions it 
would prolong the time. 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to have the Senator conclude his re- 
marks, of course. I suggest as a modification of the request 
for unanimous consent that immediately after the conclusion of . 
the Senator’s remarks, at whatever time he may conclude, the 
floor be accorded to me for some brief observations. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. That is very courteous of 
the Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. I make the modification, and renew my re- 
quest for unanimous consent in that form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Indiana be permitted 
to resume the floor immediately after the conclusion of the rou- 
tine morning business to-morrow, for the purpose of concluding 
his remarks, and that the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Carter] may take the floor immediately after the conclusion of 
the remarks of the Senator from Indiana for the purpose of ad- 
dressing the Senate in accordance with the notice he has here- 
tofore given. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 


CHANGES IN DISTRICT STREET-RAILWAY TRACKS, 


Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, I desire to change the 
notice I gave. On Wednesday, after the routine morning busi- 
ness, I will ask to have considered the bill (S. 6147) authoriz- 
ing changes in certain street-railway tracks within the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


CONTINUATION OF POSTAL COMMISSION. 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 230) continuing the Postal 
Commission until the close of the present session of Congress 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the joint resolution be put on its 
passage. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 


Resolved. cte., That the Joint Commission of Congress appointed un- 
der the provisions of the act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, 
approved June 26, 1906, shall not be deemed to be discharged by the 
presentation to the Senate or the House of rs peg gr e of its said 
report, but is hereby continued in existence with all the powers created 
by said act until the termination of the present session of Congress, for 
the purpose of completing the preparation, printing, and publication 
of the record of the hearings held by said Commission, and for the 
preparation, printing, and publication of an index and digest of the 
same. And the unexpended balance of the appropriation for said Com- 
mission in said act shall be available for the expenses of the said Com- 
mission. And that payments that have been made or are hereafter to 
be made on account of the expenses of the sald Commission upon vouch- 
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ers approved by the chairman thereof shall be deemed held and taken 
and are hereby declared to be conclusive upon all departments and offi- 
cers of the Government. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

i Mr. BACON. I would inquire to what the joint resolution re- 
ates? 

Mr. PENROSE. The purpose of the joint resolution is to en- 
able the Postal Commission to complete the compiling of the 
testimony, which is very voluminous. It is the Joint Postal 
Commission of Congress, the report of which I submitted this 
morning. 

Mr. BACON. That is what I rose to learn—the subject- 
matter to which it relates. 

Mr. PENROSE. The fear was that the Commission with the 
presentation of its report to-day would go out of existence, and 
this is to continue it until the loose ends can be gathered in and 
the work completed. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

LOWER COLORADO RIVER, 


Mr. FLINT obtained the floor. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. KEAN. I was going to move an executive session. 

Mr. FLINT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7776) to provide for protecting the in- 
terests of the United States on the lower Colorado River, for 
the establishment of the Imperial Valley and the Colorado 
River irrigation projects, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the, Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. FLINT. I will ask to have the matter go over. There 
does not seem to be a sufficient number of Senators here. It is 
a very important bill, and I want to have it carefully consid- 
ered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 

REPRINT OF PURE-FOOD LAW. 


Mr. HEYBURN. An order was made Saturday for a reprint 
of the pure-food law, with the accompanying documents. I ask 
that that order be rescinded and that an order be made for the 
printing of the matter included in the former order as a Sen- 
ate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
changed as now requested. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, January 29, 1907, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


Without objection, the order is 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 28, 1907. 
PROMOTION IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Asst. Engineer California Charles McMillan to be first 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from August 22, 1906, in place of First 
Asst. Engineer Henry Todd Powell, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm—To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Robert G. Caldwell, Eighteenth Infantry, from 
July 2, 1906, vice Young, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Hugh A. Parker, Twenty-eighth Infantry, from 
July 2, 1906, vice Parker (W. M.), Eleyenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles W. Tillotson, Nineteenth Infantry, from 
July 3, 1906, vice Clark, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Will D. Wills, Twenty-eighth Infantry, from 
July 7, 1906, vice Hunt, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur T. Dalton, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
from July 13, 1906, vice Simonds, Twenty-second Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Otho E. Michaelis, Fifth Infantry, from July 
28, 1906, vice Rucker, Sixteenth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 


Second Lieut. William C. Stoll, Eleventh Infantry, from July 
28, 1906, vice Frith, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Ira A. Smith, Nineteenth Infantry, from August 
7, 1906, vice Ansell, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James E. Ware, Fourteenth Infantry, from 
August 7, 1906, vice Peck, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Frank W. Dawson, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
from August 8, 1906, vice Anderson, Nineteenth Infantry, re- 
signed. 

POSTMASTERS. 
COLORADO, 

Hockley T. Hamill to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Clear Creek and State of Colorado, in place of Hock- 
ley T. Hamill. Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 
1907. 

Carrie James to be postmaster at Loveland, in the county of 
Larimer and State of Colorado, in place of David James, de- 
ceased. 

Francis M. Tague to be postmaster at Las Animas, in the 
county of Bent and State of Colorado, in place of Francis M. 
Tague. Iucumbent's commission expires March 3, 1907. 

FLORIDA, 

J. P. Schell to be postmaster at Chipley, in the county of 
Washington and State of Florida, in place of John S. Alley, de- 
ceased. - 

ILLINOIS. 

Carson T. Metcalf to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Greene and State of Illinois, in place of John D. Robards. 
Incumbent’s commission expired July 1, 1906. 

Peter A. Nelson to be postmaster at Lamont, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, in place of Peter A. Nelson. Incum- 
bent's commission expired January 23, 1907. ¢ 

William H. Pease to be postmaster at Harvey, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois, in place of William H. Pease. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1907. 

Rollin Waite to be postmaster at McHenry, in the county of 
McHenry and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1906. 

INDIANA, 

George W. Patchell to be postmaster at Union City, in the 
county of Randolph and State of Indiana, in place of James S. 
teeves, deceased. 

Thomas Rudd to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of De- 
kalb and State of Indiana, in place of Thomas Rudd. Incum- 
bent's commission expired December 20, 1906. 

Amanda Sullivan to be postmaster at Garrett, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Indiana, in place of Amanda Sullivan. 
Incumbent's commission expired January 7, 1907. 

IOWA, 

Eugene J. Birchard to be postmaster at Kellogg, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1907. 

Nettie Lewis to be postmaster at Marcus, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Iowa, in place of Francis A. Lewis, de- 
ceased, 

KANSAS. 


Thomas H. Earnest to be postmaster at Cherryvale, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kansas, in place of Thomas 
H. Earnest. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

James J. Evans to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Kansas, in place of James J. Eyans. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1907. 

James S. Price to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas, in place of William S. 
Baxter, removed. 

MAINE, 

Seth T. Snipe to be postmaster at Bath, in the county of 
Sagadahoc and State of Maine, in place of Hiram A. Huse, de- 
ceased, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 8 

Louis L. Campbell to be postmaster at Northampton, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Louis L. Campbell. Incumbent's commission expires February 
4. 1907. 

Walter L. Shaw to be postmaster at Palmer, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in place of Walter L. 
Shaw. Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 

MICHIGAN. 

Martin N. Brady to be postmaster at Saginaw West Side, in 
the county of Saginaw and State of Michigan, in place of Mar- 
190 N. Brady. Incumbent's commission expires February 11, 
1907. 

Will H. Brunson to be postmaster at St. Johns, in the county 
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of Clinton and State of Michigan, in place of Will H. Brunson. 
Incumbent's commission expires February 7, 1907. 

Charles Gauntlett to be postmaster at Milan, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan, in place of Charles W. 
Pullen. Incumbent's commission expires February 2, 1907. 

John Hanna to, be postmaster at Birmingham, in the county 
of Oakland and State of Michigan, in place of John Hanna. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1907. 

MINNESOTA, 

Ole H. Grasmoen to be postmaster at Fairfax, in the county 
of Renville and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

O. J. Simmons to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of 
Mower and State of Minnesota, in place of Samuel Sweningsen. 
Incumbent's commission expires March 2, 1907. 

MISSOURI. 

Thomas Sharp to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Missouri, in place of Thomas Sharp. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 11, 1907. 

Wesley W. Wehrli to be postmaster at Mound City, in the 
county of Holt and State of Missouri, in place of Wesley W. 
Wehrli. Incumbent's commission expires March 2, 1907. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Herbert H. Biddulph to be postmaster at Montclair, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, in place of William 
L. Doremus, deceased. 

Frank A. Brown to be postmaster at Cranbury, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in place of Frank A. 
Brown. Incumbent's commission expired January 22, 1907. 

NEW YORK, 

Samuel H. Palmer to be postmaster at Ogdensburg, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in place of 
Samuel H. Palmer. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
20, 1906. 

Frank R. Utter to be postmaster at Friendship, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York, in place of Frank R. Utter. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 26, 1907. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mack Brantley to be postmaster at Spring Hope, in the county 
of Nash and State of North Carolina. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1907. 

Charles T. Hickey to be postmaster at Spruce Pine, in the 
county of Mitchell and State of North Carolina. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1907. 


OHIO. 

James A. Downs to be postmaster at Scio, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Ohio, in place of William H. H. Masters. 
. commission expired January 26, 1907. 

OREGON. 

W. T. Bell to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the county of 
Wallowa and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1907. : 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


William A. Boyd to be postmaster at Sandy Lake, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
A. Boyd. Incumbent's commission expires February 26, 1907. 

W. D. McGinniss to be postmaster at Emlenton, in the county 
of Venango and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Merrick 
Davidson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 26, 1907. 

TEXAS. 

Leander A. Canada to be postmaster at Morgan, in the county 
of Bosque and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

May Harrison to be postmaster at Rising Star, in the county 
of Eastland and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Theodore Miller to be postmaster at Rusk, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Texas, in place of Theodore Miller. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1907. 

VIRGINIA, 

John B. Grayson to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county 
of Fauquier and State of Virginia, in place of John M. Campbell, 
resigned. - 

James H. Sumpter to be postmaster at Floyd, in the county 
of Floyd and State of Virginia. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 28, 1907. 
COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Richard A. Ballinger, of Seattle, Wash., to be Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. 
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APPCINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

William C. Besselievre, jr., of Massachusetts, to be constructor 

in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

David J. Girard, of Eureka, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Eureka, Cal. 

Samuel A. Abbey, of Colorado, to be register of the land office 
at Pueblo, Colo., to take effect March 3, 1907. 


Lee Fairbanks, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at 


Del Norte, Colo., to take effect March 3, 1907. 
Addison T. Smith, of Boise, Idaho, to be register of the land 
office at Boise, Idaho. 
1 RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Edward S. Wiggins, of Oklahoma, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Woodward, Okla. 
Alfred O. Steinman, of Ellensburg, Wash., to be receiver of 
public moneys at North Yakima, Wash. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 
John W. Short to be postmaster at Fresno, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California. 
COLORADO, 
George S. Mott to be postmaster at Telluride, in the county 
of San Miguel and State of Colorado. 
George W. Shuler to be postmaster at Holyoke, in the county 
of Phillips and State of Colorado. 


IDAHO. 


Orville J. Butler to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county 
of Kootenai and State of Idaho. 

Wiliam D. Hardwick to be postmaster at Nezperce, in the 
county of Nez Perce and State of Idaho. 

Millie R. Longfellow to be postmaster at Mountain Home, in 
the county of Elmore and State of Idaho. 

Olof Olson to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of Latah 
and State of Idaho. 

ILLINOIS, 


Adolph Fehrman to be postmaster at Pekin, in the county 
of Tazewell and State of Illinois. 

Theodore A. Fritchey to be postmaster at Olney, in the county 
of Richland and State of Illinois. 

William A, Hardy to be postmaster at Springvalley, in the 
county of Bureau and State of Illinois. 

William C. Heining to be postmaster at Red Bud, in the 
county of Randolph and State of Illinois. 

Andrew J. Pickrell to be postmaster at Anna, in the county 
of Union and State of Illinois. 

George ©. Roberts to be postmaster at Greenview, in the 
county of Menard and State of Illinois. 

Chalres Scofield to be postmaster at Marengo, in the county 
of McHenry and State of Illinois. 

Allen T. Spivey to be postmaster at Shawneetown, in the 
county of Gallatin and State of Illinois. 

Edwin L. Welton to be postmaster at Centralia, in the county 
of Marion and State of Illinois. 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


W. S. Browning to be postmaster at Weleetka, in district 13, 


Indian Territory. 
MAINE, 
Seth T. Snipe to be postmaster at Bath, in the State of Maine. 
MARYLAND. 
Sewell M.. Moore to.be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county 
of Dorchester and State of Maryland. 
MISSOURI. 
John L. Schmitz to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 
of Livingston and State of Missouri. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Thomas E. Hunt to be postmaster at Penn Grove, in the 
county of Salem and State of New Jersey. 
Adam Kandle to be postmaster at Elmer, in the county of 
Salem and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
Andrew D. Annable to be postmaster at Otego, in the county 
of Otsego and State of New York. 
Warren B. Ashmead to be postmaster at Jamaica, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York. 
Hiram W. Vedder to be postmaster at Waterford, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York. 
OREGON. 
George W. MeQueen to be postmaster at Cottage e in the 
county of Lane and State of Oregon. 
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PENNSYLVANIA. 

William H. H. Lea to be postmaster at Carnegie, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel R. MeMorran to be postmaster at Aspinwall, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Herman H. North to be postmaster at Bradford, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

TEXAS. 

Isham H. Nelson to be postmaster at Snyder, in the county of 
Scurry and State of Texas. 

Laura M. Poe to be postmaster at Santa Anna, in the county 
of Coleman and State of Texas. 

Jacob J. Utts to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Van 
Zandt and State of Texas. 

Wilber H. Webber to be postmaster at Lampasas, in the 
county of Lampasas and State of Texas. 

David M. Wilson to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the county 
of Wise and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, January 28, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Counen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXPLANATION. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain a statement 
I made on the day of the last session of the House. On page 
1784 of the Record of January 26, during the debate on the 
agricultural appropriation bill, after the paragraph in relation 
to breeding animals was stricken out on the point of order made 
by the gentleman from New York, the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Brooks] offered an amendment restoring that part 
of the paragraph relating to the appropriation to aid the State 
experimental station in carrying on this work, but leaving the 
amount to be appropriated at $50,000, as originally carried in 
the bill. To that I offered an amendment reducing the amount 
earried in the amendment of the gentleman from Colorado 
from $50,000 to $25,000. In explanation of my smendment I 
made the statement “and I am informed that it was under- 
stood among the members of the committee that if the proviso 
went out the amount should be reduced to $25,000, which is the 
current appropriation.” The basis for that statement was re- 
marks that were made here about me on the floor at that time 
concerning the matter; but I have since been informed by the 
chairman of the committee having in charge the agricultural 
appropriation bill that there was no agreement; there was no 
understanding whatever relative to the amount that was to be 
carried by the amendment offered by the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Brooxs] in the event that the proviso went out, as 
stated by me, and that the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Brooks] in offering the amendment as he did did not do so in 
violation of any agreement or any understanding whatever. I 
wish to exonerate him entirely from the implication in my re- 
marks. The statement I made was incorrect and not justified 
by the fact. I make this statement in justice to the gentleman 
from Colorado. ye 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the Rxconp to be 
corrected? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I just want to make that statement in ex- 
planation, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express 
my thanks and appreciation to the gentleman from Minnesota 
for his very kind action in making the correction, and also to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] for his state- 
ment to the same effect. 

POSTAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
joint resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows (H. J. Res. 230) : 


Resolved, That the Joint Commission of Congress appointed under the 
9 of the act making n for the service of the 

‘ost-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, ap- 
proved June 26, 1906, shall not be deemed to be discharged by the 
presentation to the Senate or the House of Representatives of its said 
report, but is hereby continued in existence with all the powers created 
by said act until the termination of the present session of Congress for 
the purpose of completing the preparation, printing, and 
the record of the hearings held by said Commission, and for the prepa- 
ration, printing, and publication of an index and digest of the same. 
And the unexpended balance of the appropriation for said Commission 
in said act shall be available for the 3 of the said Commission. 

And that payments that have been made or are hereafter to be made 
on account of the expenses of the said Commission, upon vouchers ap- 
proved by the chairman thereof, shall be deemed held and taken and 


ublication of |. 


are hereby declared to be conclusive upon all Departments and officers 
of the Government. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield to me? Mr. 


Speaker, I want to say that I think this resolution ought to pass 
the House. That Commission has not finished its work, not 
because of any fault of its own, but because they have not had 
time. It appears to me to be a matter of very great impor- 
tance in the economical administration of the Department; and 
I hope there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Overstreet of Indiana, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid 
on the table. 

REPORT OF POSTAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana presented the report of the 
Postal Commission authorized by Congress to make inquiry re- 
garding second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 5380. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6044. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4629. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

S. 6634. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. g 

S. 7021. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh J. 
McJunkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5171. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie H. 
Marshall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 2748. Au act granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7078. An act granting a pension to Daniel Schaffner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

S. 7218. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel D. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2954. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7491. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna V. 
Blaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5970. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7492. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Clow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3563. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin D. 
Sisco—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7452. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6956. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Ford, 
alias Jacob Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6711. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
B. F. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6713. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7683. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Wakefield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5400. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7509. An act granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4958. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Duffield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5782. An act granting an increase of pension to Octave 
L. F. E. Fariola—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4896. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas C. 
Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3434. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Canfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7379. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7025. An act granting an increase of pension to James €. 
West—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 7672. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvina 
Adams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5261. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 
Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 7673. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Jordan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 7668. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry. H. 
Buzzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to True San- 
born, jr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7430. An act granting a pension to Mary F. Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7818. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1261. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin P. 
Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7745. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7574. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Larkbam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7843. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Oakinan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6734. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn C. 
Snell—to the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7685. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion W. 
Tebbetts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 7380. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7058. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
Bailie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7533. An act granting an increase of pension to Orvil 
Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4742. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 7061. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh Me- 
Naughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5681. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Grant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7171. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Holden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 5884. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7136. An act granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
W. Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7272. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7196. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4693. An act granting an increase of pension to Irvin M. 
Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7820. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
B. Cravens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7642. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver H. 
P. Rhoads—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.3268. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6612. An act granting an increase of pension to George IT. 
McClung—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4873. An act granting an increase of pension to D. Laning 
_ Ross—to the Committee on Inyhlid Pensions, 

N. 6606. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Sholl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

F. 5374. An act granting a pension to Floyd A. Honaker—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6909. An act granting an increase of pension to William II. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7044. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
O. Pevear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 6665. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. T. Goodrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 177. An act granting an increase of pension to Alyah D. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 7394. An act granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 
C. Cooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2083. An act granting an increase of pension to Asa K, 
Harbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7150. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6899. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Nye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 7880. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Stockton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5457. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
‘Teets—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3998. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1622. An act granting a pension to Jane Agnew—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


S. 6127. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Callender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7605. An act granting an increase of pension to Judiah B. 
Smithson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6052. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram II. 
Lockwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7841. An act granting an increase ef pension to Frank De 
Noyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5730. An act granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 0. 
Spelman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7355. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McHenry Plotner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6635. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7840. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis A. 
Towne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7768. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo P. 
Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7684. An act to provide and maintain for the port of Gal- 
veston, Tex., a customs boarding boat—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 7706. An act for the relief of Robert Broadbent, Barger 
Holst. James A. Dunham, Byron Dawley, Axel Rosendahl, Will 
J. Elliott, and C. M. Hutchins—to the Conunittee on Claims. 

S. 4559. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3645. An act to correct the military record 
Moyer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1566. An act for the relief of Isaiah Ilexlin MceDonald—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 7996. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
Lucas—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

S. 7995. An act granting an increase of pension to Ashley 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 7879. An act granting to the Los Angeles Inter-Urban Rail- 
way Company a right of way for railroad purposes through the 
United States military reservation at San Pedro, Cal.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


of Edwin 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the follow- 
ing title: in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

S. 7840. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis A. 
Towne. - 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 24111. An act to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac 
River, at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va.; 

II. R. 21402. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals; 

H. R. 24047. An act to authorize Chapter No. 576 of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution to erect a fountain on the 
property of the United States at Paducah, Ky.; and 

H. R. 24104. An act transferring Phelps County to the eastern 
division of the eastern judicial district of Missouri. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
T034) to incorporate the International Sunday School Associa- 
tion of America. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution : 

House concurrent resolution No. 49. 


Resolved by the House of Representatires (the Senate coneurring), 
That the President be requested to return to the House of Representa- 
tives the bill (H. R. 16944) to amend section 878 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 7177. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvin L. 
Le Suer, alias James French ; 

S. 6510. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. 
Williams ; 

S. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCullough ; 

S. 6226. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Mickler ; 

S. 5672. An act granting an increase of pension to Felix G. 
Murphy ; 

S. 549. An act granting a pension to Louis T. Frech; 

S. 4819, An act for the relief of M. A. Johnson; 
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S. 4404. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
B. Boyle; 

S. 4350. An act for the relief of Arthur A. Underwood; 

S. 2565. An act granting a pension to William P. Parrill; 

8. 1879. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo F. 
Harmon; 

S. 1178. An act providing for the resurvey of a township of 
land in Colorado; and 

S. 1160. An act to correct the military record of John McKin- 
non, alias John Mack. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia (this being District 
Day) seems to have a pretty large Calendar. The Chair trusts 
that the House may be in order during the consideration of 
this business. 


CONDEMNATION OF LAND FOR STREETS, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of the bill 
(II. R. 23384) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of 
Columbia,’ regulating proceedings for condemnation of land 
for streets.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the act of Congress approved April 30, 1906, 
and entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia,’ regulating proceedings for 
condemnation of land for streets,” be, and the same is hereby, amended 
by changing the section thereof peasy ymca section 491g so as to read: 

“Sec. 491g. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as 
damages for and in respect of the land to be condemned for said open- 
ing, extension, widening, or 1 plus the costs and expenses 
of the 1 such amount shall be assessed by the jury as bene- 
fits, and to the extent of such benefits against the lots, pieces, or parcels 
of land on each side of the street, avenue, road, or highway to be 
opened, extended, widened, or s htened, and against any and all 
other lots, pieces, or parcels of lan 
benefited by the opening, extension, widening, or straightening, as the 
ur) may find said lots, pieces, or parcels of d will be benefited; and 

Getermining the amounts to be asse st said lots, pieces, or 
parcels of land the jury shall take into consideration the respective 
situations and topographical conditions of said lots, pieces, or parcels 
of land, and the benefits and advantages they may severally receive from 
the opening, extension, widening, or straightening of the street, avenue, 
road, or highway. And where part of any lot, piece, parcel, or tract of 
land has n dedicated for the opening, extension, widening, or 
straightening of the street, avenue, road, or highway, the jury, in de- 
termining whether the remainder of said lo ece, parcel, or tract is 
to be assessed for benefits, and the amount o efits, if any, to be as- 
» sessed thereon, shall also take into consideration the fact of such 

dedication and the value of the land so dedicated. If the total amount 
of the damages awarded by the jury and the costs and expenses of the 
hada J be in excess of the total amount of the assessments for 
i et bag such excess shall be borne and paid by the District of Co- 
umbia.’ 


Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill to explain that portion of it to be 
found beginning with line 15, page 2: 

And where part of any lot, piece, parcel, or tract of land has been 
dedicated for the opening: extension, widening, or straightening of the 
street, avenue, road, or highway, the jury, in determining whether the 
remainder of said lot, piece, parcel, or tract is to be assessed for benefits, 
and the amount of benefits, if any, to be assessed thereon, shall also 
take into consideration the fact of such dedication and the value of the 
land so dedicated. 

What I want to know is this: Suppose that a dedication is 
made by A, and B, C, and D own other parcels. Now, it seems 
to me that under the provisions of this act the benefits resulting 
5 dedication might be applied to the benefit of B. C, 
ani 4 

Mr. OLCOTT. I disagree entirely with the gentleman from 
Iowa; but even if his construction of the amendment were right, 
the amendment merely directs the jury fixing the award and the 
benefits to take certain matters into consideration. It does not 
compel any change in action toward people who have dedicated 
property, but it does bring before the jury and make it impera- 
tive for them to have all of the facts before them when the mat- 
ter is considered. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the language will justify another 
construction than that. I think I did not make myself plain to 
the gentleman. Here we will say are four parties whose lots or 
parcels of land will be affected by a particular street opening. 
Now, A grants to the public a portion of that. The others do 
not. Here is a provision, it seems to me, that the dedication of 
A, being a benefit, shall be considered in estimating the damages 
of the other parties, B, C, and D. 

Mr. OLCOTT. It seems to me that is a very strained con- 
struction of that provision. It says that where property has 
been dedicated for the opening the valne of the land so dedi- 
cated shall be taken into consideration. It seems to me it 


which the jury ar find will be 


would be a remarkably strained construction to say that be- 
cause A dedicated some Iand that the yalue of some other land 
owned by B or C should be considered. 


Mr. HEPBURN. That it should have the benefit of A's 
dedication. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I do not think that could possibly be spelled 
out from this law. This is a matter which the corporation 
counsel has found to be a serious difficulty in condemnation 
proceedings. The amendment was prepared by the corporation 
counsel, and unquestionably the intention is that the dedication 
of A shall be considered in the awarding of benefits to A and 
not in the awarding of benefits to anybody else. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FREE LECTURES. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker; I ask consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 24746) for free lectures. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the board of education of the District of 
Columbia be, and it is hereby, authorized to maintain a course or 
series of free evening lectures. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDEN. I wish to say in connection with this pro- 
posal to enact a law to establish a bureau of free lectures within 
the District of Columbia that the Committee on Appropriations 
have looked carefully into the proposition, and after the most 
thorough investigation decided that it was an expenditure of 
money that ought not to be made. It has been made from time 
to time in the past, but the amount of good accomplished by the 
expenditure was not such, in the judgment of the Committee 
on Appropriations, as to warrant its continuance. A few days 
ago, while the Committee of the Whole House was considering 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, an item of this kind 
was sought to be introduced into that bill by the distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Oxcorr], the author of this 
bill. The House at that time refused to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. OLCOTT. If the gentleman will yield a moment 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. OLCOTT. The House refused to adopt the amendment 
because the chairman of the subcommittee on appropriations, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT], who had the 
bill in charge; raised against it a point of order, and it went out 
on that point. i 

Mr. MADDEN. Well, it was refused, at any rate, and the 
judgment of the Committee on Appropriations was and is that 
this expenditure should not be saddled upon the District. I 
believe this bill should not pass at this time, and I hope it will 
not. , 
Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman his reasons for opposing the appropriation. 

Mr. MADDEN. The reason the Committee on Appropriations 
opposed the appropriation was that it was simply the creation 
of a place to give employment to somebody, not because there 
was any desire on the part of anybody in the District to accom- 
plish good for the District further than the good that might be 
accomplished by finding a place for somebody. 

Mr. MORRELL. I would like to ask the gentleman a further 
question, as to whether he objects to the character of the lec- 
tures or the fact that free lectures shduld be given? 

Mr. MADDEN. I object to the continuation of the lectures, 
for I believe that the public school system ought not to be 
saddled with expense of this character. The public education of 
the children of the District never contemplated the establish- 
ment of a lecture bureau outside of the schools. This ex- 
penditure is taken from the public moneys collected for edu- 
cational purposes, intended to be expended through the public 
schools. The money heretofore bas been spent for purposes no 
recognized by the school law. . 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man another question. Does he know the number of those who 
attended these lectures during any one fiscal year? 

Mr. MADDEN. Well, I do not recollect now the number, 
but we have the number in the record of the hearings. 

Mr. MORRELL. As far as I can remember, it amounted to 
over 20,000 people who were benefited by this small expenditure 
called for in this bill. This is practically on the same lines, as 
I understand it, as the university extension. This bill as 
drafted, as I haye read it and as it passed the committee, does 
not specify that the entire salary shall be given to any one par- 
ticular individual, but that it should be applied for the purpose 
of free lectures. It does not, in other words, create any place. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL] a question. 
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Who were these people that attended these, lectures, school 
children or adults? 

Mr. MORRELL. As far as I know there were a certain num- 
ber of adults as well as school children. 

Mr, SHACKLEFORD, Which predominated? 

Mr. MORRELL. That I am unable to say. 

Mr. MADDEN, These lectures are not intended for school 
children at all; they are intended for adults, and the adults 
under the school laws ought to be obliged to pay and are 
obliged to pay for their own education. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
to me for five minutes? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, if this bill is passed, in 
my judgment, it should be amended in a very important respect. 
It should be amended so as to require these lectures to be de- 
livered in the public school buildings.- There have been in the 
past in the District of Columbia lectures given under an appro- 
priation for free lectures 

Mr. OLCOTT. We will be perfectly willing to accept an 
amendment of that kind. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will suggest it when I am finished. 
As I was saying, there have been in the past free lectures given 
under an appropriation for free lectures which were supposed 
to be for the benefit of persons whose early education had been 
neglected. It was in pursuance of a scheme of university 
extension that had been adopted with great success in other of 
the large cities of the country. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions when it undertook the investigation of this question in this 
session discovered this fact, that all of these lectures had been 
delivered at the Carnegie Library. The surroundings there are 
of such a character that the persons for whose benefit the 
lectures were originally intended felt out of place, and as a 
matter of fact those for whose benefit the lectures were in- 
tended never attended the lectures at all. 

For persons whose early education has been neglected and for 
whose benefit this course of lectures was arranged there were 
lectures delivered during the past year upon such interesting 
and elevating subjects for such persons as “ Spanish architec- 
ture,” Tone and tone-producing qualities,” and subjects of a 
similar character that would be of peculiar advantage to persons 
whose early education has been neglected. There has been con- 
tinued strife over this course of free lectures. One faction desired 
that the school-teachers be compelled to attend and that the 
lectures be restricted to the school-teachers. Another faction 
has contended that they should be given for the benefit of those 
whose early education has been neglected and that the subjects 
should be adapted for such purposes. The result has been, how- 
ever, that the purpose of the appropriation has been entirely 
diverted, and lectures have not been given either on the subjects 
or in the places where they could be of benefit to these people. 
If a series of free evening lectures is to be instituted and given in 
the public schools in the District in those localities where the 
residents will not feel that they are out of place in attending 
them, with the subjects chosen such that they will be of some 
adyantage to them, then there might be some justification for 
appropriations for this purpose; but to continue the practice 
now in vogue of conducting a series of free lectures at the Car- 
negie Library for a restrictive class of persons, for persons who 
are not in need of this character of instruction, and to select 
subjects that are far beyond the comprehension of persons 
whose early education has been neglected, makes it, to my mind, 
an utterly unjustifiable expense. With the permission of the 
committec, I desire to offer an amendment 

Mr. OLCOTT. I would like to ask whether the gentleman 
from New York will be satisfied if we add, Provided, That such 
lectures shall be held in some public school building in the Dis- 
trict.” We will be very glad to accept such an amendment as 
that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that would improve the bill im- 
mensely, and perhaps result in the selection of a class of sub- 
jects that would be of benefit to those for whom they are in- 
tended. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Well, I suppose that matter should be left to 
the board of education. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It has been left to the board of educa- 
tion, and the result has been that all the lectures haye been 
given at the Carnegie Library, where persons for whose benefit 
they were supposed to be held felt some delicacy about attending. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman inform the House what is 
the cost of these lectures? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Fifteen hundred dollars a year. 

Mr. JAMES. For how many lectures? 

Mr. OLCOTT. We had lectures lasting twenty-six weeks, and 
three or four a week, 
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Mr, JAMES. Upon what subjects are they—educational ` 
topics? N 

Mr. OLCOTT. They were upon general subjects; I can not 
give the complete list, but they were subjects of general practi- ' 
cal interest to the people here. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
question. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
selects these lecturers? 

Mr. OLCOTT. They are selected by the board of edueation 
of the District of Columbia.“ < 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is a lecturer selected by the board 
of education to serve for a year? 

Mr. OLCOTT. There are a number of lecturers. There is no 
specific lecturer, but the board of education obtain the services 
of several to deliver lectures upon different subjects at different 
times and: different places. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
lecturers? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I can not tell you. All I know is the total 
expense the board of education asked for was $1,500 a year. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then is this designed for the 
benefit of the students in the city schools that are under the age 
permitted to go to school, or is it designed for the general 
public? s 

Mr. OLCOTT. It is designed, of course, for the general pub- 
lic, but that includes the large number of children who can, 
under the laws of the District of Columbia, perform some work 
during the day and who do attend these lectures and who go 
there to get some of the education that they are deprived of by 
reason of their financial condition. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then let me ask the gentleman 
if he thinks this Government should endeavor to go beyond the 
free-school age and educate any person under 80 years of age? 
Is that the intention of this bill? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I think the District of Columbia or the city 
of Washington can well follow the example of some of the great 
communities, especially the one I know most about—New York 
City—that has a most extensive series of lectures of the same 
character delivered in the public schools in the same way that 
we seek to have delivered here in the District. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If the city of Washington or any 
city in the United States desires to instruct adult citizens, why 
should they not put up the money themselves and control it? 
Why should the General Government or a State government 
undertake to educate the adult citizens of any State or com- 
munity? 

Mr. OLCOTT, These are paid in the same manner that all 
appropriations for the city of Washington and District of Co- 
lumbia are made. Half of it comes out of the District of 
Columbia treasury and half of it comes out of this Government. 
I think the gentleman's objection is rather to the method by 
which the District is financed. It is the city of Washington 
that is paying for these lectures. l 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. When a man becomes old the 
Government loses jurisdiction over him, and it is no longer the 
duty of any government to educate an adult citizen. We ought 
to educate the children of any city, State, or county, but we 
should not undertake to educate the adults of any city, State, or 
county. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I do not think the gentleman would wish to 
be put in a position of declining to allow adults to go into these 
schools, when they are citizens here, and listening to the lec- 
tures, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would be in favor of maintain- 
ing the law for the child, but not for the adult, of any State or 
city. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I sympathize with 
this bill probably because I have not had the educational ad- 
vantages that my friend from New York [Mr, FITZGERALD] 
has. He is a college graduate. My course in public schools, 
or any incorporated schools, for that matter, comprised five 
months, and for the rest of my education I have had to depend 
on my own efforts and those of my mother and other members 
of the family. Therefore I sympathize with men and women 
who have arrived at mature years and who have not had the 
advantages that such men as my distinguished and very dear 
colleague has. I think we ought to be ashamed of ourselves to 


I desire to ask the gentleman a` 


I desire to ask the gentleman who 


How much do they pay for the 


hesitate over the expenditure of so small a sum as $1,500 for 
the benefit of the laboring people and their wives and all those 
who have not had educational advantages. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
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Mr. MADDEN. Is he quite certain that we are giving these 
for the benefit of the laboring people and those who have not 
had college opportunities? ; 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will say in an- 
swer to the gentleman that only last year I attended a meeting 
of the Central Labor Union of this city, at which this very pro- 
vision was advocated for this very purpose, of giving laboring 
people and their wives and families the chance of obtaining 
this education. I do not youch for the board of education, and 
I do not know whether they are fully performing their duty. 
They seem to be reversed in the courts with some degree of 
frequency, but the principle is all right, and if it is not being car- 
ried out according to its purpose and intent, then let us make 
the board of education carry it out that way. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman believe that this bill will 
compel the board of education to carry it out along the line of 
his thought? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I do not sce why not. An amend- 
ment, I understand, is to be accepted by my colleague requiring 
these lectures to be given in a school building. 

Mr. MADDEN. Heretofore the lectures have been given in 
the Carnegie Library building, amid gilt surroundings, where 
no one but aristocrats could attend the lectures. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is going to be changed. 

Mr. MADDEN. The lectures were upon subjects that only 
ean be understood by those who have had a classical education. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That probably was an error. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not understand that the object of the 
gentleman from New York is to appropriate money to educate 
further along in classics those who have already been educated 
in that line. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Oh, no; I think it ought to be 
for the class of people who haye not had the early advantages 
of education and those who have had just enough to give them 
a hunger for more; and they ought to haye a chance to obtain it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman make it so that it shall 
only be for this class of people? ` 

Mr. BENNET of New York. You can not do that, of course, 
because once you give a public lecture you have got to let all in. 

Mr. JAMES. Would you be willing to extend these free lec- 
tures to the various cities throughout the United States? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Of course we have no jurisdic- 
tion of that. 

Mr. JAMES. We have just as much right, I will say to the 
gentleman from New York, to appropriate for free lectures in 
Kentucky or Texas as we have in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will let my friend from Cali- 
fornia answer. 

Mr. JAMES. This makes an extra tax on the whole of the 
people of the various States of this Union, and why should you 
lay it on the whole of the people for the benefit of these peo- 
ple here in the city of Washington while the whole people pay 
more taxes than they do? 

Mr. KAHN. In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky I 
will say that in California all the university professors go all 
over the State and give these free lectures, and they are very 
largely attended. 

Mr. JAMES. And the people of California pay for it? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES. But the General Government would pay for this. 

Mr. KAHN. ‘The General Goyernment has jurisdiction in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. JAMES. I believe that if the people of the District want 
this they ought to pay for it, and they ought not to ask the 
other people of the country to pay for it. 

Mr. KAHN. They do pay half. ; 

Mr. JAMES. But not all. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That same criticism would of 
course apply to any appropriation for the schools. If you take 
the gentleman’s view, the people of his State or my State are 
paying pro rata in the same way. 

Mr. JAMES. You say that the laboring people want this ap- 
propriation? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. They do. ` 

Mr. JAMES. Have they petitioned for it? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. They did last year. 

Mr. JAMES. As I understand the wishes of the laboring peo- 
ple they are asking and begging for other legislation here before 
this House which they can not eyen get upon this floor for con- 
sideration that is of a great deal more benefit to them than this 
pitiful sum of $1,500. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. That could be said possibly of 


any bill that is considered by the House. 
Mr. MADDEN. As a matter of fact, does not the gentleman 


from New York know that the whole of this $1,500 will be ab- 
sorbed as compensation to pay lecturers? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is the way it ought to be, 
when furnished with the school buildings. 

Mr. MADDEN. We have not the school buildings. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is proposed now—— 

Mr. MADDEN. But we never had that up to now. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am not talking about the past, 
but the present and the future. I look to the time when, with 
the school buildings, the whole $1,500 will be absorbed for 1 
lectures, and there will be no expense outside of light and heat 
or any other legitimate expense. 

Now, every large city, I think, in the United States has these 
free lectures. We are charged with responsibility for the city 
of Washington, one of the largest in the whole United States, 
and I thoroughly agree with what the gentleman from Towa 
Mr. Herspcrn] said the other day, that it is our duty to make 
this city a model city, and we can not justify ourselves to our 
own consciences in refraining from doing it for the city of 
Washington when other cities, almost without exception, have 
adopted this plan as a part of their educational system. Why, 
in the Borough of Brooklyn, from which my friend Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD Comes, last year there were 358,818 people who attended 
lectures in that borough alone—free public lectures. I have pic- 
tures of the crowded halls in that borough, showing that the 
houses were filled with the kind of people to whom lectures like 
that ought to be given. I hope the House will not be niggardly 
and will not be mean about a little matter of $1,500, but will 
gladly join in aiding the educational system of the District of 
Columbia in every respect. and putting it in every regard on as 
high a plane as that of any other large city. [Loud applause.] 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that the amendment 
ought to be reported. 

Mr. SIMS. I desire to haye something to say on this bill be- 
fore debate closes. 

The SPEAKER. But an amendment has been offered and ac- 
cepted which has not been reported. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I will offer on behalf of the committee the 
following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the bill “Provided, That said lectures shall be 
held in some public school building.” 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have permission from 
the gentleman to add, and to be considered as part of that 
amendment, the words: 

Provided, That the expense thereof shall be paid entirel 


revenues of the District of Columbia as appropriated from t 
by Congress. 


from the 
e to time 


Will you accept that as an amendment to your amendment? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I will not accept it. 

Mr. SIMS. 
bill. 

Mr. OLCOTT. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. SIMS. I wish ten minutes. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I yield to the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, when the bill was brought up for 
consideration before the committee I was informed, or under- 
stood, that this proposition was in the appropriation bill and 
went out on a point of order made against the Appropriations 
Committee, and on this account I offered no resistance to the 
report of the bill. I have learned since that this is not a fact, 
but that the amendment was offered to the appropriation bill and 
went out on a point of order made by members of the Appropri- 
ations Committee. Having supported the bill under a misap- 
prehension, I do not feel bound to support it here. 

As to the nature of the lectures that have heretofore been 
given under the appropriation previously made, I think my 
friend from New York [Mr. BENNET] can learn whether or not 
they are suitable for gentlemen who had no early opportunities, 
like the gentleman and myself, and whether or not they are the 
kind of lectures that are demanded by the laboring people. For 
instance, take those delivered in 1905. The first one was by 
H. W. Wiley, Ph. D.; subject. “ Feeding preservative to young 
men.” How much did my friend from New York lose by not 
having been taught that in his early youth? Wow much will 
the children of the District of Columbia lose if they do not go 
to hear such a lecture as that? 

What else? Here was another, by Mr. Henry Oldys; subject, 
“ Bird notes.” How much did my friend from New York [Mr. 
BENNET] lose by not having studied that in his early youth? 
How much do the laboring people lose by not knowing all about 
bird notes? I learned a great deal about bird notes by mixing 
with the birds when I had hold of the plow handles; but I have 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words about the 
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never seen a laboring man who worked for a living who cared 
how those bird notes were made, just so he had the birds and 
the notes. [Laughter.] 

Now, in my laboring days I lost a great deal by not having 
studied Spanish architecture, which was the s~bject of a lec- 
ture by Mr. George O. Totten, jr. How many of our laboring 
people are engaged in the study of Spanish architecture? An- 
other one was “Round the world in forty minutes.” How 
much did my friend from New York lose in not knowing how 
to go around the world in forty minutes? See what stingy and 
parsimonious gentlemen the members of the Appropriations 
Committee are in trying to deprive us laboring people of know- 
ing how to go around the world in forty minutes. Gentlemen, 
you are niggardly. 

Here is another one by Rev. U. G. B. Pierce, subject “A 
night in the nether world.” Oh, my laboring friends, how you 
are denied opportunities to know about nights in the nether 
world. You can learn all about nights in the sweatshops, and 
some of those sweatshops are not very far from where the gen- 
tleman from New York lives. Now my friend wants to teach 
them about the nether world. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. . 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Only on one point. I did not 
want to interrupt the flow of your eloquence or your bird notes. 

Mr. SIMS. I did not know it was flowing. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But as to the sweatshops in 
New York City I want to say what the gentleman refers to 
would haye been true three years ago, but that 95 per cent of 
the sweatshops in New York City have ceased to exist since 
that time. 

Mr. SIMS. I am glad to hear that; but what about the 
nether world? Is there anything going on in New York to en- 
lighten people about that? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will say that the 
gentleman from Tennessee and other people who do not live in 
New York, when they come there learn a great deal more about 
the nether world in New York City than we who live there all 
the time know about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMS. It is the only opportunity we have to know any- 
thing about it, when we go to New York, while you people who 
live there in the nether world do not have to go out to learn 
about it. It just comes to you naturally. [Laughter.] 

Now, I call your attention to another lecture delivered by 
Rev. John Van Schaick, jr., subject “ Vacation days in Scotland.” 
How cruel it is to deny our laboring people of the opportunity 
to hear about vacation days in Scotland. It is true we have 
a few vacation days here, called“ holidays;” so many of them 
that there is hardly time to educate the children on account of 
the holidays, holy weeks, and holy months. Of course you want 
to tax your constituents and mine to let the laboring people of 
the District of Columbia know about vacation days in Scot- 
land. Take this entire list of subjects from one end to the 
other and I could beat any man in my district who would run 
for office and claim to be a laboring man who would favor the 
expenditure of money for such purposes as this. One-half of 
this comes from the people of your State and mine, where they 
learn the bird notes from their own birds and at their own 
expense, and I think the amendment is a just one. If the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia and the laboring people here 
want these lectures, let them pay for them, because we in our 

country do not need to know anything about nights in the nether 
world, about Spanish architecture, about bird notes, about va- 
cation days in Scotland, about how to go around the world in 
forty minutes, or anything else covered by these lectures here. 
{Applause and laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken; and the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. James) there were—ayes 81, noes 63. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Orcorr and Mr. STEPHENS of Texas were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, 
noes 76. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 
104, answering “ present” 12, not voting 153, as follows: 


Acheson 
Allen, Me, 
Ames 


Babcock 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Bede 
3 N. X. 
nynge 
Bradle 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Buckman 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Calder 
Campbell, Kans, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Capron 
Cassel 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks 
Cole 
Conner 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 


Adamson 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Bowers 
Bowersock 
Brantley 
Brick 
Broocks, Tex. 
Broussard 
al ey 


Candler 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cushman 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
De Armond 
Dixon, Ind. 
Driscoll 
Ellerbe 
Field 
Flood 
Floyd 
Fulkerson 


Bartlett 
Butler, Pa. 
Deemer 


Aiken 
Alexander 
Allen, N. J. 


Andrus 
Bankhead 
Bannon 
Beidler 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 


Bowle 
Brooks, Colo. 
Brown 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Burleigh 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler, Tenn. 
Calderhead 
Cockran 
Currier 
Curtis 

Dale 

Dalzell 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, W. Va. 
Denby 
Dickson: III. 
Dixon, Mont. 
Draper 
Dresser 
Dunwell 
Dwight 


YEAS—112. 
Cousins Hull Nelson 
Cromer Kahn Olcott 
Crumpacker Keifer Otjen 
Davidson Keliher Overstreet, Ind. 
Dawes Kennedy, Nebr. Parsons 
Dawson Kinkaid Pearre 
Dovener Knap; Powers 
Ellis Knowland Reeder 
Fassett Lacey Rhodes 
Fitzgerald Lafean Rives 
Foster, Vt. Landis, Frederick Rodenberg 
Fuller Lilley, Pa uppert 
Gardner, Mass. Littauer herman 
raham Longworth Sible 
Greene Lovering Southard 
Gronna Lowden Staford 
Hale MeCall Sulloway 
Haskins MeCarthy Tawney 
Hayes McCreary, Pa. Taylor, Ohio 
Henry, Conn. McGavin owne 
Hepburn McKinley, III. Yolstead 
ermann cNary Vreeland 
Higgins Mahon Waldo 
Hinshaw Marshall Wanger 
Howell, N. J. Martin Watson 
Hubbard Moore, Pa. W. 
Huff Mouser Wiley, N. J. 
Hughes Murphy W. 
NAYS—104. 
Garner Lewis Rucker 
Garrett 2 Conn. Russell 
Gilbert Lio: Ryan 
Gilhams McLain Saunders 
ill Macon tt 
Gillespie Madden Shackleford 
Gillett Mann ep 
lass Moon, Tenn. ep 
Gregg Moore, Tex. Sherley 
Hay Murdock Sims 
Hedge Norris lem 
Heflin Overstreet, Ga. Smith, Ky. 
Henry, Tex. Padgett Smith, F 
Ho; org age Smith, Pa. 
Holliday Patterson, N. C. pot Tex. 
Hopkins ae. S. C. napo 
Houston Pou Sparkman 
Humphrey, Wash. Prince Spight 
ames 0 Stanley 
Johnson Randell, Tex. Stephens, Tex. 
Jones, Va. Ransdell, La Thomas, N. C. 
Jones, Wash. Rhinock Trimble 
Lamar Richardson, Ala. Wallace 
Lamb Richardson, Ky. Webb 
Lee Robertson, La. Young 
Lever Robinson, Ark. Zenor 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "'—12. 
58 3 Min 1 
umphreys, eyer 
fa fiton Hunt Small 
NOT VOTING—153. 
wards Lindsay Smith, Cal. 
Englebright Littlefield Smith, III. 
Bsc Livingston Smith, lowa 
Flack Lorimer Smith, Samuel W. 
Fletcher Loud Smith, Baber Alden 
Fordney rot pene VE Smyse 
Foss Mee! M Southall 
Foster, Ind. MeDermott Southwick 
Fowler McKinlay, Cal. Sperry 
French McKinney Steenerson 
Gaines, Tenn. Mclachlan Sterling 
Gaines, W. Va. McMorran Stevens, Minn, 
Garber Maynard ulllvan 
Gardner, Mich, Michalek Sulzer 
Gardner, N. J. Miller Ibott 
Goebel Minor Taylor, Ala. 
Goldfogle Mondell Thomas, Ohio 
Goulden Moon, Pa. Tirrell 
Graff Morrell Townsend 
Granger Mudd Tyndall 
Grosvenor Needham Underwood 
Gudger Nevin Van Duzer 
Haugen Olmsted Van Winkle 
earst Palmer Wachter 
Hill, Conn. Parker Wadsworth 
Hill, Miss. Payne Washburn 
Howard Perkins Watkins 
Howell, Utah Pollard Webber 
Kennedy, Ohio Rainey Weems 
Kitchin, Clande Reid Weisse s 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Reyburn Welborn 
Klepper Reynolds Wharton 
Kline Riordan Wiley, Ala. 
Knopf oo Willlams 
Landis, Chas. B. 3 Wilson 
Law Samue Woody 
Lawrence Sennesbell 
Le Fevre Sero 
Legare Sla, 


So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following pors: 


For the vote: 


Mr. DALZELL with Mr. SULLIVAN. 
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Mr. Grosvenor with Mr. GRANGER. 

Mr. Payne with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

For the day: 

Mr, ALEXANDER with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

Mr. BANNon with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. BIRDSALL with Mr. BURNETT, 

Mr. Bouret, with Mr. Gries. 

Mr. Butter of Pennsylvania with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. CaALpERHEAD with Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 

Mr. Date with Mr. Bowix. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. HOWARD. 

Mr. Densy with Mr. GARBER. 

Mr. Dickson of Illinois with Mr. HILL of Mississippi. 

Mr. Dovener with Mr. LINDSAY. t 

Mr. DrareR with Mr. GOULDEN. 

Mr. DuNx WEIL with Mr. WATKINS. 

Mr. Frencu with Mr. VAN DUZER. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

Mr. Haxirrox with Mr. BURGESS. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio with Mr. GUDGER. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. HEARST. 

Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. WILIA W. KITCHIN. 

Mr. BurLEIGH with Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER With Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. McKinney with Mr. RAINEY. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. ForpNey with Mr. SOUTHALL. 

Mr. OLusrEp with Mr. Rip. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. Reynoips with Mr. Rrxey. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Suirn with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. Wu. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. Sournwick with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 

Mr. Trromas of Ohio with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. TiRRELL with Mr. WILEY of Alabama. 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. Ilarpwicx. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BINdHAM with Mr. Cockran. 

Mr. Lonlukn with Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 

Mr. Morrect with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Mr. Surrn of Iowa with Mr. Brunprmce. 
Mr. WacHrrn with Mr. SMALE. 
For the session: 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. KLINE, 

Mr. Foss with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE with Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded 
as “ present.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). 
man already voted? 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present and 
listening when his name was called or should have been called? 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Fo, sir; I was just outside. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman's vote can 
not be recorded. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. BascocK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
was laid on the table. 


ALBEMARLE STREET, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 23940) for the extension of Albemarle street 
NW., District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks present consideration of the bill which the Clerk will re- 
port. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 
15 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days 
after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute 
in the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem 
to condemn the land that may be necessary for the opening of Albe- 
marie street, from Wisconsin avenue to Murdock Mill road, with the 
uniform width of 90 feet, according to the permanent system of highway 
plans adopted in and for the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
paged He in section 491g of the subchapter of the Code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby =) ih ep out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
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the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits when the 
same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judg- 
ments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


THE EXTENSION OF SCHOOL STREET NW. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 24932) for the extension of School 
street NW. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions of 
section 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of 8 1 of chapter 15 of the 
sixty days after the pas- 
sage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to institute, in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land 
that may be necessary for the extension of School street NW. from its 
present southern terminus to Irving street with a width of 50 feet. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the Code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of 3600, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of the 
condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment of benefits when the same are 
collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments and 
yt ph 5 hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of 
Yolumbia. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
WIDENING OF MILLS AVENUE. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9326) for the widening of Mills avenue 
NE. from Rhode Island avenue to Twenty-fourth street. 

The Clerk read the amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days after 
the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 


be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the 


supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to con- 
demn the land that may be necessary for the opening of Mills avenue, 
with a width of 50 feet, from Rhode Island avenue to its intersection 
with Twenty-fourth street NE.; said condemnation to be wholly to the 
westerly of the present easterly side of the private road known as 
“Mills avenue.” 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as con- 
templated in section 491g of the subchapter of the Code hereinbefore 
referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby ol Fgh papa out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia to provide the N funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of .Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the 
same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgements and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to prepare a new nigh wey, plan for that portion of 
the District of Columbia lying west of said Mills avenue, north of 
Frankfort street, east of Twentieth street, and south of Rhode Island 
avenue NE., under the provisions contained in the act of Congress àp- 
proved March 2, 1893, entitled “An act to provide a 5 system of 
highways in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” 
and an amendment to said act approved June 28, 1898; that upon the 
completion and recording of said new highway plan it shall take the 
place of and stand for any previous plan for said portion of the District 
of Columbia. 

The substitute amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the opening 
of Mills avenue NE. from Rhode Island avenue to Twenty-fourth 
street.” 

INCORPORATION OF BANKS WITHIN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 21669) to provide for the incorporation of 
banks within the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That associations for carrying on the business of 
banking within the District of Columbia may be formed by any number 
of natural persons, not less in any case than five, by entering into arti- 
cles of association and executing an organization certificate in the same 
manner and to the same extent as prescribed by sections 5133, 5134, and 
5135 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the organi- 
zation of national banks. Upon duly making and filing articles of asso- 
ciation and an organization certificate with the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency in the manner provided by the foregoing sections, the association 


shall become, as from the date of the execution of its organization certifi- 
cate, a body corporate, and as such it shall have power to do a general 
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banking business within the District of Columbia, when authorized by 
the Comptroller of the Currency, in the manner provided by section 
5169 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, but no association 
shall be organized under this act with a less capital than $100,000, 
_divided into shares of $100 each. Such capital shall be paid in cash in 
the manner prescribed by sections 5140 and 5141 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and the shareholders shall be held individually re- 
sponsible, equally and ratably, and not for one another, for all contracts, 
debts, and sngagements of such association to the extent of the amount 
of their stock therein, at the par value thereof, in addition to the 
amount invested in such shares, and such liability pa be enforced by 
the Comptroller of the Currency in the manner provided by the national 
banking laws. 

Src. 2. That any savings bank, or savings company, or trust company, 
or other banking institution 8 under authority of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, approved March 3, 1901, as amended 
by the acts approved January 31 and June 30, 1902, or 5 by 
virtue of the laws of any of the. States of this Union, and ha an 
office or banking house located within the D ct of Columbia where 
deposits or savings are received, may become a banking association un- 
der this act in the manner provided by section 5154 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the conversion of State banks 
into national associations. : 

Sec. 3. That from and after the Ist day of „ anno Domini 1907, 
no person, company, association, copartnership, or corporation, except 
associations organized under the national-bank act, corporations organ- 
ized under an act of Congress entitled An act to provide for the in- 
corporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other corporations with- 
in the District of Columbia,” approved October 1, 1890, and corporations 
organized under this act, shall transact a banking business, or maintain 
an office or banking house where deposits or savings are received, within 
the District of Columbia. Any person, and any officer or agent of any 
company, firm, or corporation who shall wilfully violate any of the pro- 
visions of this section shall be deemed iity of a misdemeanor, and 
shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than 
$1,000, or by imprisonment not longer than two years, or by both said 
punishments, in the discretion of the court. 4 

Src. 4. That section 5209 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, providing for the punishment of offenses against the national 
apply to organizations formed or converted under 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 3, strike out all, commencing with the word “that,” in line 5, 
down to and including the word * Columbia,” in line 15, and insert 
in Hen thereof the ee ; ¢ 

“That from and after the 1st day of January, A. D. 1908, no per- 
son, company, association, copartnership, or corporation shall transact 
a banking business or maintain an office or banking house where 
deposits or sayings are received, within the District of Columbia, ex- 
cept associations organized under the national-bank act, corporations 
organized under an act of Congress entitled ‘An act to provide for 
the Incorporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other corpora- 
tions within the District of Columbia,’ approved October 1, 1890, bet 
also any person, firm, or company 8 licensed to engage in 
the business of private banking in the District of Columbia prior to 
the Ist day of January, 1906, and corporations organ under 
this act.” 

Mr. MANN. I think we ought to have some explanation as 
to what the changes are and what the objects are. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] and others. 

Mr. MANN. The “gentleman from Illinois” is seeking in- 
formation. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I will be very glad to give the gentleman all 
the information that I can. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that 
was introduced to correct the abuses that have grown up in 
the District of Columbia by reason of certain banking cor- 
porations being rather loosely governed. The bill was sup- 
ported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KLINE], who 
is unavoidably absent, and I have been asked to report the 
bill. The amendment that is suggested provides the same care 
in allowing incorporations of banking institutions here as is 
made necessary by the national banking act. It necessitates 
a fully paid-in capital of $100,000, with the same stock lia- 
bility on these banks that may hereafter be organized in 
the District of Columbia as is required now under the national 
banking act. 

Mr. MANN. In an incorporation what is the present limit as 
to the amount? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I can not tell what the present limit is. I 
think it may be in the report, but if you will allow me just one 
moment, I will say that the bill has been entirely approved by 
the Comptroller of the Currency and makes these new banks 
to be established directly responsible to the Comptroller, and 
brings them under the general supervision of the Comptroller 
of the Currency in the same manner that the national banks 
are, and makes the stockholders liable in the same way for the 
par value of their stock. 

Mr. MANN. Of course no one, I think, will object to that, 
but is there nothing else in the bill? 

Mr. OLCOTT. There is nothing else in the bill. The bill 
was introduced by and had the sanction of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KLINE], who is the member of the commit- 
tee most conversant with banking matters, and is in the line 
of safe and conservative banking, and to prevent what we 
might call wild-cat” banking concerns, which have frequently 
existed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman explain what the pres- 


ent requirements are for the granting of licenses to private 
bankers? I notice in the bill that there is an amendment which 
excepts from the operation of this act those doing a private 
banking business who have received a license prior to the Ist 
day of January, 1906. I would like to have the gentleman ex- 
plain the regulations which are in force under the present 
method, and what the reason is for making this exception. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Exception was made because it was conclu- 
sively shown to the committee, and especially to the subcom- 
mittee which had this matter in charge, that there were four 
private banking institutions which would be affected by this 
who had received heretofore, under the general law, licenses 
and whose credit was of such high standing that it seemed un- 
fair to them to change their method of business in any way 
whatever. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will not this bill by forbidding licenses in 
the future to private bankers give these four a monopoly and a 
great and undue advantage over all other persons who will be 
hereafter required to do a banking business under the provi- 
sions in this bill? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I am quite certain that will not obtain, be- 
cause these licenses compel the proper report to the Comptroller 
and, I believe, are hedged around by every possible safety. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What objection could be advanced by 
these private bankers to being compelled to incorporate and op- 
erate under the general provisions of this proposed law as 
originally intended? It is certainly giving four or five private 
bankers an undue advantage over others simply because they 
have been established heretofore. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Because they have been established and have 
been doing such an entirely conservative, proper, and substan- 
tial banking business for so many years it would seem as if 
injustice would be done them—— 

Mr. STAFFORD. But you are denying that privilege to all 
others who might seek that privilege hereafter, and you are 
giving these four bankers a decided advantage by permitting 
them to continue. What objection could be made, if the com- 
mittee thought it advisable, to have all persons doing a banking 
business incorporate under the general provisions and report 
as required in this bill? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I think that one of these particular banks 
that was most recently established was established in 1856. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There are many instances of private banks 
who subsequently incorporated, and I would like to have the gen- 
tleman advance some reason or state what hardship would be 
entailed to provide that these bankers should incorporate under 
the provisions of this bill, rather than giving them a special 
privilege. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, I can say to the gentleman that there 
are four or five institutions here that are bankers and brokers. 
They have a name that is their capital and credit—their repu- 
tation. They appeared before the committee, appeared before 
the Commissioners, and also before the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, and the bill was amended at the suggestion and by the 
consent of the Comptroller and the Commissioners to omit these 
three or four old-established concerns, 

Mr. STAFFORD. What privilege would these private bank- 
ers have which they would not haye if they were incorporated 
under the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. They have no privileges, except they have 
an old name which is a part of their capital. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The Riggs National Bank formerly did 
business as private bankers under the name of Riggs & Co., and 
subsequently were incorporated. What reason can the gentle- 
man give why these establishments should be given this special 
privilege? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I think I can answer the gentleman by read- 
ing from the second page of the report: 

The amendment which your committee recommends, exempting the 
regularly licensed private banks, was recommended by the Commis- 
sioners after the bill had been introduced. Your committee is in- 
formed that this provision will result in exempting from the provi- 
sions of the act four copartnerships which have been doing business in 
the District, pne since 1856, and the youngest since 1890. These firms 
do not conduct a general banking business, do not receive savings de- 
posits, the chief element of their business being for the convenience of 
their patrons for whom they make investments. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But what hardship would it entail upon 
these private bankers if they were required to be incorporated? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The Comptroller of the Currency has also 
specially sanctioned this amendment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But the Comptroller, in this language, says 
that it might be a conyenience, in effect, to these private bank- 
ers if they be allowed to continue the private banking privilege; 
but you do not advance any reason why they should not be re- 
quired to incorporate under the general law. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Why, Mr. Speaker, these concerns are all 
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doing principally a brokerage business. They call themselves 
bankers and brokers. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, if they are incorporated they would 
baye to abandon their business as brokers; and if this law went 
into effect they could not receive the deposits of their customers. 
It would practically drive them out of business. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But there are a great many other brokers 
who would be permitted to continue. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There are only four of these concerns. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand that these are stock brokers? 

Mr. BABCOCK. They are brokers and investment houses, not 
doing a banking business; but that is all they can do under the 
provisions of this law. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand, they are ordinary stock brokers. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And they receive money on deposit so as to have 
the money there with which to make purchases or have money 
on deposit which they realize from purchases or sales? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Now, then, dees the gentleman mean that this 
bill is to prohibit anybody else engaging in the broker business 
in the District of Columbia, except these four concerns now en- 
gaged in business? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr: MANN. Would not that be the effect? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; but tey are giyen the right to use 
the name of bank ; that is all. 

Mr. MANN. But that is not what the bill says at all. 

Mr. OLCOTT. That is exactiy what it does. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is exactly the proposition. We have 
had the same situation in the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. OLCOTT. And in New York. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I thought the 
gentleman was mistaken. This bill says: “No person shall 
transact a banking business or maintain a business or banking 
house where deposits are received.” So that under this bill “no 
person,” “no partnership,” “no concern” of any kind can hold 
an office or receive deposits of money, which means that no new 
brokerage house can be established in Washington. This bill 
would be purely in the interest, but not intentionally, of those 
four brokerage concerns now in Washington, and no new concern 
could be established. I do not know their names and do not 
do any business with them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Would not that result in establishing 
a monopoly in the brokerage business in the four concerns that 
are now engaged in it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why not? 

Mr. BABCOCK. There are 50 other brokers here, and it 
would not haye that effect at all. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s claim was that it was abso- 
lutely necessary, in order to conduct a brokerage business, that 
the brokers should be entitled to receive deposits, or to retain 
deposits after moneys had been realized. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman well knows that if he gives 


a broker an order to buy a thousand dollars’ worth of bonds,. 


when he gives his order he has to make a deposit of either the 
whole or a part of what is to be paid for the bonds. That is 
the business of a broker; but these brokers can not do a bank- 
er’s business—the receiving of deposits of money for safe-keep- 
ing or anything of that kind. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not confine the bill 
banking business. This bill says: 

No person, company, association, partnership, or corporation shall 
CDSE a banking business or maintain an oi ice where deposits are 
received. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois, 
could not these four brokerage firms incorporate as a bank and 
retain their names and then separate their banking and brok- 
erage business, and go on? 

Mr. MANN. Of course; that is undoubtedly correct. I have 
no expression of opinion to make as to whether these brokers 
should be required to incorporate or not, but I do not see the 
object of passing a law which turns over all the brokerage 
business to four concerns, whoever they may be. I do not know 
the names of them, and I do not know whom they are. 

Mr. OLCOTT. These four particular concerns are the only 
ones that do a banking business along with a brokerage busi- 
ness. It is not going to affect the other brokers. 


to the 


Mr. MANN. But the gentleman proposes to give them a mo- 
nopoly. 


Mr. OLCOTT. Oh, no. 


Mr. MANN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Of the brokerage business—not in the slightest 
degree. We propose to allow them to continue the business they 
how carry on, which has the sanction of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, who has looked after it with a great deal of care. 

Mr. MANN. The business of the Comptroller of the Currency 
is only to look at it from the banking standpoint, 

Mr. OLCOTT. I presume he has. 

Mr. MANN. But you go away beyond the banking provision. 
You provide that nobody shall maintain an office where deposits 
are received. 

Mr. OLCOTT. We do not go beyond anything that the Comp- 
troller of the Currency has approved. 

Mr. MANN. I say the approval of the ComptroHer of the 
Currency on such a proposition is valueless. That is not the 
duty of the Comptroller of the Currency. He does not interest 
himself on that point. The Comptroller of the Currency con- 
fines his recommendation to those matters that come within the 
jurisdiction of his office, and that is only the matter of banking. 
Yóu go away beyond that. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the committee consider that a broker 
should not be permitted to do a banking business? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It considers, and the bill provides, that a 
broker shall not do business as a banker and use the words 
banker“ or “ banking house.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Did the committee think it fair that these 
four firms should be excluded from what they considered to be a 
salutary rule? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The four concerns referred to haye been re- 
quired to obtain banking licenses, and have obtained them. 
Brokers are not required to obtain banking licenses. The com- 
mittee considered that those who prior to 1890 obtained these 
licenses should not have their licenses reyoked by the operation 
of this bill. They are the only four people concerned, because 
they are the only people who have obtained licenses. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That makes it all the worse. If I under- 
stand the contention of the committee aright, it is this: You 
propose to divorce the brokerage business from the banking 
business. Is that true? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Yes; to the extent of using the words bank- 
ing house” or “ banker.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, although you think. that is salutary, 
yet because there happened to be four men who do now combine 
the two businesses, they are to be excepted from the operation 
of this bill. 

Mr. OLCOTT. We are allowing the people who have already 
received bankers’ licenses from the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency to go on and act under those licenses, and not take them 
away from them. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman consider that it be- 
comes right to have the brokerage and banking business united 
‘because it has so existed with the gentleman, but wrong for 
those who have not heretofore united the two pursuits? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The gentleman” does not consider that at all. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then what equity exists because these men 
have been doing something which you now, as a committee, de- 
clare is not a proper thing to be done, to wit, the joining of a 
banking and brokerage business? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The gentleman” does believe that when a 
license has been given by the United States of America, through 
its Comptroller of the Currency, these people should not easily 
be divested of their vested rights. 

Mr. SHERLEY. ‘The gentleman thinks, then, that if a wrong 
has been done, having been done, it should be a continuing 
wrong? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I do not think that is a fair conclusion to be 
reached. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
OLCOTT) there were—ayes 27, noes 31. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, before that question is taken 
I think I ought to say that I do not think the bill is in such 
shape, without the committee amendment, as will meet the ap- 
proval of the House. I therefore ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw the bill at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent to withdraw the bill at this time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And I would ask that it be recommitted to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? Without 


l objection, it will be so ordered. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, what is the request? It 
was impossible to hear the Chair state the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request was that the bill 
be withdrawn and be recommitted to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the Chair will state that there seemed to 
the Chair to be no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move that the 
bill do lie upon the table, if I have an opportunity. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman is 
too late. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. I was unable to hear the re- 
quest stated by the Chair, and would have objected had I 
heard it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
-man was on his feet, and if he was on his feet the Chair would 
be inclined to think that he was in time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I was endeavoring to ascertain the re- 
quest that the Chair was stating. I did not hear it. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will assume that the- 


gentleman was in time to make objection, if he so desired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would it be in order now to move to recommit 
the bill to the committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair put it as a request 
for unanimous consent, but a motion of the kind made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin would be in order, if he desires to 
make that motion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, then I move that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERLEY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Would a motion that the bill do lie upon 
the table be in order and take precedence of the motion to re- 
commit? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
table would have precedence. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then I move that the bill do lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I wish to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest that that is a motion which is not 
debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman that the motion to lay upon the table is not debatable, if 
that point be made. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to make a statement with reference 
to the matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment being made by the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
pause.] ‘Te Chair hears none. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes originally from 
the Comptroller of the Currency through the Commissioners 
and contains yery many important features. I think it would 
be unfortunate and a mistake to lay the bill on the table. 
Whether the committee can re-report it in such form as will 
meet the approval of the House I can not say at this time, but 
I certainly think it will be an error to lay it on the table, and 
I hope that will not be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky that the bill do lie on the 
table. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SHERLEY) there were—ayes 25, noes 56. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

PROTECTION OF PROPERTY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. * 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
23941) to amend section 14 of the act approved July 29, 1892, 
entitled “An act for the preservation of the public peace and 
the protection of property within the District of Columbia,” 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 14 of the act a 


The motion to lay upon the 


[After a 


proved July 29, 1892, 


entitled “An act for the preservation of the public peace and the pro- 
tection of property within the District of Columbia,” be amend by 
inserting after the phrase between the setting and rising of the 
sun” the following: And no person shall kindle or. set on fire, or be 
present, aiding, consenting, or causing such to be done, in any front or 
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rear yard or inclosed ground or lot at any time, within 200 feet of 
any premises, stable, shed, or other building, or inflammable structure 
or property, any box, barrel, refuse, straw, shavings, or other com- 
bustible; “ so that the said section shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 14. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons 
within the limits of the District of Columbia to kindle or set on fire, 
or be present, aiding, consenting, or causing it to be done, in any 
street, avenue, road, or highway, alley, open ground, or lot, any box, 
barrel, straw, shavings, or other combustible, between the setting and 
rising of the sun, and no person shall kindle’ or set on fire, or be 
present, aiding, consenting, or causing such to be done, in any front 
or rear yard or inclosed ground or lot at any time, within 200 feet 
of any premises, stable, shed, or other building, or inflammable structure 
or property, any box, barrel, refuse, straw, shavings, or other com- 
bustible; and any person offending against the provisions of this act 
shall, on conviction thereof. forfeit and pay a sum not exceeding $10 
for each and every offense.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


RECOPYING OLD RECORDS IN OFFICE OF RECORDER OF DEEDS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 22350, 
to authorize the recorder of deeds of the District of Colum- 
bia to recopy old records in his office, and for other purposes, 
and which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the recorder of deeds of the District of 
Columbia be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to recopy such 
of the records in his office as may, in his judgment and that of the 
supreme court of said District, or one of its justices 8 by it for 
that pur need recopying in order to preserve the originals from 
destruction: Prorided, That the expense thereof shall not in any one 
fiscal year exceed the sum of $1, „Hat a rate of compensation not 
exceeding that now authorized. certified to by the said supreme court, 
or by one of its justices appointed by it for that purpose, and audited 
and allowed by the proper accounting officer of the Treasury. 

Sec. 2. That section 553 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia be so amended as to give authority to the recorder of deeds 
of the said District et int a cashier for his office and pay said 
cashier a salary not ex g dollars per annum, to be certified 
to and audited and allowed as now provided. 


With the following committee amendment: 

Strike out all of section 2. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the commit- 
tee amendment. ; 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some in- 
formation about this bill. It seems to me that there is some- 
thing extraordinary in some of its sections. Why should the 
copying of all of the records in that office be left to the sole 
discretion of the clerk? Why should he have authority to de- 
termine how much of the records in the office shall be copied? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it seems that a large 
number of the records in the office of the recorder of deeds are 
very, very old. Some of them are as old as a hundred and 
twelve years. 

Mr. GILBERT. I am not speaking of that. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. If you will let me proceed, I will ex- 
plain the purpose of this bill. That is what you asked about. 
The records haye become very much mutilated and in some 
cases are in very bad shape. The object of the bill is to pro- 
yide for their recopying and is restricted to $1,000 a year ex- 
penditure, so that there shall be a gradual renewing and bring- 
ing up of these old and worn-out records in order to preserve 
them without any danger of clouding the titles to property in 
this District. It does not provide for the expenditure of any 
large sum of money at one time, but the bill provides that not 
to exceed $1,000 a year shall be spent, not out of the Public 
Treasury, but out of the revenues of the office which are in 
excess of the expenses, and thereby gradually bring these rec- 
ords to a state of perfection and in that way preserve the papers 
and render the danger of loss or mutilation nil. 

Mr. GILBERT. My question was directed to an entirely dif- 
ferent proposition, and that was, conceding the records were old 
and mutilated, it occurred to me it would not be proper to dele- 
gate to the clerk the sole power to determine whether those 
records were mutilated so as to require their copying or not. 
He himself, deriving a revenue from the copying, would of 
course proceed to spend the thousand dollars a year for that pur- 
pose, whereas if the secretary or some other : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. That is exactly what the bill provides, 
if the gentleman will read, that the judgment as to what rec- 
ords shall be restored lies with the justices of the supreme court 
of the District, and they direct him how to expend not to ex- 
ceed $1,000 a year. 

Mr.. GILBERT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I have improperly ob- 
truded myself in this discussion. I did not hear that feature 
of the bill read at the outset. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. That is in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
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REGISTERED NURSES. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 12690) to define the term of registered nurse“ 
and to provide for the registration of nurses in the District of 
Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the expiration of the ninety 
days immediately following the passage of this act no person shall, in 
the District of Columbia, any manner whatsoever, represent herself 
to be a registered nurse, or allow herself to be so represented, unless 
she has been and is registered by the nurses’ examining board in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this act. 

Sec, 2. That opon the taking effect of this act the Graduate Nurses’ 
Association of the District of Columbia shall nominate ten of Its 
members who have had not less than five years’ experience in the pro- 
fession. These nominations shall be submitted to the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, who shall, from said nominations, appoint, 
wi irty days after said nominations are submitted to them, a 
nurses’ examining board to be composed of five members. All ap- 
pointments shall made so that the term of one member shall expire 
on the 30th day of June of each year, and upon the expiration of the 
term of office of any examiner the said Commissioners shall likewise 
fill the vacancy for a term of five years from a list of three nominees 
submitted to them each year by the Graduate Nurses’ Association of 
the District of Columbia. An unexpired term shall be filled by said 
Commissioners from three additional names furnished by the Graduate 
Nurses’ Association upon request of the said Commissioners. No mem- 
ber of said board shali enter upon the discharge of her duties until 
she has taken oath to faithfully and impartially perform the same; and 
the said Commissioners may remove any member of said board for 
neglect of duty or for any just cause. 

Sec. 3. That the nurses’ examining board shall meet in the District 
of Columbia within ten days after their e and organize the 
board, and annually thereafter shall meet in the month of April and 
shall elect from its members a president, and also a secretary who shall 
be treasurer. It shall frame all such by-laws as it shall deem 9 
for carrying into effect the provisions of this act, and may amend such 
rules from time to time at discretion of said board. The secretary shall 
be required to keep a record of all meetings of the board, and also a 
register of the names of all nurses duly registered under this act, and 
to furnish a certificate of registration to all such nurses. The said 
board shall hold examinations not less 5 than once a year, and 
the notice of each examination shall be given in one daily newspaper 

blished in Washington City and in one nursing journal at least thirty 

ys prior to said examination. 

Sec. 4. That every nurse desiring to style herself “a registered 
nurse“ in the District of Columbia shall make application to the 
nurses’ examining board for registration, and at the time of making 
such 9 Shall pay to the treasurer of said board $5. Said 
os ry must furnish satisfactory evidence that she is over 23 years 
of age, of goon moral character, and from habits liable to inter- 
fere with her services as a nurse, and, further, that she holds a 
diploma from a training school for nurses which has been registered 
by the nurses’ examining board of the District of Columbia: Provided, 
however, That no training school shall be registered which does not 
maintain proper educational standards and give not less than two 
years’ training in a general hospital, or instruction of the same kind, 
and, to at least the same extent, as that given in the general hospital, 
all of which shall be determined by the nurses’ examining board. 

Sec. 5. That any person possessing the qualifications required in 
section 4 of this act who has been engaged in nursing in the District 
of Columbia five years after graduation immediately preceding the 
passage of this act shall be entitled to registration without examina- 
tion apan payment of the registration fee. And, further, that any per- 
son who has been engaged in nursing in the District of Columbia for 
four years immediately preceding the passage of this act and shall have 
spent, in addition, one year in a hospital or sanatorium, shall be per- 
mitted to register after passing a practical examination: Provided, 
That such certificates shall not declare that the persons holding them 
have fulfilled all the ia neat pea expressed in section 4. 

Sud. 6. That the registration of any person as a nurse in the District 
of Columbia may be revoked and the certificate of such person canceled 
if she be found to have obtained the same by fraud, or found guilty 
by the nurses’ examining board of any act derogatory to the standing 
and morals of the profession of nursing. But before any certificate 
shall be revoked the holder thereof shall be entitled to thirty days’ 
notice of the charges against her, and after a full and fair hearing the 
certificate can be revoked by a majority vote of the whole board. 

Sec. 7. That all expenses incident to the execution of the provisions 
of this act shall paid from the fees collected from applicants for 
registration as nurses, and if any balance remains on hand on the 
30th day of June of any year the secretary and treasurer of the nurses’ 
examining board shall receive of such balance the sum of $100, and 
each other member of the said board shall receive $5 for each day 
actually spent in the discharge of official duties. All moneys shall be 
paid to the treasurer of the board and shall be paid out under the 
orders of the board. 

Sec. 8. That any person who shall violate any of the provisions of 
this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be 1 by a fine not exceeding $200 or by imprisonment in 
the workhouse for a period not exceeding gs A days. 

Sec. 9. That the nurses’ examining board shall have power to reg- 
ister, in like manner, without examination, any person who has been 
registered as a professional nurse in another State of Territory under 
Jaws which in the opinion of said board maintain a standard sub- 
me ies | equivalent to that provided for by this act. 

Sec. 10. That nothing In this act shall be construed to prevent any 
person from nursing any other person in the District of Columbia 
either gratuitously or for hire, provided that such person so nursing 
shall not Yves herself as being a registered nurse. Nothing in 
this act shall be construed as authorizing any person to practice medi- 
cine or surgery, or midwifery, in said District otherwise than in ac- 
cordance with an act entitled “An act to regulate the practice of medi- 
cine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish 
persons violating the provisions thereof,” approved June 3, 1896. 

Sec. 11. That the word “she” and the derivatives thereof, wherever 
they occur in this act, shall be construed so as to include the word 
“he” and derivatives. 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 4, line 3, insert after the word “act” the following: 
Or shall have graduated from any training school in the District of 


et within the five years immediately preceding the passage of 
act.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


VETERINARY SURGEONS. 


Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 5698) 
to regulate the practice of veterinary medicine in the District of 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, created a board of 
examiners in veterinary medicine, to be appointed by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, which shall consist of five Pes hc prac- 
titioners of veterinary medicine who shall have graduat from some 
college authorized by law to confer degrees, each of whom shall have 
been a bona fide resident of said District for three years last past be- 
fore appointment, and each, Tor) said period, shail have been ac- 
tively engaged in the practice of his profession in said District. The 
appointments first made shall be one for one year, one for two years 
one for three years, one for four years, and one for five years, an 
thereafter appointments shall be for a period of five years, except such 
as are occasioned by death, resignation, or removal, in which cases the 
appointments shall be for the remainders of the unexp'red terms: 
Provided, That the said Commissioners may, in their judgment, remove 
any member of said board for neglect of duty or other sufficient cause, 
after due notice and hearing. 

Sec. 2. That the said board of examiners in veterinary medicine shall 
elect a president, vice-president, secretary, and such other officers as 
shall be necessary. The secretary of said board shall have power to 
administer oaths or affirmations upon such matters as pertain to the 
business of said board, and any person willfully making any false oath 
or affirmation shall be deemed guilty of perjury; and said board shall 
make, alter, or amend, subject to the approval of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, such rules and regulations as may be neces- 
sary to carry into effect the provisions of this act, and shall hold such 
meetings as shall be necessary for the transaction of busin and shall 
issue all licenses to practice veterinary medicine in the District of 
Columbia. Said board shall keep an official record of its meetings, and 
also an official register of all applicants for licenses, which register 
shall show the name, age, place, and duration of residence of each 
applicant, the time spent in the study of veterinary medicine in and 
out of medical schools, and the names and locations of all medical 
schools which have granted said applicant any degree or certificate of 
attendance upon lectures, and it shall also show whether said 8 
cant was rejected or licensed under this act, and said register shall be 


prima facie evidence of all matters contained therein. The Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia shall have poner to require any or 
all officers of said board to give bond to the District of Columbia in 


such form and 8 as they may deem proper. The said board shall 
in the month of July in each year submit to said Commissioners a full 
1 of its transactions during the twelve months immediately pre- 


ng. 

Sec. 3. That from and after the 8 of this act all persons de- 
siring to Peas veterinary medicine or any branch thereof in the 
District of Columbia, or who shal! desire to hold themselves out to the 
ublic as practicing veterinary medicine or any branch thereof in the 

istrict of Columbia, shall make application to said boa of ex- 
aminers in veterinary medicine for a license so to do. Application 
for this purpose shall be upon a form . said board, and 
shall be accompanied by satisfactory evidence of g moral character, 
and by a diploma from some veterinary college authorized by law to 
confer the same, which college shall require at least two sessions of 
study of veterinary medicine of not less than six months each prior 
to the issue of such diploma, and duates of two-year colleges shall 
accompany their diplomas by satisfactory evidence that they have 
practiced veterinary medicine for five years last past subsequent to 
the issue of such diplomas, and by a fee of $10, except as herein 
otherwise directed, and from the fund thus created the board shall 
pay such necessary expenses as it may incur. Such expenses_ shall 
not exceed in 1 one fiscal year the amount of fees collected during 
that period, but if any balance remain after paying all such expenses 
the Commissioners of said District shall authorize the payment there- 
from to the members of said board for their services of such amounts 
as said Commissioners deem proper. Said board shall, by means of 
examinations, ascertain the professional qualifications of all applicants 
for license to practice veterinary medicine in said District, and shall 
issue such licenses to all who are found by such examinations to be, 
in the judgment of said board, competent to so practice; and no such 
license shall be issued to any m who has not so demonstrated 
his competence, except as hereinafter otherwise provided. Such ex- 
aminations shall be held in January, April, July, and October of each 
year, and shall include all such subjects as are ordinarily included 
in the curricula of veterinary colleges in good standing, but examina- 
tions may be held at such other times and include such other sub- 
jects as said board shall authorize and direct. Said board shall num- 
ber consecutively all applications received, note upon each the dis- 
position made of it, and preserve the same for reference, and shall 
number consecutively all licenses issued. 

Sree. 4. That said board of examiners, so far as may be possible, 
shall make arrangements with analogous boards of the several States 
and Territories whereby due credit for State and Territorial licenses 
will be allowed in the District of Columbia to such licentiates of 
said boards as desire to secure licenses to practice veterinary medicine 
in this District, and whereby licentlates of the board of examiners 
in veterinary medicine in the District of Columbia will secure due 
credit for licenses issued by said board whenever such licentiates de- 
sire to secure licenses to practice veterinary medicine in any State 
or Territory; but no arrangement shall be made under the provisions 
of this section which will liable to lower the standard of practice 
of veterinary medicine in the District of Columbia, and no arrange- 
ment for the mutual recognition of licenses shall be valid until it 
has been approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Src. 5. at any person who has received a diploma from a veteri- 
nary college lawfully authorized to confer the same and who has main- 
tained an office for the practice of veterinary medicine in the District 
of Columbia on or before the passage of this act, upon submission 
of proof of such facts to the board of examiners in veterinary 
medicine and the payment of a fee of $1, shall be licensed by said 
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board to practice veterinary medicine in the District of Columbia 


without examination. Any person. not a graduate of a college law- 
fully authorized to confer a degree in veterinary medicine, who has 
been continuously engaged in the practice of veterinary medicine in 
the District of Columbia for five years previous to the passage of 
this act and has maintained an office in said District for that purpose 
shall be permitted to present himself for examination before the board 
of veterinary examiners without fee. and upon proof of satisfactory 
knowledge of veterinary medicine shall be registered and licensed as a 
practitioner of veterinary medicine. 

Sec. 6. That any person having been examined by said board of ex- 
aminers in veterinary medicine and having been refused a license as 
the result of such examination may, within ae days after formal 
notification of such refusal, appeal from the decision of said board, 
Such appeal must be in writing, addressed to the Commissioners of said 
District, setting forth the ground upon which it is based, and accom- 
panied by a deposit of $30. If, after examination of said appeal, said 
Commissioners deem it nt ga they shall appoint a board of review, 
consisting of three practitioners of veterinary medicine having qualifica- 
tions similar to those required of members of the regular board of ex- 
aminers in veterinary medicine, which board shall review the examina- 
tion of appellant, and if they deem necessary reexamine him and report 
their finding to said Commissioners; and such finding shall be final and 
binding upon all parties concerned, and if favorable to the appellant 
the board of examiners in veterinary medicine shall issue to him a 
license to practice veterinary medicine in said District. Each member 
of said board of review shall be paid a fee of not more than $10 for 
each candidate examined, payment to be made from the deposit of the 
appellant if the finding is adverse to him, but otherwise from the 
funds of the board of examiners. If favorable, the amount deposited 
shall be returned to the appellant. 

Sec. 7. That every person practicing veterinary medicine in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or representi himself or permitting himself to be 
represented as so practicing, shall display or cause to be displayed con- 
spicuously in his usual place of business his license to practice in said 
District. Said place of business shall, during all reasonable hours, be 
open to inspection by ony. representative of the police 5 or of 
the board of examiners in veterinary medicine of said District, so far 
as may be necessary to examine such licenses, and it shall be unlawful 
for any person to interfere with any inspection made or intended to be 
made for this purpose. 

Sec. 8. That from and after the passage of this act any person shall 
be regarded as practicing veterinary medicine in the District of Colum- 
bia who shall, in said District, ppend or cause to be . to his name 
the letters V. S., D. V. M., V. M. D., M. D. V., M. D. C., D. V. S., or 
AL R. C. V. S., or the words “ veterinary,” “ veterinarian,” ‘ veterinary 
surgeon,” or “veterinary dentist,” “veterinary farrier,” ‘ veterinary 
horseshoer,” “ horse dentist,” or “ horse doctor,” or who shall prescribe, 
advise, or apply any drug or medicine or other agency, or who shall 
perform any operation for the treatment, relief, or cure of any sick, dis- 
eased, or injured lower animal, or for commercial par oses, or who 
shall publicly profess to do any of these things, and shall charge or re- 
ceive therefor money or other compensation, directly or indirectly. 

Sec. 9. That this act shall not apply to veterinary surgeons in the 
Army or in the employ of the Agricultural Department who are gradu- 
ates of regular veterinary colleges, nor to regularly licensed veterina- 
rians in actual consultation from other States, nor to regularly licensed 
veterinarians actually called from other States to attend cases in the 
District of Columbia, but who do not open an office or appoint a place 
to do business within said District. 

Sec. 10. That the board of examiners in veterinary medicine hereby 
created may, by a vote of four members, revoke or suspend for a 
time certain the license of any person to practice veterinary medicine 
or any branch thereof in the District of Columbia after notice and 
hearing, for any of the following causes, namely: The employment of 
fraud or deception in passing the examinations or in obtaining a 
license, chronic inebriety, or conviction of crime involving moral turpi- 
tnde. The method of complaint, form and length of notice, and time 
of hearing charges against any licensee for any of the above causes 
shall be according to the rules and regulations to be made, subject 
to the approval of said Commissioners, as hereinbefore provided. Ap- 
peal from the decision of said board may be takén to the court of 
appeals of the District of Columbia, and the decision of said court 
shall be final: Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, the said board of review, and the board of examiners in 
veterinary medicine shall not, nor shall any of them, be required to 

y costs, or give bond or security on appeal or error or other proceed- 
Pz in any court or courts of the District of Columbia growing out of 
any official duty or duties imposed on them, or any of them, by this 


act. 

Src. 11. That any person who shall violate or aid or abet in violat- 
ing any of the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of 
not more than $200 or by imprisonment in the workhouse of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for not more than six months, or by both such fine 


and imprisonment. 
Src. 12. That it shall be the duty of the corporation counsel or one 
of his assistants to prosecute all violations of the provisions of this 


act. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 8, strike out all commencing with the word “or” in line 8 
where it appears the second time, down to and including the comma 


after the word “ purposes“ in line 10. 
Page 8, line 13, strike out the period and insert a colon and add the 


tO eroded, That any person may without compensation apply any 
medicine or remedy and perform any operation for the treatment, re- 
lief, or cure of any sick, diseased,.or injured a 85 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

STOCK YARDS, SLAUGHTERHOUSES, AND PACKING HOUSES IN 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
23830) governing the maintenance of stock yards, slaughter- 
houses, and packing houses in the District of Columbia. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no person shall slaughter for food any cattle, 
sheip, swine, calf, or goat elsewhere than in a registered slaughter- 
house, 

Sec. 2. That every owner and every manager of any place for keep- 
ing cattle, sheep, swine, calves, or goats to be used for food, herein- 
after designated a stock yard; and every manager and every owner of 
any place for slaughtering cattle, sheep, swine, calves, or goats, herein- 
after designated a slaughterhouse; and every owner and every manager 
of any place for the manufacture or preparation of meat products for 
sale, hereinafter designated a packing house, and every of the afore- 
said places that is in operation at the time of the promulgation of these 
regulations, shall, on or before the expiration of three months imme- 
diately following the promulgation thereof, register his full name and 
residence and the location of such slaughterhouse, stock yard, or pack- 
ing house in a book kept in the health office for that purpose. Every 
owner and every manager of any slaughterhouse, stock yard, or pack- 

house that is established after the promulgation of these regula- 
tions shall, within five days after beginning business, register in like 
manner. Jn event of a change in the owner or the manager or in the 
location of any slaughterhouse, stock yard, or packing house the new 
owner or new manager, as the case may be, or in event of a change 
in location the manager or the owner shall call at the health office 
within five days after such change takes place and make a correspond- 
ing entr in the register. 

sec. 3, That no person shall establish or maintain a slaughterhouse 
or stock yard upon any site not regularly used for that purpose for 
not less than ninety days immediately preceding the promulgation of 
these regulations within 300 feet in a straight line of any building 
wherein people dwell, congregate, or assemble unless or until he has 
filed with the health officer the consent in writing of the owners and 
adult 8 of all dwellings within said 300 feet. 

Sec. 4. That every owner and every manager of a stock yard, slaugh- 
terhouse, or packing house shall cause it to be well lighted and venti- 
lated, and to be paved with some smooth impervious material laid with 
such grades and channels as may be necessary for effectual and prompt 
drainage; shall provide a sufficient supply of hot and cold water for 
the purpose of 3 and of su plying, the animals confined therein; 
and shall provide for the prompt disposal in a sanitary manner of all 
horns, hides, skins, tallow, tripe, blood, by-products, refuse, and con- 
demned material of all kinds, and for the proper care of the carcasses, 
Every owner and every manager aforesaid shall cause such slaughter- 
house, stock yard, or pecking ouse under his control, and the premises 
connected therewith, to be kept clean and in good repair at all times, 
and to be operated in accordance with the following regulations: 

(a) Ceilings, side walls, pillars, partitions, and other similar parts 
shall be 5 whitewashed or painted, or, where this is imprac- 
ticable, they shall, when necessary, be washed, scraped, or otherwise 
rendered sanitary. Where floors or other parts of a building, or tables 
or other parts of the equipment, are so old or in such condition that 
they can not be readily made sanitary, they shall be removed and re- 
placed by suitable materials, or otherwise put into proper condition. 
All floors upon which meats are piled during the process of curing shall 
be so constructed that they can kept in a clean and sanitary condi- 
tion, and such meats shall also be kept clean. 

(b) All trucks, trays, and other receptacles. all chutes, platforms, 
racks, tables, and other similar devices, and all knives, saws, cleavers, 
11 55 . aoe N nen bd sage ane mache used in mot 
ng, handling, cutting, chopping, mixing, canning, or other process, sha 
be thoroughly cleansed dati y, if used. = 

(ec) The aprons, smocks, or other outer clothing of everyone who 
handles meat in contact with such clothing, shall be of a material that 
is readily cleansed and made sanitary, and shall be cleansed daily, if 
used. Everyone who handles meats or meat food products shall be 
required to keep his hands clean. 

(d) All toilet rooms, urinals, and dressing rooms shall be entirely sep- 
arated from compartments in which carcasses are dressed or meats or 
meat food products are cured, stored, packed, handled. or prepared, - 
They shall sufficient in number, ample in size, and fitted with mod- 
ern lavato accommodations, including toilet Bg a soap, running 
water, and towels. They shall be properly lighted, suitably ventilated. 
and kept in a sanitary condition. anagers of establishments must 
see that employees keep themselves clean. 

(e) The rooms or compartments in which meats or meat food prod- 
ucts are prepared, cured, stored, packed, or otherwise handled shall be 
thoroughly lighted and ventilated and shall be so located that odors 
from toilet rooms, catch-basins, casing departments, tank rooms, hide 
cellars, and other similar places do not permeate them. All rooms or 
compartments shall be provided with cuspidors, which employees who 
expectorate shall be required to use. 

(ft) Persons affected with tuberculosis, or any other communicable 
disease, shall not be knowingly employed in any of the departments of 
establishments where carcasses are dressed, meats handled, or meat 
food products prepared, and any employee suspected of being so affected 
shall be so reported by any inspector visiting the establishment to the 
manager of the establishment and to the health officer. No person 
shall dwell or reside in any building used as a slaughterhouse or packing 
house or in which meat is kept or offered for sale. 

(z) The fattening of hogs or other animals on the refuse of slaughter- 
houses, or the presence of dogs, will not be permitted in or about 
slaughterhouses and 1 houses, and no use incompatible with 
proper sanitation shall be made of any part of the premises on which 
such establishment is located. All yards, fences, pens, chutes, alleys, 
and other similar structures belonging to the premises of such estab- 
lishment shall, whether they are used or not, be maintained in a sani- 
tary condition. $ 

(h) Butchers who dress diseased carcasses shall cieanse their hands 
of all grease and then immerse them in a 1 to 1,000 aqueous solution 
of biehloride of mercury (corrosive sublimate) and rinse them fn clear 
water before engaging again in dressing or handling healthy carcasses. 
All butchers’ implements used in dressing diseased carcasses shall be 
cleansed of all grease and then sterilized, either in boiling water or by 
immersion in a prescribed disinfectant, and rinsed in clear water before 
being again u in dressing healthy carcasses. 

Proper facilities for snch cleansing and disinfection shall be provided 
by the establishment. Separate trucks and other devices shall be fur- 
nished for handling diseased carcasses and parts. Following the 
slaughter of an animal affected with an infectious disease, a stop shall 
be made until the implements have been cleansed and disinfected unless 
duplicate implements are provided. 

ti) Inspectors are required to furnish their ovyn knives for use in 
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dissecting or incising diseased carcasses or parts, and are required to 
use the same means for disinfecting knives, hands, etc., as are pre- 
scribed for employees of the establishment. 

(j) Meats and meat-food prođucts intended for rendering into edible 
products must be prevented from falling on the fioor while being 
8 into the tanks by the use of some device, such as a metal 
unnel. 

(k) All carcasses, heads, untrimmed lungs with liver attached, 
spleens, and tongues of animals not killed in the 1 of an in- 
spector in the service of the health department shall be hung on racks 
provided for that purpose immediately after slaughtering, and shall re- 
main there if the slaughtering be done after midnight and before noon 
until 6 o’clock p. m. of the same day, and if the slaughtering be done 
after noon and before midnight until noon of the following day, unless 
sooner examined by an inspector aforesaid. All such careasses and 
organs, shall be marked by the person placing them on the racks herein- 
before provided for in such manner that such organs can be positively 
identified with the carcass from which they have been removed. 

(1) At least 1 inch of the 9 of every slaughtered animal 
shall be left on each animal until an inspector shall have examined, 
inspected, and passed the same (save in the case of cattle, in which at 
least 6 inches of said diaphragm shall be left on each animal), and the 
parietal pleura, or lining of the chest cavity, and the parietal perito- 
neum, or lining of the abdominal cavity, ordinarily removed in the 
process known as “ stripping,” shall remain upon each carcass. 

Sec. 5. That no owner and no manager of a slaughterhouse shall 
slavghter or permit to be slaughtered therein any cattle, sheep, swine, 
calf, or goat except between the hours of sunrise and sunset unless he 
has been authorized so to do by the health officer, nor otherwise than 
in accordance with such authorization. 

Sec. 6. That every owner and every e fie of a slaughterhouse that 
is not ropali and continuously used for slaughtering shall fix certain 
days, and shall fix, and so far as is practicable limit the hours for 
slaughtering in such slaughterhouse, and shall file with the health offi- 
cer a statement showing such bea he and hours, and no owner or manager 
of any such slaughterhouse shall slaughter or permit to be slaughtered 
therein any cattle, sheep, swine, calf, or goat, except on the days and 
between the hours so specified unless he has filed with the health officer, 
not less than twenty-four hours prior thereto, a notice of his intention 
8 desire so to do and of the hours when such slaughtering is to be 

one. 

Sec. 7. That upon each carcass inspected and passed by an inspector 
in the service of the health department there shall be placed at the time 
of inspection labels or marks bearing the registration number of the 
slaughterhouse and the words “D. C. Inspected and passed,“ as fol- 
lows: Upon each dressed beef carcass at Jeast ten labels or marks, and 
upon each dressed carcass of a calf, sheep, swine, or goat, at least two. 

Sec. 8. That each carcass or part of carcass inspected and condemned 
by an inspector in the service of the health department shall be so 
anointed or injected with kerosene as effectually to prevent its sale. 

Sec. 9. That except in so far as relates to location and registration, 
these regulations shall not apply to stock 8 slaughterhouses, and 
packing houses, in which, under inspection by the Federal Government, 
animals are kept and slaughtered, and in which meat products are pre- 
pared for interstate and forei commerce. 

ne. 10. That any person violating the provisions of these Se apap ry 
shall be ponent: upon conviction thereof, by a fine not exceeding $200. 

Sec. 11. That this act shall take effect from and after the expiration 
of two months immediately following the approval thereof. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MANN. From aught that appears from hearing the bill 
read it would seem the bill repeals, as far as the District of Co- 
lumbia is concerned, to a large extent the meat-inspection law, 
if not the pure-food law. I suppose, of course, it is not the in- 
tention of the bill, but is not all of this controlled by the meat- 
inspection law which we passed last session in the agricultural 
appropriation act? | 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I am informed that the meat-inspec- 
tion law which was passed at the last session does not cover 
the District of Columbia, and for that reason it is sought to 
read that act into the District of Columbia Code. The report 
of this bill was made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
CAMPBELL], & member of the committee, and I will yield time to 
him to explain its contents and purport. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this 
bill is not to repeal the meat-inspection law nor the pure-food 
law. On the contrary, the purpose of the bill is to provide for 
the people of the District of Columbia as pure food and meat, 
as free from disease as can be had in any other section of the 
country, under the law passed at the last session of this Con- 
gress. Prior to the enactment of the Federal meat-inspection 
law live stock killed in adjacent States was brought in here with- 
out provision for inspection. At that time there was no provi- 
sion for inspecting meats here in the District. To-day animals 
that would not stand the test if killed in slaughterhouses in 
Maryland or Virginia, under the meat-inspection law passed at 
the last session, may be brought into the District of Columbia 
and slaughtered here in slaughterhouses without passing such 
a rigid inspection as is necessary for the protection of the 
public against diseased meat. And the purpose of this bill is 
to protect the people of the District from having animals 
brought in from adjoining States and slaughtered here in 
evasion of the meat-inspection law of the last Congress. Meat 
killed in the District ef Columbia for consumption here is not 
covered by the meat-inspection law nor the pure-food law of the 
last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. At least that seems to be the 


opinion of the corporation counsel of the District of Columbia 
and of the Commissioners. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken, I think, in refer- 
ence to the opinion of the corporation counsel. Tha pure-food 
law, so far as it covers the subject at all—of course it does not 
cover the subject of slaughtering of animals—covers everything 
in the District of Columbia, and the corporation counsel does 
not say otherwise. I think the gentleman is correct about the 
examination of the meat-inspection law, that through an inad- 
vertence provision in reference to the District of Columbia only 
apply to meats that go outside of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Or shipped in. And the purpose 
of this bill is to read the meat-inspection law into the laws of 
the District of Columbia for the government of the inspection of 
animals slaughtered for consumption here. 

Mr. MANN. I remember that when the pure-food law was en- 
acted the Commissioners of the District of Columbia were very 
strongly opposed to including the District of Columbia in the 
territory embraced in that law; and I was a little bit suspicious 
that they might now be seeking to get out from under the opera- 
tion of that law. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I hope the suspicion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has been allayed. 

Mr. MANN. They are perfectly allayed by the gentleman 
from Kansas. ~ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. For a question; yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to call his attention to the pro- 
vision on page 5, as follows: 

No person shall dwell or reside in any building used as a slaughter- 
house or packing house or in which meat is kept or offered for sale. 

In this District, as in other cities, there are a number of 
butcher stores and buildings parts of which are used for resi- 
dential purposes by persons not very well to do. This provision 
will make it utterly impossible—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. To what line does the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] refer? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. To lines 11, 12, 13, and 14, on page 5. 
That language makes it utterly impossible to maintain a butcher 
store for the sale of meat in any building in which there are 
tenants. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. This only provides that slaughter- 
houses and packing houses - 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This provision says that “no person 
shall dwell or reside in any building used as slaughter house or 
packing house or in Which 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think the “or” should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. Speaker, I move an amendment, to strike out the word 
“or,” following the word “ house,” in line 13, on page 5. 

Mr. MANN. That is, the gentleman strikes out the word 
“or,” after the word “ house,” in line 13? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1185 page 5, line 13, strike out the word“ or; “ so that the sentence 
w read: 

No person shall dwell or reside in any building used as a slaughter- 
house or packing house in which meat is kept or offered for sale.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. x 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the gen- 
tleman's attention to one feature of this bill. It may be right 
and it may not. The bill prohibits an owner of a pig even from 
slaughtering the pig upon his own premises for his own per- 
sonal use. ‘The first section of the bill provides that no animal 
intended for food shall be slaughtered anywhere in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia except in a registered slaughterhouse. Was 
it the intention of the committee to prevent one living in the 
suburbs of the city, in the outskirts, but still in the District 
of Columbia, one who runs a small truck farm and who may 
raise a few pigs or calyes—is it the intention of the committee 
to make it unlawful for him to slaughter an animal so raised 
for his own private use? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. In answer to the gentleman 
from Indiana I will say that it is not the intention of the law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Read the first section. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to line 12 on the first page of the bill. He will notice that 
the reading there is:“ Where such meat products are for sale.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But, if the gentleman pleases, he is 
referring to another thing. Read the first section. It makes it 
unqualifiedly unlawful for any person to slaughter any animal 
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for purposes of food except in a regularly registered slaughter- 
house. Nothing can be plainer. I have no doubt the bill does 
make it unlawful for a man to slaughter an animal anywhere 
else except in a slaughterhouse. No person who might raise 
a pig for femily use upon his little peasant farm could slaughter 
the pig at home. This would compel him to carry it to a 
slaughterhouse to have it slaughtered. The first section of the 
bill, standing alone, declares that unequlvocably, and it is not 
open to construction. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I wish the gentleman from In- 
diana woud call attention to that part of the clause. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I do not care to refer to that 
clause; but the first section is unequivocal, and is not open to 
construction. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I wish the gentleman would call 
attention to that portion of the first section of the bill which 
prohibits one from killing an animal upon his own premises for 
his own use. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman read the first sec- 
tion? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The first section provides: 

That no person shall slaughter for food any cattle, sheep, swine, calf, 
or goat elsewhere than in a registered slaughterhouse. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. For food. No person may slaughter a 
pig in his own barnyard or pigpen for food. That is what the 
first section provides. There is no doubt about its meaning. I 
do not see how it can mean anything else. If the gentleman 
would put in, after the word “ food,” “ for purposes of sale” it 
would remedy the matter. I do not think it is the intention 
and policy of. the committee to compel people who raise pigs in 
the suburbs of the city to drive them to a slaughterhouse to have 
them slaughtered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I will say that I am not sure 
that would not be a good provision. I think swine fed in back 
yards in the District of Columbia or in any other city of its 
size ought not to be slaughtered for food without being first 
inspected to see whether they are diseased and suitable for 
food, whether they are intended for use or for sale. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is not the provision. The pro- 
vision says they must be slaughtered at a registered slaughter- 
house. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Where there is provision made 
for the inspection of the meat to see if it is free from disease. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I suggest, after the word “food,” in 
the first section, there be inserted the words “for purposes of 
sale.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have no objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I suggest that as an amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I wish to offer an amendment, 
so as to make it read: That no person shall slaughter for pur- 
poses of sale.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That will do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On line 3, page 1, strike out the word “food” and insert “for pur- 
poses of sale." 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 8 ö 


PROTECTION OF THE STREETS OF "WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 14897, 
which is on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up a bill the title of 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 14897) providing for the temporary maintenance of the 
Long Bridge over the Potomac River, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is unfinished business, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. Mr: Speaker, I desire to say, in ref- 
erence to this bill, that the Long Bridge is now being demolished 
and that part of the bill is unnecessary to consider, and I desire 
to offer.a substitute for the whole bill that I think is satisfac- 
tory to all concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute. The 
gentleman moves to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert the following, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enact clause and insert the following: 

“That from and after the Ist of January, 1908, every wagon or 
other vehicle of whatsoever kind or description, weighing when loaded 
more than 5,000 pounds, used, operated, or propelled on, over, or 
acrogs any of the streets, avenues, alleys, bridges, or roadways of the 


District of Columbia, shall have wheel tires not less than 4 inches 
broad. Any owner or driver or other person in control of such wagon 
or other vehicle so using, operating, or propelling the same who shall 
violate the provisions of this section shall, on conviction thereof In the 
police court of the District of Columbia, be punished by a fine not ex- 
ceeding $25, or by imprisonment for not more than sixty days, or both.” 
Wenn the title to read: “A bill to protect the streets oF the city of 
ashington. 


Mr. MUDD. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. : 

Mr. MUDD. I did not quite hear the substitute as read in its 
eutirety. I understand, however, that it provides that it shall 
take effect January 1, 1908. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. And it makes the weight of wagons as loaded 
5,000 pounds instead of 2 tons, above which the requirement 
as to broad tires is to take effect? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the substitute will 
be considered as agreed to, and the bill as amended will be 
considered as engrossed, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the Chair is 
asking for unanimous consent for the passage of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that 
there was no objection to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes; there is very serious objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute in lieu of 
the bill—that is, the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As I understand.the substitute, it is the 
same provision of law, except that it postpones the date for it 
to go into operation. Is that correct? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; it increases the amount of the load to 
5,000 pounds. The bill originally provided for 4,000 pounds. 
This increases it to 5,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And says that all wagons carrying that 
load shall bave these broad tires, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; more than 5,000. 

Mr. MUDD. May I suggest to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi that I take it for granted that all those who were op- 
posed to the original bill will at least be glad to have it amended 
by the adoption of this substitute, which makes it less oppres- 
sive than it was before. For myself I want to say 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But if we pass the substitute, the substi- 
tute becomes a law as far as the House is concerned. 

Mr. MUDD. I apprehend that all of us will agree to the 
substitute as an amendment to the original bill. The substitute 
makes it better than it was before. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If we could act on this as an amendment 
to the provision and afterwards could vote down the provision as 
amended, that would be a different proposition, but you are 
offering it as a substitute, and- when you vote it up it is up for 


good. 

Mr. MUDD. No; after voting to adopt the substitute we can 
vote down the bill as amended by the substitute. I am frank 
to say that by the adoption of the substitute the bill will become 
fairly satisfactory to me. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is not satisfactory to me, and I do not 
think it will be satisfactory to the farmers of Maryland and 
Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The situation is this: If the substitute of- 
fered by way of amendment is agreed to, that does not pass the 
bill, but that question will have to be taken afterwards.. 

Mr. MUDD. No; we can adopt this substitute at all events. 

The SPEAKER. The question would come up afterwards on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. I move to strike out the word “five” where it occurs 
and insert the word “ four.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa offers the follow- 
ing amendment to the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3 of the substitute strike out the word “five” and insert the 
word“ four; so that it will read“ more than 4,000 pounds.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this amend- 
ment ought to meet the approval of the Members of this House. 
Our streets here are bad enough at best. This is in the direc- 
tion of their protection. Look at the matter practically. Here 


4s a tire that is of ordinary width, 2 inches. After that is worn 


a little—it wears first at the edges—it has a rounded surface 
and the bearing point upon the pavement is exceedingly narrow, 
perhaps not an inch wide. It is a gross outrage to allow 4,000 
pounds on four bearing points on our streets that are not more 
than an inch in width, and at most 2 or 3 inches in length. 
The destruction is very great, and it ought not to be permitted. 
Especially is that true in very warm weather. When the as- 
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phaltum payement is softened you will see that the marks of 
very heavily laden wagons are easily to be discerned for a dis- 
tance of seyeral rods. That ought not to be. It will be a 
simple matter to change the tires of these very heavy wagons to 
4 or 5 inches, and I think the House ought to see to it in the 
protection of the streets that this is done in order that we may 
have what we ought to have in this city, model streets. I hope 
this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia, Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether he knows of any city which has such a requirement as 
he proposes? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I don't know whether any other city has it 
or not, but I think I know that the city of Washington ought 
to have it: Those who oppose this amendment, Mr. Speaker, 
are doing it in the interest of very few people. They are the 
brick haulers from across into Virginia and the coal dealers. 
They are almost the only ones who are objecting to this legis- 
lation. : 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The gentleman is mistaken, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. To either one, or both. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I just want to say to the gentleman 
that the Business Men’s Association—without exception, every 
business man in the city—is opposed to it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If they are, then I have no respect whatever 
for the judgment of the business men of the city of Washing- 
ton. : 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I want to say another thing to the 
gentleman. As I understand this bill it has never been referred 
to the District Commissioners; they have never been asked, as 
is usually the case, for their opinion upon this measure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I don’t know whether that is true or not, 
and I am not sure that it is absolutely necessary that we should 
have their opinion. This is a matter upon which men can form 
their own judgments. We do not have to ask an expert. Those 
people who are as familiar with the streets of the city 
as is the gentleman from Virginia know that a heavily 
loaded wagon, especially one with an old wagon tire, is a 
menace to the streets of this town, and it ought not to be per- 
mitted. I do not think there are 200 vehicles which belong to 
the people of the city of Washington that will be affected by 
this legislation, and as to those 200 it is important that the tires 
upon them should be corrected. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. I wish to state to the gentleman 
that the District Committee had a hearing for the people rep- 
resenting these interests, and they failed to convince us that 
there was any hardship. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a few words 
with reference to this bill, as I have given the subject a good 
deal of time and attention. When the statement is made here 
that the business men of Washington are opposed to this as a 
whole, that is an error. The business men, or a large number of 
them in the city of Washington, haye appealed to me within the 
last week to pass this bill before Congress adjourns. Now, this 
committee, of which I have the honor to be a member, requested 
the police department to examine every heavily laden wagon that 
came in from the country, from Virginia and Maryland, to the 
markets—these large loads of hay and produce where they use 
four horses. In only one single instance, in an inspection cover- 
ing thirty days, was there one heayily laden wagon with a tire 
of less than four inches. There was only one wagon found in 
thirty days that carried over 4,000 pounds or 4,500 which had 
less than a 4-inch tire. It is absolutely necessary in the country 
to use a wide tire to protect the roads and keep the wagons from 
going down through them. So that it does not affect that in- 
terest at all. I will tell you the interest that it does affect. It 
affects the draymen and the truckmen from Alexandria and the 
brick dealers from Virginia, and, by the way, the president of 
the largest brick manufacturing plant said to me, “I heartily 
indorse the bill, and every wagon we use I shall guarantee will 
haye a 4-inch tire; we ought to have it for our own convenience, 
as well as for the preservation of the streets.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Before the gentleman goes on, I should ask 
the gentleman if he has heard from the mill men in Washing- 
ton—the flour mill men? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Why, I lave heard from them in connec- 


tion with the draymen of Washington. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They make protests; in fact, the protests 
are chiefly from the mill men. 
If I neglected to state it, I will state it also 


Mr. BABCOCK. 


comes from the express companies and these parties here doing 
heavy hauling. Now, I want to give the gentleman an instance 
of that which occurred last week and was reported to me by a 
representative gentleman here, Mr. C. C. Gloyer, who stated he 
had occasion to drive out Massachusetts avenue last week and 
followed a wagon that had a heavy load, consisting of a very 
large piece of stone which the wagon was taking out to the uni- 
versity. They went down Massachusetts ayenue, and after 
they reached the macadamized street the wagon sank down to 
the depth of 8 inches in the street, and they had to drive diag- 
onally across the street, and as it went on farther the wagon 
settled to the hub in an improved street, in a macadamized 
street, where they had to abandon the wagon and take the four 
horses away. Now, that is one instance that occurred last 
week. Now, the Committee on Appropriations, or this Congress, 
has provided for the resurfacing of Pennsylvania avenue, and 
I want to say to this House that if you permit these loads of 
4, 5, and 6 tons on 24-inch tires to traverse the streets, you will 
haye to resurface it again in two or three years. It costs the 
District of Columbia an immense amount of money and when 
one of these heavy loads is on a narrow tire it makes an abrasion 
in the street and the next wagon makes it deeper, and the next 
makes it deeper, until you find the street full of holes, as it is 
now. I tell you, Mr. Speaker, the use of 24-inch tires will cost 
the District of Columbia $200,000 a year. There is no reason on 
God's earth why these wagons should not have 4-inch tires that 
will support these heavy loads. It is the first little abrasion that 
does the harm, and I want to say, Mr. Speaker, it is only those 
who are directly interested, only those who are using 24-inch 
tires that have come before us and opposed this legislation. I 
consider it absolutely necessary as a measure of economy. I 
believe, Mr. Speaker, we had better appropriate money to-day to 
buy 4-inch tires for every dray in the city of Washington rather 
than to permit them to go on using 2 and 24 inch tires, [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 

‘The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman’s 
argument is tolerably sound if the premise was at all sound. 
Since this matter was up the last time I have walked over a 
great many of the asphalt streets of Washington with a view 
of seeing whether these very statements of facts are well 
founded or not. The gentleman has stated that the streets are 
torn up by these wheels. I at this time state that where the 
breaks in the asphalt occur they occur in the other direction. 
Now, I have walked down Pennsylvania avenue, Massachusetts 
avenue, Connecticut avenue, and Fourteenth street, and there 
is not a single instance of a cut in the street in the direction of 
the street made by a narrow tire, and the gentleman can not 
find one. The breaks that are in the asphalt when they occur 
are, as a rule, perpendicular to the line of the street, and are 
made by the changes in temperature or by the fact that the 
asphalt was not well laid down. Pennsylvania avenue is in 
holes everywhere right now, but it is not in cuts, it is not in ruts; 
it is in holes, and those holes, as a rule, are due to the fact that 
when that pavement was made there was not a sufficient foun- 
dation under the pavement. It was not properly built. If you 
are going to resurface Pennsylvania avenue, you will do a very 
good work. f 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit? Has he heard 
the report made by the bicycle policemen on Pennsylvania ave- 
nue, that the destruction of the surface of the street there was 
caused by the heaviness of the loads and the narrowness of the 
tires? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have not, and I do not care. I invite the 
Members of this House to walk this evening down Pennsylyania 
avenue to the Treasury, and they will find that what I have said 
is absolutely the fact. I do not care who makes a report. 
There is not a single rut in the asphalt parallel with the side- 
walk as it would be if made by wagons. What holes are in the 
asphalt are holes on the transverse, and that is owing to the 
effect on the character of the asphalt by change of temperature. 
One would naturally conclude that the contraction and the ex- 
pansion would be better taken care of parallel with the side- 
walk, because the distance is so much greater when there is an 
upheaval, whereas between curb and curb the weather does 
cause a break in the surface from undue expansion at one time 
and contraction at another. These people who have been pro- 
testing to me, at any rate, were men like Mr. McDowell, of the 
great flour mill down here—principally the miil men. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is right. They protest against it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And it was not simply the brick men over 
in Alexandria or somewhere else. 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield-to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne]. 4 Sik 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I thought I heard some one say a 
few moments ago that there was no other city in the United 


States that had a wide-tire ordinance. I did not suppose that 
there was any city in the United States that had any decent 
streets that did not have a wide-tire ordinance. I know there 
has been one in my own town for years, and I know that there 
are such in a good many other towns. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wrm.ramus] seems 
to think that he has demonstrated the case because he can not 
find a rut running the whole length of Pennsylvania avenue or 
a good portion of it. Why, the gentleman totally misapprehends 
the way the streets get out of repair. It is not by narrow tires 
cutting through the asphalt down to the foundation and running 
from one end of the street to the other or running any particular 


length. ‘The asphalt gets soft in places; the narrow tire comes’ 


in and depresses it a little bit, perhaps the next one a little more, 
and then the water settles there. Under the action of the water 
it finally affects the asphalt and produces these holes we find in 
the pavements of the streets, and, of course, you would not find a 
rut, running in the direction of the street, gouged out by a tire. 
It is the effect of the water after the tire has made the de- 
pression. Every expert in road building in the United States 
will tell the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WI IIAus! that 
a narrow tire destroys.the roadway. I do not care whether 
it is asphalt pavement or whether it is macadam or whether 
it is a gravel road, it is the narrow tire that does the business. 
It takes but a little at a time, and the water sets in, and the 
water standing in the roadway is what finally eats out the 
roadway. It softens it, and then the wagons come over it 
with narrow tires, and even wider tires, and it constantly 
wears out the whole of the street, and we have as a conse- 
quence what we see in Pennsylyania avenue and Massachusetts 
avenue and almost every other avenue and street in the city 
of Washington. And it seems to me a very mild proposition 
to say that wagons that carry two tons should be required to 
have broad tires. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I want to ask the gentleman if it is 
not a fact that heavy wagons are forbidden to drive through the 
grounds around the Capitol here, and if it is not a fact that the 
pavement around here where heavy wagons are kept off is in 
worse condition than in those parts of the city where these 
heavy wagons come? : 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not found it so, because I have found 
the worst pavements on the streets that I generally travel, 
and those are the most generally traveled streets. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is it not a fact that the history of all pave- 
ments shows that where there is no traffic at all on the streets 
the pavements wear out quicker than where there is traflic on 
the streets? 

Mr. PAYNE. I had not discovered that. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is the fact. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not believe it is the fact. 

Mr. MADDEN. It is the fact. 

Mr. PAYNE. It can not be possible, if they are properly 
made in the first place. Without talking any further upon the 
proposition, because on its face it is an absurd proposition 

Mr. MADDEN. Nevertheless it is true. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, if it is true, then the more narrow 
tires gor over the street the more you improve it. The gentle- 
man from Illinois can hardly pursue such a proposition as that. 
I hope this amendment will be adopted, and the bill will pass. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BABCOCK. What time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Ten minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, who has just taken 
his seat, I want to read from a statement made by a gentleman 
who is an expert and who, therefore, knows something about 
laying pavements and who is capable of speaking as to their 
durability. I read from an account of a meeting held in this 
city last year, reported in the Evening Star. This meeting of 
business men was held for the purpose of protesting against 
this yery measure, and at that meeting Mr. P. J. Brennan 
gaye expert testimony as to the use of narrow tires upon asphalt 
pavements. It seems to me that the opinion of such a witness 
is entitled to much weight. I read from the Evening Star 
report: 

Mr. P. J. Brennan, president of the Brennan Construction Company, 
which has laid a large portion of the asphalt pavements in this city, 


stated that his company lays these vements under contract, which 
makes them liable for the good condition of the pavements for five 


years, and they have to give bond that they will correct any defect in 
the pavements occurring in that time. But he would prefer having 
tires of diversified sizes rather than tires of 4 inches. He did not 
consider that a 2-inch tire would te any more harmful than a 4-inch 
tire. What the pavements really suffer from, he said, is the lack of 
travel. An asphalt pavement that is not sufficiently traveled, he said, 
will be in worse condition than one that is greatly traveled by teams 
carrying tires of different widths. j 

As against the mere opinions of gentlemen who do not pre- 
tend to any special knowledge upon subjects of this character 
I submit tbe opinion of one who not only has had large expe- 
rience in putting down asphalt pavements in this city, but who 
also has a personal and direct interest in their preservation. 
Being under bond to repair such damages as may be sustained 
by the pavements from their use by heavy wagons, his opinion 
is surely entitled to the very highest credit. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Considering the fact that the more. the~-paye- 
ment is worn out the more there would be to be laid, his motives 
or interest drew him in the other direction as well as in the 
direction of the testimony on your side of the question. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I further 

Mr. PAYNE. One further question. This I understand was 
a meeting of the business men here, the men whe wanted these 
narrow-tired wagons? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
come out of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I say that the meeting was one called by these 
business men to protest against the passage of this law. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I stated that. And now I want to 
say that this gentleman further stated that the asphalt pave- 
ments- which are little used suffer more from that cause than 
do those which are in constant use. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to say, in reference to that gentle- 
man, that he convinced himself before the committee that the 
2-inch tires were better than the 4, and also that if the asphalt, 
if it was not used at all, would at once disintegrate and be of no 
use. He said that 14-inch was better than 4-inch for the wagons 
used in the city of Washington. : 8 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in response to the 
statement made by another gentleman, that the people who ob- 
jected to this 4inch tire were only Virginians engaged in haul- 
ing brick from Virginia to this city, I want to read this commu- 
nication addressed to my colleague [Mr. Rixey], who represents 
the district in Virginia adjacent to this city: 


Hon. JoHN F. RIxey, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


Dan Ste: At a largely attended meeting of the board of directors of 
the Business Men’s Association, held March 8, House bill No. 14897 
came up before the board and was 1 discussed; and on mo- 
tion of Mr. W. S. Knox, duly seconded by Mr. P. Brennan, it was re- 
solved that the association go on record as being unalterably opposed 
to the third section of said bill, it being agreed that the adoption of 
said section would work an unpecessary hardship and unwarranted 
expense to the owners and users of teams hauling 2 tons or more. It 
was further that the association use its good offices and every 
honorable means to defeat said legislation in becoming a law. 

Very truly, yours, 


I hope this interruption does not 


Marcu 9, 1906. 


Jas. F. OYSTER, President.” 
Wu. F. Gupp, Secretary. 

These gentlemen, representing the Business Men’s Associa- 
tion of this city, not people engaged in hauling brick from Vir- 
ginia to the city of Washington, have gone on record as being 
unaiterably opposed to this legislation. Naturally the people 
of Virginia and Maryland who haul their products to this city 
in heavy wagons are opposed to this proposed legislation, but 
they are not alone in their opposition. y 

The manufacturers of brick in Virginia who send their bricks 
here in heavy wagons, the farmers whose market wagons come, 
as well as the business men of this city who will be affected by 
this proposed legislation are all opposed to it. They oppose it 
because it will entail upon them heavy and, as I believe, need- 
less expense. Upon many farmers it will be a real hardship. 

Why has not this measure been referred to the.Commissioners 
for the District of Columbia? Such, I am told, has been the 
invariable course in all matters of legislation of this character. 
Had that course been pursued in this case this House would have 
now before it facts which are now wanting—facts which would 
doubtless convince every mind here that this measure ought not 
to pass this House. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the House will be safer in accept- 
ing the testimony of the business men of this city and the 
experts who have given opinions in reference to this matter 
than in accepting those of my friend from New York [Mr. 
Payne] and my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. I agree 
with what has been said by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Wittrams], for I have but recently carefully observed the 
streets of Washington, and I have failed to find any evidence of 
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injury to the asphalt pavements resulting from the use of nar- 
row tires. The sun has caused far more injury to pavements 
than narrow tires. The slightest examination of the asphalt 
pavement along the east front of this Capitol building, where 
the use of light vehicles is only permitted, and the same paye- 
ments near the Long Bridge, over which heavy wagons, with 
narrow tires, pass, will, I think, clearly demonstrate the cor- 
rectness of the position taken by the business men of this city. 
i want to ssy further, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, in 
reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], that I 
have here the statements of the mayors of Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, and of Richmond, all to the effect that there is no re- 
quirement in those cities with reference to the use of wide or 
narrow tires. I should have said that in Richmond heavy 
wagons are not permitted to use tires less than two and a half 
inches in width. In the other two cities named there is abso- 
lutely no requirement on the subject. I imagine that the streets 
in the city of Philadelphia, where narrow tires are permitted, 
are in just as good condition as are those in the city which my 
friend from New York [Mr. Payne] has the honor to represent. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. You may. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia think is the effect of these narrow tires, and the hauling 
of brick across the river on the Long Bridge and the approaches 
to the bridge, where the surface is not asphalt? What is the 
effect of the narrow tires there as compared with the wide ones? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I do not know whether there is 
asphalt on the bridge or not. I rather think there is. 

Mr. BABCOCK. On the bridge, but not on the approaches. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. On all of those places which are not 
covered with asphalt, what is the effect? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I have not examined the bridge, 
but I understand this to be the case, that when the movement 
in favor of wide tires was first inaugurated, it was because of 
the fact that the approaches to the bridge had been but recently 
paved. The bridge had been recently built, and the idea was 
that inasmuch as the roadbeds had not settled, the use of these 
narrow tires might be injurious. Now that the roadbeds have 
thoroughly settled, as I imagine is the case, there can be little 
excuse for the passage of this measure. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What about the macadamized ap- 
proaches? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I am speaking of the asphalt pave- 
ments. I know nothing about the macadamized roads. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I mean streets that are not paved with 
asphalt. What is the effect of the narrow tire as compared 
with the wide one upon them? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I should think that on dirt roads, or 
such roads as the gentleman appears to have in mind, wide tires 
would be better than narrow ones; but I think all the testi- 
mony goes to show, and as far as my observation goes it con- 
firms that testimony, that narrow tires haye not injured the 
streets of Washington any more than wide ones haye. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield five minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sis]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I can corroborate the statement of 
the gentlemen from Mississippi as to the appearance of the 
surface of the streets. It is true that there seem to be breaks 
in the streets lengthwise, crosswise, and every other way. Evi- 
dently they are not caused by tires or the lack of tires; but 
this law applies to the whole District of Columbia, and the 
streets of the District are not all paved with asphalt. It does 
seem to me that asphalt paving is such a peculiar thing that it 
is difficult to judge it by comparison with anything except itself. 
But upon the idea of the gentleman from New York er some 
other gentlemen who have spoken on this matter, in many cases 
the bed work or foundation upon which the asphalt is laid is 
defective. If there is a defect beneath the surface of the 
asphalt, it may be small; it may be crosswise or lengthwise with 
the street. It is perfectly natural that a great weight upon a 
narrow tire would come nearer to breaking it than if it was a 
broad surface, upon the same principle that you can walk 
on snow with snowshoes when you could not with skates. 
Now, it does seem to me that 5,000 pounds is so large a load 
that most of the hauling that will be made with tires less than 4 
inches wide will not exceed that weight anyway, and that there 
can not be any very great hardship in requiring persons who 
haul over 5,000 pounds, including the weight of their wagon, to 
adopt the wide tire. . 

Certainly nobody will contend that a 4-inch tire will hurt the 
pavement or injure the surface of it or be more injurious than 
the narrow tire. It does seem to me that this is a reasonable 
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proposition, and that we will get rid of this question by adopting 
the substitute, making it 5,000 pounds instead of 4,000, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Iowa; and the time of the going 
into effect of the law being postponed until next January, those 
who have narrow tires and heavy draft wagons will have plenty 
of time in which to change their tires or wheels without any 
great loss to them. As the law is now you can put 10 tons onto 
2 wagon with narrow tires, if you can get that weight onto the 
wagon. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; and they had 10 tons on a 23-inch tire, 
and the last I knew of it the wagon stood in.the middle of the 
street down to its hubs. 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly it will not be easier to overload a 
broad-tired wagon so as to injure the surface of the street than 
it would be to overload a narrow-tired wagon to the same extent. 
I do not think there is any great hardship in this bill as 
amended. Gentlemen who own wagons have talked with me and 
discussed this matter a great deal, and, of course, they do not 
want to haye to change their tires. But I believe, from a fair 
investigation, having studied the matter since last winter, tak- 
ing the District as a whole and knowing it is not all paved with 
asphalt and never will be, and that wagons come in here from 
the States, we ought to adopt some reasonable measure. I be- 
lieve to require a 4-inch tire for 5,000 pounds is net unreasonable 
or a hardship, and that we had better adopt the substitute and 
be done with the matter. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DRISCOLL]. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement made 
here a few minutes since that the use of wide tires for heavy 
wagons is not required in other cities, I wish to state a little 
experience or observation on the subject. I live in Syracuse, 
N. Y. Some years ago our streets were in very bad condition, 
largely made so by the hauling over them of heavy loads in 
narrow-tired wagons. There are several small quarries outside 
of cur city some 4 or 5 miles, and the heavily laden stone 
wagons were drawn into the city and through its streets. Those 
wagons were then equipped with narrow tires, and were cutting 
up the streets so that it was impossible to keep them in good 
condition. An ordinance was passed by the common council of 
our city during the mayoralty of Mr. Belden, my predecessor in 
this House. Many of the people who had been accustomed to 
use narrow tires objected strenuously to that ordinance, and 
claimed that it was unconstitutional. They took the matter 
to the courts, in which it was held that the ordinance was valid. 
Wide tires were then required to be put on those heavy stone 
Wagons, and since then on all heavy wagons. Since that time 
our streets have been improved, largely because they have not 
been cut up so badly by narrow-tired, heavily laden wagons. It 
is manifest that on a dirt or a macadam or any kind of a soft 
road a wide tire is better than a narrow one. It acts as a sort 
of roller, while 2 narrow one cuts down into the street and tears 
it up. It is admitted here that the wide tire is better than the - 
narrow one for macadam and dirt roads and all sorts of roads 
except asphalt or other pavement. The narrow tire may not 
damage the asphalt very much in winter or in cold weather 
when the material is hard, but in summer when it is soft the 
narrow tire does cut the pavement. 

We have all seen the time in this city when the horses going 
along the streets in midsummer, when the pavement is almost 
steaming, that the calks of the horses and also the narrow tires 
of wagons cut into the asphalt. Also in winter narrow tires 
do more damage to asphalt payement than do wide tires. Holes 
or depressions may be made in the asphalt by many causes, and 
after a hole or depression is once made down to the concrete 
then certainly the narrow tire injures it more than does the 
wide tire. In cold weather the asphalt is pretty hard and 
brittle, and when it breaks off it breaks off in chunks, and when 
the wagon wheel comes along and strikes it it breaks off a 
little. Now, a narrow tire of the same weight, force, and speed 
striking against the edge of the pavement does more damage 
than a wide tire. Common observation and experience with 
familiar things lead to that conclusion. I suppose that in 
nearly all the well-regulated cities of the country wide-tire 
ordinances for heavily laden wagons are in existence and also 
enforced, and Washington should not be an exception to other 
well- regulated and progressive cities. This is a beautiful city. 
It is pretty well kept and is very expensive. It is not much of 
a hardship to require men using heavily loaded wagons to do 
their part toward keeping the streets in order. They ought 
to do that of their own free will, by reason of their civic pride 
and desire to have the city look as beautiful as possible; and 
if they are not so disposed, they should be compelled to do so. 
And the committee is right in requiring that men drawing heavy 
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loads over the streets of our city be compelled to do their part 
toward preserying the good condition of our streets, even at a 
little extra expense to them. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LOVERING]. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, I thought it was long ago 
conceded that brond tires were the best conservators of roads 
that can be had. Certain it is that in towns in Massachusetts 
with which I am familiar, where they have used broad tires, 
they have reduced the cost of care and maintenance of the roads 
from 30 to 40 per cent. Of this I can bring proof. It is a well- 
known fact that in Europe on toll roads the tolls are graded 
according to the width of the tires, and they even go to the ex- 
tent of not demanding toll from wagons which have tires 4 or 5 
inches in width. I hope this amendment will be adopted here. 
I believe in fixing the limit at 4,000 rather than 5,000 pounds. 
I think if it is adopted here it will be followed by State legisla- 
tures enacting similar legislation throughout the country, and 
for that reason, among others, as an example we ought to 
adopt it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Lowa. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Mop) there were—ayes 113, noes 51. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to 
amend the bill 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not for an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield for the pur- 
poses of offering an amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I want to appeal to the 
gentleman, My amendment is simply to provide that this should 
be for the loud without the wagon. The wagon will weigh 4.000 
pounds in some instances. I appeal to the gentleman to permit 
ine to offer the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to offer the 
amendment unless the gentleman from Wisconsin demands the 
previous question. . 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, with the number of bills we 
have I shall bave to ask for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin demands 
the previous question on the substitute to the bill to its final 
passage. 

The question was taken; 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Thirty-two gentlemen 
have arisen, not a sutliclent number, and the yeas and nays 
are refused. 


and the Chair announced the ayes 


I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. I demand the other side, Mr. 
Speaker. 
The SPEAKER (after counting). Those in favor of the 


yeas and nays are 32 and those opposed are 134. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. ‘Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Thirty-eight gentlemen 
have arisen, not a suflicient number, and tellers are refused. 
The question is on the substitute. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 137, noes 44. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The yeas and nays are demanded. Those 
in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise and stand 
until they are counted. [After counting.] Thirty-one gentle- 
men have arisen, not a suflicient number, and the yeas and nays 
are refused, and the amendment is agreed to. The question 
now is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question now is on the passage of the 
bill. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands the 
yeas and nays. Those in favor of the yeas and nays will rise 
and stand until they are counted. [After counting.] Thirty- 
three gentlemen have arisen, not a sufficient number, and the 
yeas and nays are refused. The ayes have it, and the bill is 


passed, 


On motion of Mr. Bancock, 2 motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to protect the 
streets of the city of Washington.” 


RETENT ON CONTRACTS WITH THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 21684) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “Au 
act regulating the retent on contracts with the District of Co- 
lumbia,“ approved March 31, 1906, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That section 2 of the act entitled “An act regu- 
lating the retent on contracts with the District of Columbia,’ approved 
March 31, 1906, be, and the same is hereby, amended so that it shall 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That this act shall cover and comprehend all contracts for 
the construction of bridges, sewers, buildings. and other contracts for 
construction work, as herein specified, which are now completed or 
which may hereafter be completed by the contractors according to their 
eee and accepted by the Board of Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read-the third time, and passed. 


SERVICE ON FOREIGN CORPORATIONS, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill (S. 7170) to amend an act relating to service on for- 
eign corporations, approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to 
amend an aet entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the 
District of Columbia.’ ” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the act of Congress approved June 30, 1902, 
entitled “An oct to amend an act entitled An act to establish a code 
of law for the District of Columbia,“ be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“When a foreign corporation shall transact business in the District 
without having any place of business or resident agent therein, service 
upon any officer or agent or employee of such corporation in the Dis- 
trict shall be effectual as to suits growing out of contracts entered into 
or to be performed, in whole or in part, in the District of Columbia or 
growing out of any tort heretofore or hereafter committed in the said 
District.” 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 1, strike out all of lines 3, 4, 5, and 6, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“That the second paragraph of section 1537 of the Code of Law for 
55 1 of Columbia be, and the same is hereby, amended so that 
t shall.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
make a statement to the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to make a statement to the House. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice to the 
House that inasmuch as it was expected by a large number of 
the membership of the House to-day that the urgent deficiency 
bill, which lately passed the House and was amended in the 
Senate, carrying a loan of $1,000,000 to the Jamestown Exposi- 
tion Company, was to come up to-day, by agreement has been 
postponed until to-morrow morning, and will be brought up 
to-morrow morning. I promised on behalf of all parties inter- 
ested to give this notice to the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope people will stay here, notwithstanding, 


CONVENTION OF THE PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH, 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill (S. 6338) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act 
to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church of the Diocese of Washington.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Re it enacted, cte., That section 2 of the act approved March 16, 
1896, entitled “An act to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington,“ be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That the said corporation shall have full power and au- 
thority to take and hold subscriptions, contributions, donations, grants, 
devises, or bequests, In money, real estate, or otherwise, which hereto- 
fore have been made or which may hereafter be made for the purpose 
of an Episcopal residence, diocesan house, church colleges, church or 
parish schools, churches, or mission chapels, and for the purpose of 
creating a permanent fund or endowment for the Sopp ate of t epis- 
copate in said diocese, and to or in behalf of religious, N 
charitable, or educational agencies’ uses or purposes now existing or 
hereafter to exist, under the jurisdiction, control, or sanction of said 
convention within the limits of said diocese, the annual income from 
which shall not exceed $100,000, and the same to invest and the pro- 
ceeds thereof to apply for the purposes aforesaid as may from time 
to time be deemed most expedient, and to appoint, in its discretion, an 
executive committee or other trustees, boards, or agencies, by whatso- 
ever name or names they may be designated, to administer such funds 
or property in such manner and form and with such authority as the 


1907. 


said corporation shall from time to time prescribe: Provided, however, 
and always, That in such administration the 5 funds shall be 
kept di ct and separate; that each fund shall be held liable only 
for obligations that may have been incurred in its own proper behoof ; 
and that the principal sum or amount of such subscriptions, contribu- 
tions, donations, grants, dev and uests for permanent endow- 
ment of the episcopate shall be at all time invested in some safe and 
profitable stocks, real estate within the limits of the said diocese, mort- 
gages, deeds cf trust, or other securities, and the expenses of adminis- 
tering the same, the salary of the bishop, and other charges shall be 
payable and paid only out of the annua! interest, dividends, or profits 
thereof: And provided further, That unless this amendment shall be 
accepted by resolution of the convention of the said diocese at its next 
annual meeting, and a copy of such resolution of acceptance, certified 
by the secretary of the convention, be filed for record with the recorder 
of deeds of the District of Columbia within sixty days thereafter, the 
same shall become void and of no effect.” 5 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 2 strike out all commencing with the word “ some,” in line 
22, down to and including the word securities,” in line 24, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 
bonds of the United States or of the District of Columbia, in first- 
class State or municipal securities: in first mortgages or first deeds of 
trust on real estate not exceeding 60 per cent of the value of such real 
estate, or in the first mortgage bonds of any railroad corporation which 
has for five consecutive years immediately preceding such investment 
paid dividends on its common stock.” 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to offer a suggestion or two 
and an amendment to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Oxcorr] yield? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill provides for the amendment of 
an act incorporating the Protestant Episcopal Church, and it 
authorizes the church organization to receive bequests, dona- 
tions, and devises of personal and real property and authorizes 
the property to be invested for ecclesiastical, educational, mis- 
sionary, and charitable purposes, and there is no limit at all on 
the amount of the real estate the corporation may hold in the 
aggregate. I do not believe it is a wise policy to create a cor- 
poration of any kind without some limitation on the amount of 
the real estate it may own. I made an objection to a bill a day 
or two ago on that ground. The amendment I propose to offer 
limits the amount of real estate which this corporation may own 
at any one time to an aggregate of $2,000,000. Would that be 
satisfactory? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the entire property, both real and personal, can not 
have an income of more than $100,000, and the corporation is 
only allowed to take real estate which is devised to them by will. 
We have stricken out the clause in the bill allowing them to in- 
yest in real estate, and have made a change which we believe in 
the line of conservatism, to prevent investing in real estate. 
They can take real estate by devise, the income of which added 
to the income of all their personal property does not exceed 
$100,000. It seems to me that limitation is sufficient. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I noticed that provision in the bill, and 
I had some doubt 

Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman excuse me for a moment? 
That limitation now exists in the present law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What is the object of the amendment? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The object of this amendment is that the cor- 
poration was not allowed, and it is not allowed under the pres- 
ent law, to take devises of real estate. Now, wills have been 
made, and the corporation is now entitled under the terms of 
those wills to take a certain devise in real estate. It wishes au- 
thority to receive it. That is the main object. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There are a number of objections that 
I have to this kind of legislation. This corporation might pos- 
sibly be the beneficiary of large bequests and deyises and hold 
real estate without limit. Nobody knows what the future may 
bring. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Except the limitation is that the income from 
personni property and all of its real property shall not exceed 
$100,000. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. ‘There is that one limitation on income 
only, and the corporation owns many millions of dollars of real 
estate, and the influence of this great organization—and it is a 
very worthy organization—might be directed toward exempting 
all of this property that is used for educational, missionary, and 
charitable purposes from taxation. 

Mr. OLCOTT. The specific real estate, however, that is ex- 
empted must be used for either church or educational purposes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not the gentleman believe a limi- 
tation that the aggregate holdings of real estate shall not at any 
time exceed $2,000,000 would be a proper and safe one to in- 
corporate in the bill? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I am afraid to accept that. I can understand 
that, with the values as they are here in Washington, the 
cathedral site now and the buildings that will be erectel by the 
members of the Protestant Episcopal Church would be more 
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Vork where we have spent much more than that, and it is not 
nearly completed. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think the policy is eminently bet- 
ter. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Income-bearing property can not be greater 
in value than $100,000. Therefore they would not be a monop- 
oly, and there is no exemption of taxes on any real estate 
which the corporation holds from which it receives an income. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is none now perhaps. But here 
are numerous associations of this kind, religious and fraternal, 
that are securing incorporation and power under the Federal 
Government, and in the future they may own half of the city 
of Washington, and the combined influence of those great or- 
ganizations throughout the country may be sufficient to exempt 
their entire holdings from taxation. I do not believe that the 
real estate of the country ought to be owned and held by cor- 
porations, except in so far as it is necessary to carry on the 
purpose of their creation. 

Mr. OLCOTT. That was the reason that we made the amend- 
ment in the committee, that the investments can not be made 
in real estate. The corporation can only take real estate that 
is devised to it. Now the gentleman very well knows that not 
only here, but I think in every community, property that is owned 
by a religious corporation or an educational institution that is 
not used for purposes of religious instruction or for the pur- 
poses of education is not exempted from taxation. I think the 
fear of the gentleman from Indiana is unfounded. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I will not press my objection 
further. It may be the limitation on the income to $100,000 
is a sufficient safeguard against the inordinate accumulation of 
real estate by this organization. This is a yery worthy institu- 
tion, I know ; yet I think in making legislation we ought to have 
in view what may possibly arise under it—the possible exercise 
of the power that the bill carries. Real estate ought to be in 
private ownership chiefiy, so it will be subject to the laws of 
inheritance that tend to prevent its monopolization. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT, SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker's 
table the bill S. 8014, a similar House bill having been reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 3 
A bill (S. 8014) to authorize The National Safe Deposit, Savings and 


Trust Company of the District of Columbia, to change its name to 


that of National Savings and Trust Company. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the National Safe Deposit, Savings and 
Trust Company, of the District of Columbia, a body corporate, duly in- 


corporated under an act approved October 1, 1890, and entitled “An act 


to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain 
other corporations within the District of Columbia,” and is hereby, 
authorized to change its name to National Savings and Trust Company, 
the said change of name to be complete and effectual when said corpo- 
ration shall have filed with the recorder of deeds of the District of 
Columbia an amended certificate of 5 setting forth the 
change in name hereby authorized, and shall also have filed a copy of 
said amended certificate of incorporation with the Comptroller of the 
Currency of the United States. 

3 . That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this 
act. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bancocx, the bill H. 
subject, was laid on the table. 


WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up Senate 
bill 6470, which by error, as I think, is on the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. By mistake the bill (S. 6470) in relation to 
the Washington Market Company was referred to the Union 
Calendar. It should have been referred to the House Calendar. 
The Chair, under the practice, will order its transfer; and the 
gentleman desires to call up the Senate bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to call up the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 6470) in relation to the Washington Market Company. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Washington Market Company be, and 
hereby is, authorized, in connection with the ration of produce 
stored or sold at Center Market, to manufacture ice at any suitable 
place within the District of Columbia. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


A 126 out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ollowing : 

8 paa the Washington Market 83 be, and it is hereby, acthor- 
ized to 


R. 24841, on the same 


ness and manufacture ice for use in Center Market and for sale: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act shall be held to limit or affect in any 
way any of the provisions of ‘An act to Incorporate the Washington 
Market Company,’ approved May 20, 1870. 

“Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, without 
any liability therefor, is hereby expressly reserved.” 


Mr. DRISCOLL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is this to give this company the power to 
condemn and purchase? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; I understand they own the prop- 
erty now, but objection was made to the bill because it did not 
specifically describe the property. This bill does. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like if the gentleman 
in charge of the bill would tell us who this Washington Market 
Company is and what their rights are in the premises which 
they now oceupy. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, I could not answer that question in 
detail, except to say that the Washington Market Company has 
the principal market here. It is a corporation authorized to do all 
things pertaining to a general market business. This bill is for 
the purpose of allowing them to build a cold storage or ice house 
near the depot. Under the provisions of their charter their 
attorney did not think they had the authority to build off the 
particular premises they occupy under their charter. This au- 
thorizes them to build an ice house on ground that they own. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The bill H. R. 20178, a similar House bill, was laid on the 
table. 


PROHIBITING THE SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS NEAR CERTAIN 
INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 4267. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 4267) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors near the 

Government Hospital for the Insane and the District almshouse. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That it shall be unlawful to sell, either by whole- 
sale or retail, intoxicating liquor of any kind at any point between the 
Government Hospital for the Insane and the District almshouse, or 
within a radius of one-half mile of the boundaries of either of said 
properties. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. as 
follows: 

In line 5 strike out the words 
“ ome for the Aged and Infirm.” 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; read the 
third time, and passed. 

'The title was amended so as to read: 

An act to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors near the Govern- 
ment Hospital for the Insane and the Home for the Aged and Infirm. 

SUPREME LODGE OF THE KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of the bill 
H. RN. 17212 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17212) to amend an act to Incorporate the Supreme Lodge 
of the Knights of l'ythſus. 

Be it enacted, cte., That section 2 of an act approved June 29, 1894. 
entitled “An act to incorporate the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of 
Pythias,” be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the words 
„not exceeding in value $100,000; " so that said section 2 shall read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That the said corporation shall have the power to take and 
hold real and personal estate, which shall not be divided among the 
members of the corporation, but shall descend to their successors for 
the promotion of the fraternal and benevolent purposes of said corpora- 
tion.” 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage and 
approyal. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
amendment along the line I offered a few moments ago. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. At the end of section 2 insert the fol- 
lowing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 2 insert the following: 

“Provided, That said corporation shall not hold or own real estate to 
the, aggregate value of $1,000,000 at any time.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. I accept the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


* District almshouse“ and insert 


offer an 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have two small matters here 
which are on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House 
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The Whole House on the state of the Union? 
No; the Committee of the Whole House. I 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
ask, Mr. Speaker, that that committee may be.discharged from 
the consideration of the bill S. 7028 and the bill S. 3702. 


Mr. SIMS. What bills are they? 

Mr. MADDEN. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman does not need to reserve the right. 
He already has it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that on Mondays, not- 
withstanding this bill S. 7028 is on the Private Calendar, under 
the rule and practice, as the Chair is adyised, the gentleman 
may call up the bill for consideration. He might move to go 
into Committee of the Whole House for the purpose of consider- 
ing the bill; but now the gentleman asks nnanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole House may be discharged from 
consideration of the bill, and that the same may be considered 
in the Mouse as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMS. What bill is it? 

Mr. MANN. We have not heard what the bill is yet. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 7028) for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers Company, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 


Be it enacted, cto., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are hereby authorized and directed to cause to be paid from the 
appropriation for the water department, District of Columbia, exten- 
sion of. the high-seryice system. to the Allis-Chalmers Company, of 
Milwaukee, Wis.. the sum of $8,870, deducted by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia as a penalty, under contract No. 3047, dated 
November 11, 1901. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, at the proper time I propose to 
make the point of order against this that the Committee on the 
Hie cen of Columbia had no jurisdiction to consider or report 
the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have no objection to the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I say at the proper time I propose to make the 
point of order that this is a private claim, and that the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia had no jurisdiction to con- 
sider or report it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement 
in reference to this. This is money that has been appropriated 
by Congress for this specific purpose, but withheld by the Com- 
missioners as a penalty. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The bill is purely a claim against the Govern- 
ment. As shown by the report, and practically by the bill, the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia could not pay the 
money, not being authorized by law. The money was retained, 
us a penalty. Now this company presents a claim against the 
Government, which is like all other claims against the Govern- 
ment, a pure claim, not founded upon any law, not founded upon 
anything which can be considered by the Department. It is a 
pure claim against the Government, and ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that this is entirely 
a District matter, on a District contract, and that the Commis- 
sioners have asked authority to make this payment, which they 
believe is in justice due to these parties, 

Mr. MANN. I call the attention of the Chalr to clause 3 of 
Rule XXI, page 281 of the Manual, which provides that no bill 
for the payment or adjudication of any private claim against the 
Government shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to 
any other than the following-named committees, naming various 
committees not including the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. i 

The SPEAKER. 
bil! similar to this? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman spoke of two bills. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is another bill (S. 3702) for the relief 
of the Gurley Memorial Presbyterian Church, of the District of 
Columbia, but it is not in the same status as this bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair calls the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois to clauses 1 and 2 of Rule XXII. The Chair 
would be glad if the gentleman from Wisconsin would ask 
unanimous consent that the committee may be discharged and 
that he may call this bill up to-morrow morning after the 
reading of the Journal. The point of order would lie, if it 
would lie at all, in the event that the committee was dis- 


Has the gentleman from Wisconsin another 


I think not. 


charged. It seems to be a question for which there is no 
precedent. It requires an examination of Rules XXI and 


XXII and some consideration, and the Chair would be glad te 
have until to-morrow morning to consider it. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask unanimous consent. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to discharging the com- 
mittee from further consideration of the bill and letting it go 
over until to-morrow morning? 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Because, if it were in order, it could be called 
up now. 

Mr. BABCOCK. But the Chair desires that the matter go 
over until to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not decide upon it, as it is 
now before the Chair. 

Mr. MANN. If it is in order, he can move now to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. I am 
perfectly willing that it should await the decision of the 
Chair until to-morrow morning, without taking any advantage 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER. 
ing as of to-day. 


GURLEY MEMORIAL PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the other bill 
referred to (S. 3702) for the relief of the Gurley Memorial 
Presbyterian Church, of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. I wish to say that this bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia under Rule XXI by the unani- 
mous order of the House. It was referred to the Committee 
on Claims and reported back to the House with the request that 
it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
which was done by unanimous consent. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the committee be discharged from further considera- 
tion and that the bill may be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is here objection to that request? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the request, 
but I wish to make the same point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection. The gentleman from Illinois desires to 
make a point of order. The Chair will hear from the gentleman 
from Illinois. , ` 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, both of the bills involve the same 
construction of a rule, but under different circumstances, and 
I suggest that they both go over so that they can be both decided 
in the morning. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This, Mr. Speaker, was sent to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia under Rule XXI by the unanimous 
consent of the House, and reported back to the House by the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, complying exactly with 
the rules. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I understand, but the rule pro- 
vides that an erroneous reference under this clause shall not 
confer jurisdiction on the committee. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman read that part of the 
rule he read in the first place? 

Mr. MANN. Rule XXI, clause 2, provides for a rereference, 
but the latter part of the rule provides that an erroneous refer- 
ence under this clause shall not confer jurisdiction upon the 
committee. I suggest that, involving the construction of the 
same rule under different circumstances, they both might well 
be considered and decided at the same time to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois to what seems to the Chair to be a 
distinction between this bill and the one that goes over until 
to-morrow. This bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I understand the distinction to 
which the Speaker desires to refer. In one case the bill is re- 
ferred merely by a Member introducing it and by writing the 
name of the committee on it and putting it in the basket. In 
the other case it again comes before the House, having been re- 
ferred by a Member, and by unanimous consent is referred to 
another committee. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But it involves a construction of the same rule; 
and while there is a distinction, I do not mean to say that the 
Chair may not properly hold that this bill is properly before 
the House. I suggest, however, that as long as one is to go 
over both may properly go over and be considered at the same 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man also to the fact that this is a Senate bill, and a Member 
has nothing to do with the reference of it. Under the rule the 
Speaker, acting for the House, referred it to the Committee on 
Claims. The Committee on Claims brought it back to the 
House, and the House, by unanimous consent, changed the ref- 
erence to the Committee on the District of Columbia. So that 


Then it will be in order to-morrow morn- 


it is the action of the House, and it has been ruled that such 


action confers jurisdiction without regard to the rules in many 
cases, many precedents. : 

Mr. MANN. I take it that the Chair has good reasons for 
the position which he may assume; but if that be the decision, 
then the latter part of that clause apparently means but very 
little. because in section 2, which is that clause, it refers not to 
a bill referred by the Member in the basket, but to a bill re- 
ferred by the House, and the latter part of the clause says that 
an erroneous reference under this clause shall not confer juris- 
diction upon the committee to consider or report the same. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will notice that the rule 
he now refers to seems to coyer House bills referred by Mem- 
bers. This is a Senate bill, referred originally by the Speaker 
to the Committee on Claims, and, under Rule XXIV, reported 
back from the Committee on Claims with recommendations that 
it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and the House unanimously referred it to that committee. 
There are many precedents where, without regard to the rule, 
the House by a majority has referred bills to committees, 
thereby conferring jurisdiction. 

The Chair is inclined to the opinion that as.to this bill the 
point is not well taken. 

Mr. MANN. If the Chair is prepared to rule, of course I 
have no desire to have it go over, but—— 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that the point is not 
well taken as to this bill. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: rt 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the trustees or other an- 
thorized representatives of the various religious and educational in- 
stitutions mentioned herein the sums set forth in their respective cases, 
said amounts having been heretofore sonny paid by the said re- 
ligious and educational institutions on account of special assessments or 
taxes levied against such religious and educational institutions, and 
which character of assessments or taxes the court of appeals of the 
District of Columbia heretofore held, in the case of the District of 
Columbia against Sisters of the Visitation, of Washington, reported in 
volume 15, Tucker's Reports, page 300 et seq., to be illegal and void 
and not a charge against such property. 

Educational properties: Corcoran Gallery of Art, $161.53; Colum- 
bian University. $135.05; medical and dental department, National 
University, 877.38; Howard University, 8613.14. 

Religious properties: Church of the Covenant, $167.01; Shiloh Ba 
tist Chureb, 59.70; Gunton-Temple Memorial Presbyterian Church, 
$214.32; St. Matthew’s Church, $300.48; All Souls’ Church, $114.32; 
Epiphany Church, $12.23; Fourth Baptist Church, $66.18; Universal- 
ist General Convention, $76.95; St. ul’s English Lutheran Church, 
$145.52; Marvin Methodist Episcopal Church, $17.94; Westminster 
Presbyterian Church, $44.76; Lutheran Church, $16.18; Mount Moriah 
Baptist Church, $48.60; Gonzaga ay a (St. Aloysius Church), $79.40; 
vestry of St. Mark’s Parish, $41.31; Metropolitan Presbyterian Church, 
$70.21; German Baptist Brethren Church, 4.45; Mount Jezriel 
Church, $12.85; Washington Seventh 5 Church, $49.56; 
Ninth Street Christian Church, $52.27; uglas Memorial Methodist 
Episcopal Church, $23.05; Israel Baptist Church, $14.48; 
Board Brethren Church, $22.96; St. Cyprian’s Church, $82.66; East 
Washington Station Colored Methodist Episcopal Church, -$20.30 ; 
Methodist Protestant Chureh, $192.95; First Colored Baptist Church, 
$25.83; Ebenezer African Methodist Episcopal Church, $24.72; B. T. 
McCoy and others, trustees of church, $90; First Baptist Church, Mount 
Pleasant, $375; Mount Pleasant Congregational Society, $79.96; vestry 
of Takoma Parish, $35.69; Memorial Church of the United Brethren 
in Christ, of Washington, D. C., $62.19; Gurley Memorial Presbyterian 
Chureh, $200.24; Presbyterian Alliance, $86.07; St. Anthony’s Church, 
$122.50; Brookland Baptist Church, $35.85; vestry Emanual Protestant 
Episcopal Church, $35.60. 

Provided, That the amounts herein authorized and directed to be 
paid shall be payable out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

The bill was ordered to be read the third time; was read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 129 be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 


REPRINT OF REPORT ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman kindly yield to me 
while I ask unanimous consent for the reprint of a document? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that 500 additional copies be printed of the report of the river 
and harbor bill, Report No. 6752. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for the reprint of 500 additional copies of the report on 
the river and harbor bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 


CONNECTING PARKWAY BETWEEN SIXTEENTH STREET AND ROCK 
CREEK PARK. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 129) for the opening of a connecting parkway along 
Piney Branch between Sixteenth street and Rock Creek Park, District 
of Columbia, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill 


Missionary 


and that the same be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole House. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois’objects. 

Mr. MADDEN. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The Clerk 
will report the bill. : 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the poratne 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusi of subchapter 1 of pter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within ninety days 
after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute 


in the supreme court of the District of Columbia a p in rem 
to condemn the land tbat may be n for connecting 5 


street with Rock Creek Park by a parkway of not more than 500 feet 
8 extending along or in the valley of Piney Branch, District of 
umbia. 


Sec. 2. That the sum of $600, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, Is hereby appropriated, one half out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the other half out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise 9 to provide the necessary funds for the 
cost and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant 
hereto, to be reimbursed to the revenues of the District of Columbia and 
the United States in equal parts from assessments for benefits when 
the same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated, one half out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I send the follow- 
ing amendment to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas offers an 
amendment to the substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 8, line 18, strike out the word “ five” where it appears in said 
line and insert in lieu thereof the following: “an average of four.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIONS FROM PAVED SIDEWALKS AND ALLEYS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill 
(H. R. 20067) for the removal of obstructions from sidewalks. 
This bill is on the Union Calendar, and I ask that the commit- 
tee be discharged from further consideration of the bill and 
that it may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 20067) to remove dirt, gravel, sand, and other obstruc- 
tions from the paved sidewalks and alleys in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union may be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of this bill and it be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia be, and they are hereby, empowered and directed to levy a special 
„ to become due and payable after the time of doing the work here- 
inafter mentioned when and as general taxes on real estate in said 
District are payable, and subject to all eral tax laws on real estate 
in said District not inconsistent herewith, of $1 per linear foot on and 
against any improved or unimproved lot in said district not owned, 
rented, leased, or occupied by the United States and the District of 
Columbia, respectively, or foreign governments, embassies, legations, 
ambassadors, or ministers for each front from which lot dirt, gravel, 
sand, or other obstruction falls, caves, washes, and becomes deposited 
on the abutting or adjacent paved sidewalks or alleys within said Dis- 
trict, and which remains thereon and is caused be removed by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia at any time after notice 
which the Commissioners of said District shall cause to be given in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia,” and so forth, 
seat he April 14, 1906. 
ec, 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and empowered to make, establish, alter, 
— amend, from time to time, as they may find necessary, all needful 
rules and regulations which are required in their judgment to properly 
administer and enforce the operation of this act: Provided, That noth- 
ing herein contained shall be held or construed to make the District of 
Columbia or the said Commissioners liable at the suit of private indi- 
viduals or private or public corporations for any default, failure, or 
3 in the administration of this act, and no action shall accrue 
therefor. 

Sec. 2. That in order to enable the said Commissioners to comply 
with their duties under this act and to carry it into effect, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to advance to the 
disbursing officer of the District of Columbia, in manner now pre- 
scribed by law, out of any money in ry of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as 
the said Commissioners may find necessary to use for the pu 


rposes 
hereof, and to reimburse the Treasury for one-half of said advance, 
payable out of the taxes and revenues collected, as herein provided. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to haye some ex- 
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pansion of this bill, as it seems to be an entirely new proposi- 
on. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that is strongly 
recommended and asked for by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in order to make some proper penalty to per- 
sons who own property, improved or otherwise, and who do not 
take proper care of the embankments adjoining sidewalks, and 
when rains come and dirt falls down on the sidewalks the Dis- 
trict is obliged, unless a bill of this character is passed, to re- 
moye the dirt from these banks at the expense of the District. 
This bill is to give the Commissioners authority to collect from 
the owners of property a penalty for not taking care of their 
own property with consideration of the rights of citizens of 
Washington. 

Mr. MANN. How often may this assessment be levied? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I presume the assessment will be levied imme- 
diately after the work is performed on any particular piece of 
property. 

Mr. MANN. It will likely be two or three times a year? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Whatever charge there is against the property. 
If they are not taking care of their own property, there will be 
a lien upon that property and it will be filed in the usual way 
as penalties for the violation of any other municipal ordinance 
are levied and collected. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says “ not taking care of their 
own property.” This bill is not confined to a question of 
whether this man takes care of his own property or not. Any 
dirt that is deposited on the sidewalk by anybody, under this 
bill, it being the duty of the District to keep the sidewalk 
clean—somebody deposits dirt upon the sidewalk, or it washes 
from some lot onto the sidewalk—— 

Mr. OLCOTT. I have always believed it was the duty of 
those who owned property to care for the sidewalk connected 
therewith. This has nothing to do with the street. We have 
now an ordinance against allowing snow and ice to remain on 
the sidewalk. 

Mr. MANN. The’ gentleman, I suppose, is aware that the 
court has held that that law is invalid? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The law in regard to the removal of snow 
and ice? 

Mr. MANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I am not aware of it, and I think the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is in error. 

Mr. MANN. I will inform the gentleman that it has been so 
held by the court in the District. It is invalid, and I judge this 
law will be invalid. 

Mr. OLCOTT. The decision was in regard to a law that 
previously existed, and at the last session of Congress we 
passed a law providing for the objections that were raised by 
the court itself, and this follows the lines exactly of the law 
that was passed to meet the decision of the supreme court to 
the effect that the previous law was unconstitutional. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. : 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 4. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to count. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Barcock] that there is evidently no quorum pres- 
ent, and it will be a good time to adjourn. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may lie over, retaining its present status, until the next 
District day. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] withdraw his point on the condition -that the bill 
go over as unfinished business? 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to withdraw- 
ing the point of no quorum if the bill is to be laid aside. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be laid aside. 

The SPEAKER. The biil necessarily will come up as un- 
finished business on the next District day. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] withdraws his point of no quorum. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill S. 
7042. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BAB- 
cocK] calls up the bill S. 7042, of which the Clerk will read the 
title. 


1907. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


To transfer jurisdiction of the Washington Aqueduct, the filtration 
7 to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. 7 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That from and after July 1, 1907, the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia shall have all the powers and be 
subject to all the duties and limitations which under existing law are 
delegated to and imposed upon the Chief of Engineers of the United 
States Army in so far as the same relate to the jurisdiction and con- 
trol over the Washington Aqueduct and its appurtenances in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, State of Virginia, and State of Maryland; and the 
said Commissioners are hereby given sole control over the Conduit read 
and the filtration plant, it being the intention of this act that the 
entire control over the Washington Aqueduct and all of its appur- 
tenances, the filtration plant, Conduit road, all water mains, and the 
water-distribution system of the District of Columbia shall, on and 
after said date, be under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction and control 
of the said Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and that the 
Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers of the United States Army 
shall be relieved of all duty and responsibility in connection with all 
of such work; and the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers shall, 
on request of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, deliver to 
them all existing plans, surveys, and records, or duly certified copies 


thereof, deemed necessary or required by said Commissioners to enable 


them” to discharge the duties imposed on them by this act, the cost of 


making said copies to be paid by said Commissioners; and all property 
connected with said works shall be delivered to said Commissioners ; 
and all ap propriations available for the Washington Aqueduct, District 
of Columbia, and its appurtenances, including the filtration plant, shall 
be expended under the direction and control of the Commissioners of 
said District, and the employees paid from said appropriations shall be 
transferred to the jurisdiction of the said Commissioners for assign- 
ment to such duties as may be deemed necessary to carry into effect the 
provisions of this act: Provided, however, That the supply of water to 
ah buildings, parks, structures, lands, etc., owned or u: by the United 
States shall be at all times free and unrestricted. 

Sec. 2. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provi- 
sions hereof are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The bill is upon the Union Calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it ought to be fully considered, as 
I understand it takes the water system out from under the 
control of the War Department and puts it in the hands of the 
District Commissioners. 

The SPEAKER. The bill can not be considered in the House 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that it must be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will take up no further busi- 
ness to-day, except to ask for the appointment of conferees on 
the bill (S. 6364) to incorporate the National Child Labor Com- 
mittee. 

NATIONAL CHILD LABOR COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 6364) to 
incorporate tbe National Child Labor Committee, with House 
amendment disagreed to. ; 

Mr. BABCOCK. I moye to insist on the House amendment 
and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. TAYLOR of 
Ohio, Mr. Saul W. Surra, and Mr. Sims as conferees. 


VIEWS OF MINORITY ON SHIPPING BILL. 


Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with an agree- 
ment had with the chairman of the committee, I ask unanimous 
consent to file the views of the minority on the substitute re- 
ported from that committee for the bill S. 529, called the 
“ ship-subsidy bill.” 

The SPEAKER. 
believes. 

Mr. SPIGIIT. 
of record. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the minority 
was given until Tuesday to file their views. 

The yiews of the minority were ordered printed. 

PRINTING REPORT OF POSTAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the following privi- 
leged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives 10,000 copies of the Report of the Postal Commission, ap- 
pointed under the provisions of the act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department, approved June 26, 1906, being 
House Document No. , Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that report from the Committee on Print- 
ing? 

Mr. GRIGGS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. -Is this from the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. GRIGGS, Yes, sir, 


Consent has already been granted, the Chair 


No, sir; I think not. I do not think it appears 


The 
Slank? 
Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know the number of 


SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to fill the 


the document. I think it has not been given a number yet; 
but the document is sufficiently described, however. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me there ought to be an estimate 
of cost. : 

The SPEAKER. The document can be ascertained without 
number, 

Mr. GRIGGS. I think it is sufficiently described. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


REPORT OF POSTAL COMMISSION AND TESTIMONY. 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the following privi- 
leged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 6,000 copies of the Report of the 
Postal Commission appointed under the provisions of the act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department, approved 
June 26, 1906, being House Document No. „ Fifty-ninth Congress, 
second session, to be prey up by the testimony taken by the said 
Commission, together with the accompanying exhibits and digests, 2,000 
copies for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the- 
House of Representatives. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
ALLIS-CHALMERS COMPANY, OF MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I understand the objection has 
been withdrawn to the consideration of the bill S. 7028. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I made the point of order on the 
Allis-Chalmers claim because on its face it seemed to me that 
it was subject to the point of order that it did not come from 
the proper committee. Upon a further investigation it seems 
to me to be a good claim for services rendered the District of 
Columbia; and therefore, so far as I am concerned, I withdraw 
the point of order. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

An act (S. 7028) for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers Company, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are hereby authorized and directed to cause to be paid from the 
. for the water department, District of Columbia, exten- 
sion of the bigh-service system, to the Allis-Chalmers Company, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., the sum of $8,870, deducted by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia as a penalty, under contract No. 3047, dated 
November 11, 1901. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
und passed. 
SALE OF FEED SUPPLIES AT FORT ASSINNIBOINE, MONT. 


Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the joint resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Joint resolution 231, authorizing the Secretary of War to sell certain 
hay, straw, and grain at Fort Assinniboine, Mont. 


Resolved, ctc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby au- 
thorized to cause to be sold to the citizens of Montana, at its actual 
cost to the United States at place of sale, such limited quantities of 
hay, straw, and grain for domestic uses as, in his judgment, can safely 
be spared from the stock provided for the use of the garrison at Fort 
Assinniboine, Mont. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Reserving the right to object, is this a 
Senate or House resolution? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. It is a House resolution. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask if there is any time limita- 
tion for that? Is this forever, or for the season? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I will say in answer to that ques- 
tion, Mr. Speaker, that I have received a telegram showing the 
urgent necessity for this provision. I understand that there are 
from 15,000 to 20,000 head of cattle in that neighborhood that 
are on the very verge of starvation. We merely ask that per- 
mission to be given to the Secretary of War to sell them some 
hay and such garrison stores as are in excess of their wants. 

Mr. MANN. I did not catch anything in the reading of this 
to indieate how long it would last. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I copied it from a resolution that 
was passed in the last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. It seems to provide forever. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I will move to insert an amendment 
limiting the time. 

Mr. MANN. Say within the next three months. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. The next three weeks will do. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 


Insert after the word “sold” the words within the next three 
months.” 


Mr. DIXON of Montana. Three months will cover it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to insert 
this telegram in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The telegram is as follows: 


Fort BENTON, MONT., January 28, 1907. 
Hon. Jos. M. DIXON, 
House of Representatives, Washington: 


Will you have War Department authorize commandant at Fort Assin- 
niboine to furnish hay to ranchers in such tities as can be spared 
on guaranty of Stockmen's National Bank that same will be returned 
in like quantity and qa as soon as weather will permit? This re- 
quest is made by ple here to prevent threatened loss of stock through 
hay shortage and continued storms and cold weather. Please answer 
my expense. : 
Cmas. N. Pray. 


LAND FOR UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. McGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 25013) granting to 
the regents of the University of Oklahoma section No. 36, in 
township No. 9 north, of range No. 3 west-of the Indian me- 
ridian, in Cleveland County, Okla. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all of section No. 36, in township No. 9 
north, of range No. 3 west, of the indian meridian, in Cleveland County, 
Okla. T., the same being a portion of the lands reserved to said Terri- 
tory for common school purposes, be, and the same is hereby, granted 
to the regents of the University of Oklahoma, to be and become the 
property of the University of Oklahoma for the purpose of being used 
‘or and securing a proper campus and grounds for building purposes 
for the use of the said university, but no indemnity either in money 
or in land shall be allowed the State of Oklahoma for this section: 
Provided, That the board of regents of the university may use or dispose 
of and convey any portion of said grounds for the purpose of acquiring 
grounds contiguous to the present grounds belonging to said univer- 
sity and to enlarge the campus and grounds for building and campus 
purposes in connection therewith. 

Ec. 2. That the leases to the present tenants thereon, made by the 
board for leasing school lands in the Territory of Oklahoma, shall re- 
mn in in full force and effect until their respective expirations, and that 
the governor of the Territory of Oklahoma shall appoint, on the appli- 
cation of the board of regents of said University of Oklahoma, three 
disinterested freeholders of sald county to 7 the value of the 
improvements on said lands belonging to the lessees t f, and such 
ere shall be appraised at the fair, reasonable value thereof, 
and the said appraisers shall give ten days’ notice of the time when 
such appraisement shall be made by posting the same in a conspicuous 

lace on each quarter section of said lands, and shall take an oath 
airly and impartially to appraise the improvements of the said lessees 
on said lands at the fair, reasonable valne thereof, and shall make 
report of such appraisement and file the same with the governor of the 
Territory of Oklahoma with such oath, and the board of nts of said 
University of Oklahoma shall immediately pay the amount so fixed to 
the treasurer of the Territory of Oklahoma for the use of such lessees 
and have immediate possession of said lands: Provided, That if either 
the board of regents of said University of Oklahoma or said lessees 
shall feel themselves * by the valuation of such appraisers, 
they may within thirty days from the filing of such report with the 
gore: of the Territory appeal to the ict court of said coun 
y filing notice with the governor of said Territory and filing a bon 
to be approved by the governor conditioned that such person or said 
board of regents will prosecute such a 1 to effect and without un- 
necessary 3 and pay all costs and judgments that may be awarded 
against them in said proceeding. And the governor of said Territory 
shall immediately cause a copy of the n of said board and 
the appointment and oath and report of said 3 together 
with the bond aforesaid, to be filed with the clerk of the district court 
of said Cleveland County, whereupon the question of the amount of 
damages sustained by such lessees shall be tried de novo by a jury: 
And provided further, That the board of regents of said University of 
Oklahoma are hereby vested with full authority, on behalf of said 
Territory, to settle and adjust the differences between said board of 
regents and the lessees of such lands and make such settlements as the 
board of regents may deem just and proper: And provided further. 
That when said Territory shall become a State the governor of sai 
State shall be the successor of the governor of said Territory under the 
provision of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be e and read a 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. BUCKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (S. 7827) permitting the building of a 
railway bridge across the Mississippi River in Morrison County, 
State of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House from the 
Speaker’s table a Senate bill substantially the same as a House 
bill on the Calendar, which bill the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

By unanimous consent (at the request of Mr. Buckman), the 
corresponding House bill on the Calendar was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

FILES, ETC., OF THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION. | 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 


third time; 
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211, authorizing the transfer of the files, books, and pamphlets 
of the Industrial Commission. 55 : 
The joint resolution was read, as follows : 


Resolved, etc., That all official minutes and files of co dence of 
the Industrial Commission deposited with the Librarian of by 


the joint resolution of February 21, 1902, be transferred to the art- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, to become the property of said art- 
ment. The Librarian of C is hereby authorized to select from 


the volumes and pamphlets arians hie library of the Industrial 
Commission such cations as ma needed for the uses of the 
Library of Congress, which books become the property of the 
Library of Con and to turn over the residue of such volumes and 
pamphlets to t artment of Commerce and Labor, to become the 
property of the said rtment. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker—— . 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I understand 
this altogether. How many yolumes will there be, and what 
is meant by their becoming the property of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, it will be remem- 
bered that by act of Congress several years ago a body was created 
called the “ Industrial Commission.” During its investigations 
the Commission gathered up certain statistics, papers, books of 
reference, and so forth. Upon the expiration of the term of the 
Commission those books and papers were, by resolution of Con- 
gress, temporarily placed for safe-keeping in the building of the 
Library of Congress. They are in the way there. The Library 
of Congress has use for perhaps part of the books, but not for 
the records and other papers. On the other hand, I am advised 
that the Department of Commerce and Labor would like very 
much to bave the originals of these documents. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What are they going to do with them when 
they get them? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They want them for their 
files, I presume, for purposes of reference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. How many sets of them are there? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They constitute all the pa- 
pers, letters, books, and everything gathered up by the Indus- 
trial Commission: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Are they printed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Some of them are printed 
and some of them are letters and other papers. 
ee WILLIAMS. Not something that can be distributed, 

en? ‘ 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No; there is just the one set. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I wanted to know—just one 
set? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. MANN. How much space do they occupy now? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. So much space that the offi- 
cials of the library object to their remaining there, because they 
need that space, and the officials of the Department of Com- 


merce and Labor desire them for their reference library. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman is aware that the whole De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor and its entire building would 
not occupy as much space as one set of the book stacks in 
the Library, and they have a great many book stacks in the 
Library and not an inch of available space in the Department 
of Commerce and Labor to-day. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The best place for this ma- 


terial is in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. MANN. The other day the Committee on Appropriations 
recommended that all of these books now in the Department 
of Commerce and Labor be transferred to the Library. To that 
I objected on a point of order, and it went out of that bill. 
And in their absence I shall object to this. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This is not a matter that the 
Committee on Appropriations has properly to do with. It is a 
matter over which the Committee on the Library has jurisdic- 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. But the Committee on Appropriations brought in 
a recommendation that all of these Department libraries be 
abolished. The gentleman did not make the point of order; I 
made the point of order and it went out on that point of order. 
The Committee on Appropriations was insistent that all De- 
partment libraries be abolished, and now the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. McCreary] proposes not only not to abolish the 
libraries, but to put a set of books more in that Department. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This is material which the 
Department of Commerce and Labor desires for the use of its 
officials. 

Mr. MANN. Why, in that case they can go and consult it 
here, and we may go and consult it if we desire if it is over here 
where it belongs—in the Congressional Library. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, does this require unanimous 
consent? 5 

The SPEAKER. It does. 3 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I object, and we will bring the mat- 
ter to a conclusion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 


EXTENDING TIME TO CERTAIN HOMESTEAD ENTRYMEN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate joint resolution 
86, granting an extension of time to certain homestead entry- 
men with House amendments, with an amendment by the Sen- 
ate to the House amendments. 

The Clerk read the amendments. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the House amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is this the bill that was passed through 
the other day giving an extension of time to homesteaders? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. The only effect of this amendment by the 
Senate was to change the words joint resolution 81” to “pub- 
lic resolution No. 4,” that resolution having since become a law. 
A reference now to this would be as appears in the laws rather 
than by the number that it appeared to have when passing 
through the House. That is the only effect of this amendment 
to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that the House concur. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following letter; 
which was read and ordered to lie on the table: 
WasnINdrox, D. C., January , 1907. 


Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dran Mr. Cannon: I beg leave to inform you that I have this 
day transmitted to the governor of Kansas my resignation as a Repre- 
sentative in the Fifty-ninth Congress from the First district of the 
State of Kansas. - . 

Will you be good enough to inform the Housé of my action, together 
with my assurances of continued good will and goed wishes for the 

resentatives with whom I have long been so pleasantly associated? 
ith warm personal regards and with great respect, I am, 
Very truly, yours, 
CHARLES CURTIS. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: : f 
To Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, for one week, on account of sickness 
in family. 
To Mr. AIKEN, on account of sickness in family. 
To Mr. SAMUEL, on Monday, on account of important business. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. Payne, at 5 o'clock and 9 minutes 
b. m., the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the action by the court in the cases of Mary 
M. King and others against The United States, dismissed for 
want of prosecution—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Librarian of Congress, submitting a report 
of mail deposited by his department in the Washington post- 
office under the penalty provision from July 1 to December 31, 
1906—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Seeretary of the Treasury, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for the court-house and cus- 
tom-house at Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Mterior, submitting, with a 
recommendation, a draft of a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of the report of the governor of Hawaii for the year 
1906—to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 

- mission, submitting a report of the investigation of the subject 
of railroad discriminations and monopolies in coal and oil—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Report of the Postal Commission, authorized by Congress to 
make inquiry regarding second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting, with 


a copy of a letter from the Director of the Geological Survey, a 
report as to reclamation by drainage of the swamps tributary to 
Mud River, near Thief River Falls, Minn.—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 


named, as follows: 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1726) making provision 
for conveying in fee the piece or strip of ground in St. Augus- 
tine, Fla., known as The Lines,“ for school purposes, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied py a report (No. 6893) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McGUIRE, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 25013) granting 
to the regents of the University of Oklahoma section No. 36, in 
township No. 9 north, of range No. 3 west of the Indian meridian, 
in Cleveland County, Okla., reported the same without amend- 
ment, aceompanied by a report (No. 6894) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee on the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24829) granting 
an increase of pension to John R. Robbins, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6753) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid, Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24801) 
granting an increase of pension to George G. Martin, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6754) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24397) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Prunkard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 6755); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House.(H. R. 24344) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. James, reported the same with . 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6756); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24288) 
granting an increase of pension to John Gooding, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6757); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24028) granting 
a pension to George H. Boney, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6758) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23968) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alexander McWhorter, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6759) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23442) granting 
an increase of pension to James J. Lawley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6760); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20952) granting an increase of pension 
to John W. Howe, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied. by a report (No. 6761); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20622) granting 
a pension to Samuel Shoener, reported, the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6762); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14228) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Abram Nussbaum, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6763); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20414) granting an increase of pension 
to Albert Launt, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 6764) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18831) granting 
an increase of pension to James R. Wilson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6765) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from -the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21711) granting 
au increase of pension.to Thor Nelson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6766); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 22630) granting 
an increase of pension to G. W. Wiley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6767); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22727) granting 
an increase of pension to John Miller, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6768); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22823) granting an increase of pension 
to John Tipton, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 6769); which said bill and -report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22547) granting 
an increase of pension to John Hickox, jr., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6770); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22562) granting an increase of pension to George J. Abbey, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6771); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 22302) granting 
an increase of pension to Burrell H. Gillam, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6772); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22529) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Truett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6773); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22785) 
granting an increase of pension to Morton A. Pratt, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6774); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22763) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Slocum, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6775); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22617) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Margaret O'Reilly, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6776); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21306) 
granting an increase of pension to James Pool, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6777); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21336) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Herman Hoffmeister, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6778); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 21342) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles A. Parker, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6779); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18604) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas M. Luman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6780); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18814) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis G. Knapp, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6781); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19599) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Large, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6782); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19739) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry D. Miner, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6783); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20062) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip Lape, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by, a report (No. 6784); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11621) 
granting an increase of pension to Hollis Smith, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6785) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
_ Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11995) granting 
an increase of pension to Wesley Layton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6786) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16439) 
granting an increase of pension to Patrick Bogan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6787); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21348) granting 
an increase of pension to William Seymour Alden, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6788); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16608) granting an increase of pension 
to Catherine McNamee, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6789); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21525) granting an increase of pension 
to John Short, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6790); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Hotse (H. R. 16687) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jefferson G. Turner, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6791) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15688) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Esther C. Kelly, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6792); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21559) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Ivers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6793); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21659) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Rosa Sevin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6794) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21746) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William N. Carlisle, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6795); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21974) grant- 
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ing an increase of pension to John W. Lowell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6796); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22055) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria Lorch, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6797); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 12344) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew I. Sproul, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6798); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23912) granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Fitzgerald, reported the 
Same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. G799) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22093) granting 
an increase of pension to Lars Isaacson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6800) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on ane Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 22169) granting 
an increase of pension to Cynthia M. Bryson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (Fo. 6801); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22199) granting 
an increase of pension to William Templin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6802) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22540) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard Turnbull, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6803) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1223) granting 
a pension to Andrew Jarvis, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6804) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1377) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas G. Dallman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6805); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1574) granting an increase of pension 
to Franklin Sampson, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6806) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
“which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1838) granting 
an increase of pension to Asa J. Clother, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6807); which said 
bill and report were refetred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2324) granting 
a pension to Christina Vetter, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6808) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2905) granting 
an increase of pension to Burr Clark, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6809); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3239) 


granting an increase of pension to George W. Stewart, reported 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6810) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
` which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4150) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. MeGinis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6811); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4553) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Wilkins, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6812); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4757) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Willis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6813); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12346) granting 
an increase of pension to Abraham D. Stouffer, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6814) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5029) granting 
an increase of pension to Beverly W. Sullivan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6815); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5050) granting 
an increase of pension to Ephraim M. Boltz, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6816) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5388) for the 
relief of Silas Garrison, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6817); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5627) 
granting an increase of pension to John C. L. Hargis, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6818) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5926) granting 
a pension to Sarah Pitman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6819) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6237) granting 
an increase of pension to Dayid Bethusum, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6820); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7634) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha G. Matlack, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6821); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invaid Pensions, to- 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8682) granting 
an increase of pension to James P. Bledsoe, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6822); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8775) granting 
an inerease of pension to Carrie Diefenbach, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6823); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8785) granting 
an increase of pension to John Finch, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6824); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9850) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Williams, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6825); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11198) granting. 
an increase of pension to E. Sandusky, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a repert (No. 6826); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11401) granting 
an increase of pension to William Kling, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6827); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17307) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Baker, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6828); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17394) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert W. Boggs, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6829); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17655) granting 
an inerease of pension to Fritz Dettmann, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6830) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18396) granting 
an increase of pension to John Nix, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6831); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

“which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18515) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6832); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24101) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Ashton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6833); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13012) granting 
an increase of pension to C. L. Cole, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6834); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17002) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Deater, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6835); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16718) granting 
an increase of pension to James Miltimore, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6836) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13810) granting 
an increase of pension to Abraham J. Simmons, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6837); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 
15779) granting a pension to Margaret A. Jordan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6838); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16343) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis D. Matheny, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6839); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20590) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hannah O. Reynolds, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6840) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20840) granting a pension to Thomas 
M. Lord, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6841); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22283) granting 
an increase of pension to Stoddard Caswell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6842); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23148) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert Liddell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6843); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23175) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry A. Fuller, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6844); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23282) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Tumey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6845); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23313) granting an increase of pension 
to Benjamin D. Reed, reported the same with amendment, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 6846); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pension, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23609) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel P. Wallis, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by, a report (No. 6847); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23626) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard C. Taylor, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6848); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23660) granting 
an increase of pension to Harriet U. Burgess, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6849); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23682) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph R. Bartlett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6850); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20588) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nicholas S. Cantine, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6851) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23323) granting an increase of pension to Robert Foote, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6852) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23360) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Hastie, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6853); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2343) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa R. Matthews, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6854); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23709) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Dick, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6855); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23763) granting 
an inerease of pension to James Riley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6856); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23802) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Brown, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6857); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23806) granting 
an increase of pension to William F. Barker, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6858) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23852) granting 
an increase of pension to James G. Crozer, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6859); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 28860) granting an increase of pension 
to William G. Cummings, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6860) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 23890) granting 
an inerease of pension to Jacob B. Haslam, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6861); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23961) granting 
an increase of pension to Oscar N. Cowell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6862); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24037) granting 
an increase of pension to Theodore Teeple, reported the same 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6863) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24068) granting 
an increase of pension to John Maginnis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6864); which said 
bill andeeport were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. i< 24269) 
granting an increase of pension to William L. Stewart, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6865); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24338) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Gardner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6866); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24848) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Haney, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6867); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 24355) granting 
a pension to Mary O. Learned, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6868); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24404) grant- 
ing a pension to Lauraette La Fluer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6869); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24419) granting a pension to Belle M. 
Ocker, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 6870) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24553) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah J. Reed, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6871); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24577) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John L. Flannery, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6872); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24599) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas L. Richardson, reported 
the same with amendment, accomparfied by a report (No. 6873); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23150) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. W. Riter, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6874); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24635) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Stuessi, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6875) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20959) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Dickey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6876); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24740) granting 
an increase of pension to William E. Chase, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6877); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12240) granting 
an inerease of pension to Albert I. Ackerly, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6878); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23967) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Hill, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6879); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23982) granting 
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an increase of pension to Thomas A. Seed, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6880) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. í 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24034) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary I. Banta, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6881); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24079) granting 
an increase of pension to David Jones, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6882); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24100) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry W. Wilson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6883) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 24183) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph B. Joyce, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6884) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24210) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Maddox, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6885); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24220) granting 
an increase of pension to William P. Robbe, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6886); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24225) 
granting an increase of pension to William Ivans, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6887); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 24294) granting a pension to D. R. 
Lamoreau, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6888) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20890) granting 
an increase of pension to Lafayette Doughty, reported the sume 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6889) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1242) granting 
an increase of pension to Luke Reynolds, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6890); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8503) granting 
an increase of pension to David C. May, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6891); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 22294) granting 
an increase of pension to Perry Lamphere, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6892); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 25030) authorizing 
the extension of Park place NW.—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 25031) to regulate com- 
merce in adulterated and misbranded seed and to prevent the 
sale or transportation thereof, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 25032) 
to amend an act entitled “An act for the protection of game in 
Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved June 7, 1902—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25033) providing for two additional cir- 
cuit judges in the ninth judicial circuit—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A Dill (H. R. 25034) to change the 
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time of holding circuit and district courts of the United States 
for the middle district of Tennessee—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 25035) in relation to in- 
crease of age pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 25036) to regulate embalm- 
ing in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 25037) to define the duties 
of the board of education of the District of Columbia, to further 
reorganize the schools of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 25038) to amend section 5240 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to the 
compensation of national-bank eyaminers—te the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 25039) to enable the 
city of Phoenix, in Maricopa County, Arizona Territory, to use 
the proceeds of certain municipal bonds for the purchase of the 
plant of the Phoenix Water Company and to extend and improve 
said plant—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 25040) amending chapter 771 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States relating to customs dis- 
tricts of Arizona—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 25041) to provide for the crea- 
tion of additional land districts in the district of Alaska—to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 25042) to promote the safety 
of employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours 
of service of employees thereon—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 25043) to authorize the 
Atlanta, Birmingham and Atlantic Railroad Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Chattahoochee River, in the State of 
Georgia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 25044) authorizing certain 
changes in the permanent system of highways in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 25045) to appropriate money 
for the payment of certain advances made to the United States 
by the State of Maryland—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 25046) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Louisiana, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 25047) creating a tariff 
commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 25048) for the restoration, 
reconstruction, and repair of the east front of the Treasury 
building, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (II. R. 25049) to encourage agri- 
culture in the Philippine Islands by providing that the Philip- 
pine government may loan to agriculturists in said islands a fund 
equal in amount to the net seigniorage profit derived by the 
Philippine government from the recoinage of certain coins—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 25050) to regu- 
late practice en appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States and the United States circuit courts of appeal—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 25051) providing and mak- 
ing appropriation for a pneumatic-tube system between the 
appraiser's warehouse and the new custom-house in New York 
City—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WASKEY: A bill (H. R. 25052) to modify the law 
pertaining to the acquisition and holding of placer claims in the 
district of Alaska and providing for the building of wagon roads 
therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bil (H. R. 25053) to pro- 
vide for the establishment of an agricultural bank in the Philip- 
pine Islands—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 25054) to amend- 


an act to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, school officers, 
and other employees of the board of education of the District of 
Cojlumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 25055) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to acquire additional land for Federal 
building site at Mason City, lowa—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 25056) 
to provide for the transfer to the State of South Carolina of 
certain school funds for use of free schools in the parishes of 


St. Helena and St. Luke, in said State—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 25057) 
authorizing a survey to be made of the lands suited to national 
forest reserve purposes in the Appalachian Mountains within 
the States of Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and ‘Tennessee, and in the 
White Mountains in the State of New Hampshire, to be known 
as the Appalachian Forest Reserve and the White Mountain 
Forest Reserve, respectively—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A resolution (II. Res. 796) authorizing the 
employment of a messenger for duty on the heavy mail wagon— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana: A resolution (H. Res. 
797) providing for the printing of 10,000 copies of the report 
of the Postal Commission, etc.—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 50) providing for 
the printing of 6,000 copies of the report of the Postal Com- 
mission, etc.—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. RHODES: A resolution (H. Res. 798) to continue 
the compilation and index of reports of committees from the 
Forty-ninth to the Fifty-ninth Congress, inclusive—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 25058) granting an increase of 
pension to James Hooker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BONYNGBE: A bill (H. R. 25059) for the relief of An- 
thony Wasilius—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 25060) granting a 
pension to Amos Faust—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 25061) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25062) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances M. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 25063) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emmett L. Warren, alias Alonson Warren— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 25064) granting an 
increase of pension to Harrison Stilley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25065) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Hancher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 25066) granting an 
increase of pension to wim Cheap—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 25067) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry J. Bomar—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 25068) for the relief of Charles 
Joseph Francis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (II. R. 25069) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Decker—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 25070) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John R.,Davis—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25071) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha J. Moody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 25072) for the relief of W. N. 
Gladney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 25073) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Hudson—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 25074) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Sorensen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25075) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Slaymaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25076) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25077) granting an increase of pension to 
George French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25078) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25079) granting an increase of pension to 
David Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25080) granting an increase of pension to 
James Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25081) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Denyant—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 25082) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Snook—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25083) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sowerwine—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a ‘bill (H. R. 25084) granting an increase of pension to 
Hosea Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25085) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25086) granting a pension to Joseph 
Posey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25087) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham F. Rouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25088) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Dow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25089) granting an increase of pension to 
William Q. Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25090) granting an increase of pension to 
Otis B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 25091) granting an increase of 
pension to Newton A. Ward—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (II. R. 25092) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25093) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Klinedinst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 23094) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Olive Branch Christian Church, of James City 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (II. R. 25095) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah C. Gilpatrick—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25096) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid e 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (II. R. 25097) granting an in- 
crease of pension to E. P. Weatherby to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 25098) granting an increase 
of pension to Granyille H. Ellis—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 25099) 
for the relief of Great Slakehatchie Baptist Church, of Barnwell 
County, S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 25100) granting an in- 
crease of pension to R. M. Musser—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 25101) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy A. Meredith—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25102) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Barks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 25103) 
granting an increase of pension to James H. Richardson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 25104) for the relief of 
the heirs of Lawrence D. Greaves, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 25105) for the relief of A. E. 
Couch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 25106) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis A. Biffan—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25107) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia H. Keyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 25108) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Brown—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25109) granting a pension to Hans F. 
Hirte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 25110) to grant an 
honorable discharge to Orthiel H. Rhodes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 25111) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Carpenter—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 25112) granting 
an increase of pension to William Turner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 25113) granting an increase 
of pension to John II. Hays—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 25114) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Joseph 
Brenise—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25115) granting a pension to Florence K, 
Patterson—to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (II. R. 25116) granting a pension to Emma L. 
Beatty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 25117) granting an increase 
oF pension to Thomas Rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25118) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Hotchkiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 25119) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles P. McGuirsey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 25120) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles B. Spring—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (II. R. 25121) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Peltier—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 25022) for the relief of Elizabeth Auerswald— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 24899) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Webster Lusk—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (II. R. 24944) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Lamb—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of railway employees in various 
parts of the United States, for bill S. 5133 (the sixteen-hour 
bill)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Typographical Union, No. 8, for a 
construction of the laws relating to second-class mail matter 
more favorable to certain publishers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Order of Railway Conductors and Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen of the Boston and Maine system, for 
enactment of bill S. 5133 (the sixteen-hour bill)—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. ACHESON : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Phil-_ 


lip S. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Greene, Pa.; 
Grand Junction, Colo.; Divine, K.; Calhoun, Mich.: Grayling, 
Mich.; Davison, S. Dak.; Montevallo, Ala.; Putnam, Conn.: De- 
catur, III.: Pocahontas, Ark.; Portsmouth, N. II., and Macon, 
Ala., against bill S. 5221, to restrict the practice of osteopathy 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEDE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Ilooker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of N. C. Tankersley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William C. Berlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of Allensyille Council, No. 
133, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restric- 
tion of Immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of certain volunteer ollicers of 
the United States Navy during the war of the rebellion, asking 
certain rank and pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of the Central Trades Council of 
Mobile, Ala., against ship subsidy—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Asso- 
ciation, for legislation requiring common carriers to use all 
safety appliances on rolling stock, etc.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the State board of 
agriculture of Massachusetts, favoring the suppression of the 
gypsy an brown-tail moth—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Private Commercial School 
Managers’ Association, in favor of a revision of the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of August Harey, against intervention in Kongo 
affairs—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance of 


the United States, against enactment of bill S. 4403 with the 
educational test—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. FOSS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of C. J. 
Francis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 
‘crease of pension to James M. Bailey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Illinois Commandery of the 
Naval and Military Order of the Spanish War, for a ship ade- 
quate for the requirements of Illinois Naval Reserve—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also. petition of the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, for 
the bill S. 5133, limiting hours of service, and bill H. R. 9328, to 
regulate granting of restraining orders—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. Parlett Lloyd, against the clause in Mc- 
Cumber bill (S. 976) prohibiting fees to attorneys and claim 
agents—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Milo B. Stevens & Co., against 
the clause in McCumber bill (S. 976) prohibiting fees to attor- 
neys and claim agents—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Merchant Marine League, 
for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. E 

Also, petition of Milo B. Stevens & Co., against adoption of the 
- no-fee provision of service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of C. W. Gearcow et al., of Niag- 
ara, N. Dak., for amendment of the denaturized alcohol law so 
as to permit of small distilleries—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, for the ship-subsidy bill (S. 529)—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. 
J. L. Boone—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Trades and Labor Council of Vallejo, Cal., 
for settlement of international troubles by the Hague Court of 
Arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of P. R. Pickering et al., against employment of 
Asiatic cooly labor on the Panama Canal—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Robert C. C. 
Smith, of New Britain, Conn., for the Littlefield-Carmack orig- 
inal-package bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of A. G. Spence, John Dillon, 
L. C. Hulit, J. C. Bryant, S. S. Hinitt, J. E. Hough, and H. L. 
Duval, all railway conductors, for bill S. 5133 (the sixteen-hour 
bill)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Omaha Woman’s Club, for investigation 
relative to the industrial condition of women and children—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of William Bachtel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Mr. H. Barley and 13 residents 
of San Francisco, against Japanese and Chinese labor on the 
Panama Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Carl J. Horner, Charles A. 
Hoyle, A. P. Jordan, Stephen Murphy, J. M. Eppenheim, Charles 
Wesley Ahearn, S. Green, Baldwin Coolidge, the C. F. Corey 
Studio Company, the Nolman Photo Company, Frank B. Conlin, 
Odin Frits, Henry H. Pierce, W. H. Partridge, and Luther H. 
Shattuck, against the proposed amendment to the new copy- 
right law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Boston Council of Jewish Women, against 
the “ low-vitality ” or “ poor-physique” clause of the immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Society of Arts, Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology,.for forest reservation in the White Mountains— 

to the Committee on Agriculture. 

. petition of Abraham Rubenstein, Philip Shurdut, the 
Young Men’s Hebrew Association of Boston, Nathan Wanman, 
Harris Sipperstein, Solomon Sacks, Samuel Model, A. 8. Silya, 
Morris Hurwitz, Julius Yaffe, Alfred T. Hurwitz, Louis Gordon, 
Samuel Ruttenberg, Philip Rosenthal, the Federation of Jewish 
Organizations in Masachusetts; Puritan Lodge, I. O. B. A., 
No. 257; Mitchell Freeman; Grand Lodge, I. O. B. A.; J. J. 
Silverman, Abram J. Epstein; Pride of Massachusetts Lodge, 
I. O. E. A.; Carlos Greenberg, David A. Ellis, A. W. Burmen, 
Arthur Williams, Julius Share, the Federation of Jewish 
Charities, W. M. Werner, the United Benevolent Society, and 
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J. E. Straus, against the Gardner-Dillingham bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Beatrice H. Duncan—to the Committee pn Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of the Nebraska house of repre- 
sentatives, for a law to tax incomes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
J. D. Schneider—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
pay R. Klinedinst and Charles Meyers—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. LAMB: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of the 
trustees of Olive Branch Christian Church, of James City 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Maine, for the 
Littlefield bill against shipping intoxicants into prohibition 
States—to the Committee vn the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
T. Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of E. J. B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. J. Berryfield et 
al., of Bradley, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the John B. 
Stetson Company, for an amendment of the denaturized-alcohol 
law so as to permit of small distilleries—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana: Petition of old soldiers of 
Indianapolis, Ind., for the service-pension bill as passed by the 
Senate—to the- Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of the Mail, Hagerstown, Md., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Petition of the Nebraska legislature, 
favoring the enactment of an income tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of the legislature of Kansas, for 
repeal of the duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wakeeney, Kans., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Stacey Hoon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Christian Wag- 
ner, Elisha B. Foor, Henry Brant, Alexander N. Hart, and John 
McCune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Daniel Barks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: Petition of E. R. Symbb & Sons, for 
legislation governing distillation of alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York City, for the artillery reorganization bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the International Seaman’s Union of Amer- 
ica, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, against the 
President’s utterances in his message relative to Japanese in 
said city—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Morris Asinof, against legislation restricting 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natpral- 
ization. 

Also, petition of the National Private Commercial School Man- 
agers’ Association, for revision of the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the State board of agriculture of Massachu- 
setts, for an appropriation to stay the gypsy and brown-tail 
moths—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance of 
the United States, against the immigration bill now in confer- 
ence—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of A. Parlett Lloyd, against 
adoption of the no-fee provision of the service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic - 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Association of Union ex- 
Prisoners of War, for a pension law in behalf of ex-Union pris- 
oners—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association 
of Pennsylvania, for enactment of bill H. R. 4490—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Warren Windham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: Petition of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, for an amendment of Chinese-exclusion laws to prevent 
conflict between such laws and our treaty with China—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of L. S. Holderman, for legisla- 
tion providing for reciprocal demurrage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEBBER: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles B. Spring, of Elyria, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, January 29, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CARTER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

SENATOR FROM KANSAS. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I present the credentials of Hon. 
Charles Curtis, elected by the legislature of Kansas to fill the 
vucaney caused by the resignation of Senator J. R. Burton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The Secretary read the credentials of Charles Curtis, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of Kansas a Senator from that 
State for the unexpired term of J. R. Burton, ending March 3, 
1907; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. LONG. The Senator-elect is present and ready to take 
the oath of office. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will present him- 
self at the Vice-President’s desk and take the oath prescribed 
by law. 

Mr. Curtis was escorted to the Vice-President's desk by Mr. 
Loxe, and the oath prescribed by Jaw having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

CHIPPEWA INDIAN LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a detailed 
report of the Director of the Geological Survey on the drain- 
age survey of lands ceded by the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota which remain unsold and are wet, over- 
flowed, or swampy in character, etc.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers and maps, was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

OHIO RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 23d instant, an indorsement by the Chief 
of Engineers, United States Army, relative to the transmission 
of the report of the special board authorized under the river 
and harbor act of 1905 on the Ohio River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLMENT OF POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate of 
appropriation for inclusion in the Indian appropriation bill for 
expenses incident to making an enrollment of the Pottawatomie 
Indians of Wisconsin, under the requirement of the act of June 
21, 1906, $2,500; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. A 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills: 

S. 3702. An act for the relief of the Gurley Memorial Pres- 
byterian Church, of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 7028. An act for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers Company, 
of Milwaukee, Wis. ; 

S. 7147. An act to amend section 2536 of the Revised Statutes, 
relative to assistant appraisers at the port of New York, and 
further defining their powers, duties, and compensation; 
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S. 7827. An act permitting the building of a railway bridge 
across the Mississippi River in Morrison County, State of Minne- 
sota; and 5 

S. 8014. An act to authorize The National Safe Deposit, Sav- 
ings and Trust Company of the District of Columbia, to change 
its name to that of National Savings and Trust Company. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills with amendments; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: z 

S. 4267. An act to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
near the Government Hospital for the Insane and the Home for 
the Aged and Infirm; 

S. 5698. An act to regulate the practice of veterinary medi- 
cine in the District of Columbia ; 

S. 6338. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act 
to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church of the Diocese of Washington ;” 

S. 6470. An act in relation to the Washington Market Com- 
pany; and : 

S. 7170. An act to amend an act relating to service on for- 
cign corporations, approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the 
District of Columbia.’ ” 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9577) for the 
relief of Charles H. Stockley. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the amendments of the House 
to the joint resolution (S. R. 86) granting an extension of 
time to certain homestead entrymen. : 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 129. An act for the opening of a connecting parkway 
along Piney Branch between Sixteenth street and Rock Creek 
Park, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 9326. An act for the opening of Mills avenue NE. from 
Rhode Island avenue to Twenty-fourth street; 

H. R. 12690. An act to define the term of “ registered nurse” 
and to provide for the registration of nurses in the District of 
Columbia ; 

II. R. 14897. An act to protect the streets of the city of 
Washington ; 

II. R. 17212. An act to amend an act to incorporate the Su- 
preme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias; 

H. R. 21684. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An 
act regulating the retent on contracts with the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved March 21, 1906; 

H. R. 22350. An act to authorize the recorder of deeds of 
the District of Columbia to recopy old records in his office, and 
for other purposes; 

II. R. 23384. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for 
the District of Columbia,’ regulating proceedings for condem- 
nation of land for streets; ” 

H. R. 23830. An act governing the maintenance of stock yards, 
slaughterhouses, and packing houses in the District of Colum- 
bia; 

H. R. 23940. An act for the extension of Albemarle street 
NW., District of Columbia; 

H. R. 23941. An act to amend section 14 of the act approved 
July 29, 1892, entitled “An act for the preservation of the public 
peace and the protection of property within the District of 
Columbia ; ” 

H. R. 24746. An act for free lectures; 

II. R. 24932. An act for the extension of School street NW.; 

II. R. 25013. An act granting to the regents of the University 
of Oklahoma section No. 36, in township No. 9 north, of range 
No. 3 west, of the Indian meridian, in Cleveland County, Okla. ; 
and 

H. J. Res. 231. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell certain hay, straw, and grain at Fort Assinniboine. 

The message further announced that the Ilouse insists upon 
its amendments to the bill (S. 6364) to incorporate the National 
Child Labor Committee, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. TAYLOR of 
Ohio, Mr. Saul. W. Sauru, and Mr. Sims managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 6,000 copies 
of the report of the Postal Commission appointed under the 
provisions of the act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department, approved June 26, 1906, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 549. An act granting a pension to Louis T. Frech; 

S. 1160. An act to correct the military record of John McKin- 
non, alias John Mack; 

S. 1178. An act providing for the resuryey of a township of 
land in Colorado ; 

S. 1879. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo F. 
Harmon; 

8. 2565. 

S. 4350. 


An 


act granting a pension to William P. Parrill; 
An 


act for the relief of Arthur A. Underwood; 


S. 4404. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
B. Boyle; 
S. 4819. An act for the relief of M. A. Johnson: 


S. 5672. 
Murphy ; 

S. 6226. Ar 
Mickler; 

S. 6510. 
Williams ; 

S. 7096. An 
McCullough ; 

S. 7177. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvin L. 
Le Suer, alias James French; 

S. 7827. An act permitting the building of a railway bridge 
across the Mississippi River in Morrison County, State of Min- 
nesota ; 

H. J. Res. 230. Joint resolution continuing the Postal Commis- 
sion until the clese of the present session of Congress; and 

H. J. Res. 231. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell certain hay, straw, and grain at Fort Assinniboine. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the city council of Salt 
Lake City, Utah, praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing a right of way for a boulevard through the Fort Douglas 
Military Reservation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fari- 
bault and Atwater, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the free- 
alcohol law; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the imposition of an income tax; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cherry 
Creek, Poplar Ridge, Corning, and Mahopac Falls, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of 78 citizens of Mos- 
cow, Idaho, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DU PONT. I present a joint resolution of the general 
assembly of Delaware, praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the appointment of Lieut. Col. Harry G. Cavenaugh, 
United States Army, retired, on the retired list of the Army 
with the rank of brigadier-general. I ask that the joint reso- 
lution be read and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 

House joint resolution No, 4. 


Be it resolved by the scnate and house of representatives of the 
State of Delaware in gencral assembly met, That the Congress of the 
United States be requested to pass the necessary legislation that will 
place Lieut. Col, Harry G. Cavenaugh, United States Army, retired, on 
the retired list of the United States Army as a brigadier-general; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be 
presented with a certified copy of this resolution, and that they be 
urgently ested to do all in thelr power to further the object and 
intent of this resolution. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Felix G. 


= 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. 


act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


RICHARD HODGSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Isaac T. PARKER, k 
President of the Senate. 
Approved this the 2ist day of January, A. D. 1907. 
TRESTON LEA, Governor. 
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STATE OF DELAWARE, 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. 


I, Joseph L. Cahall, secretary of state of the State of Delaware, do 
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy 
of house joint resolution No. 4, approved January 21, 1907, as the 
same appears on file in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and official geal, 
at Dover, this 21st day of January, in the year of our Lord 1907. 

SEAL. JOSEPH L. CAHALL, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of sundry citizens of New- 
castle, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the establishment of a fish-hatching and fish-cultural station 
in the county of Newcastle, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of sundry citizens od 
Springranch, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the house of representatives 
of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the imposition of an income tax; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DICK presented petitions of sundry citizens of Alliance, 
Cincinnati, Cleveland, Dayton, Sandusky, Springfield, and 'To- 
ledo, all in the State of Ohio, praying for an investigation into 
the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Capt. William M. Scofield, of 
Cleveland, Ohio; Capt. Worthington Kautzman, of Columbus, 
Ohio; Capt. James J. Erwin, of Florida; Capt. Richard J. Fan- 
ning, of Cleyeland, Ohio; Lieut. Ira J. Morrison, of Columbus, 
Ohio; Lieut. George H. Wood, of Dayton, Ohio, and Lieut. 
Victor J. Bergstrom, of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of 
legislation for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other 
officers of the Philippine Volunteers; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented petitions of sundry business firms of Ash- 
land, Akron, Bryan, Canal Fulton, Canton, Cleveland, Chagrin 
Falls, Columbus, Lancaster, Mansfield, Medina, Piqua, Paines- 
ville, and Sidney, all in the State of Ohio, praying that an ap- 
propriation be made for the construction of a deep waterway 
from the Lakes to the Gulf; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Toledo, Dela- 
ware, New Berlin, Mount Vernon, Bellville, Cleveland, Urbana, 
and Gratiot, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to modify the present postal fraud-order law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry publishers of Cadiz. 
Painesville, Cleveland, Columbus, and Canton, all in the State of 
Ohio, and of sundry publishers of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation increasing the rates of 
postage on second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of the J. T. Wamelink & Sons 
Piano Company and the Gottdiner & Wicht Company, of Cleve- 
land; of the talking-machine stores of Lorain County, and of 
Miller's musical store, of Springfield, all in the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the adoption of certain amendments to 
the present copyright law; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Akron, 
Bellevue, Botkins, Whitstone, Coshocton, Chandon, Winchester, 
Creston, Dresden, Fremont, Greenville, and Hamilton, all in’ 
the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the ruling of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission relative to prohibiting newspa- 
pers from contracting with railroad companies for transporta- 
tion in exchange for advertising; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of L. A. Dozer, of Bucyrus; of 
W. N. Breuner, of Cincinnati; of George M. Edmondson, of 
Cleveland; of A. L. Bowersox, of Dayton; of I. B. Stanton, of 
Findlay; of C. S. Battham, of Norwalk, and of the Lens and 
Brush Club, of Toledo, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against the adoption of a certain amendment to the copyright 
bill relative to the reproduction of photographs in newspapers ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Llano, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Harriet Cooke, of Texas, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Joseph 
V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Columbus, Ky., and a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Middlesboro, Ky., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. PILES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Roy and 
Olympia, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Port 
Orchard, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ostrander, all in the State of Washington, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ` 

Mr. PETTUS presented the petition of Daniel Carroll, of 'Tus- 
caloosa County, Ala., praying for the reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented the petition of John H. Cummins, of Pickens 
County, Ala., praying for the reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 1613) granting a pension to Rebecca L. Price; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7792) 
granting an increase of pension to Maria W. Howe; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chautauqua, 
Cowley, and McPherson counties, all in the State of Kansas, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of the Game Protective As- 
sociation of Virginia, remonstrating against the abolishment of 
the Division of Biological Survey, in the Department of Agri- 
culture; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Clearing House Associa- 
tion, of Norfolk, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation 
for the issue and redemption of national bank guaranteed credit 
notes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, what I am going to say I think 
the entire Senate is interested in. We have now remaining of 
the session two business days in January, twenty-three in Feb- 
ruary, and two in March, in all twenty-seven working days. 
There is not a single one of the appropriation bills that has be- 
come a law. Within these twenty-six or twenty-seven days Con- 
gress will have to appropriate something like $800,000,000 of 
the revenues of the Government in appropriation bills, and not 
one of those bills, as I said, has passed. 

There has never been in my experience a condition where 
these necessary bills are so far behind as this year. There is 
no fault that can be laid to any committee, because as fast as 
the bills are received from the House they are taken up by the 
committees here and reported to this body. The Committee on 
Appropriations had two of these bills lately from the House, 
and within three or four days of the time of receiving them they 
met and considered them and reported them to the Senate. 
There are two of these bills now before the Senate. 

I gave notice yesterday that this morning I would ask the 
Senate at the close of the morning business to take up the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill and get it out of the 
way. I have no more interest nor have the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations any more interest in haying this 
necessary business done than every other Senator. But the 
Committee on Appropriations and the other committees having 
charge of the appropriation bills are met by propositions that 
consume all the time. We can not get these bills before the 


Senate. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] has con- |: 


sumed, to the pleasure and profit of the Senate, the best of two 
days and wants another day. I find on looking at the Recorp 
that to-day has been substantially confiscated by a unanimous- 
consent agreement of the Senate that when the Senator from 
Indiana is through, not that an appropriation bill shall be taken 
up, but that the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter] shall pro- 
ceed to further instruct and please the Senate by another speech. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that by these 
unanimous-consent agreements the appropriation bills are left in 
the rear. I am powerless. I can not for one be here always 
because of the business of the Committee on Appropriations; 


I am a large part of the day in the committee room; neither can 
the chairman nor any member of the committee always be here 
to preyent such unanimous-consent agreements. I do not like, 
and no Senator likes, to be disagreeable and interfere with Sena- 
tors who desire to speak, but the business must be done. Yes- 
terday morning the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER], in charge of an important bill, ventured to suggest that 
possibly legislation is of more importance than speech making, 
but I doubt very much whether the Senate would agree to that 
proposition. 

I am inclined and I am tempted to say that, not being able 
to be here and the members of the Committee on Appropriations 
not being able to be here at all times, I can not be bound here- 
after, for one, by any unanimous-consent agreement that the 
time of the Senate shall be taken up when appropriation bills 
are ready. : 

I think it is proper to make this statement so that Senators 
will realize the danger we are in, with only some twenty-five 
working days and not a single appropriation bill passed. It is 
absolutely necessary that they should be passed, and some of 
them involve matters that will give rise to quite extensive de- 
bate. We ought to take them up. 

There is one remedy, and we shall soon have to resort to it. 
I hope Senators will bear that in mind. I thought of moving 
that the Senate would to-day take a recess from 6 o’clock to 8, 
in order to attend to business, or if the making of speeches is 
of more importance than that, to listen to speeches and get rid 


‘of some of the things that are blocking the way. But I do not 


think it would be hardly fair, in view of the convenience of 
Senators, to do that for to-night, but I think to-morrow, unless 
the appropriation bills are considered and proceeded with, I or 
the chairman or any other member of the committee will move 
for a night session. We shall soon be confronted with a con- 
dition where it will be necessary to have frequent night ses- 
sions, night after night, for Senators must remember that not 


one of these great bills has yet been before the Senate, except 


the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

I have thought it proper to lay this statement before the Sen- 
ate and to appeal to the Senate to stand by the Committee on 
Appropriations and the other great committees that have charge 
of appropriation bills in getting them out of the way. If not, 
we will run into what we did not last year, because there we were 
at liberty to extend the session. We will run into the 4th of 
March and be in danger of being called together in extra 
session. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to say only one 
word after what the Senator from Maine has said. In common 
with the whole Senate I very heartily agree with him, and I 
want to thank the Senator personally for his courtesy and kind- 
ness in not invoking the rule which gives the appropriation bills 
the right of way to-day, if he wishes to do so. 

I wish to say in reference to my own speech that, first of all, 
it has not been a speech. It has been a presentation of certain 
evidence and a reference to certain laws on a matter of very 
great public consequence that is before the Senate and the 
country. 5 

Furthermore, I call the Senator's attention to the fact that, 
so far as I am concerned, up to last Wednesday I had not occu- 
pied one moment of the time of the Senate at the present 
session. I think fully half of the time of the Senate has been 
taken up with a discussion of the Brownsville affair. Even in 
this ease I had given notice of making my remarks to the Sen- 
ate two weeks ago, and I did not do it at the request of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dotttver], who is the chairman of the. 
committee having the bill in charge, and who was necessarily 
absent. After that there was the death of a member of this 
body and other things that interfered, which ran this matter 
over. The Senator will remember that the day when I ex- 
pected to take the floor the appropriation bill was consid- 
ered— 

Mr. HALE. I am interested in what the Senator is saying. 
The Senator from Indiana will bear in mind that I do not pro- 
pose to interfere with him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. I say I heartily agree with every 
word the Senator has said. I only want to call attention to the 
fact that the rather extended remarks which I am submitting 
are due to the importance of laying the full facts before the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I hope I shall be able later in the day to get up 
one of the appropriation bills. I shall try to do so. ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator 
for his kindness. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ï am directed by the Committee on Com- 

merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7760) to authorize the 
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Albany Railroad Bridge Company or the Chicago and North- 
westera Railway Company to reconstruct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River, to report it favorably with amendments, and 
I submit a report thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 2, to strike out all of section 2 in the following words: 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the objects of 
this act said Albany Railroad Bridge Company or said Chicago and 
Northwestern Railway Company, and their successors and assigns, may 
receive, purchase, and also acquire by lawful appropriation and con- 
demnation in the States of Illinois and Iowa, upon making proper com- 
pensation, to be ascertained according to the laws of the State within 
which the same is located, real and personal property and rights of 
property, and may make any and every use of the same necessary and 
proper for the enlargement of said existing bridge or for the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of the new bridge and approaches, 
consistently with the laws of the United States and of said States, 
respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3 (2) on page 2, line 20, 
after the word “ That,” to strike out the words “ the privileges 
conferred hereunder shall cease” and insert “this act shall be 
null and yoid;” so as to read: 

That this act shall be null and void unless the work of enlarging or 
replacing said bridge is begun within two years and is completed within 
five years from the date of the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The sections will be renumbered to 
correspond with the section stricken out. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


IMMIGRATION STATION AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. I am directed by the Committee on Im- 
migration, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7247) to provide for 
the establishment of an immigrant station at New Orleans, in 
the State of Louisiana, and the erection in said city, on a site to 
be selected for said station, of a public building, to report it 
fayorably with amendments, and I submit a report thereon. 

Mr. MeENERV. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill just reported from the Committee on Immigration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Immigration was, 
in section 1, line 9, to strike out the words “ Secretary of the 
Treasury ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Government of 
the United States ;” so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to establish an immigration station at the city of New Or- 
leans, in the State of Louisiana; and to cause to be erected on a site to 
be selected a public building to temporarily accominodate and care 
for immigrants arriving at said city: Provided, That the land and dock 


room necessary for said station and building be transferred to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States free of any cost to the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 1, line 12, to 
strike out the words “out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“which sum shall be paid from the permanent appropriation for 
expenses of regulating immigration.” 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. s 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ` 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7773) for the relief of George M. Stack- 
house, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 


and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was, 


agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 18895) to correct the naval record of Michael 
Sheehan ; 

A bill (II. R. 5651) for the relief of William H. Beall; 

A bill (H. R. 14634) for the relief of George H. Chase; 

* A bill (H. R. 18380) to complete the nayal record of Charles 
W. Held; and phonies 


A bill (S. 7163) to correct the naval record of Alfred Bur- 
gess. 

Mr. MILLARD, from the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 
reported an amendment proposing to appropriate $1,500, to pay 
George R. Butlin, J. B. Haynes, and Ernst H. Djureen $500 
each for services rendered in the preparation of an analytical 
index to testimony taken before the Senate Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6906) to provide 
for the incorporation of banks within the District of Columbia, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a’ report thereon. 

Mr, KITTREDGE, from the Committee on Patents, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 8190) to consolidate 
and revise the acts respecting copyright; which was read twice 
by its title. 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I am also directed by the committee to 
ask that 2,000 additional copies of the bill be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9877) for the relief of James P. Barney, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 19312) to authorize the Mingo-Martin 
Coal Land Company to construct a bridge across Tug Fork of 
Big Sandy River at or near mouth of Wolf Creek, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7894) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Mercantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge oyer the Mo- 
nongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the borough of 
North Charleroi, Washington County, to a point in Rostraver 
Township, Westmoreland County,” approved March 14, 1904, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 24109) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Rail- 
way Company to construct sundry bridges across the Tug Fork 
of the Big Sandy River, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was recommitted 
the bill (H. R. 23218) to authorize the Kentucky and West Vir- 
ginia Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork 
of Big Sandy River at or near Williamson, in Mingo County, 
W. Va., to a point on the east side of said river in Pike County, 
Ky., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21197) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,“ ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, by extending the provisions of the first 
section thereof to the port of Brunswick, Ga,, to report it fa- 
yorably without amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel constrained to object to any unani- 
mous consent being given in the present condition of the public 
business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
wer- referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7741) waiving the age limit for admission to 
the Pay Corps of the United States Navy in the case of Pay 
Clerk Walter Delafield Bollard, United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 18007) to authorize the appointment of Acting 
Asst. Surg. Julian Taylor Miller, United States Navy, as an as- 
sistant surgeon in the United States Navy ; 

A bill (S. 6447) to authorize the appointment of Acting Asst. 
Surg. George R. Plummer, United States Navy, as an assistant 
surgeon in the United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 22291) to authorize the reappointment of Harry 
MeL, P. Huse as an officer of the line in the Navy. 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2400) to correct the naval record of 
Peter H. Brodie, alias Patrick Torbett, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


The Chair 


Objection is made and the bill will 
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bill (H. R. 7676) authorizing the appointment of Allen V. Reed, 
now a captain on the retired list of the Navy, as a commodore 
on the retired list of the Navy, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. £ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (S. 264) to correct the naval record of Charles Specht, 
alias Charles Spaert ; and 

A bill (S. 1651) to correct the nayal record of John Linsay. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (H. R. 15434) to regulate appeals in 
criminal prosecutions, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report- thereon. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7812) to amend section 591 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to the assignment 
of district judges to perform the duties of a disabled judge, re- 
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon ; 

A bill (II. R. 6417) for the relief of T. J. H. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 9132) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Benjamin F. Pettit; 

A bill (H. R. 9131) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Charles D. Southerlin ; 

A bill (H. R. 10595) for the relief of Nye & Schneider Com- 
pany ; 

A bill (H. R. 9289) for the relief of the Mitsui Bussan Kaisha ; 

A bill (H. R. 6418) for the relief of T. B. Stackhouse, a deputy 
collector of internal revenue for the district of South Carolina 
during the fiscal year 1894 and 1895; and 

A bill (H. R. 10015) for the relief of the estate of Capt. 
Charles E. Russell, deceased. 


SENATORS FROM OREGON AND KANSAS. 


Mr. KEAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to 
the Hon. John M. Gearin the sum of $83.35, and to the Hon. A. W. 
Benson the sum of $83.33, being the compensation of Senators of the 
United States for six days, January 23 to 28, 1907, during which they 
served as Senators from the States of Oregon and Kansas, respectively. 

Mr. KEAN subsequently, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the foregoing resolution, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 8191) relating to home- 
stead entries in, certain cases; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 8192) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Frederick <A. 
Noeller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8193) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward E. Brown; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 8194) to amend the mining 
laws of the Philippine Islands; which was read twice by its 
title, 

Mr. LODGE. 
tary of War, which I ask may be printed as a document and 
referred with the bill to the Committee on the Philippines. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire also to say that the amendments to the 
existing law are printed in red ink, and I should Jike to have 
the bill printed so as to show the changes proposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be printed so as to in- 
dicate the changes made in the existing mining law. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8195) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Asa E. Swasey; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 8196) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael J. Geary; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 8197) granting an increase 
of pension to Arabella J. Farrell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (S. 8198) for the relief of the 


I submit with the bill a letter from the Secre- | 


heirs of John D. Clemson: which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 8199) granting 
to the various States the lands owned by the United States 
within the limits thereof; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 8200) to provide for an an- 
nual appropriation for branch agricultural experiment stations, 
and regulating. the expenditures therefor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 8201) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Clara A. Keeting; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 8202) granting an 
increase of pension to Manuel R, Sanchez; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 8203) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Hardy A. Brew- 
ington, administrator of Raiford Brewington, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8204) granting a pension to Delphine F. Wright; and 

A bill (S. 8205) granting a pension to Martha E. Doebler 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 8206) for the relief of 
Elmore A, McKenna, late captain, United States Volunteer Sig- 
nal Corps; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 8207) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Peter Wedeman; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HANSBROUGIL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8208) 
authorizing the extension of Park place NW.: which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr, FULTON introduced a bill (S. 8209) granting an increase 
of pension to Ashley White; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 2 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 8210) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Martin; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 8211) for the relief of the 
Medical College of Alabama, of Mobile, Ala.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S, 8212) granting a pension 
to Azelia Mittag; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 8213) to authorize the St. 
Louis Electric Bridge Company, a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Illinois, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 8214) granting a pension 
of James Bowman; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ? 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McCREARY submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $2,000 to pay Mattie R. West, widow of Robert R. 
West, late deputy auditor of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
being six months’ salary at the rate he was receiving at the time 
of his death, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS submitted an amendment intended to be pré- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill: 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordere’1 
to be printed. 7 

Mr. NELSON submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were 5 to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
print 
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BLOCK-SIGNAL SYSTEMS AND APPLIANCES. 
Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas on June 30, 1906, Congress passed a joint resolution direct- 
ing the Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate and report on 
block-signal systems and appliances for the automatic control of rail- 


road trains, directing an investigation and report on the use of and ne- 
cessity for block-signal systems and appliances for the automatic con- 
trol of railway trains in the United States; and 

Whereas such investigation and report was directed in the interest 
of protecting human life and preventing accidents on railway trains: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and is 
hereby, directed— 

5 First. Pps inform the Senate to what extent said investigation has 
een made. 

Second. To transmit to the Senate such information as the Commis- 
sion may have acquired on this subject. x 

Third. To inform the Senate whether it is wise to require railway 
companies to equip themselves with the automatic block-signal system. 

Fourth. What length of time would be required to put in operation 
such ager and the probable cost of the same. 

Fifth. The number of deaths caused by accidents on railroads during 
the years 1900, 1901, 1902. 1903, 1904, 1905, and 1906, and to what 
extent, if any, the death rate can be diminished by the adoption of the 
automatic block-signal system. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Larra, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts and joint reso- 
lutions : 

On January 23: 

S. R. 80. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish two 3-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, with 
their carriages, limbers, and accessories, to the State of South 
Dakota. 

On January 24: 

S. 1236. An act to authorize payment to the Henry Philipps 
Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to, and ac- 
cepted by, the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 


S. 1344. An act for the relief of John M. Burks; and 

S. 4975. An act giving the consent of Congress to an agree- 
ment or compact entered into between the State of New Jersey 
and the State of Delaware respecting the territorial limits and 
jurisdiction of said States. 

On January 25: 

8. 350. An act for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Sierra, 
deceased ; 

S. 1648. An act for the relief of the Hoffman Engineering and 
Contracting Company: 

S. 1933. An act for the relief of George T. Pettengill, lieuten- 
ant, United States Navy; ` 

S. 2262. An act for the relief of Pay Director E. B. Rogers, 
United States Navy; 

S. 2964. An act for the relief of the L. S. Watson Manufactur- 
ing Company, of Leicester, Mass.; 

S. 3574. An act for the relief of John H. Potter; 

S. 3581. An act providing for the payment to the New York 
Marine Repair Company, cf Brooklyn, N. Y., of the cost of the 
repairs to the steamship Lindesfarne, necessitated by injuries 
received from being fouled by the U. S. Army transport Crook 
in May, 1900; 

S. 3820. An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler ; 

S. 3923. An act to reorganize and to increase the efficiency of 
the artillery of the United States Army ; 

S. 4926. An act for the relief of Etienne De P. Bujac; 

S. 4948. An act for the relief of W. A. McLean; 

S. 5675. An act for the relief of Maj. Seymour Howell, United 
States Army, retired; 

S. R. 13. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
award the Congressional medal of honor to Roe Reisinger ; 

S. 319. An act to reimburse Abram Johnson, formerly post- 
master at Mount Pleasant, Utah; J 

S. 505. An act for the relief of Jacob Livingston & Co.; 

S. 538. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader; 

S. 1109. An act for the refund of certain tonnage duties; 

S. 1668. An act for the relief of the administrator of the es- 
tate of Gotlob Groezinger ; 

S. 2724. An act for the relief of Delia B. Stuart, widow of 
John Stuart; 

S. 5446. An act for the relief of John Hudgins; 

S. 6166. An act for the relief of Edwin S. Hall; 

S. 6299. An act for the relief of Pollard & Wallace; and 

S. 6898. An act concerning licensed officers of vessels. 

On January 26: 

S. 4348. An act for the relief of Augustus Trabing; 

S. 4860. An act for the relief of Peter Fairley; 

S. 1218. An act for the relief of Louise Powers McKee, admin- 
istratrix ; and 


S. 4563. An act to prohibit corporations from making money 
contributions in connection with political elections. 

On January 28: . 

S. 2368. An act for the relief of the Postal Telegraph Cable 
Company ; 

S. 503. An act to reimburse James M. McGee for expenses in- 
curred in the burial-of Mary J. De Lange; and 

S. 4423. An act providing for the donation of obsolete cannon, 
with their carriages and equipments, to the University of Idaho. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

H. R. 129. An act for the opening of a connecting parkway 
along Piney Branch, between Sixteenth street and Rock Creek 
Park, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 9326. An act for the epening of Mills ayenue NE. from 
Rhode Island avenue to Twenty-fourth street: 

H. R. 12690. An act to define the term of “registered nurse” 
and to provide for the registration of nurses in the District of 
Columbia ; 

i 55 R. 14897. An act to protect the streets of the city of Wash- 
ngton ; 

H. R. 21684. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled 
“An act regulating the retent on contracts with the District of 
Columbia,” approved March 21, 1906; 

H. R. 22350. An act to authorize the recorder of deeds of 
the District of Columbia to recopy old records in his office, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 23384. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled An act to establish a code of law for 
the District of Columbia,’ regulating proceedings for condemna- 
tion of land for streets“ 

H. R. 23830. An net governing the maintenance of stock yards, 
3 and packing houses in the District of Colum- 

ay 

H. R. 23940. An act for the extension of Albemarle street 
NW., District of Columbia ; 

II. R. 23941. An act to amend section 14 of the act approved 
July 29, 1892, entitled “An act for the preservation of the public 
peace and the protection of property within the District of 
Columbia: 

II. R. 24746. An act for free lectures; 

II. R. 24932. An act for the extension of School street NW.; 

II. R. 17212. An act to amend an act to. incorporate the Su- 
preme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and 

H: R. 25013. An act granting to the regents of the University 
of Oklahoma section No. 36, in township No. 9 north, of range 
No. 3 west, of the Indian meridian, in Cleveland County, 
Okla., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


RELIEF OF STOCK NEAR FORT ASSINNIBOINE. 


Mr. CARTER. The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 231) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to sell certain hay, straw, and 
grain at Fort Assinniboine, which has just come to the Senate 
from the House presents an emergency case, and I desire 
briefly to state the facts. 

The joint resolution proposes to grant to the Secretary of 
War the right to sell certain hay and fodder at Fort Assin- 
niboine reservation to the owners of stock. By the recent storm 
a very large number of cattle have been driven against the 
fences on this reseryation. A Member of the House states that 
fifteen to twenty thousand head of cattle are now on the edge 
of the reservation in a state of starvation. The Government 
has a surplus of hay at that point, and the joint resolution 
proposes to authorize the Secretary of War to sell that surplus 
to the stockmen for the preservation of the stock. 

I have consulted a majority, I believe, of the members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and with their assent I ask 
that the joint resolution may be laid before the Senate and that 
it may now be put upon its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint reso- 
lution, which will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 


Resotred, cte., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to cause to be sold within the next three months to the citi- 
zens of Montana, at its actual cost to the United 3 e. 
or domestie 


By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
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amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 
EMPLOYMENT OF CHILD LABOR. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the bill (II. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of child labor 
in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill indicated by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, valuable as time is, and 
anxious as I am to continue and conclude, I purpose to take 
five minutes for the reading of some additional definite affidavits 
respecting certain States, from which affidavits have not been 
presented. In doing this, I wish to state to the Senate that they 
are only samples of a large number of others, all to like effect. 
Since I can read them very much more quickly than the Secre- 
tary can read them, I shall read them myself. 

I call the particular attention of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cararack] as well as that of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Truman] to the first affidavit which I shall read al- 
though it has already been introduced. It will stand another 
reading, and many readings. It is as follows: 

UNITED STATES or AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 

1 appeared before me this day A. J. McKelway, who on 
oath says that in December, 1905, he was on board a train going from 
Knoxville, Tenn., to Spartanburg, S. C.; that he saw on board the train 
an immigration agent of an immigration association of South Carolina, 
who was in charge of a company of about fifty people bound for the 
cotton mills of South Carolina, whom the agent had induced to leave 
their homes in western Tennessee; that the agent told him that he 
had made seven “shipments ” of these people for the cotton mills from 
Newport, Tenn., averaging fifteen to the „shipment; that seven more 
“shipments” had gone from Cleveland, Tenn., that there were several 
agents at work besides himself, and that he had shipped personally 
about 500 people to the cotton mills; that he, A. J. Mekelwax, talked 
with some of the children in the company; that Harrison Swan said 
that he was “ going on” 10 years of age and was going to work in the 
Four Mills, at Greenville, S. C.; that Charley Matthews and a little 
fellow with him of the same size said that they were about 9 years of 
age and were going to work in the mills; that the agent told him that 
there were a plenty of children 6 and 8 and 10 years of age in the 
South Carolina mills, because their parents lied about their ages; that 
in the summer of 1905 the Rev. Mr. Abernethy, a Methodist minister 
living at Clyde, in western North Carolina, tol him, A. J. McKelway, 
that 1,500 people had taken the train at Clyde for the South Carolina 
cotton mills during the preceding year. 

A. J. McKetway. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
[SEAL] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 

I also call the attention of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] to the following affidavit: 

UNITED STATES or AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 

Personally appeared before me A. J. McKelway, who, on oath, says 
that on May 21, 1905, accompanied by a friend of his, he visited the 
Exposition Mills of Atlanta. The day being Sunday, the children were 
not at work in the mill; that the names and ages of the followin 
children were secured from their testimony as to their own ages an 
the ages of their companions who were at work in the mill: That John 
Chitwood says he was 10 years old on March 1, and had been working 
in the mill about two years; Ernest Eton, 13 on May 6, and had been 
working for two years; Lily Chitwood, 9 years old, and had been 
working about one year; Maggie Parr, is 11 years old, and had been 
working in the mill two years; L. S. Sharpton, 13 years old, and had 
been working in the mill one and one-half years; Clyde Kennington, 10 
years old, and had just begun to work in the mill; Noah McWilliams, 
14 years old, and worked in the mill; Willie Jones, 9 years of age, and 
had been working nine months; Will Moony, 12 years old, and had been 
at work in the mill three years; Liz Kelly, 9, and worked in the mill; 
that Grover Warren was a little girl 7 years old, who had been working 
in the mill for five months; that Harper Fortner was 10 years old, and 
had been working in the mill about two years; that Horeb Dodson, 8 
3 old, had been working in the mill about three months; that Earl 

word. about 8 years of age, had been working in the mill six months; 
that Clif Torbush. about 10 years oid, had been working in the mill 
about two years; that Ned Chandler, 9 years of age, had been working 
in the mill about two years; that Clarence Carson, 9 years old, had 
been working in the mill 8 months, and that his father beat him if he 
did not work; that Jambo Parker, 9 years old, had been working in the 
mill nine months; that Pearl Southerland, about 8 years of age, had 
been working in the miil six months; that Fred Jeter, 9 years old, had 
been working in the mill six months; that Susie Simms, about 10 years 
of age, had been working in the mill for four months; that Son Bald- 
win, about 9, had been working in the mill about eight months; that 
Arthur Stewart, about 8 years of age, had been working for about six 
months; that Oscar Sells was not over 8 years old, and that he and 
his younger brother, Jack, worked in the mill; that Orbert Dodson, 9 
years old, had been working in the mill some time; that Mary Owen, 8 
years old, was at work in the mill; that Vivian Fortinberry, 8 years 
old. had been working in the mill for one week. y 

That he, A. J. MeKelway, was informed by one of the stockholders 


of the Exposition Cotton Mills, in 1906, that a dividend of 4 
ut 11 een recently declared, and that this was not an ede 
vidend. 


° A. J. MCKELWAY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
{SEAL.] 5 EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 
Those were the mills that were employing children 6 and 7 
years old. This is the “isolated” abuse by the best people,” 
with whom the Senator from Georgia is on such loving terms. 
I further call the attention of the Senator from Georgia to 


the two following affidavits, merely because the statement was 
made yesterday that the great mass of testimony presented was 
only as to “sporadic” and occasional“ instances: 
UNITED States or AMERICA, District of Columbia, 88: 

Personally appeared before me, a notary public. A. J. Mekelwax, who, 


on oath, says that the Gate City Cotton Mills and the Ex sition Cotton 
Mills, mentioned in other affidavits, signed by A. J. cKelway, are 
members of the Georgia Industrial Association, and were under the 
obligations of an agreement— 


This is the “gentlemen’s agreement,’ to which I referred 
yesterday— 


not to employ children under 12 years of age unless they were orphans 
or the children of dependent parents or could read and write or had 
attended school the preceding year, and not to employ children under 
12 years of age under any circumstances; that Mr. Samuel A er, 
president of the Gate City Cotton Mills was made chairman of an in- 
vestigating committee to discover whether there were any children 
in the Georgia cotton mills employed in violation of the said agree- 
ment, which had been made by the manufacturers in lieu of legisla- 
tion; that Mr. Charles Tuller, one of the officials of the Exposition 
Cotton Mills, challenged in the public poe the citation of any instance 
of the violation of these rules; and that in spite of this agreement of 
the manufacturers not to employ children as specified, it was a matter 
of common knowledge that the agreement was violated in a large 
number of the cotton mills. 
A. J. McKetway. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23d day of February, 1907. 
[SEAL] HERBERT A. GILL, 
Notary Public, Washington, D. C. 

Here are two others [exhibiting] ; but I wish to hasten, and 
shall not now stop to read tbem. They are only samples, Mr. 
President and Senators, of a large number of others which 
prove that this is the universal and not the “isolated” case. 

Now I call the attention of the Senator from Virginia to the 
following -affidavit : 

UNITED STATES or AMERICA, District of Columbia: 

Personally appeared before me, a notary public, F. C. Roberts, who 
on oath says that in February, 1906, he was in Winchester, Vr., in 
the interests of organized labor, and that he went at the noon hour 
to a large woolen mill and a knitting mill in Winchester, and that 
he saw the operatives coming out of the mills for their midday meal: 
that there were a large number of children employed under 14 and 
quite a number under 12, to all appearances; that at the same hour 
a large number of negro children— 


I wish to call the attention of Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber to this statement. It is the affidavit to which I 
called attention yesterday, which shows that whereas the children 
of the white working class of the South are going into the mills, 
the children of the negroes are going into the schools. So he 
goes on to state that at the same hour when he saw these white 
children coming out of the mill, he saw a large number of negro 
children coming out of a large negro school. 


at the same hour a large number of negro children came out of a large 
negro school near by for recess; and that the contrast was noticeable 
the particular that the negro children were playing and snowballing 
each other on their way home, while the white children employed in the 
mills were hurrying with anzious faces to their lunch, so as to return 
to the mill in time; and that he found the same conditions to exist in 
> nume of towns in the South where textile establishments were 
ocnted. 
F. C. ROBERTS. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 26th dax of January, 1907. 

ISEAL. ] > Wa A. EASTERDAY, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


There is one way to solve the race question—keep the white 
children in the schools as well as the negroes. I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN], who 
has so valiantly defended the law of that State and attacked 
any method of stopping the evil all over the country, to the 
following affidavit, and will supply any number of additional 
ones that may be demanded: 

NORTH CAROLINA. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, a notary public, F. C. Roberts, who 
on oath says that in March, 1906, being in Salisbury, N. C., represent- 
ing the American Federation of Labor, he visited a cotton mill on the 
outside of the town, called, to the best of his knowledge and belief, the 
“ Salisbury cotton mills;“ that he went through these mills and noted 
carefully the size and ages of the employees; that there were very few 
adults employed in the mills; that in the spinning department 90 per 
cent of the employees were children from 7 to 12 years of age, to all 
appearances; that these children were compelled to work at and about 
machinery dangerous to life and limb; that many of them had lost a 
finger or two from the machinery that they were compelled to handle, 
and that several of them had bandaged fingers; that one of the chil- 
dren, when asked how long they worked, said that they were compelled 
to work cleren hours a day; that in appearance they were pallid 
faced, hollow chested, and with emaciated limbs; that one of the ehil- 
dren. when asked if they ever attended school, said that the only 
chance they had was at night. 

F. C. ROBERTS. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 26th day of January, 1907. 

[SEAL] X Wat. A. EASTERDAY, 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Who is it that makes that affidavit? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The affidavit states that it was “sub- 
scribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of January, 1906,” 
and it is signed by F. C. Roberts. 


aoe OVERMAN. Can the Senator tell me who F. C. Roberts 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. I think F. C. Roberts is the man 
who made the same affidavit concerning the cotton mill over in 
Virginia that I have referred to. 

Mr. OVERMAN. But who is F. C. Roberts, I should like to 
know? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will find out. 

Mr. OVERMAN. You introduce him here as a witness. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ido. And further the Senator has asked 
me a question, and he must keep still until I answer it. 

F. C. Roberts, as I understand, is a representative of the 
American Federation of Labor. I think in fact he says he repre- 
sents the American Federation of Labor and that he went upon 
that business for the investigation of this cotton mill. I will 
say to the Senator further that I think the Senator is pretty 
well acquainted with Dr. A. J. McKelway. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He is a citizen of your own State. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Does he make that affidavit? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; he does not; but he makes some 
other affidavits, and if I had more time this morning I would 
present a large number of them. I shall, anyhow, under the 
head of law violations, to which I referred yesterday. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Did Doctor McKelway make any aflidavit 
in reference to that mill? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Here is one, and I think—— 

Mr. OVERMAN rose. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will pardon me a minute, 
I think I have some in my committee room. ; 

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to state that I know something 
about this mill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go ahead. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It is located in my own town, and I do not 
believe at the present time—I do not know the date of that affi- 
davit as to when that happened—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In March, 1906. 

Nr. OVERMAN. I do not believe there is a word of truth in 
it. I have been at that mill, but I do not have any interest in 
it. I have never seen or heard of any such conditions. I think 
it is one of the best conducted mills in the country. I know 
they haye one of the most beautiful school buildings and a fine 
school there carried on by the factory. The superintendent is 
an elder in the Presbyterian Church, and one of the best men 
I think I have ever known in my life, who has been yery care- 
ful with the children. It is his rule to see that all those chil- 
dren who work in the mill are educated. If all of the affidavits 
offered by the Senator are as exaggerated as this I shall have 
good reason to doubt them all. I hope this is not the character 
of them all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can not permit the Senator, in view of 
the time at my disposal, to take any more of my time. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Indiana declines 
to yield further. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator wants to make a speech, 
I do decline; but if he wants to ask a question I will answer it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Iam not going to make a speech. I am just 
stating what I know about that particular mill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator may do so in his own time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana objects 
to further interruption. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer any question, but I can 
not yield, in view of the length of time at my disposal, for a 
speech to be inserted in the midst of my remarks. 

I wish to state further in this connection, since this has been 
questioned, that he says “to the best of his knowledge and belief ” 
it is the Salisbury Cotton Mills, and I have no doubt it is the 
Salisbury Cotton Mills. But Mr. Roberts says he does not 
know; he believes so. But no matter what the name of the mill 
is. Mr. Roberts saw these children and swears to it; there’s no 
mistake about the children, and that is the important thing. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I did not hear the Senator. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am talking as loud as I can. The Sena- 


tor must pay more attention, because I must get on. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am trying to pay attention. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say further, as I have said two or 
three times before, that any amount of sworn testimony that 
Senators call for will be furnished as this debate proceeds. 
Notwithstanding the enormous amount which I have, I can 
say to the Senator that what I have presented is only the be- 
ginning. 

That was an affidavit as to North Carolina. Now I present 
one on Alabama conditions: : 
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ALABAMA. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, 88: 


Personally SET before me A. J. 8 who on oath poyn 
that in the fall of 1905 he visited a mill in Alabama whose name he 
prefers not to give; that he saw at least thirty children in the spin- 
ning room of that mill who seemed to be under 12 years of age; that 
one little girl testified to being 9 years of age, and that she was con- 
siderably larger than many children who were seen at work in that mill. 
A. J. MCKELWAY, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
ILSEAL. ] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


And another, on South Carolina conditions: 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, a notary B ars A. J. Mekelway, who 
on oath says that during the month of April, 1905, he, in papens with 
Mr. Edward T. Devine, Mr. V. B. se & of New York, and others, visited 
the Olympia cotton mills at Columbia, S. C., under a former manage- 
ment; that he saw a large number of children at work, in the spin- 
ning room especially, and some in the weaving department; that there 
were at least lifty children in the spinning room who appeared to be 
under 12 years of age; that one little girl told him that she was 
8 years of age, and judging from the comparative sizes there were sev- 
eral children not over 6 years of age. 
. A. J. MCKELWAY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 
[SBAL.] cpGAr L, CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia, 


And still another, on Florida conditions: 
FLORIDA. 
UNITED States OF AMERICA, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, a notary public, A. J. McKelway, 
who on oath says that in March, 1905, he visited some of the cigar 
factories of Tampa, Fla. ; that the number of young children employed 
in these factories was small as compared to the number in cotton mills 
but that at least twenty children were seen who seemed to be 13 
gos pa and under and double that number who seemed to be 
under 14. 

A. J. MCKELWAY, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1907. 


[SEAL.] EDGAR L. CORNELIUS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


Mr. President, I hold in my band a large number of similar 
affidavits, and I will say to the Senator from North Carolina 
that I had handed me—and I have now in my office and will 
insert in the Recorp—a statement of the mill owners of North 
Carolina before the committee of the legislature of that State 
in resisting what is known as the McKelway bill at the last 
legislature, in which resistance they were successful. 

[These affidavits here referred to are inserted under the head 
of “ Nonenforcement of State laws“ in an earlier portion of 
Senator Breveripce’s remarks.J 

Mr. OVERMAN rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment. I shall, if this 
debate goes on, put in the Recorp a statement by the authorities 
themselves—the labor commission—showing that mill owner 
after mill owner said he thought children under 12 years of age 
ought to be employed. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do, for a question. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am not denying any of the facts contained 
in the affidavits, because I know nothing about them, except one 
affidavit as to a mill in the town in which I live, the facts re- 
garding which are within my own knowledge. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has said that twice. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Therefore I do not want the Senator to re- 
fer me to other testimony that may be introduced, but if all 
the affidavits are like the affidavits produced there I have some 
doubt about them, although I admit the evil. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has impressed that upon the 
minds of the Senate by repeated statements; so it is between 
the Senator, now, and the people who make the affidavits. 

THE NATIONAL CHILD-LABOR COMMITTEE. 

I wish to say right here something that the Senator can bear 
me out in. Three of these affidavits and many others are made 
by Dr. A. J. McKelway. I think his residence is in North Caro- 
lina. He is a southern man and fs the publisher of a paper 
called The Presbyterian.” He is a young man. He is the 
agent or in the employ of the National Child Labor Committee. 
It is because of this and because of his enthusiasm in this 
work—and as to his character and standing and purity and 
truthfulness and great ability every Senator from the South can 
testify—that he has made these investigations and these affida- 
vits. 

Mr. President, it is appropriate here to say that the National 
Child Labor Committee has done more than all other forces in 
this country to stop this evil. For years it has been at work. 
Its members are not sentimentalists, they are practical men of 
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affairs. They include such business men as Isaac Seligman, 
the eminent New York financier; Mr. Warburg, of Kuhn, Loeb 
& Co.; men like Mr. Macy, of New York. They include such 
scholars and publicists as Doctor Lindsey, Dr. Felix Adler, 
and Mr. Devine, whose names are known to the entire country 
and to the entire educational world. 

THE KIND OF MEN WHO SUPPORT THIS BILL. 

Some of those men, Mr. President, as I said the other day, 
are the most ardent and certainly and without doubt the most 
learned “ State rights” men in this Republic. Dr. Felix Alder 
is an example, and yet years of study and years of investigation 
have convinced them that it is impossible for the States, acting 
separately, to stop these evils. 

The new law of Georgia would never have been passed, the 
one in North Carolina would never have been passed, but for 
the activity of this great, splendid, militant organization of 
righteousness called the National Child-Labor Committee. The 
executive committee of this great organization, Mr. President, 
after a very careful discussion, lasting hours at each meeting 
“id two meetings, passed a resolution indorsing this particular 
bill. 

The national child-labor convention of Cincinnati, where 4,000 
people from all over this country, including among them some 
of the best lawyers in the land, as well as some of the best 
business men in the land, adopted the same resolution. 

Before this debate is through I shall show the Senate where 
the same thing has been done by other great organizations, 
such, for instance, as the most powerful educational organiza- 
tion in this country, the State Teachers’ Association of Ne- 
braska, which passed a resolution definitely indorsing this par- 
ticular bill and earnestly requesting their Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to support it. 

Upon that subject I might stop before I resume the legal por- 
tion of this argument and say to Senators on the other side 
that the man who will be your next standard bearer in the next 
Presidential contest—William Jennings Bryan—has also, and 
with all his heart, indorsed this particular bill. To those on 
this side of the Chamber I say that the great man who is now 
President of the United States is for this particular bill with all 
his heart. So it is not merely the work of “ sentimentalists ” 
or of men who have given their lives to learning that I look 
for comfort and support. I am proud of all this support, and 
yet I am far more strengthened by the volume of testimony 
that pours in npon me from the people. 

But, of course, the “people” don't amount to anything. 
“What do the people know about the Constitution?” say the 
opponents of this bill. When I cited Dr. Felix Adler to a 
learned Senator the other day as a supporter of this bill—and 
Doctor Adler is a man celebrated all over the entire world of 
learning for his accomplishments—I was met with this con- 
vincing reply: “ Doctor Adler! What does he know about the 
Constitution? He is fot a lawyer.” 

Nobody knows about the Constitution but certain“ lawyers,” 
it seems, although the Constitution was made for the people, 
was adopted by the people at the polls,” as Marshall declares, 
and is supposed to be anything but mysterious. Yet even a 
celebrated scholar like Doctor Adler can’t possibly understand 
the Constitution, because he, with all his learning, is “no 
lawyer,” according to some who will try to kill this bill here in 
the Senate. ` 

Mr. CARMACK. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ido. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Indiana says that the 
gentleman who will be the next standard bearer of the Demo- 
cratic party indorses this bill. I want to know what the gen- 
tleman who will be the next standard bearer of the Republican 
party thinks about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. My dear [laughter]—Mr. President, the 
relations between myself and the Senator from Tennessee are 
so tender that we usually call each other “old man,” “my dear 
boy,” and other terms of affection, tnto which I was about to 
fall. 

The Senator from Tennessee, Mr. President, wants to know 
a great many things, and I am not going to tell him. He is a 
curious-minded man. I do not blame him for that, and that is 
undoubtedly the origin of some of the Senator’s attractiveness 
and brilliancy, and no Senator in this body has more of either. 

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE LAW. II. 

Mr President, I think it perhaps will be more convenient to 

me to make a résumé of the legal part of the discussion which 


I made yesterday. It will occupy perhaps a minute or two. 
Yesterday I referred to what all lawyers know as to what 


was the occasion for the adoption of the Constitution. If it 
had not been necessary to put in the commerce clause, I doubt 
very much whether the Constitutional Convention would ever 
have been called. At that time the words “ regulate commerce ” 
were in twenty-seven acts then existing of the British Parlia- 
ment, with which the framers of the Constitution were familiar. 
In every one of those acts the words “regulate commerce” 
included the meaning of “prohibition,” and as soon as the 
Constitution was adopted this understanding was acted upon 
by the Congress in passing the embargo laws, which absolutely 
prohibited certain commerce with foreign nations. 

As soon as this question came up, as it did indirectly in Gib- 
bons v. Ogden, that great jurist and statesman, John Marshall, 
held that that was absolutely within the power of Congress; and 
very early, in the case of United States v. Coombs, the Supreme 
Court, in passing upon the scope of this clause—it was then a 
subject under great discussion—said that it might include any- 
thing not definitely connected with commerce if it could be in- 
voked for that purpose, as, for example, the power of Congress 
to pass a law making it a criminal offense to take a trunk that 
had been washed up from a ship, if it were above high water. 
In that opinion, Senators will remember, the court said that it 
involved unquestionably the power to prohibit the transportation 
of articles; although perhaps that is.obiter dictum. 

In the case of United States v. Marigold the question was defi- 
nitely met and decided, so far as importations were concern 
and in the ease of United States v. Forty-Three Gallons of 
Whisky the court definitely held that the power of Congress 
over commerce among the Indian tribes—tchich is precisely the 
same as the power of Congress over the States—included the 
power to prohibit the introduction of whisky, not only into the 
Territory where Indian tribes were located, but into a State that 
was near that Territory, where one drink of it might be sold to 
one Indian. No person has gone any further—no case could go 
further. 

THE BRIGANTINE WILLIAM CASE. 

Mr. President, I have here Thayer’s Cases on Constitutional 
Law. In 1808 a case was decided which is so important and so 
historic a case that it is included in his two great volumes. It 
is United States v. Brigantine William. That is the only case, 
I believe, in either the district or circuit courts of the United 
States or the Supreme Court where the constitutionality of the 
embargo laws was ever questioned. The court sustained their 
constitutionality, and I will call the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the fact that it was sustained, not under the 
taxing power, not under the war power, but exclusively under 
the commerce clause. The court says: 


“Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with forel, 
tions, and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 

Such is the declaration in the Constitution. Stress has been laid in 
the argument on the word “regulate,” as implying in itself a limita- 
tion. Power to regulate, it is said, can not be understood to give a 
power to annihilate, To this it may be repiled that the acts under 
consideration, though of very ample extent, do not operate as a prohibi- 


tion of all foreign commerce. 
It will be admitted that rtial prohibitions are authorized by the 


expression; and how shall the degree or extent of the prohibition be 
ndjusted but by the discretion of the National Government, to whom 
the subject appears to be committed? 


I want to stop right here and ask this: Whence came such 
power as we have over interstate commerce and foreign com- 
merce? From the delegation of that power by the States to 
the Nation, did it not? Did it come from any other source? 

Very well, now. What power did the States have when they 
made this delegation to the Federal Government? As I shall 
show by direct quotations in a moment, that they had abso- 
lutcly sovereign power, does anybody question that the States, 
under the Articles of Confederation, could prohibit commerce 
and do anything that they pleased,-and that they were not sovy- 
ereign and supreme? 

Well, then, what became of that power? They delegated it 
to the Federal Government. That is the source. Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island question that? If he does, the 
Senator from Rhode Island is in a quarrel with the Supreme 
Court upon that question. How much did they keep for them- 
selyes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They delegated the “ power to regulate.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And nothing else. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It has been definitely decided what “ reg- 
ulate” means. Here is now one of the cases that decides it. I 
quote from the same case: 


Besides, if we insist on the exact and critical meaning of the word 
“ regulate,” we must, to be consistent, be equally critical with the sub- 
stantial term “commerce.” The term does not necessarily include 
shipping or navigation. 

This great jurist, who sat upon the Massachusetts Federal 
bench, anticipated all that is going through the mind of the 
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Senator from Rhode Island. If you limit the word “ regulate” 
by the same rules, you have got to limit the word “ commerce,” 
which it qualifies. Where would that lead the Senator? It 
would exclude navigation. That court goes on to point out: 

Much less does it include the fisheries. Yet it never has been con- 
tended that they are not the proper objects of national regulation, 
and several acts of Congress have been made respecting them. 

It may be replied that these are incidents to commerce and inti- 
mately connected with it, and that Congress, in legislating respecting 
them, act under the authority given them by the Constitution to make 
all laws necessary and proper for carrying into execution the enumer- 
ated powers. 

Let this be admitted, and are they not at liberty also to consider 
the present prohibitory system as necessary and proper to an eventual 
beneficial regulation? I say nothing of the policy of the expedient. 
It is not within my province. But on the abstract question of con- 
stitutional power I see nothing to prohibit or restrain the measure. 

So we see the Senator's view of what the word “regulate” 
means was anticipated and settled just exactly ninety-nine 
years ago this year. Then the court proceeds a little further: 

It was perceived that under the power of regulating commerce Con- 
gress would be authorized to abridge it in favor— 

How “abridge?” What for, “ abridge?” 
of the great principles of humanity and justice. 

Hence the introduction of a clause In the Constitution so framed as 
to interdict a prohibition of the slave trade until 1808. Massachusetts 
and New York proposed a stipulation that should prevent the erection 
of commercial companies with exclusive advantages. 

* * * * . * * 


It has been said in the argument that the large commercial States, 
such as New York and Massachusetts, would never have consented to 
the grant of power relative to commerce, if mes payee capable of the 
extent now claimed.” On this point, it is believed, there was no mis- 
understanding. The necessity of a competent National Government was 
manifest, Its essential characteristics were considered and well under- 
stood; and all intelligent men perceived that a power to adyance and 
protect the national interests necessarily involved a power that might 
be abused. 

The question of the abuse of the power, which is the only ar- 
gument made against this bill that I have heard, and I have 
heard about all of them, I shall discuss pretty fully in a moment. 

It is not necessary for me to read the opinion in the Forty- 
three Gallons of Whisky case or the Rahrer case, because I 
read those yesterday. 

THE ADDYSTON PIPE CO. CASE. 

The next case to which I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate is T'he Addyston Pipe Company v. United States (175 
U. S.), and I read briefly from page 228. I am showing now the 
tremendous scope of this power of Congress over commerce has 
been held by the Supreme Court to mean the prohibition of any- 
thing. In this case it was held that the Sherman antitrust law, 
which prohibited the making of a contract, was entirely consti- 
tutional, although that part of it, as all lawyers will remember, 
was the point on the case which was bitterly fought. The court 
said: ; 

The reasons which may have caused the framers of the Constitution 
to re the power to regulate interstate commerce in Congress do not, 
however, affect or limit the extent of the power itself. 

This was said because the question had been asked of the 
court, the main question had been asked of the court that is so 
often asked here in debates upon legal questions that are very 
close, “ What was the intention of the framers?” “Did the 
framers intend this?” “Did the framers intend that?” As 
a matter of course, the framers never foresaw steam or clec- 
tricity. The framers never anticipated the telegraph. The 
framers did not anticipate the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
The Supreme Court says that what may have been the purpose 
has nothing to do with the limit of the power. - 

The court goes on: 

In Gibbons v. Ogden (supra) the power was declared to be complete 
in itself, and to acknowledge no limitations other than are prescribed 
by the Constitution. 

Under this grant of power to Congress that body, in our judgment, 
may enact such legislation as shall declare void and prohibit the per- 
formance of any contract between Individuals or corporations where the 
natural and direct effect of such a contract will be, when carried out, 
to directly, and not as a mere incident to other and innocent purposes, 
regulate to any substantial extent interstate commerce. (And chen 
we speak of interstate— 

I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to the 
fact that I am coming back to this— 
we also include in our mconing foreign commerce.) 

Mr. KEAN. What is the volume? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. One hundred and seventy-five United 
States—the Addyston Pipe Company case. The Senator is 
familiar with it. 

Mr. KEAN. Yes. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now I come to the most important case 
upon this subject that the Supreme Court has ever decided, 
though no wider perhaps than the Forty-three Gallons of Whisky 
case, no wider perhaps than the Rahrer case, and of course 
everybody knows that it is the Lottery case. 
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THE LOTTERY CASE. 

About 1895 or 1896—the Senator from Rhode Island IMr. 
ALDRICH] ought to know, for he was here at the time—Con- 
gress passed a law prohibiting the transportation of lottery 
tickets by carriers of interstate commerce. <A law had already 
been passed excluding them from the mails under the post-office 
and post-roads clause. But it was not effective for the simple 
reason that the lottery companies used the express companies to 
seatter the lottery tickets throughout the country. 

A law was passed—and I have here the debates upon the sub- 
ject—prohibiting the transportation of lottery tickets by car- 
riers of interstate commerce. None of the other laws that have 
been passed—and I shall at length call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to such laws now on the statute books—have been questioned 
so far as their constitutionality is concerned, even though they 
are the laws definitely prohibiting the transportation of articles 
by carriers of interstate commerce; for in those cases no great 
industry and no great business was profiting by the business in 
the thing prohibited. 

But in the Lottery case there was an immense institution, 
richly profiting by that business. 

The law was very fiercely resisted. I think, with the excep- 
tion of the Legal Tender cases, the Dartmouth College case, 
Gibbons v. Ogden, and McCulloch v. Maryland, there never have 
been any cases in the Supreme Court which were more ably 
conducted before that great tribunal, or with more desperate de- 
termination, or with greater learning than the Lottery case. 

Not only did the attorneys employed by the lottery companies 
see their clients’ interest in preserving their unholy business, 
but the attorneys employed, who were very able men indeed, 
saw the tremendous scope of the decision upon the question 
there raised. They understood thoroughly that the Supreme 
Court's decision would be as epochal as in McCulloch v. Mary- 
land—that it would make history. 

Mr. McCUMBER,.. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does .the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Gladly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator, of course, understands that I 
am decidedly favorable to his bill. and it is because I wish to 
have removed this wall of doubt that has surrounded me all the 
time as to our constitutional power to enact the legislation 
which the Senator is so earnestly supporting that I venture 
these suggestions. 

Were not all of those cases to which the Senator refers cases 
in which the commodity was held practically not to be a com- 
mercial commodity—commodities the use of which were de- 
clared to be against public policy, or the dissemination of which 
would be against the interests of the people? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator's point. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The reason I ask the question is this: I 
hove always understood that under the privilege and immunity 
clause of the Constitution every person had an inherent right to 
go from one State to another himself and had a right to bring 
any property that he possessed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I interrupt the Senator? The 
right to which the Senator refers, the right to go from one part 
of the Republic to another, does not flow from any provision of 
the Constitution. That was directly decided in Crandall v. 
Nevada, where seven judges decided that it was an inherent 
right of citizensbip, depending on no clause of the Constitution 
whatever, and two judges that it was a matter of interstate 
commerce. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have read that decision. It is an inher- 
ent right the exercise of which Congress itself could not 
prohibit. I want to call the Senator's attention to six lines in a 
text-book upon the subject by E. P. Prentice and J. G. Egar on 
the Commercial Clause of the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I gladly yield. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The authors state the general rule bearing 
upon the right of Congress itself to make a prohibition against 
interstate commerce, and draw the distinction between the pow- 
ers as relating to interstate commerce and the powers of Con- 
gress over foreign commerce. In treating of this the authors 
state 

Over interstate commerce no such extensive authority has been 
claimed. The right to engage in such commerce is one of the rights 
reserved to the people and one of the privileges and immunities of citi- 
zenship. Congress can not lay an embargo upon interstate commerce— 

I call the Senator's attention especially to this, because I un- 
derstood him to state that Congress could lay an embargo upon 
interstate commerce. 

Congress can not lay an embargo upon interstate commerce, nor can 


it, in national matters, make- restrictions of unequal operation among 
the States. The purpose with which the grant was made—to secure 
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freedom of transportation throughout the country 


unembarrassed by 
differing regulations at State lines—measures not only the power of the 
States, but also the power of Congress. 


That is given as the rule, after reciting a number of authori- 
ties upon the subject. I quote it to the Senator that he may 
meet it directly in his argument. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator, 
indeed. He asked me a question and then submitted to me a 
proposition from Prentice’s text-book. I will answer his ques- 
tion now and take up the proposition when I come to that 
branch of my argument. A 

In the first place, the Senator asked me whether, in the Lot- 
tery case, as well as in the other cases, it was not held that 
these subjects excluded from interstate commerce were not in 
their nature not properly subjects of commerce. Now,in answer 
to that, I say on the contrary they were definitely declared to 
be subjects of commerce, otherwise no jurisdiction could have 
been acquired over them. 

It was contended in the Lottery case that the law of Con- 
gress was void for two reasons. One was that lottery tickets 
were not subjects of commerce any more than insurance policies 
are and that therefore the case of Paul v. Virginia decided the 
lottery-ticket question at its inception. Because, of course, if lot- 
tery tickets were not subjects of commerce, then Congress had 
no power to pass laws excluding them from interstate com- 
merce, So the court said upon that point: 


We ate of opinion that lottery tickets are subjects of traffic and 
therefore are subjects of commerce, and the regulation of the carriage 
of such tickets from State to State,, at least by independent carriers, 
is a regulation of commerce among the several States. 


Of course that was held in the Forty-three Gallons of Whisky 
ease. Whisky is a subject of commerce. It was so held in Leisy 
v. Hardin and in the Rahrer case. 

I think the Senator’s question has also another meaning, 
which involves not so much the question of power as it involves 
the question of policy; and that is this—the Senator can cor- 
rect me if I do not state what was in his mind—when any 
article of commerce becomes so adulterated by the circumstances 
of its manufacture, or because of its actual and inherent evil, 
or for any other reason affects injuriously the welfare of the 
people, then not only Congress in passing the law as a matter 
of policy, but the courts in upholding the law as a matter of 
power will take that into consideration. Am I right? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is right; but I can easily see 
a distinction between that class of commodities and a class of 
commodities such as grain, etc., which may be raised upon my 
farm and some work in connection with which may be performed 
by a child under 10 years of age. I would admit the right of 
Congress in the one instance, but I confess I have great doubt in 
the other, unless the Senator is able to make it clear 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As a question of policy, not power? 

Mr. McCUMBER. As a question of power. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It becomes a question, the Supreme Court 
says—and I have read two or three decisions, and I hope the 
Senator listened to them—to be left to the legislative discretion. 
But taking it from the point of view the Senator suggests, there 
is more harm.to the interests of the Nation, and that phrase 
“interests of the Nation,” I think, has been repeated in every 
one of these decisions—it was first used by Chief Justice Mar- 
shall in McCulloch v. Maryland—and that phrase the interests 
of the Nation” has been the most powerful phrase in the inter- 
pretation of the Constitution. The “ interests of the Nation” are 
more greatly imperiled by the products of child labor than even 
by meat or adulterated food. Nobody doubts, and I 
think I shall prove to the satisfaction of everybody who hears 
me or who reads my remarks or cares anything about this sub- 
ject, that we have the right to prohibit from interstate commerce 
convict-made goods. But I will come to that in a moment. 

Answering the Senator’s question from the legal point of view, 
I say certainly. Lottery tickets were decided to be subjects of 
commerce, legitimate subjects of commerce, just as whisky was 
decided to be, and it was upon that ground that the court ac- 
quired jurisdiction. 

THE RIGHT TO “ PROHIBIT.” 

The other ground upon which that law was resisted was that 
Congress had no right to prohibit. I call the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to that. Their contention was ex- 
actly what was in the Senator's mind a moment ago, when he 
said that the only power confided in Congress was the power to 
regulate, and that the power to regulate did not involve the 
power to prohibit; and that therefore the law of Congress ex- 
ciuding lottery tickets from interstate commerce was not within 
the constitutional power of Congress. 

Now, in an opinion which of course has become historic and 
which is so familiar to every lawyer here, I take it, that I hardly 
feel like taking the time to read it, but will do so on account of 


its importance, the court held that the power to regulate com- 
merce does not include the power to prohibit specified articles 
from commerce; and I shall read from the opinion of the court: 


But it Is said that the statute in question does not regulate the carry- 
ing of lottery tickets from State to State, but by punishing those who 
cause them to be so carried Congress in effect prohibits such carrying; 
that in respect of the carrying from one State to another of articles or 
things that are, in fact or according to usage in business, the subjects 
of 5 the authority given Congress was not to prohibit, but only 

o regulate. 


Is not that what the Senator from Rhode Island said a 
moment ago? That was the argument which the court says 
was made. It might have been the Senator from Rhode Island 
himself who made the argument for the lottery people, accord- 
ing to the Supreme Court’s report of that argument, for it is 
in exact and identical words the argument of the Senator from 
Rhode Island against this child-labor bill. This is the opinion 
of the court. . 

The Supreme Court continues: 


It is to be remarked that the Constitution does not define what is to 
be deemed a legitimate regulation of interstate commerce. In Gibbons 
v. Ogden it wus said that the power to regulate such commerce is the 
power to prescribe the rule by which it is to be governed. But this 
penart observation leaves it to be determined, when the question comes 

fore the court, whether Congress in prescribing a particular rule has 
exceeded its power under the Constitution. 

While our Government must be r oe by all to be one of 
enumerated powers, McCulloch v. Maryland (4 Wheat., 316, 405, 407), 
the Constitution does not attempt to set forth all the means by which 
such powers may be carried into execution. It leaves to Congress @ 
large discretion as to the means that may be employed in executing a 
given power. 

* * * > * * b 

We have said that the carrying from State to State of lottery tickets 
constitutes interstate commerce, and that the regulation of such com- 
merce is within the power of Congress under the Constitution. Are 
we prepared to say that a provision which is in effect a prohibition of 
the carriage of such articles from State to State is not a fit or appro- 

riate mode for the regulation of that particular kind of commerce? 
Pe lottery traffic, carried on through interstate commerce, is a matter of 
which Congress may take cognizance— 


The extent of our discretion is with us, I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee— 


and over which its power may be exerted, can it be possible that it 
must tolerate the traffic, and 8 regulate the manner in which it 
may be carried on? Or may not Congress, for the protection of the 
people of all the States, and under the power to regulate interstate 
commerce, devise such means, within the scope of the Constitution, and 
not prohibited by if, as will drive that trafic out of commerce among 
the States? 

Could there be a more direct and emphatic answer to the 
question that was in the mind of the Senator from Rhode 
Island? The court continues: 

In determining whether regulation 
stances properly take the form or have effect of PORDON the 
nature of the.interstate traffic which it was sought by the act of May 
2, 1895, to suppress can not be overlooked. When peewee J that statute 
Congress no doubt shared the views upon the subject of lotteries here- 
tofore expressed by this court. 

* * 


ma not under some circum- 
the 


0 * * 

If a State, when considering legislation for the suppression of lot- 
teries within its own limits, may properly take into view the evils that 
inhere in the raising of money in that mode, why may not Congress, 
invested with the power to regulate commerce among the several Stat 

roride that such commerce shall not be polluted by the carrying o: 
lottery tickets from one State to another? 


I ask any Senator here whether he doubts that a State may 
pass a law excluding from imtrastate commerce (commerce ex- 
clusively within the State itself) the products of child labor? 
Does the Senator from Rhode Island deny that power? Does 
any Senator deny that power? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. Did the Senator from Rhode 
Island understand my question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think so. On the point the Senator was 
discussing the court evidently did not understand the lottery 
ease to have the significance which the Senator is giving it, 
because in ancther case which they decided later they used the 
language I will read. After having quoted the lottery-case 
decision the court say: 


Whatever difference of opinion, if any, ma 
ist, concerning the limitations of power so 
is concerned, it is not denied that from the beginning Congress has ex- 
ercised a plenary power in respect to the exclusion of merchandise 
brought from foreign countries. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is on the subject that he 
raised last night, and to that I will come, to the Senator’s satis- 
faction, in a moment. I am not arguing that now. I am read- 
ing the decision of the Supreme Court in the lottery case on the 
subject of prohibiting commerce in an article. I am asking the 


have existed, or does ex- 
ar as interstate commerce 


Senator and I am asking every other Senator this question. 
Before proceeding further I will read it again: 


If a State, when considering legislation for the suppression of lot- 
teries within its own limits, may properly take into view the evils that 
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inhere in the raising of money in that mode, why may not Congress, 


invested with the pewer to regulate commerce among the several 
States, provide that such commerce shall not be polluted by the carry- 
ing of lottery tickets from one State to another? 


I ask any Senator this question: Does anybody deny that a 
State can pass a law which shall exclude from transportation 
within its own limits child-made goods made within its own 
limits? 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senater 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator if the lottery case 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; pardon me just a moment. 

Mr. FULTON. Well, I—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was the Senator going to answer the 
question I put? . 

Mr. FULTON. I was going to answer it by putting another. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I want a direct answer. I want to 
make an argument upon it for a moment. 

Mr. FULTON. I am not under any obligation to answer the 
Senator's question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course you are not, and I am not un- 
der any obligation to yield. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator asked a question. If he chooses 
to withdraw it, I will not ask the Senator the question I had 
intended to ask. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go on. 

Mr. FULTON, I will ask the Senator if he does not observe 
that the lottery case and the whisky case and all the cases 
cited have this element in them: The exclusion of the ar 
ticles amounts to a regulation of commerce in that it with- 
draws from commerce things that are deleterious to the people 
to whom they are shipped? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. The articles were not allowed to be used for 
that purpose. Is there not a vast distinction between that 
und simply refusing to allow to be transported in interstate 
commerce an article, against which no charge of that character 
can be made, merely because some particular character of labor 
has been employed in making it? In other words, in one case 
you regulate commerce, and in the other case you are regulating 
the employment of labor in a State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator rose to ask a question. He 
did not only ask a question, but he made quite a statement. As 
a question of policy, I recognize the distinction. As a question 
of power, as a matter of pure logic, I personally do not. But 
I do not intend in any argument of this question 

Mr. FULTON rose. ‘ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, in a moment, I want to dispose of the 
question I am on now. 

I do not intend to be confined to that narrow ground. I in- 
tend to take the ground, and have taken it, although I could 
take the much wider one if I chose, that wherever any article 
affects for ill “the interests of the Nation,” to use the famous 
phrase of John Marshall, which is repeated in nearly every one 
of these decisions, where from its adulteration, from the circum- 
stance of its manufacture, from any other circumstance Con- 
gress, representing the people, thinks it is bad for the Nation, 
it may be excluded from interstate commerce under the com- 
merce clause of the Constitution. 

Now, I am going to read again what I read from this lottery 
decision, and again ask a question, and if there is no answer, 
then I am going to state the conclusion. 


If a State, when considering legislation for the suppression of lot- 
teries within its own limits, may properly take into view the evils that 
inhere in the raising of money in that mode, why may not Congress, in- 
vested with the pores to regulate commerce among the several States, 
provide that such commerce shall not be polluted by the carrying of 
ottery tickets from one State to another? 


` Will any Senator say that a State has no power to pass a law 
excluding from transportation within its own limits child-made 
goods made within its own limits? Certainly not. 

The most rabid opponent of this bill would not say that. 
Therefore, according to the passage I have just read from the 
decision of the Supreme Court in the Lottery Cases, when it 
comes to a question of interstate traffic, Congress has power 
over that as plenary as the State has over the product within 
its own borders. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me the Senator is crossing a yery 
-attenuated bridge to reach his point. If a State wants to regu- 
late child labor, it has plenary power under its police power to 
pass any law it sees fit, and it is inconceivable that a State 


from Indiana 


would undertake to pass a law such as the Senator says it might 
pass, because it can go at the remedy so much more directly 
and se much more effectively. When the Senator undertakes 
to draw a deduction that Congress can do this thing because a 
State can do it, it is absurd, because the State would never think 
of doing it in that way. It would do it in the other way, the 
substantial way, the common-sense way, the direct way, the 
positive way. x 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Tillman way. 

Mr. TILEMAN. That is right, if you choose to apply it. 

Mr. BEVÐRIDGE. Mr. President, what I say to the Senator 
from South Carolina I say kindly, for I know his earnest de- 
sire to end this very great evil, which he has described more 
vividly than I have, and he has expressed to me personally 
and in public his desire to hear what was said upon the legal 
proposition. I notified him this morning that the subject was 
going to be gone into by direct decisions. Now, the Senator 
goes out a large part of the time. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator has not been absent at all. I 
beg the Senator's pardon. He has been right here listening. 
The Senator from Indiana is always telling us that he is going 
to get to the point directly, but he never gets there [Laughter 
in the galleries. ] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, that is a remark calcu- 
lated, of course, to amuse the galleries. Does the Senator think 
that the language of Justice Harlan in the Lottery case, where 
he says it is within the power of Congress to exclude lottery 
tickets from interstate commerce, where it involves the power 
of prohibition, is not to the point? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have never read the Lottery case, because 
I have never had anything to do with these legal technicalities. 
I know the common-sense proposition that because a State 
might do a thing is no reason why the United States has power 
to do the thing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is no monopolist of the 
common sense on this floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not claim to be. I think that would be 
a preposterous supposition when the Senator from Indiana is on 
deck. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thank the Senator from South Carolina. 

Now, I read further from the Lottery case. If the Senator of 
course does not think that the decision of the Supreme Court 
which says that Congress has the power to regulate commerce, 
to prohibit commerce in certain articles—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr, CARMACK. Does the Senator understand that opinion 
to go to the extent of saying that whatever a State may do in 
regulating commerce within its borders the General Government 
may do in regulating commerce among the States? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; but there are several other cases 
which do say just that, and it was said not less than a hun- 
dred times in the interstate-commerce debate on the passage 
of the rate bill last year. It comes so near it that I will again 
read it, and the Senator can see for himself. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not think it says that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As I said yesterday, a Senator, like any 
other man— 
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Conyinced against his will, 
Is of the same opinion still. 

But hear the Supreme Court. Why are Senators so impatient 
with the Supreme Court? That tribunal goes on: 

Why may not Congress, invested with the power to regulate commerce 
among the several States— 

POLICE POWER OF STATE AND COMMERCE POWER OF NATION. 

Do the same thing? The same thing that a State can do with 
commerce within that State? That is the question the Supreme 
Court asks—yes, and decides. For example, the same argument 
could haye been made—and I have looked through the debates 
and I have them here—on the antilottery law. The late Senator 
from Missouri, Mr. Vest, whose brilliant intellect still illumines 
this Chamber, at first thought he would resist it on constitu- 
tional grounds, but he did not. 

It could as well be said that it was the province of a State to 
pass laws protecting their people from the evil of lotteries, as 
many of the States do, just as many of the States have passed 
laws against child labor, some effective, some ineffective, some 
grotesque; and some States have not passed a law at all. 

It might as well be said, and it was said, that it was a part of 
the “police power of the State“ —a term which is abused so 
much—as for the States to pass laws for protecting their citi- 
zens from the eyils of lottery tickets. I Will say to the Senator 


from South Carolina that one of the most powerful arguments 
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made before the Supreme Court in the Lottery Case was that 
the power to suppress the transmission of lottery tickets, the 
power to save a State’s people from the moral evil involved in 
that, was a “police power of the State,” and something which 
the Federal Government had no right to interfere with. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment. Nobody denied 
thant that was the case; but the Supreme Court said that this 
was not the only method of reaching that evil. It is true that 
it is within the “ police power” of a State to pass a law sup- 
pressing lotteries or the sale of lottery tickets for the saving of 
the morals of its people. 

But it is also true that the National Government, under the 
power confided in it under the interstate-commerce clause, has 
power to exclude from interstate commerce and prohibit the 
transmission by interstáte carriers of lottery tickets. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator see no difference between 
the suppression of gambling. so to speak, which the Lottery case 
involves, and the suppression of an eyil which everyone’ ac- 
knowledges child labor to be? Can he see no difference in the 
regulation of the two? The Senator's bill proposes that we 
shall kill the evil involved in child labor by prohibiting the 
products from being transported in interstate commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I say 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator see no difference between 
that and suppressing gambling in lottery tickets by not having 
them distributed all over the country? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘To use the language the Senator so often 
employs, to give the Senator a “common sense” answer, void 
of “ technicality,” there is as much difference between the one 
and the other as there is between gambling and murder, because 
lottery tickets involve gambling and the poisoning of the people's 
morals, and I have shown here by sworn testimony that child 
labor involves murder and murder knowingly committed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the “common sense“ answer to it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator contend that Congress can 
probibit murder in a State? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Then the Senator answers himself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator wants me to answer my 
own questions, very well. If the Senator is satisfied, I am. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Congress has no power to prohibit 
murder directly why should the Congress have the power to 
prohibit murder indirectly by prohibiting child labor, or the 
abuses of child labor? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will show the Senator by statutes upon 
which he himself has voted in a few moments. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me a moment—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. But may I interrupt the 
Senator a moment before he asks me a question? Does the 
Senator from South Carolina think that Congress can pass a 
law prohibiting gambling in the States? 

Mr.-TILLMAN. Ordinary gambling? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, gambling in the States. 
I do not know 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am very anxious to have Congress or some- 
body else pass a law to prohibit the gamblers in Wall street, 

who are stealing our cotton 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This is not a humorous discussion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And to stop the dealing in futures. I should 
like to see something done along that line. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This is not a humorous discussion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not making any humor. I assure the 
Senator I was never more in dead earnest in my life. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator says it is perfectly compe- 
tent for Congress to exclude lottery tickets from the mail and 
thus suppress gambling. And he asked me whether or not Con- 
gress has power to prevent murder in a State. I say “No.” 

Now, I ask the Senator, Has Congress power to prevent 
gambling in a State? Certainly not. I do not expect the Sena- 
tor to say it has; but the Senator has just admitted that we 
have power and have exercised it in the lottery cases to indi- 
rectly prevent gambling in a State. Now I will hear the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The antilottery law business prevented the 
evil of gambling in one State from being spread all over from 
that one center. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indians 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
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from Indiana 


Of course 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Indiana is discussing in 
perfect good faith and ability a question which, to my mind, is 
very vital to the people of the United States. I understand 
he predicates his argument (if I am wrong about that he will 
correct me) upon the proposition that Congress has absolutely 
unlimited power over interstate commerce. Am I right? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The power of Congress over interstate 
commerce is as great as its power over commerce among the 
Indian tribes or with foreign nations. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is only quoting the language of the. 
constitutional provision, but that does not answer my question. 
The Senator will pardon me. The Senator said yesterday (and 
I ventured to ask him a question, because I respect him and 
desired his view about it) that it is in the power of Congress 
under the commerce clause to prohibit at its will the transpor- 
tation of any article from State to State or to foreign countries. 
Is that the Senator's position? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer the Senator not indirectly, 
but I will answer him directly in two ways. 

Mr. SPOONER. I simply wish to bring that to the attention 
of the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. First, then, my own personal view: The 
question is much broader than this bill justifies, and that is the 
reason why I am going to answer your question in two ways. 

My own personal view upon the question of pocer exclusively 
is that the power of Congress is that broad, and that it is 
a question of policy over what articles we will exercise it. I 
shall try to illustrate that in a moment. In answering thus I 
am answering the Senator. quite as broadly as his question. 

But the Senator’s question is broader than this particular bill 
under discussion makes necessary, and therefore I will only 
answer, as to the second answer, as broadly as the present bill 
does justify. It is not necessary for me to make a broader 
answer than the bill itself calls for. I am not going to have 
a straw man, or what the Senator may think is a straw man— 
that is. my personal views about the scope of my power—erected 
to be knocked down by anybody. 

So I give the Senator my second portion of the answer, as fol- 
lows: That even if I am wrong in my first. which is, as I think, 
supported by numerous decisions of the Supreme Court, there 
can be no question that I am right in this very limited view at 
least, that we have the unquestioned power to exclude from in- 
terstate commerce any article which, in our judgment, is delete- 
rious to the people of the United States, whether it be by reason 
of its unhealthfulness, whether it be by reason of its supposed 
effect upon the morals of the people, or whether it be by reason 
of a cireumstance of its manufacture which is hurtful to the 
American people—which, to use the phrase most often used in 
all tliese cases, is inimical to tle “interests of the nation.” 
Now, I have answered the Senator’s question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, if my interruption is not 
agreeable to the Senator—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is welcome. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has answered the question fully 
and frankly and from two different standpoints. Of course, I 
suppose there is no one in this Chamber who is not opposed to 
child labor. It is withering—that is a good word for it—the 
mental and physical faculties of the young, who are to be the 
governing body of this country. Not differing at all with the 
Senator in his denunciation of child labor or in his declaration— 
in which there is very much truth—that the States have not ade- 
quately dealt with it, my trouble is in the power of the Fed- 
eral Goyernment to regulate it. I suppose the Senator would 
admit that it is entirely incompetent for Congress to constitution- 
ally enact a law in terms regulating child labor in the States. 
That is not debatable, I take it, by anyone. So the Senator is 
obliged to fall back upon the commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion to enable the thing to be done, Congress to accomplish by 
indirect means what confessedly it can not constitutionally ac- 
complish by direct means. 

Now, the Senator says, first—I did not mean to make a 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go ahead. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says, first—and I think he has 
to say, although the distinction which he draws has force so far 
as the decision in the lottery case goes, that Congress has un- 
limited power over interstate commerce, and it may say who 
shall engage in interstate commerce, and it may say who shall 
not. It may say what articles can be transported from State 
to State, from the State of production to the State of sale or to 
a foreign country. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator, apart from 
the decision upon which he relies, if the word “ regulate” does 
not of necessity involve the continued existence of the thing to 
be regulated, whether it does not in terms inherently exclude 
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the power to destroy; in other words, to prohibit, and if, taking 
the Senator's first proposition 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
tions to me, of course. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not. On the first proposition made 
by the Senator, is it not true that Congress can prohibit the 
transportation of an innocuous commodity and a necessary one 
from State to State because in the State of production it was 
not the product of union labor? 


The Senator is putting a good many ques- 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; under my first answer. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or, Mr. President i 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. But will the Senator pardon me a minute? 
Mr. SPOONER. Pardon me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I stated that abstract answer to the Sena- 


tor. It is an abstract question, though I am perfectly willing 
to have the Senator consume any amount of time in questions. 
I said that question and the answer which it called for and 
which I gave were not necessary to this bill, and I proceeded to 
give a substantive answer, so far as this bill is concerned, which 
the Senator said was fair and the distinction important, 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I will get to that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You are arguing the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I am not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But I do not want to forget the question 
of the Senator. He is putting four or five at once. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not mean to do so, and I will not 
continue. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is all right, except I do not want to lose 
sight of it in my mind. 

. SPOONER. No; the Senator will not lose sight of any- 
g. I will pay him that tribute. 
. BEVERIDGE. I could not lose sight of the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. So, on the Senator's theory, Congress may 
prohibit transportation from State to State of any article in the 
production of which eight hours a day was not in vogue in the 
labor which produced it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I personally think that, I will say to the 
Senator; but I will state that under this bill that case can not 
be debated at all. : 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that in a minute. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, go ahead. 

Mr. SPOONER. Under that theory, is it not true that the 
power given by the Constitution to Congress to regulate com- 
merce for the purpose of keeping the channels of commerce free 
and unobstructed is prostituted into a construction which war- 
rants the General Government itself to obstruct the channels 
of commerce? 8 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator ask me that question? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; in just a minute. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the second branch, I make 
the suggestion, and I want to hear the Senator on it; that is all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want to forget. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator forgets nothing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is very kind, but I do not want to 
run the risk. I do not want to let the Senator kill me with com- 
pliments until I run the risk of forgetting his questions. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now I come to the second proposition. If 
the power to regulate commerce involves the power to prohibit 
commerce when, in the judgment of Congress, there is involved 
the habits or the morals of the people, what limit is there to the 
power? Where Congress has the power 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; that question, I will say to the 
Senator, when that particular branch of the argument is 
reached, I want to take up logically to answer most fully. It 
simply involves the ancient argument that has been made every 
time a case of this kind has gone to the Supreme Court, and 
that is so easily made, that because a power may be exercised 
abusively, absurdly, grotesquely, and ruinously, if it is admit- 
ted to exist at all, therefore it does not exist. That is no new 
argument. The Supreme Court has decided time and again 
that the abuse of power does not argue against its eistence. 
Does the Senator deny that? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator now puts me a question—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Which I will not forget to answer. The 


power of taxation under the Constitution is without limit ex- 
cept as to uniformity. When Congress, as in the oleomargarine 
case and some others, exercised that power, the Supreme Court 
sustained it, because where a power is given to Congress the dis- 
eretion, the wisdom of Congress in its exercise is not subject to 
judicial review. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is quite right so far as the policy 


involved is concerned. All that judicial review has to do with 
it is a question of abstract power. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; that is right. Now, if Congress should 
come to the conclusion on the Senator’s argument that it affects 
the morals of the people, the labor of the people, that there 
should be an eight-hour labor day, or that all labor should be com- 
bined into a labor union, and should therefore prohibit trans- 
portation from State to State of any commodity which is not the 
product of eight-hour labor or of union labor, does the Senator 
think 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or that we could prohibit it altogether? 

Mr. SPOONER. Or prohibit it altogether. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the Senator’s question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Can the court review the wisdom and dis- 
cretion of Congress? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
best of authority. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is it? 


I will answer that question upon the very 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I deny the ex cathedra character of the tes- 
timony. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the oleomargarine case one of those 
familiar types of questions, “If you can do this, can you not 
do something else that is extreme?” was asked of the Senator 
from Wisconsin by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Bauey]. The 
Senator from Texas said: 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, with the Senator's permission, I am going 
to take my question away from oleomargarine, because I really desire an 
expression of the Senator's opinion. 


The same phrase, always used. 


Let us broaden it until, we will say, Congress should pass a law de- 
claring that every article, when pais from one State into another, 
should immediately, upon the arrival of that article, or of all articles, 
into the State, become subject to its laws, does the Senator from Wis- 
consin believe that such a law would be constitutional? 

Mr. Spooneg. Subject to the police laws of the State? 


Well, it is an impossible question. Congress would never think of 
passing any such law. 


1 Recorp, 3509, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, 
vol 59. 

So I adopt the Senator's language in answering the Senator's 
question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Texas, 
with his accustomed dialectic skill in debate upon the oleomar- 
garine bill, vainly attempted to force me or beguile me into a 
defense of it under the commerce clause of the Constitution, I 
did justify it under the taxing clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But will the Senator pardon me right 
there? 2 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; of course. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That has nothing to do with the answer 
which the Senator gave, which was absolutely the correct 
answer and the one that has been given this morning. The 
same sort of argument which the Senator is making now has 
been put to the Supreme Court, that it is an “impossible ques- 
tion.” For example, the Senator asked me whether, if this 
power was conceded to prohibit it in one, we could not prohibit 
it in all; could we not go to the extent of providing that 
everybody in the United States shall join a labor union and 
not ship their goods otherwise? x 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator said “ Yes.” l : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I said, in answer to that, “It is an im- 
possible question,” to use the exact language of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator said “ Yes.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I say it is an “ impossible question.” 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President £ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. CR 

Mr. CARMACK. I think it is the answer which seems impos- 
sible, rather than the question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, the Senator is interjecting, on be- 
half of the Senator from Wisconsin, his ready wit. 

Mr. CARMACK. I withdraw it, Mr. President. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Wisconsin has asked 
me a question, and I want to answer it. 

Mr. SPOONER. This question has troubled me more than 
any other question which is to-day mooted in the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am trying my best, with a great deal of 
diligence and a great deal of hard labor, to relieve the Senator 
from his trouble, if he is willing to be relieved. 

Now, I want to answer the Senator's question. The Senator 
asked me whether or not I thought we could pass a law directly 
prohibiting child labor in any State. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
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CAN CONGRESS DO INDIRECTLY WHAT IT CAN NOT DO DIRECTLY? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And he then answered it himself by say- 
ing we could not; but that was not the subject to decide. I 
have the Senator’s words entirely in mind, and I am now going 
to ask the Senator a question. Then the Senator asked, with 
some yigor, if we could not do this directly, how, by using 
the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, can we ac- 
complish the same object indirectly? 

Now I ask the Senator, does the Senator say that we could 
pass a law directly prohibiting lotteries in any State? 

Mr. SPOONER. We could not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We could not. Then, according to the 
Senator’s reasoning, I ask how can we, by invoking the inter- 
state-commerce clause of the Constitution, do that very thing 
indirectly? For we have. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, Congress passed two acts in 
regard to lotteries. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Pardon me a moment. In the exercise of its 
undoubted constitutional power, Congress passed an act exclud- 
ing lottery tickets and lottery literature from the mails. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I went over the history of that. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will take but a moment. Congress had 
direct authority to do that. Congress supplemented, I think 
unwisely and unconstitutionally, although the Supreme Court 
held it to be constitutional—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Although the Supreme Court held to the 
contrary. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was about to say that although the Su- 
preme Court, having the case under consideration three times, 
by a majority of one sustained the act which was passed to 
exclude lottery tickets, literature, etc., from the mails. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Do I understand the Senator to criticise 
the Supreme Court because it decided by a majority of one? 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, it was a case that I do not regard as 
being an authority to build a fabric upon which would entirely 
change f 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let me call the Senator's attention to the 
fact, since he has mentioned that it was decided by a divided 
court, that the minority of four placed their dissent almost 
exclusively upon the ground, not that Congress did not have 
the power to exclude lottery tickets from interstate commerce 
if they were articles of commerce, but upon the point that lot- 
tery tickets were no more the subject of commerce than policies 
of insurance were the subject of commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will not permit me to finish the 
sentence. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at that point; but now I will. 

Mr. SPOONER I only want to say this, and then I will not 
interrupt any further 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right; if you can satisfy the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. Carrer], who is to take the floor as soon as 
I finish. 1 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a more important question than the 
question which the Senator from Montana wants to discuss. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator from Wisconsin will 
find it as hard to convince the Senator from Montana upon that 
point as I find it to convince the Senator from Wisconsin on this. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that the court say, in the majority opinion: 

The whole subject is too important, and the questions suggested by 
its consideration are too difficult of solution, to justify any attempt to 


lay down a rule for determining in advance the validity of every 
statute that may be enacted under the commerce clause. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. You are reading from the end of the lot- 
tery case decision now. ; 
Mr. SPOONER. I am reading the end of tbe opinion of the 


court, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I know that. I was going to read it 
myself. 


Mr. SPOONER. The court continue: 


We decide nothing more in the present case than that lottery tickets 
are subjects of traffic among those who chogse to sell or buy them; that 
the carriage of such tickets by independent carriers from one State to 
another is therefore interstate commerce— 

Not the persons who had engaged in the manufacture of that 
product in the States before it was put into interstate commerce 
at all, but to the product transported— 
that under its power to regulate commerce among the several States, 
Congress, subject to the limitations imposed by the Constitution upon 
the exercise of the powers granted, has plenary authority over such 
5 and may prohibit the carriage of such tickets from State to 

tate. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I am very much obliged to the Sen- 
ator for reading what I was going to read myself. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is entirely welcome. 

But there is a broad distinction between a case where the 


matter involved is held by the court to be the subject of trans- 
portation itself, and therefore subject to the regulative power of 
Congress and 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You put a proposition and then go on 
and do not let me answer it. 

Mr. SPOONER. With this sentence I will relieye the Sen- 
ator: And the prohibition of the transportation from State to 
State of an entirely innocuous article of commerce from the 
standpoint of morals and everything else, so far as the article 
is concerned, simply with reference to the character of those 
who manufacture it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President, I hope the Senator 
will give me his attention upon that last proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will. 

NATURE OF ARTICLE SOURCE OF POLICY, BUT NOT OF POWER, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer the Senator's question. 
The Senator has told this Senate, who are more or less familiar 
with this Lottery Case, that lottery tickets were excluded be- 
cause they were per se a bad thing. That is what the Senator 
said. He further said that the distinction between excluding 
the article—a lottery ticket—from commerce and excluding a 
child-made piece of goods from commerce was that the child- 
made piece of goods had in itself no evil, whereas the lottery 
ticket did have evil. 

The Senator does not mean to let the Senate understand him 
as saying that. The lottery ticket was as innocuous as this 
desk ; as innocuous, so far as the ticket itself is concerned, just 
as the product of child labor is, as innocuous as this desk. But 
it became tainted at the source of its issue, just as child-made 
goods become tainted with the crime of their manufacture. 

There is where the original taint came that excluded the lot- 
tery ticket; not in the ticket itself, which was as harmless as 
any other substance, but in the fact that it issued from a gam- 
bling establishment and was a species and a product of crime. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I must get on with this Lottery Case, 
because I promised the Senator from Montana that I would get 
through. If the Senator has something else than witty re- 
marks to make, I shall be glad to hear him. 

Mr. CARMACK, I was going to suggest that there was an 
evil resulting directly from the commerce involved in the carry- 
ing of lottery tickets. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me just to ask him 
one question there? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator says the lottery ticket is in itself 
as innocuous as the desk which the Senator uses for the pur- 
pose of illustration. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is what I said. The Senator is 
right about that. 

Mr. BACON. The question I want to ask the Senator is this: 
Does he recognize or claim that obscene literature is innocuous 
because there is nothing offensive in the paper upon which it is 
written or printed? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; certainly not. It is innocuous so far 
as the paper itself is concerned on which it is written or printed. 
But I am going to read to the Senate the obscene literature stat- 
ute and several other statutes we have passed, some concerning 
articles and excluding them from commerce, that are not in- 
nocuous either in their origin or in their consequences. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield. 

Mr. PERKINS. As the Senator is answering a question 
which has been asked by the distinguished Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Spooner], I wish on that line to ask if I under- 
stand him correctly that, if Congress in its wisdom should see 
proper, and it could be shown to be as deleterious and as de- 
basing to the moral, spiritual, and physical welfare of mankind 
as child labor that men and women who are over 50 years of 
age perform labor in the manufacture of goods, whether Con- 
gress has the power to pass a law prohibiting the transporta- 
tion of goods made by them? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say that I have been unfortunate 
in not having had the Senator’s presence when I argued that 
question in yarying forms. The Senator from WiSconsin [ Mr. 
Spooner] asked, if we had the power to do this, had we not the 
power to make everybody join a labor union and exclude from 
transportation articles which were not made by such labor. 
The Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] now puts the same 
question, only substituting for the labor union the product of 
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people Who. are over 50 years of age. The answer is the same. 

I carefully answered the question the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin put to me from two points of view, one the broad point of 
view, which is not at all called for by this bill; and the other 
the narrower point of view, which is called for by this bill. 

I would be glad to go over that again if it were not that the 
Senator from Montana is waiting to take the floor at the conclu- 
sion of my remarks. I will, however, with the permission of 
the Senator from Montana, merely take the time to answer the 
Senator’s question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I think it can be shown that 
as pitiable a sight as can be called to mind is that of aged per- 
sons who are compelled to labor physically or mentally for the 


support of those who are dependent upon them. I think there 


can be as forcible an appeal made in their behalf as has been 
made for children under 14 years of age. The child is looking 
with hope and buoyancy to the future—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator must not take my time to 
deliver an oration, because I know what the effect of that 
would be. It would get the Senate off from the subject I am 
trying to discuss. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say that I have yielded my desk to the 
Senator frem Indiana from which to deliver his speech and that 
it has had more brains back of it during the few hours my 
friend has been there than it has had for the last fourteen years 
since I have been there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I will ask the Senator this question: 
Does he propose to vote against the exclusion from interstate 
commerce of goods made by the blood of children because he 
fears some person might introduce a bill excluding from inter- 
3 commerce goods made by men and women over 50 years 
ofa 

Mr. PERKINS. I am waiting for the completion of the argu- 
ment of the Senator before I decide. 

THIS ILLUSTRATED BY EXCLUSION OF LOTTERY TICKETS. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says, referring to the lottery 
ticket, that the vice of it is in the issuing of it; the taint which 
characterizes it is its origin. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know just what the Senator is going to 
say, that the termination of the ticket is also. 

Mr. SPOONER. I knew the Senator would know that; but 
the Senator knowing that, did not say that. He traces the 
whole trouble to the source. Now, is it not a fact that the 
whole trouble with the lottery ticket lay in its transportation? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The trouble is at both ends of the line. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it lay in the transportation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The trouble is at both ends of the line. 

Mr. SPOONER. The trouble in the beginning is nothing 
without the end. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the trouble at the end is nothing 
without the beginning. 

Mr. SPOONER. Between the beginning and the end. The 
trouble is in the transportation. The lottery ticket is signed. 
That entitles no one to draw from the lottery; but when it is 
transported and when it is delivered after having been trans- 
ported, that is the consummation of a gambling contract. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But I ask the Senator this: As a ques- 
tion of power and not as a question of policy—excluding that— 
does the Senator say that the evil, either at the beginning or at 
the end, is what gives us the power? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not say that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then the power exists—the policy being 
put aside—regardless of the evil either at the beginning or at 
the end of the lottery ticket’s journey. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes—— > 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is right. The Senator takes a posi- 
tion as broad as I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not take the Senator’s position at 
all. I am trying to understand it. 

Mr. President, an article manufactured in whole or in part 
by child labor 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to keep the Senator on the lot- 
tery-ticket proposition, because I want to make a point on that, 
if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that, if the Senator will allow 
me just a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want you to get by it. I want 
you to stick to ft. 

Mr. SPOONER. A lottery ticket is nothing without de- 
livery—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 


Mr. SPOONER. And having been excluded from the mails it 
can only be delivered by express companies. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin will aHow the Senator from Indiana to proceed, as he prac- 
tically agreed that he would close his remarks near 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am trying to do so just as fast as I can. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask permission of the Senator from 
Maine 

Mr. HALE. To prolong the discussion? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; not at all. But only to take one 
moment. 

Mr. HALE. I want the Senator to bear in mind what was 
practically the obligation of the Senator from Indiana that he 
would close his remarks about 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I will say to the Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not a party to the making of that 
contract; but I will observe it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will try to conclude as soon as I can. 
I will say to the Senator from Maine that I have occupied the 
last hour in answering questions, or, rather, haying Sena- 
tors make speeches in my speech. I do not object to that at 
all, only I am not to blame for that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am to blame for putting some questions 
to the Senator from Indiana, which are pertinent, I think, and 
which are involved in the pending legislation. With one more 
suggestion, I will not interrupt him further. 

The lottery ticket is of no avail whatever; it does no harm 
until it is delivered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been excluded from the mails, and 


therefore it can only be delivered by express, and the delivery 


consummates the contract. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But I have covered that 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, 
the delivery consummated the contract, and the harm was really 
in the delivery. Now, in the case of an article entirely inriocu- 
ous, which might be transported from one State to another and 
delivered in a State other than the State of production, there is 
no harm in the delivery. It is just as good an article and it is 
just as necessary to the people to have it delivered as if child 
labor had not entered into its production. So that in that case 
the whole trouble, the whole evil is in the State of production, 
and delivery and transportation have nothing to do with it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, I ask the Senator the question I 
asked him a moment ago, because I want to get from him the 
answer that he made a moment ago. Excluding the question 
of policy and considering the question of poweer—which is what 
we are now dealing with—does the Senator say that either the 
shipment or the delivery of a lottery ticket confers the power 
upon us? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not; but I say this—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly ; that is as broad a position as 
I take. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say that the court held it was an article 
of commerce; that it involved transportation and delivery, and 
therefore it might be regulated, and I say this is an entirely 
different case. 


CORRECTNESS OF SUPREME COURT IN LOTTERY CASE. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator has admitted, 
as I knew he must admit when the question was put, that, as 
a question of power, neither the shipment nor the deliyery of 
the lottery ticket confers the power upon us, 

Mr. SPOONER. I said the principle in the case of child 
labor is different from the one involved in the lottery decision. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has overruled the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the Lottery Case, and has said 
so frankly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am stating my opinion about it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. When I asked him if that was true, he 
said it was a divided court; and I pointed out that the division 
did not occur upon this question at all, but it did occur upon 
the question whether a lottery ticket was an article of com- 
merce. That is true, is it not? 

Of course the Senator would not say that to-day either the 
shipment or the delivery was what created the power, because, 
if he had, he would have been confronted by the historic fact 
that up to about fifty years ago lottery tickets and lotteries 
were a favorite method of raising money for various enter- 
prises in this country, and no law could have been passed up 
to that time. 

Now, I want to go on with this Lottery case. The Senator 
from Wisconsin says we have no power—and I concede it— 
to pass a law directly stopping child labor. ‘Therefore, said he, 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1877 


under the interstate commerce clause can we do indirectly what 
we admit we can not do directly? 

But that is answered by substituting the words “ lottery 
ticket“ for child labor” and by asking the Senator, Can we 
pass a law directly prohibiting lotteries in any State?” and the 
Senator says, No; certainly not.” 

Then, using his own language and substituting only the word 
“ lottery,” I ask him whether we can invoke the interstate-com- 
merce clause to do that indirectly which he admits we can not do 
directly; and the Senator is impaled upon the horn of that 
dilemma because of this decision of the Supreme Court with 
which the Senator disagrees. 

Of course, all I can do to convince the Senator is to cite de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court; and if the Senator does not believe 
it is constitutional under that authority, of course that is the 
end of my labor, Now, I will read further, and I want the at- 
tention of both Senators to this. I am trying to get through as 
fast as I can, and I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu] and the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] to this. I continue the reading of this decision. 

I am still reading from the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the Lottery case: 


In this connection it must not be forgotten that the power of Con- 
gress to regulate commerce among the States is plenary, is complete 


in itself, and is subject to no limitations except such as may be found in 


the Constitution. 

Now, proceeds the court: 

What provision in that instrument can be regarded as limiting the 
erercise of the power granted? hat clause can be cited which in any 
degree countenances the suggestion that one may, of right, carry or 
cause to be carried from one State to another that which will harm the 
public morals? We can not think of any clause of that instrument that 

_ could possibly be invoked by those who assert their right to send lottery 
tickets from State to State except the one— 

That is where the Lottery case is a good deal weaker than 
the child-labor case— 
providing that no person shall be deprived of his liberty without due 
process of law. 

I think that answers the question that was suggested early 
in the day by the Senator from Rhode Island. I have a lot of 
this Lottery case that I must read, and the Senator from Maine 
and the Senator from Montana are both very justly impatient. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Suppose you allow me to read this, also 
from the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the Lottery case: 

If it be said that the act of 1895 is inconsistent with the tenth 
amendment, reserving to the States, respectively, or to the people the 
pores not delegated to the United States, the answer is that the power 
© regulate commerce among the States has been expressly delegated to 
Congress. 

And this: R 
POLICE POWER OF STATE v, “ONLY POWER COMPETENT TO END” EVIL. 


As a State may, for the purpose of guarding the morals of its own 

ople, forbid all sales of lottery tickets within its limits, so Congress, 
‘or the purpose of 8 the people of the United States against the 
widespread tilence of lotteries” and to protect the commerce which 
concerns all the States, may prohibit the carrying of lottery tickets from 
one State to another. 

And this: 


It said, in effect, that it would not permit the declared policy of the 
seats oi tena S a Pariroa Be Teena a tantr Si 
interstate commerce. We should hesitate long ‘ore adjudging that an 
evil of such appalling character 

And where is the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. He is here. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE— 
carried on through interstate commerce, can not be met and crushed by 
the only power competent to that end. 

And so, as in the case of the lottery tickets, each State had a 
perfect right to pass lottery laws that would end the evil within 
its borders; but that would not prevent a lottery in another State 
sending the evil into the first State. There was only one power 
competent to that end, and although nobody questioned the police 
power of the States acting upon this subject within their limits, 
still it could only be ended, says the Supreme Court, by invoking 
the power of the General Government. 

But the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] says that this 
decision of the Supreme Court is itself unconstitutional. 

But never mind. The Supreme Court goes on: 

We say come to that end, because Congress alone has the power 
to occu by legislation the whole field of interstate commerce. hat 
was male by this court upon a former occasion may well be here re- 

The framers of the Constitution never intended that the 


ted: “ 
fegisiative power of the Nation should find itself incapable of d ng 
of a subject-matter specifically committed to its charge.“ re 


Rahrer, 140 U. S., 545, 562.) 


. policy comes in, not the power. 


And the Supreme Court concludes this particular syllogism 
as follows: 


If the carrying of lottery tickets from one State to another be in- 
terstate commerce, and if Congress is of opinion that an effective regu- 
lation for the suppression of lotteries, carried on through such com- 
merce, is to make it a criminal offense to cause lottery tickets to be 
carried from one State to another, we know of no authority in the 


courts to hold that the mcans thus devised are not appro te and 
necessary to protect the country at large against a species of interstate 
commerce which, although in general use and somewhat favored in both 
national and State legislation in the early histery of the country, has 
grown into disrepute and has become offensive to the entire people of 
the Nation. It is a kind of traffic which no one can be entitled to pur- 
sue as of right. 


So that the power was not limited if it was merely an article 
of interstate commerce. The Supreme Court excludes, as the 
Senator did in answering my question, the suggestion that power 
arises by reason of the evil of the traffic. There is where the 


Now, I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island 
to this, because this is his point: 


That regulation may sometimes appropriately assume the form of 
prohibition Is also illustrated by the case of diseased cattle transported 
from one State to another. Such cattle may have, notwithstanding 
their condition, a value in money for some purposes, and yet it can not 
be doubted that Congress, under its-power to regulate commerce, may 
either provide for their being inspected before transportation begins, or, 
in is iscretion, may prohibit their being transported from one State to 
another. 


Still the Supreme Court keeps on: 


The act of July 2, 1890, known as the Sherman antitrust act, and 
which is based upon the power of Congress to regulate commerce among 
the States, is an illustration of the pro tion that regulation may 
take the form of prohibition. The object of that act was to protect 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies. 
accomplish that object Congress declared certain contracts to be illegal. 
That act, in effect, prohibited the doing of certain things, and its pro- 
hivitory clauses have been sustained in several cases as valid under 
the power of Congress to regulate interstate commerce. 


And again, for it appears that the Supreme Court was quite 
determined and persistent on this question: 


That regulation may sometimes take the form or have the effect of | 
prohibition is also illustrated in the case of In re Rahrer, 140 U. 8. 


* 
545. In Mugler v. Kansas, 123 U. S., 623, it was adjudged that State 
legislation prohibiting the manufacture of spirituous, malt, vinous, fer- 
mented, or other intoxicating liquors within the limits of the State, to 
be there sold or bartered for general use as a beverage, does not nec- 
essarily infringe any right, privilege, or immunity secured by the 
Constitution. of the United States or by the amendments thereto. 
s * s s * + 


Thus under its power to regulate interstate commerce, 
in the transportation, in original packages, 
State to another. 


And then, of course, it goes into the Rahrer case more com- 
pletely; but I will leave that for a moment, because I come to 
the other questions which the Senator from California [Mr. 
Perkins] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] and 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furrox] raised as to the possible 
abuse of this power. I will read that portion of the decision 
which the Senator from Wisconsin read. On this point the Su- 
preme Court says: 4 | 


We decide nothing more in the present case than that lottery tickets 
are subjects of traffic among those who choose to sell or buy them; 
that the carriage of such tickets by independent carriers from one 
State to another is therefore interstate commerce; that under its 
power to regulate commerce among the several States Congress, sub- 
ject to the limitations imposed by the Constitution upon the exercise 
of the powers granted— 


And the court says that there was no clause that it could 
find that limited them— 
has plenary authority over such commerce and may prohibit the car- 
riage of such tickets from State to State. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] has admitted, and 
the court has held, that so far as the power is concerned, ex- 
eluding the question of policy, the power does not spring from 
the eyil at the beginning or the end of transportation or from 
the middle, of it either. : 

Mr. President, there are some other cases upon this point, 
but I do not intend, in view of the lateness of the hour, to give 
any more time to this particular point. Perhaps as the debate 
proceeds I shall. But I think I shall be able to conyince—I 
wish the Senator from Rhode Island were here, because it is a 
point to which I wish to call his particular attention most of 
all—Senators that Congress has already exercised this power 
many times. 

POWER OVER FOREIGN AND INTERSTATE COMMERCE IDENTICAL. 

The reason I ask it is because the Senator from Rhode Island 
raised this question with me himself, both personally and in 
debate. Does any Senator, any lawyer—and if he does, I will 
be glad to hear from him now—contend that the power of 
Congress over interstate commerce and over foreign commerce 
is not precisely the same? 

If any Senator does so contend, I am compelled to quote 


+ 
as involved 
of ardent spirits from one 
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other decisions of the Supreme Court, and I will quote them 
briefly, to the effect that they are the same; and I call the at- 
tention of Senators to this. It is conclusive of this case, more 
conclusive than the Lottery case, though that alone is decisive. 

I say that the following cases decide that the power of Con- 
gress over interstate commerce is the same as the power of Con- 
gress over forcign commerce, and I quote the following au- 
thorities: 

Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat.), which, of course, is the founda- 
tion decision of all interstate-commerce decisions. 

The Supreme Court says, through Mr. Justice Marshall, after 
he had given the definition of the word “regulate” and the 
word “ commerce! 

Mr. ALDRICH entered the Chamber. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that I promised him that I would cite decisions upon 
this proposition—because if I am right upon this proposition, 
this case is settled, even more so than the Lottery case, which 
settles it entirely aside from the point I am now making—that 
the power of Congress over interstate commerce is the same as 
it is over foreign commerce. The first case is that of Gibbons v. 
Ogden. 

Says the court, and it is Marshall who is speaking— 

If this be the admitted meaning of the word— 

That is, the word “ commerce“ 
in its application— 


I want the Senator from Rhode Island to hear these cases, 
because the Senator was rather worried about this proposition. 
He said so yesterday and again to-day— 


in its application to forcign nations 


Mr. ALDRICH. My doubt upon this subject is shared by the 
Supreme Court, as I have shown by the extract from the de- 
cision which I read, which was delivered recently. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to say to the Senator that that 
does not conflict, and that the Supreme Court had directly held 
this thing. The Senator certainly is not unwilling to listen to 
the decisions of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Justice White, who delivered the opin- 
jon in the case from which I read, evidently was not aware of 
the fact the Senator has stated. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was the case of Butterfield v. 
Stranahan. It does not hold any such thing, as I shall show. 

But listen to the Supreme Court, speaking by its greatest 
Chief Justice: 

If this be the admitted meaning of the word, in its application to 
foreign nations, it must carry the same meaning throughout the sen- 


tence, and remain a unit, unless there be some plain intelligible cause 
which alters it. 


Story—and Story is its greatest commentator—in his work on 
the Constitution, goes on to tell exactly what the clause does 
apply to. 

Says Story: : 

It [the interstate-commerce power] extends as well to the naviga- 
tion of vessels engaged in carrying passengers, and whether steam 
vessels or of any other description, as to the navigation of vessels en- 
gaged in traffic and general coasting business. 

Now I come to the point about which the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCumsBer] wanted me to answer him. He is 
not here. Story says: 

It [the interstate-commerce power] extends to the laying of em- 
bargoes, as weli on domestic as on foreign voyages. 

Now, then, I read from a Supreme Court opinion, United 
States 141, page 57. It is proper to call it the great case of 
Crutcher v. Kentucky. Up to that time it was undoubtedly one 
of the most important deliverances, outside of those made by 
Story and Marshall. It was made by Mr. Justice Bradley, 
whose masterful ability and attainments are familiar to every 
lawyer and every schoolboy in the law. 

CASE OF CRUTCHER V. KENTUCKY, 

That case was where the State of Kentucky required a license 
from the agent of express companies before permitting them 
to do any business in that State. Part of the business of 
the companies in that State was State business and part come in 
from other States. Of course that was resisted, and the Su- 
preme Court held that such a law was yoid because it inter- 
fered with the power of Congress over interstate commerce, 
which was erclusively in Congress. In discussing this power 
and the meaning of the words 

Congress shall have power * + + 


to regulate commerce with 


2 78 — nations and among the several States and with the Indian 
tr — 


The Supreme Court used the following language: 
It has been frequently laid down by this court that the power of 


Congress over interstate commerce is as absolute as it is over forcign 
commerce. 


Is that clear language? 

And the court goes on—this is the Supreme Court of the 
United States speaking, mind you: 

Would anyone pretend that a State legislature could prohibit a for- 
eign corporation—an English or a French transportation company, 
for example—from coming into its borders and landing goods an S- 
sengers at its wharves, and nan goods and passengers for a return 
voyage, without first obtaining a license from some State officer, and 
filing a sworn statement as to the amount of its capital stock paid in? 

And why not? Evidently because the matter is not within the 
province of State legislation, but within that of National legislation. 
Inman Steamship Company rt. Tinker, 94 U. S., 238.) The prerogative, 
the responsibility, and the duty of providing for the security of the 
citizens and the people of the United States in relation to foreign cor- 
porate bodies, ov forcign individuals with whom they may have rela- 
tions of foreign commerce, belong to the Government of the United 
States, and not to the governments of the several States; and confidence 
in that regard may be reposed in the National Legislature without any 
anxiety or apprehension arising from the fact that the subject-matter 
is not within the province or jurisdiction of the State legislatures, 

And the same thing is eractly true with regard to interstate com- 
merce as it is with regard to foreign commerce. NO DIFFERENCE IS 
PERCEIVABLE BETWEEN THE TWO. 


It is not necessary to comment upon that. 
be clearer and more explicit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator is aware that the 
power of Congress over foreign commerce does not depend en- 
tirely upon the one clause, the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
upon two things. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And therefore that Congress has a different 
power and an undisputed power over foreign commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The power of taxation, undoubtedly. 
But let me call the Senator's attention to this. The Senator is 
a great tariff expert, but, constitutionally, you have the right to 
lay taxes, to put on tariffs, under the taxing power, only for 
the purpose of revenue. 

When you lay a tariff for protection it comes within the 
commerce clause of the Constitution; and if the Senator doubts 
that perhaps he and the Senator from Massachusetts haye some 
respect for Mr. Justice Story, who was the greatest com- 
mentator upon our Constitution. 

That question came up early in our constitutional history. 
They said a protective tariff was unconstitutional, and the Su- 
preme Court admitted, and Story admits, that it is unconstitu- 
tional under the taxing power alone. Under that Congrss has 
power to lay taxes, impose imposts, etc., and nothing else. 

But when it comes to protection, your power is derived from 
the interstate and foreign commerce clause of the Constitution, 
and from that alone. The Senator will find one entire chapter 
of very interesting reading, demonstrating that fact, in Story on 
the Constitution. Perhaps the ablest piece of work Mr. Justice 
Story ever did was to demonstrate that that power existed un- 
der the interstate and foreign commerce clause. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Supreme Court ever questioned that 
power of Congress? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; and nobody is questioning it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is. purely within the discretion of Con- 
gress; and under the taxing power a duty levied for protection 
or for whatever purpose may be in the minds of Congress can 
not be questioned by the court. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is what the Senator says; but I am 
holding up here a book which is the greatest commentary upon 
the Constitution ever written, wherein a whole chapter is given 
to an exposition of the reasons why your protective tariff rests 
not upon the taring power, but upon the commerce clause. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But pardon me a moment. I do not in- 
tend that the Senator shall get away from the decision I just 
read to him, where the Supreme Court justifies the decision in 
Crutcher v. Kentucky by saying Congress has such and such a 
power over foreign commerce. If over foreign commerce, then 
over interstate commerce, because they are one and the sane, 
says the Supreme Court of the United States. Does the Senator 
admit that that language is clear? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tue language is clear, but it is not pertinent 
to the question I am discussing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ah, well; we will see. I will come to 
the pertinence of it in a minute. The proposition I submit is 
whether anyone questions that the power of Congress over for- 
eign and interstate commerce is the same? 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 


Language can not 


Certainly I am aware of it. It depends 


from Indiana 
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Mr. KNOX. I am very much interested in the very powerful 
presentation of the proposition the Senator from Indiana is now 
discussing, and it is one which has given a great many jurists 
and lawyers a yery great deal of thought in the past, and that 
is the question whether the power over commerce between the 
States is the same as the power over foreign commerce; or, in 
other words, whether the power cf Congress is as great over 
commerce between the States as it is over foreign commerce. I 
want to ask the Senator from Indiana if this thought has oc- 
curred to him: That the Congress of the United States would 
have absolute and exclusive power over foreign commerce if the 
words “ foreign commerce” were not included in the ecommerce 
clause of the Constitution at all? Do we not have that power— 
power over our foreign relations—by virtue of our existence as 
a Nation; and is not the whole purpose of the commerce clause 
of the Constitution to give us the power as between the States 
and with the Indian tribes? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer that. The Senator knows 
much better than I do, because he is much more learned, that 
this very question has been answered time and time and time 
again. But I do not think he will find many Senators here this 
afternoon, in the present temper of the Senate, agreeing with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, that we have any “inherent” 
power at all. J agree with the Senator. I agree that we do 
have inherent power over foreign commerce, and we do not 
have to repose it upon the foreign-commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution. 

But I can not agree with the Senator that the framers of the 
Constitution meant nothing at all when they inserted the 
words “ with foreign nations.” I can not agree that those words 
are surplusage, and I have no right to do so in view of the 
fact that every assertion of our power over foreign commerce, 
whenever it has been questioned, has been justified under the 
interstate and foreign commerce clause of the Constitution, with- 
out one exception. z 

Mr. Knox. My suggestion was only meant for the purpose of in- 
dicating that there might be a difference between the two powers. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘Then, as to whether there is a difference 
between the two powers—of course we have had a decision of 
the Supreme Court questioned here this afternoon—but let me 
read it again, because it is worth while to read it, for this 
point, if it is conceded, settles the question. 

I read again from the Supreme Court in Crutcher v. Ken- 
tueky: 

It has frequently been laid down by this court that the power of 
Congress over interstate commerce is as absolute as it is over foreign 
commerce. 

That is clear, is it not? £ 

Mr. KNOX. That suggestion was not necessary to the deci- 
sion of that case. I know at least a dozen cases where that lan- 
guage has been quoted, but I do not know of a single case—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I—— 

Mr. KNOX. I am searching for the.truth, exactly as the Sen- 
ator from Indiana is, and I should like to finish my sentence. 
I do not know a single case—and I will be under very great 
personal obligations to the Senator from Indiana if he can in- 
dicate a case—where that has been decided, really decided, not 
merely suggested as a part of the argument upon some other 
proposition. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I myself first thought this was obiter, but 
upon examining it, you will find that it is not; and the reason 
why Mr. Justice Bradley uses this language is to justify the 
decision which he makes. It is a part of his method of reason- 
ing. How did he propose to hold unconstitutional the Ken- 

* tucky law, which was then before the court, which required 
an agent of an express company to secure a license? He did it 
by the following reasoning; and even the Senator will admit 
that if this were obiter, still, in the absence of any definite 
decision to the contrary on the subject, it would be law, would 
it not? 

Mr. KNOX. I think not. I think obiter is never law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will read it. 

Would anyone pretend that a State legislature— 

I see that amuses the Senator from New Jersey. I call the 
attention of the Senator from Pennsylvania to a case where not 
only obiter, but a dissenting opinion, in the case of Justice 
Story, holding as against all the rest of his colleagues that the 
power over interstate commerce was exclusive in Congress, after- 
wards in the course of fifteen years became the law. But to 
quote the Supreme Court: 


Would anyone pretend— 


I am going to try to show the Senator that Mr. Justice Brad- 
ley rasts his whole opinion upon that reason. 


Says Mr. Justice Bradley, delivering the unanimous opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States: 

Would anyone pretend that a State legislature could prohibit a 
foreign corporation—an English or a French tr: rtation company, 
for example—from coming into its borders and landing goods and pas- 
fengers at its wharves and soliciting goods and passengers for a return 
voyage without first obtaining a license from some State oficer and 
filing a sworn statement as to the amount of its capital stock paid in? 
And why not? Evidently because-the matter is not within the province 
of State legislation, but within that of national legislation. (Inman 
Steamship Co. v. Tinker, 94 U. S., 238.) 

The prerogative, the responsibility, and the duty of providing for the 
security of the citizens and the people of the United States in relation 
to fore ya corporate bodies or foreign individuals with whom they may 
have relations of foreign commerce, belong to the Government of the“ 
United States and not to the government of the several States; and 
confidence in that regard may reposed in the National Legislature 
without any anxiety or be gh pig oon arising from the fact that the 
re is not within the province or jurisdiction of the State 
egislatures. 

And the same thing is exactly true with regard to interstate com- 
merce as it is with regard to foreign commerce. No difference is per- 
ceivable between the tivo. 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
one: BRAE from Indiana yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. I only want to state this for the purpose of keep- 
ing myself right and to give the Senator some information. 

I had something to do with the Lottery case. The final argu- 
ment was made when I was Attorney-General, and I had some- 
thing to do with the preparation of the case; and the reason 
why I say I would be under personal obligations for a direct 
decision upon the proposition that the control over interstate 
commerce is just the same as it is over foreign commerce, is be- 
cause we used every one of those cases which the Senator has 
cited and we worked every one of those statements for all they 
were worth in order to get the court to base the decision in the 
Lottery case upon that ground, which would have been conclu- 
siye ground, and would not haye necessitated the court going 
elsewhere. But if the Senator will examine that decision, he 
will see they put it on other grounds. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the lottery decision, the court did ex- 
pressly state that the power to regulate involved the power to 
prohibit, and that the power of prohibition was not only ncces- 
sarily involved, but also had been exercised. R 

Mr. KNOX. ‘To prohibit in that case under its peculiar facts. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; they cited several other instances— 
the transportation of alcoholic liquors, for example, or of in- 
fected cattle, although there might be property rights in the in- 
fected cattle. 


CASE OF BROWN v. HUSTON ON IDENTITY OF POWER OVER FOREIGN AND 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


In Brown v. Houston the Supreme Court of the United States 
uses this language: 
The power to regulate commerce among the several States is granted 


to Congress in terms as absolute as is the power to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations. 


I think the Senator from Rhode Island will not be able to 
find, with a good deal of research, any language more clear and 
emphatic than that. 

In the case of Stockton v. Baltimore, etc., Railway Company 
(32 Fed. Rep.), while the language is not so clear and emphatic, 
there are some things which ought to be quoted: 

Says the court—and this judge was later one of the justices 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, and one of its 
greatest justices; I was taught, as a law student, to admire and 
revere him—says this great lawyer: 

We think that the power of Congress is supreme over the ohole 
subject— 

Over interstate commerce— 


unimpeded and unembarrassed by State lines or State laws; that, in 
this matter the country is one, and the work to be accomplished is 
National, and that State interests, State jealousies, and State prejudices 
do not require to be consulted. IN MATTERS OF FOREIGN AND INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE THERE ARE NO STATES. 


Can human tongue frame language more emphatic than these 
words of the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Now, I haye cited from Chief Justice Marshall, in Gibbons v. 
Ogden, clear down to 141 United States, the definite, clear, direct, 
unconfused statement of the Supreme Court that the power over 
foreign and interstate commerce is the same. 

Senators may explain one quotation upon the ground that it 
is obiter dictum. 

Senators may say, in another place, the court has no business 
to put it in. 2 

Senators may say that the reasoning of Chief Justice Mar- 
shall was entirely wrong. But I have nothing to do with that; 
that is the quarrel of the Senators with the Supreme Court. 
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If in the efforts of Senators to resist the power of Congress 
to prohibit this great National evil they want to resort to those 
things, they can. All that it is necessary for me to do is to cite 
the direct decisions of the Supreme Court upon this matter. 

Without a dissenting word, in language as clear as any court 
ever used, they have held the power over interstate and foreign 
commerce to be the same. It was not necessary for me to make 
this point at all, after the decision in the Lottery case and the 
Forty-three Gallons of Whisky case. 

But if—aside from the Lottery case—if the language of the 
Supreme Court in Cruthers v. Kentucky and the other cases I 
“haye cited is correct, we have already done all that I ask the 
Senate to do. Because in the Dingley law there is a provision 
which I will read. It is the same thing in the McKinley law. 

I have here in my hand a list of the members of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate and of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House, who inserted this provision, and it was 
inserted without any party division. : 

No lawyer found anything unconstitutional in this, although 
this clause of the tariff law does not fall at all within the taring 
power; it is exclusively under the power over foreign and inter- 
state commerce. The paragraph is as follows: 


GOODS MADE BY CONVICTS EXCLUDED ; WHY NOT GOODS MADE BY CHILDREN? 


Sec. 31. That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufac- 
tured wholly or in part in any foreign country by convict labor shall not 
be entitled to entry at any of the ports of the United States, and the 
importation thereof is hereby prohibited, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is authorized and directed to prescribe such regulations as may be 
necessary for the enforcement of this provision. K 

So that in our laws to-day, without a dissenting vote in 
either House of Congress, coming absolutely and exclusively 
under our power over foreign conmerce and not under the 
tazing power at all, we have prohibited the importation of 
convict-made goods. Now, if all these decisions of the Su- 
preme Court are not wrong and foolish, if what they say is 
true, that our power over interstate commerce is the same 
as over foreign commerce, then we have the power over in- 
terstate commerce to do what we have done over foreign 
Commerce. 


Very well. Then we have the power to exclude from inter- 
state commerce convict-made goods, as we have already excluded 
from foreign commerce convict-made goods. And if we have a 
right to exclude from interstate commerce goods made by con- 
victs, we have a right to exclude goods made by children and the 
murder of children. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. BACON. Before the gentleman concludes I desire—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not through yet. I would have 
been through long ago—— N 

Mr. BACON. 1 — 

‘Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go ahead. 

Mr. BACON. I desired to interrupt the Senator before he 
concluded. I wish to correct a statement of fact made by the 
Senator in the course of his remarks, with his permission. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. - 


Mr. BACON. Yesterday, Mr. President—and I am now abou 
to read from the stenographer’s report of what he said and what 
I said—the Senator from Indiana was speaking of conditions 
in the State of Georgia and the number of children who were 
engaged in the mills in that State, and the question of the effi- 
ciency of the Georgia law regulating child labor came under dis- 
cussion. I asked the Senator this question: 


I should like to ask the Senator, as he seems to have exhaustively 
studied the question, if he is prepared to state how many children in 
Georgia under 12 years of age or under 14 years of age are to-day 
employed in the mills? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer the Senator even more directly than 
that. I will state that under the new law, which went into effect 
this very year, there had been applications for the employment of 
children up to last week in the county clerk's office—I believe it is in 
Atlanta, or whichever is the greatest city in your State—for 3,000 
children, just as there were in Maryland applications since the new law 
went into effect there for 11,000 children, 1,200 of which were affected, 
although the census shows there were only 5,000 children of that age 
at work after the law went into effect on the first of the year, and I 
shall present it. There have been applications for more than 3,000. 

Mr. Bacon. How many of the applications have been granted? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All were granted. 

Mr. Bacon. Has the Senator any evidence that they were all granted? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. President, the Senator then 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was mistaken about that. I presented 


the facts later in my speech. 
Very well; I now have the facts definitely in 


Mr. BACON, 


my possession. The Senator then went on to read an extract 
from an article which had appeared in the Atlanta Journal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I prefer that the Senator would make his 
statement after I get through. 

Mr. BACON. I will not take much of the time of the Sen- 
ator; I will be through in two or three minutes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. z 

Mr. BACON. The Senator read an article from the Atlanta 
Journal to the effect, not in the way of a statement by the ordi- 
nary, who I may state is the probate judge—that is the title 
given to him there—that it was estimated by him that during 
the current year 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I read that statement. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will let me proceed. I will 
not take more than two or three minutes. That during the 
current year it was estimated there would be between two 
and three thousand applications. 

I asked the Senator this morning if he had any further evi- 
dence of the correctness of the statement which he had made, 
to wit, that 3,000 applications had been made and all of them 
had been granted, than the evidence which he read from the 
Atlanta Journal, and he said he had no other. 

I then telegraphed to Atlanta for the purpose of getting the 
facts, and it is for the purpose of reading these telegrams that I 
took the liberty of interrupting the Senator. 

I have, first, a telegram from the Hon, Madison Bell, a 
member of the State legislature of Georgia, and who assisted in 
the framing of the State law, and here is what he says about 
it after haying made an investigation: 


= BEVERIDGE entirely ignorant of provisions and effect of the child-labor 
aw 


The Senator went on to state that there was no provision for 
an inspection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go on and read your telegram, since you 
are going to read that kind of a statement. I want to get 
through with this speech; but go ahead. f 

Mr. BACON. I am very much obliged to the Senator. 


Grand juries in each county have special authority to inspect, and 
must see that law is enforced f es 


Here is the particular part: 


Ten permits only by Ordinary Wilkinson, of this county. Can prove 
that thousands of children have been freed from the mills in this State 
since January 1, 1907. 


Mapison BELL, 
For whose character in every regard I most unqualifiedly 
vouch. 
Now, here is a telegram from the ordinary himself, who, as I 
stated, is probate judge in charge of this matter. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. He confirms Bell, I suppose. 
Mr. BACON. It is addressed to me. It goes on to say in 
response to my telegram: > 
Assertion in Senate as to application for exception certificates under 
child-labor law incorrect, as only ten applications have been granted 
in Fulton County, and the officers of the mills and factories affected by 
the law are desirous of having it enforced. 
Jonx R. WILKINSON, 
Ordinary, Fulton County. 


Mr. President, if the Senator is as wide of correctness as to 
the other facts he stated as he was when he stated that 3,000 
applications had been made and 3,000 applications had been 
granted, I think it is necessary that he should supervise his eyi- 
dence to some extent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say in answer to that that it 
was unnecessary for the Senator to take my time, when I am 
trying to get through my speech, to state that, because I myself 
read, as soon as I could find it among the mass of papers that 
the Senator saw upon my desk, the extract from the Atlanta 
Journal, from his own city, upon which my statement was made. 
So the correction of the statement was made almost as soon as 
the error itself was made. 

Now, as to the statement of the gentleman, in the telegram, 
which is entirely gratuitous, that I am ignorant of the pro- 
visions of that law, neither he nor anyone else who reads that 
absurd statute can be ignorant of it. I state to the Senator 
now that every statement that I haye made concerning this out- 
rage of child labor in Georgia is supported by the affidavits of 
men and women who have personally investigated it. 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not going into any debate right now. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will certainly permit me to cor- 
rect one thing? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I will not now. 
through. 

Mr. BACON. When the Senator gets through he can not, be- 
cause there is another order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It does not make any difference 


I will after I get 


1907. 


Mr. BACON. I want to call attention to the fact 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator might have made his state- 
ment to-morrow or any other time. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator's statement is incorrect to the ex- 
tent of the difference between three thousand and ten. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not the difference between three 
thousand and ten. 

Mr. BACON. Allright. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will be in order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The correction was made almost as soon 
as the error itself was made. 


Mr. BACON. The Senator has not corrected the state- 
ment 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator from Georgia and the 


people of his State are satisfied with the law, all I haye to say 
is that people from his State who haye inyestigated it are not. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I refuse to yield to the Senator any 
further. 

Mr. BACON. Whenever a State is not satisfied with the law, 
it is capable of amending it, and it will do it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I further state that two or three times— 
I do not know how many times, but at least once, and I will 
confine it to that—in the State of Georgia the effort was made 
to defeat any effective law, and it was successful; and at an- 
other time a law which might have been made effective was not 
properly enforced. 

Mr. BACON. I challenged the Senator to embody it in his 
speech, and he would not permit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President, if, then, the power of 


Congress over foreign commerce and interstate commerce is the 


same, and by virtue of the former we have prohibited convict- 
made goods, we may also prohibit the transportation of convict- 
made goods in interstate commerce. But if convict-made goods 
may be prohibited in interstate commerce, then why can we not 
also prohibit child-made goods? 


CONGRESS HAS FREQUENTLY EXERCISED POWER OF PROHIBITION UNDER 
COMMERCE CLAUSE, 


Mr. President, I have shown that under the interstate-com- 
merce clause of the Constitution the Supreme Court has time 
and again held that it meant the power to prohibit the trans- 
portation in interstate commerce of such articles as in the 
judgment of Congress were inimical to the interests of the 
Nation. We have done that, and I propose to call the attention 
of the Senate to some of the statutes by which we haye done it, 
where there was no reference to any committee of the question 
of its constitutionality, although it was a prohibition direct, 
plain, and undisguised. 

For instance, in foreign commerce we have had our embargo 
laws. 

We have prohibited the importation of slaves. 

We have prohibited the importation of counterfeit eoins. 

And we have prohibited the importation of conviet-made goods. 

I am sorry the Senator from South Carolina and other Sen- 
ators who have said that they are so greatly interested in 
amending this evil are not here. We have passed a large num- 
ber of laws, many of them quite exceptional, prohibiting inter- 
state commerce in certain articles. N 

For example, the act of August 2, 1882, prohibits the trans- 
portation in interstate commerce of nitroglycerin in any ves- 
sel. The question of its being an explosive has something to 
do with the policy of prohibiting it, but not with the power of 
prohibiting it, for we in the same law permit its transportation 
within the limits of a State. 

The act of March 31, 1900, prohibits the transportation of ex- 
plosive materials in any vessel or vehicle in interstate commerce. 

The act of July 1, 1902, prohibits the introduction or sale by 
another State of dairy or food products which have been falsely 
labeled or branded. 

Now, there is an article of commerce that had nothing the 
matter with it, so far as hurting the health of the people was 
concerned. 

The only objection to oleomargarine was, if they colored it, 
although the color was entirely healthful, still it fooled the 
people into thinking it was butter. So we can not say it was 
affecting the health or the morals of the people and that there- 
fore the power arose from that fact. 

The power was exercised because it was absolute; and in the 
policy of Congress, in our wisdom, we thought it was a wise 
measure and beneficial to the “interests of the Nation” to 
exercise that power, and so we did it. 

The act of February 3, 1903, prohibits transportation in inter- 
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state commerce of cattle without a certificate from the inspector 
of the Agricultural Department. And this, although a man has 
an absolute right to his property, and his property amounts to 
nothing less he can transport it; yet Congress, acting under 
the power of prohibition in the interstate commerce clause, has 
prohibited the transportation of cattle without a certificate 
whether those catile are diseased or wholesome. So we see that 
the power does not spring from that. 

Then, again, we have the act of February 21, 1905. On ex- 
amining the debate I find that the senior Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Kean], who now occupies the chair, was the Senator 
who had charge of passing the bill through the Senate. It pro- 
hibits the transportation in interstate commerce of gold and 
silver goods with the words “U. S. Assay” or any similar 
words. ` 

And this was solely under the interstate-commerce clause of the 
Constitution. When the bill came in it was referred to the 
Interstate Commerce Committee. It was reported back by that 
committee. We had absolutely no power whatever to pass that 
law except under the interstate-commerce clause of the Consti- 
tution. 

There was nothing whatever in the gold and silver goods that 
could hurt the morals of the people, as was the case in regard to 
lottery tickets. The only point was to protect some manufac- 


turers of New Jersey and New York who did not want the. 


words United States Assay“ put upon anything, and because 
those words had been put upon some importations that were 
then sent through interstate commerce. 

But if we haye the power to prohibit the transportation of 
gold and silyer goods with the words “U. S. assay” upon 
them, which do not hurt the physical condition or morals 
of the people any place, and passed a law merely to protect the 
manufacturers of New York, haye we not a right to prohibit 
the transportation of child-made goods from one State to the 
other, so far as the power is concerned? 

What haye Senators who are troubled about the question of 
power to say about that law? Nobody questions it. 

Again, the act of March 3, 1905, prohibits the transportation 


of loose hay and other highly combustible materials on pas- 


senger steamers. That is erclusively under the interstate-com- 
merce clause of the Constitution and not under any other pro- 
vision of the Constitution whatever. 

If as a matter of power we can prohibit the transportation of 
loose hay, the only reason for it being a matter of policy—it 
might get afire—why as a matter of power can we not prohibit 
the transportation of child-made goods? Does it not subserve 
the “interests of the Nation,” as Chief Justice Marshall says, 
and is not more involved in the ruin of our citizenship than in 
the possible burning of a steamer or the possible affecting of 
the business of some watch factories in New Jersey and New 
York? 

The act of February 21, 1905, prohibits the transportation by 
carriers of interstate commerce of obscene books, and this al- 
though the Constitution expressly guarantees “freedom of 
speech;” and it has been held that printing is as much 
“speech ” as spoken words by the tongue. 

Yet, although the Constitution absolutely guarantees “ free- 
dom of speech,” nevertheless we have prohibited, in spite of that 
guaranty, the transportation by the channels of interstate com- 
merce of obscene literature, when that is held by the courts to 
be “speech” as much as anyhing else. We did that under the 
interstate-commerce clause as a matter of power and because it 
subserved the “interests of the Nation,” as Marshall says, as a 
matter of policy. 

The act of March 3, 1905, prohibits the transportation in inter- 
state commerce of quarantined cattle, this quarantine being 
established by the Agricultural Department within the United 
States. And this, mind you, although the cattle might be sound 
and their transportation and sale “a matter of right,” to use the 
language of the Supreme Court of the United States in the Lot- 
tery case. 

The act of March 3, 1905—and I call the attention of the 
junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. LATIMER] to this act— 
prohibits the transportation by carriers of interstate commerce 
of insects of a certain kind. 

THESE LAWS PROHIBITING INTERSTATE COMMERCE PASSED WITHOUT 
QUESTION, 

I have the debates on all these laws here. I looked them up 
very carefully. I wondered why it was that, when we proposed 
to prohibit the transportation by interstate carriers of the boll 
weevil, nobody raised a constitutional question. The senior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] was present, I find. The 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] was present, I find. The 
junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. LATIMER] had the bill 
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in charge. The senior Senator from Texas did not know 
whether he was going to object or not, but he never stated any 
constitutional objection to it. 

And, ah, yes! the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], 
who tells us he is so “troubled” about the “extension of na- 
tional power; that he is so concerned about how far we are 


going to go in including articles in interstate transportation— 
the senior Senator from Wisconsin—was present. Yet nobody 
made any objection whatever to the passage of that bill, which 
is now a law, and the constitutionality of which has never been 
questioned. It absolutely prohibits the transportation of cer- 
tain insects by interstate commerce. 

What does the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Artprice], 
who says that the commerce clause of the Constitution means 
only to “regulate,” and not to prohibit; what does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, who gets so excited and says that it is a 
serious thing to say that the word prohibit should be read into 
the word fegulate—what do those Senators say about that 
statute? 

Mr. President, if we have not the power, the act which you 
(Mr. Kean in the chair) got through the Senate and which 
you were in charge of and the acts which other Senators pre- 
sented in the Senate and which were voted upon teithout ob- 
jection, are all unconstitutional. Are Senators willing to say 
that? 

If we have the power to prohibit the transportation in inter- 
state commerce of cattle without a certificate, well or ill; if we 
have the power to prohibit the transportation of certain insects; 
if we have the power to prohibit the transportation of loose hay 
in vessels; if we haye the power to prohibit the transportation 

“of gold and silver goods merely because they have two words on 
them, and all under the interstate-commerce clause; if we have 
the power to prohibit convict-made goods, why have we not the 
power to prohibit the transportation in interstate commerce of 
child-labor-made goods? 

So far as the question of power is concerned, in none of these 
eases that I haye shown did the power come, in @ single instance, 

-from the evil of the article prohibited. As a matter of policy 
we enacted those laws because they were good for the“ interests 
of the Nation.” But if it is good for the “interests of the Na- 
tion” to prohibit the transportation of insects from State to 
State; if it is good for the “interests of the Nation” to prohibit 
the importation of convict-made goods; if the power over inter- 
state commerce equals the power over foreign commerce, as the 
Supreme Court has said, unless it is overruled by a subcommit- 
tee of the Senate; if we have the power to prohibit convict-made 
goods in interstate commerce, as we have; if we have actually 
prohibited the transportation of gold and silver merely because 
they had two words which inconvenienced the business of cer- 
tain men in New York and New Jersey, all upon the theory that 
it affected the“ interests of the Nation,” to again use Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall’s famous phrase, how much more haye we got the 
powcr to prohibit the transportation in interstate commerce of 
child-made goods which affect the “interests of the Nation,” 
aye, and the perpetuity of the Nation? 

Gentlemen grow excited about refinements. I ask them to 
explain the laws that are on the statute books. Why did we 
never hear before of any danger of the extension of the Fed- 
eral power“ when you were enacting those statutes? Why is it 
that only when we attempt to stop the murder of children and 
the debasement of our race and the ruin of our citizens by 

. prohibiting the transportation of child-made goods in interstate 
commerce that Senators are aroused in defense of an artificial 
liberty? 

THE ABUSE OF POWER ARGUMENT. 

Now, Mr. President, every question that has been put to me 
this afternoon has that one argument as its basis, and that one 
that it so old and familiar that hardly any lawyer needs to look 
up any authorities upon it. The Senator from Wisconsin says: 

“ Well, if you can do this, can you not also compel all the people 
of the United States to join the labor union?” 

And the Senator from California says: 

“Well, if you can do this, can you not also pass a law prohib- 
iting the transportation in interstate commerce of the labor of 
men and women over 50?” 

Another man says: If you can do this, can you not also pro- 
hibit the transportation in interstate commerce of milk from a 
bay cow milked by a redheaded girl?” and all the rest of these 
thin 


Ss. 

In short, if you admit the existence of the power at all, where, 
says the Senator from Wisconsin, will its exercise end? Well, 
Mr. President, that very question was taken up, and taken up 
early in our judicial history, and answered. I am not going 
to take up very much time on it, it is so old and so familiar. 

When it was first taken up this whole thing was foreseen, 
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legal nor binding upon the people. 
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Undoubtedly the greatest man that we ever had on the Supreme 
Bench of the United States was Chief Justice Marshall. George 
Washington thought him so. He anticipated all these questions, 
because these same arguments were made to him. 

The Senator from Wisconsin need not think he is stating 
any new thing. The questions which the Senator from North 
Carolina says loom up like some shadows of doom, or some- 
thing like that, for we are used to such rhetoric—the question 
which the Senator from California asks—all these methods of 
reasoning are not new. 

You have not discovered any new “specter” in any argu- 
ment against the existence of powcr on account of its possible 
abuse. The resourceful lawyer of long ago anticipated you. 
All those things were heard from before the foundation of the 
Government, and answered in the very earliest decisions of the 
Supreme Court. After holding that the abuse of the power was 
no argument against its existence, the Supreme Court, through 
Mr. Justice Marshall, proceeds to tell us where the safety lies; he 
proceeds to tell us where the restraint is; he proceeds to tell us 
where we are going to end,” and it is the plain answer that 
might occur to anyone. But, of course, we could not expect it 
to occur or even be remembered by lawyers who dispute the 
correctness of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Here is how Chief Justice Marshall, delivering the unanimous 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, disposed 
of this “ grave objection ” which so “ troubles ™ some Senators: 

The wisdom and the discretion of Congress, their identity with the 
people, and the influence which their constituents possess at elections, 
z this, as in many other instances, as that, for example, of declar- 
ing war, the sole restraints on which they have relied to secure them 
from its abuse. They are the restraints on which the propis must 
often rely solely in all representative governments. (Gibbons v. Og- 
den, 9 Wheat., p. 197.) 

There is the answer to the argument that the abuse of power 
is an argument against its eristence. The remedy for all of 
our excesses of power is in the hands of our constituents at 
the ballot box, says the Supreme Court of the United States, 
through the inspired lips of Chief Justice Marshall. 

Nor is that the only case. In Gilman v. Philadelphia it is 
said by the Supreme Court of the United States: 

If it be objected that the conclusion we have reached will arm the 
States with authority potent for evil, and liable to be abused, there 


are several answers worthy of consideration. ‘The possible abuse of 
any power is no proof that it does not ezist. 


I hope Senators will listen to that. 


Many abuses may arise in the legislation of the States which are 
wholly roroa the reach of the government of the Nation. The safe- 
and remedy are to be found in the virtue and intelligence of 
the people. They can make and unmake constitutions and laws, and 
from that tribunal there is no appeal. If a State exercise unwisely 
the power here in pin 5 the evil consequences will fall chiefly upon 
her own citizens. hey bave more at stake than the citizens of any 
other State. (Gilman v. Philadelphia, 3 Wallace, 731.) 


And again: 
All power— 
Says the Supreme Court in Brown v. The State of Maryland, 
which is one of the dozen great decisions of the Supreme Court— 
All power may be abused, and ff the fear of its abuse is to constitute 
an argument against its eristence, it might be urged against the er- 


istence of that which is universally acknowledged and which is indis- 
pensable to the general safety. (Brown v. State of Md., 12 Wheat., 


p. 265.) 

Now, here is the last utterance of the Supreme Court upor 
this subject. I do hope I will have the attention of the Senate 
because the whole argument against this bill is this: 

“Tf we can do this, what else can we not do?” 

I am sorry the Senate does not seem to want to hear the ex- 
tent of our power, as decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. We passed the bill to prohibit interstate com- 
merce in insects and gold and silver goods, and nobody ever 
imagined we had not the power. Why are we so impatient, 
when it comes to ending the murder of children, to hear the 
extent of our power, as defined by the Nation's supreme 
tribunal? 

Says the Supreme Court in the famous “ Lottery case:” 

But, as often said, the possible abuse of a power Is not an argument 
against its existence. There is probably no governmental power that 
may not be exerted to the injury of the public. If what is done by 
Congress is manifestly in excess of the powers granted to it, then upon 
the courts will rest the duty of * ng that its action is neither 

ut if what Congress does is within 
the limits of its power, and is simply unwise or injurious, the remedy 
is that suggested by Chief Justice rshall in Gibbons v. Ogden, when 
he said— 

What I have already read. ~ 

So, Mr. President, there is the complete answer, not in one 
quotation from the Supreme Court, but by many, the argu- 
ment, and the only argument that we have heard here or will 
ever hear against the existence of this power, to wit: That “if 
we admit that we have the power to do this then we have the 
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power to do a great many foolish things;” and the possible 
abuse of a power is no argument against its existence. 

EXAMPLES OF ABUSE OF POWER ARGUMENT REDUCTIO AD ABSURDUM, 

Mr. President, if that were the case where would we be? 
For example, you might say that because we have the power to 
require interstate carriers to keep books in a certain way— 
which we haye done—therefore we have power to require 
their servants to wear a certain kind of uniform; and, so, 
that the power to require them to keep books in a certain way 
dees not exist merely because if it does exist the power to do 
the other foolish thing would exist. But that is absurd. We 
haye the potter, but it would be an absurd thing to do it, and we 
would not do it; and if we should do it the remedy is in the 
hands of the people at the ballot box, and they would put us 
out of office. 

You might as well say that you have no power to require 
interstate carriers to use the block signals, because, if we have 
power to require them to use the block signals we would also 
have the power to require them to station a man with a red 
lantern at every hundred feet. But that would be absurd. We 
haye the power, but we would not pass a law requiring them to 
station men at every hundred feet with red lanterns because it 
would be absurd, and if we did such a thing as that the people 
would put us out of office. 

And yet that is the argument used against this bill. The 
argument that is used against this bill can exclude, by the 
process of reductio ad absurdum, the power to require us to 
compel interstate carriers to use the block signals, because if 
we admit we have that power then we might require them to 
place a man with a red lantern every hundred feet. 

Mr. President, if we have the power to require automatic coup- 
lings—and we have actually exercised that power—we also have 
the power to require all the railroads to use electric engines, 
which is absurd. Therefore, according to the argument of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, we have no such power to require 
them to use automatic couplings, because if we admit that power 
we must admit that it might be exercised unwisely. “ Where 
is the limit?“ asks the Senator from Wisconsin. The limit is 
in our common sense and in our responsibility to our con- 
stituents. If we do exercise our power unwisely the remedy is 
in the hands of the American people at the ballot box. 

WIIY ARE WE SO FEARFUL OF OURSELVES? 

Why is it that gentlemen are afraid of what we here may do? 
Are we a conspiracy against the people of the United States? 
And if we are, have the people of the United States no control 
over their Government themselves? Why are we afraid of our- 
selves? Do we not come from and represent the people and are 
we not answerable to them solely? If not, whom do we come 
from and to whom are we answerable? 

The Senator from Wisconsin made the proper answer to the 
Senator from Texas to the absurd question that he asked me 
when he said it is “an impossible question; it is not to be 
believed that Congress will ever pass such laws,” said the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin. That is what he said in the debate on the 
oleomargarine bill, which benefited the dairymen of Wisconsin. 
And yet he asks the same question now that he answered then, 
although this law benefits the Nation and all humanity. 

Now, Mr. President, because I want to conclude, I am going 
merely to hold up and refer first to three laws that we passed 
last year—first, the meat law, which actually goes into the 
factories of a State and requires National inspection and pro- 
hibits the transportation of meats that are not inspected. It 
does not prohibit the transportation of diseased meats alone, 
mind you. That is not the power. It prohibits the transporta- 
tion of all meat, wholesome or unwholesome, that is uninspected. 
If the meat is wholesome but uninspected and injures nobody at 
either end of the line, still it is prohibited. 

So the power does not spring out of the nature of the com- 
merce. Is any member of the subcommittee of the Judiciary 
Committee of the United States Senate—one of whom has over- 
ruled the Supreme Court this afternoon—proposing to question 
the validity of the meat law? 

Why were not these laws I have cited, which prohibit inter- 


state commerce in certain things, referred to the Judiciary, 


Committee as to their constitutionality? The meat bill is far 
more questionable in its constitutionality than the child-labor 
bill. 

Here is the railroad-rate law, Mr. President. It is positively 
packed with illustrations about the absurdity of the argument 
-of the abuse of power. For example, it says here that the Com- 
mission may, upon any notice it pleases, do so-and-so. Well, 
if upon any notice, then upon one hour, or one second, or the 
fraction of a second; and, therefore, I suppose the power does 
not exist. But it is not to be supposed that the Interstate Com- 


merce Commission is going to do a foolish and unreasonable 
thing. That is the answer to that. But if they—the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—are not supposed to act foolishly 
and unreasonably, are we supposed to act foolishly and unrea- 
sonably—we, the Senate of the United States? Yet the Sena- 
tors Seem to fear that we will, although they are sure the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission will not, because we have armed 
that body with power to act very foolishly indeed. 

So, Mr. President, it is not a question of power. The power 
we have. It has been so held by decision after decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, which the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] this afternoon could only avoid by 
saying that one decision of the United States Supreme Court 
is wrong. It has been exercised by ourselves in over a dozen 
cases by express statute, directly and emphatically prohibiting 
the transportation in interstate commerce of any articles that 
Congress thought it was wise to prohibit. 

So the power exists. It is a question of policy. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, all the time taken by me has been wasted if I have not 
demonstrated to the Senate that if we had the power it is not 
only good policy, but it is a matter of duty for us to pass the 
law which will end this infamy, which is existing in this coun- 
try as greatly to-day as it did in England one hundred and ten 
or one hundred and fifteen years ago. 

I find no difficulty, having gone through these debates—hay- 
ing gone through these decisions. Senators seem to think that 
the words “delegated power” and “constitutional government” 
are some mysterious means by which the progress of the 
people and the safety of the people are impeded. It is a curi- 
ous thing to me that in not one of these instances was the con- 
stitutionality of any statute raised where no business interests 
acere affected by it. 

It is a curious thing to me that every constitutional fight 
that has been made in the Supreme Court has always been made 
against laws prohibiting something in interstate commerce only 
when some business interest was affected by it. à 

Mr. President, all the subjects we have before us are im- 
portant, but not one of them is a fraction as important as the 
suppression of this great evil, which involves the crime of mur- 
der, and which involyes the degeneracy of American citizens 
by not only thousands, but by the hundred thousand. I do not 
think of any difficulty in prohibiting and relieving it by this 
method. 

PURPOSE OF FREE INSTITUTIONS. 


Why, Mr. President, when I think about these things I some- 
times wonder what is the purpose of these “free institutions“ 
about which we talk so much. Why was it that this Republic 
was established? What does the flag stand for? 

Mr. President, what do all these things mean? They mean 
that the people shall be free to correct human abuses. 

. They mean that men and women and children shall day by 
day grow stronger and nobler. 

They mean that we shall have the power to make this Amer- 
ica of ours each day a lovelier place to live in. 

They mean the realities of liberty, and not the academies of 
theory. 

They mean the actual progress of the race in the tangible 
items of real existence, and not the theoretics of disputation. 

If they do not mean these things, Mr. President, then our in- 
stitutions, this Republic, our flag, haye no meaning and no rea- 
son for existence. 

Mr. President, to see this Republic of free and equal men 
and women grow increasingly, with each day and year, as the 
mightiest power for righteousness in the world has been, and 
is, and always will be, I pray Ged, the passion of my life—a 
Nation of strong, pure human beings; a Nation of wholesome 
homes, true to the holiest ideals of man; a Nation whose power 
is glorified by its justice, and whose justice is the conscience of 
scores of millions of free, strong, brave people. 

It is to make this people such a Nation that all our wars have 


been fought, all our heroes have died, all our permanent laws ` 


have been written, all our statesmen have planned, and our 
people themselyes have striven. 

It was to make such a Nation as this that the old Articles 
of Confederation were thrown away and the Constitution of 
the United States, about which we debate so much, was adopted. 

Mr. President, it is to make this Nation still surer of this 
holy destiny that I have presented this bill to stop the murder 
of American children and the ruin of future American citizens. 
[Applause in the galleries. ] 

During the delivery of Mr. BEVERIDGE’S speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 
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The Secretary. A bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. When I called up this bill the other day and 
it was placed before the Senate, I doubted somewhat whether we 
would be able to give it consideration at the present session, but I 
hoped we might be able to do so. I have now become satisfied 
that it will not be possible to give it that consideration which 
the importance of the measure requires, and, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I am not willing to hold it here in a position where it 
interferes with other business when there is no reasonable 
chance for its consideration. I have therefore concluded to ask 
that it may go to the Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under Rule IX? 

Mr. FULTON. Under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Oregon the bill will go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

At the conclusion, of Mr. Beventpce’s speech, 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, on yesterday afternoon a 
unanimous-consent agreement was reached, which I regret to 
say has turned out to be somewhat in conflict with the previous 
arrangement of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare]. In view 
of the conflict, which unhappily sprung up between that unani- 
mous-consent agreement and the desires of the Senator from 
Maine, I will for this evening waive the privilege accorded to 
me by unanimous consent, to the end that the appropriation bill 
in charge of the Senator from Maine may be proceeded with. 

At this time I beg to announce that, if the convenience of the 
Senate will permit, I shall submit some observations immediately 
after the closing of the morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I did not, of course, propose to 
interfere with the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer], but on 
account of what he has said, I now ask that the diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I simply wish to say that, if 
it be entirely agreeable to the convenience of the Senate, I shall 
to-morrow, after the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] has 
concluded, submit a few remarks upon the subject which has 
been discussed this evening by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERIDGE]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I simply wish to suggest 
to both the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] and the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] that there is a bill on the 
Calendar, which was reported on June 18, 1906, which is a very 
important matter, and that I have given notice two or three 
different times that I would ask consideration for it. My last 
notice was that I should ask to have the bill taken up to-morrow. 
I presume, however, we can adjust the matter between ourselves. 

Mr. CARMACK. I shall not seek to interfere with that bill 
or with anything else of importance. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 24538) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908; which had been reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations, with amendments, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that the bill 
be read for amendment, and that the amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations may be first acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
course will be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in schedule A, under the subhead, “ Salaries of ambassadors and 
ministers,” on page 3, line 1, after the words “ consul-general 
to,” to strike out “ the Dominican Republic” and insert “ Santo 
Domingo; so as to make the clause read: 

Minister resident and consul-general to Santo Domingo, $10,000. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
if the item just read, fixing the salary of the minister resident 
and consul-general to Santo Domingo at $10,000, comes from 
the other House? I also ask him whether or not that is a 
change in existing law? E 

Mr. HALE. The House of Representatives has put up all of 
these salaries, which heretofore have been $7,500, to $10,000. 

Mr. KEAN. Yes; all of them. 

Mr. HALE. That has been done in all these cases, and the 
committee of the Senate accepted the action of the House. 

Mr. BACON. I simply asked for information. The proposi- 
tion, then, is not to merely increase the salary in this particu- 
lar case? 

Mr. HALE. No; to increase it in all of these instances. 


Mr. BACON. Very well. ° 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 3, line 12, 
after the word “dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the provision in the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation act, approved March 1, 1893, that whenever the President 
shall be advised that any foreign government is represented, or is about 
to be represented, in the United States by an ambassador, enyoy ex- 
traordinary, minister plenipotentiary, minister resident, special envoy, 
or chargé d'affaires, he is authorized. in his discretion, to direct that 
the representative of the United States to such government shall bear 
the same designation,” is hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Salaries of 
secretaries of embassies and legations,” on page 4, line 9, after 
the word “ Portugal,” to strike out “the Dominican Republic” 
and insert “ Santo Domingo;” so as to make the clause read: 

Secretaries of legation to Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Cuba, Denmark, 
Guatemala, Honduras and Salvador, Liberia, Morocco, Norway, Panama, 


Feru, Portugal, Santo Domingo, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and Vene- 
zuela, at $2,000 cach, 86,00 0. baun. a PENGINE 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the clause 
in relation to the salaries and necessary expenses of the judge 
and district attorney of the United States court for China, on 
page 17, line 12. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maine whether the clause that provides for the expenses of 
the judge of the United States court for China is guarded in 
the same way that the Appropriations Committee, I think, sub- 
sequent to the impeachment trial of Judge Swayne guarded ap- 
propriations for-similar expenses when made by judges of the 
courts in the United States? If I am not mistaken, this is the 


language of the old clause as it existed prior to the trial of Judge 


Swayne, and I think after that trial the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, in drafting appropriation bills, put in some language 
intended more rigidly to restrict judges in the payment for 
expenses to their actual expenses. The Senator will remember 
that on the trial of the Swayne case there was considerable con- 
tention upon the question whether or not this language did not 
justify what had grown up to be the practice of judges to put 
in bills for $10 a day, regardless of what their actual expenses 
may have been. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose we put in the word “ actual?” 

Mr. BACON. I haye forgotten what the language was; but 
the Senator from Maine or some other member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations was instrumental in having the language 
changed. 

Mr. LODGE. The word “actual,” instead of “ necessary,” 
would cover it. 

Mr. HALE. That would leave it so that the conferees, if they 
wanted to put in any additional words, could do so. 

Mr. BACON. So that they can refer to the language of the 
act as it was phrased in the appropriation bill subsequent to the 
impeachment trial. 

Mr. LODGE. To cover the matter I move, on page 17, line 8, 
before the word “ expenses,” to strike out “ necessary ” and in- 
sert “ actual.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, line 8, before the word “ex- 
penses,” it is proposed to strike out “necessary” and insert 
actual; “ so as to make the clause read: 

The judge of the sald court and the district attorney shall, when 
the sessions of the court are held at other cities than Shanghai, receive 
in addition to their salaries their actual expenses during such sessions, 
not to exceed $10 per day for the judge and $5 per day for the dis- 


trict attorney, and so much as may be necessary during the fiscal vear 
ending June 30, 1908, is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. HALE. I think that is an improvement. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of the following clause: 

For the more effective demarcation and mapping of the boundary 
line between the United States and the Dominion of Canada, us es- 
tablished under existing treaties, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of State, and to be immediately ayailable and con- 
tinue available until expended, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to inquire of the Senator in 
charge of the bill as to the necessity of putting in the pro- 
vision appropriating $20,000 in relation to the boundary line 
between Canada and the United States. 

Mr. HALE. The necessity for it is submitted by the State 
Department. They are engaged in that work, as the Senator 
knows, all the time, and we are spending so much money to 
perfect certain points in the line of boundary. I do not know 
the details. The boundaries are settled, but there are points to 
be established. 


1907. 


Mr. BACON, I am sorry I can not hear the Senator, as I 
want to ask a question about the matter myself. 

Mr. HALE. I was saying that the Department thinks so 
much money is needed to establish certain points in the bound- 
ary that was fixed, so far as the treaty goes, by the inter- 
national conference. ‘The appropriation is only to locate these 
points upon the map. 

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator will pardon me, I desire 
to ask attention to the provision on page 15—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me to con- 
clude 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does this have reference to the International 
Commission that has made a report? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the boundary between Canada 
and the United States has been established by various treaties— 
the Ashburton treaty and other treaties—and this is simply 
for the preservation and marking of the existing boundary lines. 
It has nothing whatever to do with the Niagara question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The thought struck me, Why should it bap- 
pen to come up at this particular time? I understand, of 
course, as every other Senator does, that we have treaty ar- 
rangements with Great Britain with reference to the boundary 
line there. 

Mr. LODGE. The lines are all settled. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is what I supposed, and hence I did 
not see any necessity for making this appropriation. 

Mr. LODGE. This is necessary where points and marks have 
been destroyed or moved. It is simply to perfect the marking 
of the line and preserve the line. That is all, as I understand. 

Mr. HALE. To put the marks on the face of the earth, so 
that maps may be made. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the appropriation beginning 
in line 4 on page 15 is for surveys, and the item under discus- 
sion is for the mapping and marking of the surveys already 
made. Am I correct in that? Is there a difference between the 
two? The two provisions would appear on first glance to re- 
late to the same thing. d 

Mr. GALLINGER. The one on page 15 refers to the Alaskan 
boundary. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That does not have any relation to the item 
on page 17, does it? 

Mr. HALE. No; it is another matter entirely. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the language on page 15 is: 

To enable the Secretary of State to mark the boundary and make the 
surveys incidental thereto between the Territory of Alaska and the Do- 
minion of Canada, etc. 

The differentiation, I suppose, is between Alaska and the 
United Staies. Is that intended? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, under the Alaskan boundary 
tribunal certain points were agreed upon running through a 
great stretch of country—certain fnountain peaks stretching 
hundreds of miles. The line had to be laid out by surveyors, 
the peaks being given. That has been in process for the Inst 
three years, and it is not yet completed. Our Coast Survey 
and the surveyor-general of Canada are running that line to- 
gether and marking it as they go. The Canadian line, to which 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs] referred, is a perfectly 
established line, and I understand it is only to mark that so 
that it can be mapped. 

Mr. NELSON. From the Portland Canal to the one hundred 
and forty-first meridian west longitude. 

Mr. HALE. It is to make practical and visible the result of 
the work of the Commissian. 

Mr. BACON. Of previous surveys? 

Mr. HALE,. Yes. a 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in Schedule C, under the 
subhead “Allowance for clerk hire at United States con- 
sulates,” on page 19, after line 8, to strike out: 

Allo consu 
direction of the Secretary of State, S241800. Provided, That the fetal 
sum expended in one year shall not exceed the amount appropriated. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For allowance for clerk hire at consulates as follows: 

London. 300. 

Paris, $4,000. 

Habana and ct ee $3,000 each, $6,000. 7 

Mexico City, Rio de Janeiro, and Sbanghai, at $2,500 each, $7,500. 

CVVT 
Seoul, at $1,800 cach, $12,600. goa 3 


8 ghee 1s, Hamburg, Kobe, Li Mont M 
4 russe amburg, „ ons. onterey, on- 
22955 1. Ottawa, Para, Pernambuco, Rotterdam, and Bantos, at $1,500 each, 
58 le 
Barmen. Birmingham, Bremen, Chemnitz, Coburg, Colon, Crefeld, 
tlt aay pias Havre, Marseilles, Panama, and Vienna, at $1,200 
each, „800. k ‘ 
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aquil Naples, Not- 

tingham, Nuremburg, Plauen, Pretoria, Reichenberg, St. Gall, Sheffie 

11.006 re Brons (New South Wales), Toronto, and Vera Cruz, a 
„ each, 


‘Annaberg, Beirut, Buenos A Burslem, Dundee, Edinbur; Genoa, 
elbourne, 


Kingston (Jamaica), Leipsic, Mainz, Mannheim, Maracaibo, 
Messina, Neweastle-on-Tyne, Palermo, Port au Prince, Prague, Rome, 
Santiago de Cuba, Smyrna, Stockholm, Tangier, Vancouver, and Vic- 
toria, at $800 each, $20,000. 

Aix la Chapelle, Chihauhua, Ciudad Juarez, Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, 
Halifax, and Lucerne, at $640 each, $3,840. 

Cologne, Constantinople, Cork, Florence, Huddersfield, Liege, Munich, 
Odessa, Tampico, Zittau, and Zurich, at $600 each, $6,600; 

Cienfuegos and Kehl, at $500 each, $1,000; 

41520. Georgetown (Guiana), Malaga, and Stuttgart, at $480 each, 

Total, clerk hire, $127,210. 

Allowance for clerks at consulates, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State at consulates not herein provided for m 
respect to clerk hire, no greater portion of this sum than $1,000 to be 
allowed to any one consulate in any one fiscal year, $114,680: Provided, 
That the total sum expended in one year shall not exceed the amoun 
appropriated. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee, on page 20, line 16, after the word “ Burslem,” by in- 
serting the word “ Christiania.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. ; ' 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, line 16, after the word “ Burs- 
lem,” it is proposed to insert “ Christiania.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest a further amendment to the amend- 
ment, in line 21, after the word “thousand,” to insert the words 
“ eight hundred.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. K 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, if I understand the Senator— 
and I think I do—the amendment simply takes the total sum 
appropriated by the House, on page 19, lines 9, 10, 11, 12, and 
13, and specifies how it is to be appropriated. 

Mr. HALE. Just as we always have heretofore. 

Mr. CLAY. That is what I thought. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The total in line 9, of the amendment of 
the committee; page 21, should be changed to correspond to the 
amendment already made. I move to strike out the words 
“one hundred and twenty-seven thousand two hundred and ten 
dollars” and insert “one hundred and twenty-eight thousand 
and ten dollars.” > s 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was completed. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to strike out, on page 19, lines 3, 4, 
5, and 6, and to insert in lieu thereof what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. - 

The SECRETARY. On page 19 it is proposed to strike out: 

Ten consular clerks, at $1,200 each, $12,000; and three consular 
clerks, at $1,000 each, $3, ; total, $15,000. : 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


From and after the ist day of July, 1907, the salaries of consular 
clerks shall be at the rate of $1000 a year for the first three years of 
continuous service as such, and shall be increased $200 a year for each 
succeeding year of continucus service until a maximum compensation 
of $1,800 a year shall be reached, and section 1704, Revised Statutes, 
and its amendatory act of June 11, 1874, are hereby so amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. i 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF POSTAL COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was read: $ 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed 6, copies of the report of the Postal Com- 
mission appointed under the provisions of the act making appropria- 
tion for the service of the Post-Office Department, approved June 26, 
1906, being House Document No. —, Fifty-ninth Congress, second ses- 
sion, te be accom fed by the testimony taken the said Commis- 
sion, together with the accompanying exhibits and digest, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives, 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the resolution may be considered. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE, ETC. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4267) to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors near the Government 
Hospital for the Insane and the District almshouse, which 
were, in line 5, to strike out “ District almshouse” and fnsert 
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“Home for the Aged and Infirm,” and to amend the title so 
us to read: “A bill to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
near the Government Hospital for the Insane and the Home 
for the Aged and Infirm,” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I moye that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRACTICE OF VETERINARY MEDICINE IN THE DISTRICT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5698) to 
regulate the practice of veterinary medicine in the District of 
Columbian, which were, on page 8, line 8, to strike out all after 
the word “agency,” down to and including “ purposes,” in line 
10; and on page 8, line 13, after the word “ indirectly,” to 
insert: 


Provided, That any person may without compensation apply any 
medicine or remedy and 9 9 5 any operation for the treatment, re- 
lef, or cure of any sick, diseased, or injured animal. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Represéntatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6470) in 
relation to the Washington Market Company, which was, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Washington Market Company be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to procure, by purchase or lease, all or pat of square No. 328, 
in the city of Washington, and thereon conduct a cold-storage business 
and manufacture ice for use in Center Market and for sale: Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be held to limit or affect In any 1 any 
of the provisions of an act to incorporate the Washington Market 
Company, anes May 20, 1870. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, without 
any liability therefor, is hereby expressly reserved. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I moye that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SERVICE ON FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 7170) to 
amend an act relating to service on foreign corporations, ap- 
proved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of 
Columbia,’ ” which was, on page 1, to strike out all of line 3, 
down to and including line 6, and insert: 


That the second paragraph of section 1537 of the Code of Law for 
os 1 N of Columbia be, and the same is hereby, amended so that 
t shall. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I moye that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 23821) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the first formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with, that the bill be read for amendment, and 
that the committee amendments be first considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that course will 
be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the 
subhead “ Fortifications and other works of defense,” on page 
2, line 9, to increase the appropriation for construction of fire- 
control stations and accessories, including purchase of lands and 
rights of way, and for the purchase, installation, operation, and 
maintenance of necessary lines and means of electrical com- 
munication connected with the use of coast artillery, etc., from 
$700,000 to $1,200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for the protection, preservation, and repair of 
fortifications for which there may be no special appropriation 
available from $200,000 to $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 15, to insert: 


Toward the construction of about 4.800 linear feet of wall necessary 
for the protection of Fort Moultrie, Sullivans Island, North Carolina, 
from the effects of storms (to cost not to exceed $225,600), $112,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 21, to insert: 


Toward the building of sea walis for the protection of. the sites of 
the fortifications and of the necessary post buildings at Forts Pickens 
aoa Menee, Pensacola Harbor, Florida (to cost not to exceed $907,100), 

+990, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 2, to insert: 


Toward the repair and restoration of batteries and other structures 
appurtenant to the defenses of Pensacola and for retaining walls to 
154.678 the batteries from floods (to cost not to exceed $100,355), 
34,678. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 8, to insert: 

Toward the repair and restoration of batteries and other structures 
appurtenant to the defenses of Mobile. Ala., and for rebuilding sea 
walls and groins for protection of the sites of the fortifications and of 
the garrison posts (to cost not to exceed $1,089,500), $544,750. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 15, to insert: 

For rebuilding and strengthening the levees for protection of the site 
of the defenses and the garrison post at Fort St. Phillp, New Orleans, 
La., $139,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Armament of 
fortifications,” on page 6, after line 14, to insert: 

For replacing and overhauling ammunition, and for replacing or re- 
pairing instruments for fire control, tools, and other ordnance property 
destroyed or damaged by the storm of September 26-28, 1906, at Forts 
Pickens and McRee, Fla.; Forts Morgan and Gaines, Ala.; and Fort St. 
Philip, La., $30,878. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to call the attention of the Senator in 
charge of the bill to these amendments which have just been 
agreed to. My understanding was that the total sums were to 
be appropriated and only 50 per cent to be made available this 
year, but it appears from the amendments, in the way they are 
drawn, that only 50 per cent is appropriated, and the simple 
statement is made that the entire cost is not to exceed the sums 
stated. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend the Senator from 
Georgia that the estimates came to us from the Secretary of 
War to make good the damage caused by the hurricane which 
recently visited the Southern States. We have stated the full 
amount of the cost, but have made available for this year only 
50 per cent of the amount estimated by the Department, which, 
your committee have been informed, is all that can be adyan- 
tageously expended during the coming fiscal year. 

I will say to the Senator from Georgia that I think we are in 
full accord with his views. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand the Senator from California and 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] to state that this is the 
usual way in which these items are drawn; that this simply 
means that we appropriate one-half the money at this session 
of Congress, and then another sum equal to it will be appro- 
priated at the next session, provided the total cost shall not ex- 
ceed the amount set forth in the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the understanding of your committee, 
Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. : 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 6, after line 22, to insert: 

For converting muzzle-loading field guns to breech-loading guns for 
saluting purposes, and for necessary mounts for the same, $5,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 7, to insert: 

Section 2 of the act approved May 19, 1882, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to issue, on the requisition of the governor of a State 
bordering on the sea or Gulf coast, and having a permanent camping 
ground for the enactment of the militia not less than six days annu- 
ally, two heavy guns and four mortars, with carriages and paora 
for their instruction, and for the construction of a suitable battery 
for the cannon so issued, and appropriating $5,000 for each State to 
carry out the above-mentioned i pea is hereby repealed: Provided, 
That this repeal shall not affect the existing law regarding the dispo- 
sition of the cannon and other stores already issued. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Fortifications 
in insular possessions,” on page 8, after line 21, to strike out: 

For construction of seacoast batteries in Hawaiian and Philippine 
islands, $600,000, . 

And insert: 


For construction of seacoast batteries in the Hawaiian Islands, 


Mr. PERKINS. On behalf of the committee I move to strike 
out “one” and insert two; “ so as to read “two hundred 
thousand dollars.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BACON. 
bill, but we have had under discussion a good many times, as 
the Senator will remember, questions relating to the defense 
of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. PERKINS. This is for the Hawaiian Islands. 


I haye not been following the reading of the 


Mr, BACON. I thought it was for the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. PERKINS. No. In accordance with the Senator's sug- 
gestion, we have thought that the Hawaiian Islands, being 
nearer to us and dearer to us and being a Territory of our 
Government, they should be divorced from any association, 
so far as this appropriation is concerned, with the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. BACON. I think the committee has acted with entire 
wisdom and propriety. I hope they will continue to be di- 
vorced; and I should like to have the divorce made not simply 
temporary, but permanent. : 

Mr. PERKINS. That question is now pending in the court 
of publie opinion. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator, if I 
do not trespass too far upon his time—— ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PERKINS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BACON, I was not following the reading of the bill. I 
only caught this appropriation, which arrested my attention. 
I will inquire whether there is in the bill an appropriation for 
the fortification of any part of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; $500,000, in the Bay of Manila only. 

Mr. BACON. Is it limited to that? 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘That is about 5 per cent of what was asked 
for. 

Mr. BACON. I have no criticism to make upon that at all. 
I was simply going to suggest the propriety of a limitation as 
to the place as well as to the amount. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator will note that the committee, 
having in view the wishes of the Senator from Georgia, has 
on page 7, provided for the Philippine Islands, and has directed 
that the fortifications shall be made in the harbor of Manila. 
I am sure the provision will meet with the approval of my 
friend the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. The limitation does, entirely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
at the top of page 9, to insert the following: 

. For construction of seacoast batteries at Manila, in the Philippine 
Islands, $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. and passed. 


GEORGE N. JULIAN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill (S. 7998) granting an increase of pension to George N. 
Julian, This is a very urgent and meritorious case. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” to strike 
out “and assistant inspector-general;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


.Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of George 
N. Julian, late So Ser Company E, Thirteenth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 20988) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to authorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,“ approved 
February 21, 1903. 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration, 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDS IN PENNINGTON COUNTY, 8, DAK. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 23927) excepting certain lands 
in Pennington County, S. Dak., from the operation of the provi- 
sions of section 4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled “An 
act to provide for the entry of agricultural lands within forest 
reserves.” 

Mr. CULLOM. It will not take any time? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. It will not take any time. 

Mr. KEAN. It is a very short bill and will take no time. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. CLARK of Montana. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 7674) to survey and allot the 
lands embraced within the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of Montana, and to open the surplus lands 
to settlement. A bill with the same object in view passed both 
Houses of Congress last year and was vetoed by the President. 

Mr. KEAN. Will it oéeasion any discussion, I will ask the 
Senator? 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. I am sure it will not. It passed 
both Houses of Congress last year and was objected to by the 
President and vetoed by him. We have, I am satisfied, cov- 


‘erect the objectionable features, so that it will be all right. 


Mr. CULLOM. It is a pretty long bill. I rose to move an 
executive session, but if it will not take any considerable time, 
I have no objection to yielding. 

Mr. LODGE. Did I understand the Senator from Montana 
to state that the only objection that has eyer been made to this 
bill is that the President vetoed it? 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. It was vetoed by the President on 
account of the fact, as he deemed, that it did not afford sufficient 
protection to the water rights of the Indians. But I am satis- 
fied that that objection has been covered, and the bill is unani- 
mously approved by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. m 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of-the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, page 1, line 8, before 
the word“ Blackfeet,” to insert “said;" and on page 2, line 2, 
before the word“ may,” to insert“ Who; “ so as to read: : 

That so soon as ail the lands embraced within the said Blackfeet 
Indian Reservation shall have been surveyed the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs shall cause allotments of the same to be made under 
the provisions of the allotment laws of the United States to all persons 


3 tribal rights or holding tribal relations and who may right- 
fully belong on said reservation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 5, before 
the word “acres,” to strike out “forty” and insert “ eighty ;” 
so as to read: 


That there shall be allotted i -each member 40 acres of irrigable land 
and 280 acres of additional land valuable only for grazing purposes 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 7, before 
the word“ acres,” to strike cut “ two hundred and eighty ” and 
insert “three hundred and twenty;” and in line 9, after the 
word “ and,” to strike out the following: 5 


for the irrigable lands allotted there is hereby reserved ont of the 
waters of the reservation sufficient to irrigate said irrigable lands, und 
the United States shall and does hold said reserved water in trust as 
appurtenant to the lands so allotted for the trust period named in 
the patent to be issued: Provided, That subject to such reservation of 
water to irrigate the irrigable lands aforesaid, and subject to a like 
reservation for the Indians of the Fort Belknap and the Fort Peck In- 
dian Reservations in said State of Montana, all waters of the streams in 
or bordering that portion of said State lying north of the Missouri and 
Marias rivers and Birch Creek and east of the summit of the Rocky 
Mountains shall hereafter be subject to appropriation and use under 
the laws of Montana, . any aie AY reservation to the 
contrary in an agreement ratified by the act of Congress entitled An 
act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Gros Ventre 5 
Blood, Blackfeet, and River Crow Indians in Montana, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 1, 1888, or any act supplementary thereto, 
and the reservation of waters for the use and benefit of the Indians 
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shall only extend to water while actually and necessarily being used 
by them for irrigation on their said irrigable lands or for domestic 
purposes. 

And to insert: 


irrigating systems to irrigate the aforesaid allotted 
lands, the limit of the cost of which is hereby fixed at $300,000, 
$100,000 of which shall be immediately available, the cost of said en- 
tire work to be reimbursed from the proceeds of the sale of the lands 
within sald reservation: Provided, That such 3 system shall be 
constructed and completed, and held and operated, and water therefor 
appropriated under the laws of the State of Montana, and the title 
thereto, until otherwise provided by law, shall be in the Secretary of 
the Interior in trust for the said Indians, and he may sue and be sued 
in matters relating thereto: And provided further, That the ditches 
and canals of such irrigation systems may be used, extended, or en- 
larged for the purpose of conveying water by any person, association, 
or corporation under and upon compliance with the provisions of the 
laws of the State of Montana: And provided further, That when said 
irrigation systems are in successful operation the cost of ly 
the same shall be 9 apportioned upon the lands irrigated, 
and, when the Indians have become self-supporting, to the annual charge 
snall be added an amount sufficient to pay back into the SECRET the 
cost of the work done in their behalf within thirty years, suitable 
deduction being made for the amounts received from the disposal of 
the lands within the reservation aforesaid. 


So as to read: 

Or at the option of the allottee the entire 320 acres may be taken 
in land valuable only for grazing purposes, respectively, and for con- 
structing irrigating systems to irrigate the aforesaid allotted lands, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 5, line 5, after 
the word “ Indians,” to strike out “one a resident citizen” and 
insert and two resident citizens; and in line 6, after the word 
“Montana,” to strike out “and one-a United States special 
Indian agent or Indian inspector of the Interior Department ; ” 

so as to make. the section read: 


Sec. 3. That upon the completion of said allotments the President of 
the United States shall appoint a commission consisting of three per- 


sons to inspect, appraise, and value all of the said lands that shall not. 


have been allotted in severalty to said Indians or reserved by the 
Secretary of the Interior or otherwise disposed of, said commission to 
be constituted as follows: One commissioner shall be a person holding 
tribal relations with said Indians, and two resident citizens of the 
State of Montana. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7917) to authorize the Interstate 
Bridge and Terminal Railway Company, of Kansas City, Kans., 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri River. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, on page 1, line 8, after the word “ point,” to in- 
sert “to be approved by the Secretary of War;” so as to make 
the section read: 

That the Interstate Bridge and Terminal Railway Company, of 
Kansas City, Kans., a corporation organized under the Jaws of the 
State of Kansas, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a railway and highway 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River from a point, 
to be approved by the Secretary of War, at or about 1 mile north of 
Kansas City, Kans., to a point opposite in the county of Platte, State 
of Missouri, in accordance with the provisions óf the act entitled “An 
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” ap- 
proved March 23, 1906. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE L. DANFORTH. 


Mr. KEAN. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 7427) granting an increase of pension to George L. Dan- 
forth. It will take but a moment and it is an urgent case. 
Some of my friends are interested in it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 


the pension roll the name of George L. Danforth, late of Com- 
pany C, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


PORT OF BRUNSWICK, GA. 


Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
21197) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, by extending the 
provisions of the first section thereof to the port of Bruns- 
wick, Ga. . 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ASSIGNMENT OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will withhold the motion for 
just one minute. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will withdraw it for a few moments. 

Mr. BACON. There is a short bill which I reported back 
from the Judiciary Committee, with the unanimous approval 
of that committee, that I ask the Senate to take up. It is an 
important one, simply designed to expedite the transaction of 
the public business of the Federal courts. It will not take five 
minutes to pass it. The report of the committee accompanies 
the bill. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 7812) to amend section 591 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States relative to the assignment of district judges to 
perform the duties of a disabled judge. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BACON. There is an amendment reported by the com- 
mittee to correct a verbal error in the printed bill, to strike 
out “of” and insert “ by.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The amendment was to strike out at the end of line 5 the word 
of and to insert“ by; “ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever in the case contemplated and pro- 
vided for in section 591 of the Revised Statutes it shall be certified 
by the circuit ndge, or in his absence, by the circuit justice of the 
circuit in which the district lies,, that for any sufficient reason it is 
impracticable to designate and appoint a judge of another district 
within the circuit to perform the duties of such disabled judge, the 
chief justice may, if in his judgment the pou interests so require, 
designate and appoint the judge of any other district in another cir- 
cuit to hold said courts and to discharge all the judicial duties of the 
judge so disabled, during such disability. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ISSUANCE OF LAND PATENTS. 


Mr. CARTER. Numerous Senators have expressed a desire to 
submit remarks on Senate resolution 214, relating to the is- 
suance of patents on homestead entries, ete. 1 therefore ask 
that the resolution be laid before the Senate and be made the 
unfinished business, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montaua moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution 
which will be stated. : 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 214, by Mr. Carrer, enti- 
tling duly qualified entrymen to a patent for land, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is ou the motion of 
the Senator from Montana. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that it be temporarily laid aside. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution be temporarily laid aside. 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

ASHLEY RIVER BRIDGE, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HALE. I rose to moye an adjournment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is a House bill that has been waiting 
here for some time which I would like to have the Senate con- 
sider. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield, if there is no objection to it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 22135) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ashley River in the counties of Charleston and Colleton, S. C. 
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The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o’clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 30, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate January 29, 1907. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William Barnes, jr., of New York, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Albany, in the State of New York. (Reap- 
pointment.) N 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. Clyffard Game, Eleventh Infantry, to be captain 
from January 24, 1907, vice Purdy, First Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAYY. 


Lieut. Edward H. Campbell to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 11th day of December, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander John A. Dougherty, promoted. 

Asst. Paymaster Neal B. Farwell to be passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 3d day of August, 1906, vice Asst. 
Paymaster Clarence A. Holmes, who was due for promotion, but 
resigned before qualifying therefor. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

J. Oscar Mullen to be postmaster at Tempe, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, in place of John J. Hod- 
nett, resigned. 

ARKANSAS, 

William E. Edmiston to be postmaster at Portland, in the 
county of Ashley and State of Arkansas. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

H. L. Throgmorton to be postmaster at Pocahontas, in the 
county of Randolph and State of Arkansas, in place of Josiah 
S. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 
1906. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Charles Harris to be postmaster at Merced, in the county 
of Merced and State of California, in place of Charles Harris. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 16, 1907. 

C. E. Lovelace to be postmaster at Oceanpark, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of Albert E. 
Meigs, resigned. 

Alya L. Merrill to be postmaster at Kennett, in the county 
of Shasta and State of California. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

COLORADO, 

William L. Williams to be postmaster at Fowler, in the 
county of Otero and State of Colorado. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

CONNECTICUT. 


William J. McKendrick to be postmaster at New Canaan, in 
the county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of 
Stephen B. Hoyt, deceased. 

Edward J. Stuart to be postmaster at Lakeville, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Hubert Wil- 
liams, deceased. 

ILLINOIS. 

Samuel Baird to be postmaster at Carlyle, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Illinois, in place of William H. Norris. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 25, 1906. 

Frederick P. Burgett to be postmaster at Keithsburg, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Illinois, in place of Frederick P. 
Burgett. Incumbent's commission expired January 23, 1907. 

William T. Kay to be postmaster at Camp Point, in the county 
of Adams and State of Illinois, in place of George Y. Downing. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Charles C. Marsh to be postmaster at Bowen, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Illinois, Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1907. 


XLI——119 


David C. Swanson to be postmaster at Paxton, in the county 
of Ford and State of Illinois, in place of Andrew E. Sheldon, 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 


INDIANA. 
Rolla V. Claxton to be postmaster at French Lick, in the 
county of Orange and State of Indiana, in place of Rolla V. 
Claxton. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 
IOWA. 

James M. Carl to be postmaster at Lone Tree, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Iowa, in place of James M. Carl. In- 
cumbent's commission expires February 28, 1907. 

Vellas L. Gilje to be postmaster at Elkader, in the county of 
Clayton and State of Iowa, in place of Gideon M. Gifford. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 9, 1907. 

KENTUCKY. 

William M. Catron to be postmaster at Somerset, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Kentucky, in place of William 
M. Catron, Incumbent’s commission expired January 6, 1907. 

MAINE. 

George H. Dunham to be postmaster at Island Falls, in the 
county of Aroostook and State of Maine. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

MICHIGAN. 


Grant M. Morse to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Ionia and State of Michigan, in place of Fred J. Mauren. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1907. 


MINNESOTA. 


John Y. Breckenridge to be postmaster at Pine City, in the 
county of Pine and State of Minnesota, in place of Lizzie E. 
Breckenridge. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 
1906. 

Clement H. Bronson to be postmaster at Osakis, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Minnesota, in place of Harry C. Sar- 
gent. Incumbent's commission expired January 13, 1907. 

Dayid E. Cross to be postmaster at Amboy, in the county of 
Blue Earth and State of Minnesota, in place of David E. Cross. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1906. 

Sarah Dahl to be postmaster at Cottonwood, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1906. : 

Eugene M. Harkins to be postmaster at Sherburn, in the 
county of Martin and State of Minnesota, in place of Eugene 
M. Harkins. Incumbent's commission expired April 5, 1906. 

Julius E. Haycraft to be postmaster at Madelia, in the county 
of Watonwan and State of Minnesota, in place of Julius E. 
Haycraft. Incumbent's commission expired January 23, 1907. 


MISSOURI. 


Jesse B. Ross to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Greene and State of Missouri, in place of Jesse B. Ross. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

NEBRASKA. 

John W. Boden to be postmaster at Edgar, in the county of 
oe State of Nebraska, in place of James McNally, re- 
signed. 

James C. Elliott to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of Cuming and State of Nebraska, in place of James C. Elliott. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1907. 

NEW JERSEY. 

A. Henry Doughty to be postmaster at Haddonfield, in the 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey, in place of Theo- 
dore M. Giffin, removed. 

nw YORK. 

Howard G. Britting to be postmaster at Williamsville, in the 
county of Erie and State of New York,-in place of Howard G. 
Britting. Incumbent's commission expired January 22, 1907. 

Louis Lafferrander to be postmaster at Sayville, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Louis Laffer- 
rander. Incumbent’s commission expires February 26, 1907. 

Fred O'Neil to be postmaster at Malone, in the county of 
Franklin and State of New York, in place of Fred O'Neil. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Emil A. Peterson to be postmaster at Falconer, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of Herbert W. 
Davis. Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1907. 

Albert S. Potts to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in the county 
of Otsego and State of New York, in place of Albert S. Potts. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Oscar B. Stratton to be postmaster at Addison, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York, in place of George W. Strat- 
ton. Incumbent's commission expired December 15, 1906. 

Everett I. Weaver to be postmaster at Angelica, in the county 
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of Allegany and State of New York, in place of Everett I. 


Weaver. Incumbent’s commission expires February 12, 1907. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

Estella Cameron to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the 
county of Richmond and State of North Carolina, in place of 
Alexander M. Long, deceased. 

NORTIT DAKOTA. 

George ©. Chambers to be postmaster at Churchs Ferry, in 
the county of Ramsey and State of North Dakota, in place of 
George C. Chambers. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 10, 1906. 

Willis H. Rogers to be postmaster at Hunter, in the county of 
Cass and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

John B. Spangler to be postmaster at Steele, in the county of 
Kidder and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

oHIo. 

Lucius A. Austin to be postmaster at Granville, in the county 
of Licking and State of Ohio, in place of Lucius A. Austin. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 1907. 

J. Warren Prine to be postmaster at Ashtabula, in the county 
of Ashtabula and State of Ohio, in place of J. Warren Prine. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1907. 

OKLAHOMA. 

William H. Campbell to be postmaster at Anadarko, in the 
county of Caddo and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of William 
H. Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 
1 


906. 

P. J. Molinari to be postmaster at Granite, in the county of 
Greer and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Wilson C. John- 
son. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1906. 

OREGON, 

Elmer F. Russell to be postmaster at North Bend, in the 
county of Coos and State of Oregon, in place of Louis J. Simp- 
son, resigned. s 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Frank E. Baldwin to be postmaster at Austin, in the county 
of Potter and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Frank E. Bald- 
win. Incumbent’s commission expired April 10, 1906. 

Ross W. Nissley to be postmaster at Hummelstown, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, in place of David 
C. Rhoads, resigned. 

VIRGINIA, 


Oscar L. James to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county 
of Washington and State of Virginia, in place of David C. 
Thomas, resigned. 

WISCONSIN. 

Edward A. Bass to be postmaster at Montello, in the county of 
Marquette and State of Wisconsin, in place of Edward A. Bass. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1907. 

Calvin A. Lewis to be postmaster at Sun Prairie, in the county 
of Dane and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles Hidden. 
Incumbent's commission expired March 10, 1906. 

Charles E. Raught to be postmaster at South Kaukauna, in 
the county of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin, in place of 
Charles E. Raught. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
7, 1907. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 29, 1907. 
SECRETARY CF LEGATION. 


William H. Buckler, of Maryland, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at La Paz, Bolivia. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Thomas B. Stapp, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery Corps. 
Second Lieut. Harry L. Morse, Twenty-first Infantry, from 
the Infantry Arm to the Artillery Corps, with rank from June 


9, 1904. 
Infantry Arm. 
Second Lieut John S. Davis, Artillery Corps, from the Artil- 
lery Corps to the Infantry Arm, with rank from June 9, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry Arm. 
Lieut. Col. Peter S. Bomus, Sixth Cavalry, to be colonel from 
January 19, 1907. 


Maj. Matthias W. Day, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from January 19, 1907. 

Capt. John B. McDonald, detailed quartermaster, to be major 
from January 19, 1907. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Henry B. Price to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of January, 1907. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster John R. Hornberger, with the rank 
of lieutenant (junior grade), to be a passed assistant paymaster 
in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the 30th day of 
July, 1906. 

POSTMASTERS. 


FLORIDA, 
Mary B. Bishop to be postmaster at Eustis, in the county of 
Lake and State of Florida. 4 
George F. Fernald to be postmaster at Tarpon Springs, in 
the county of Hillsboro and State of Florida. 
John II. Hibbard to be postmaster at De Land, in the county 
of Volusia and State of Florida. 
George E. Koons to be postmaster at Palmetto, in the county 
of Manatee and State of Florida. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Thaddeus C. Barrier to be postmaster at Philadelphia, in 
the county of Neshoba and State of Mississippi. 
John B. Collier to be postmaster at Leland, in the county of 
Washington and State of Mississippi. 
Emma Harris to be postmaster at McHenry, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Mississippi. 2 
Millicent R. McInnis to be postmaster at Moss Point, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Mississippi. 
NEW YORK. 
Jay Farrier to be postmaster at Oneida, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of New York. 
Huet R. Root to be postmaster at Deruyter, in the county of 
Madison and State of New York. 
OHIO. 
Erwin G. Chamberlin to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the 
county of Noble and State of Ohio. 
Charles C. Chappelear to be postmaster at Circleville, in the 
county of Pickaway and State of Ohio. 
Don C. Corbett to be postmaster at Payne, in the county of 
Paulding and State of Ohio. 
Uriah J. Favorite to be postmaster at Tippecanoe City, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio. 
Edward P. Flynn to be postmaster at South Charleston, in the 
county of Clark and State of Ohio. 
John M. Gallagher to be postmaster at Quaker City, in the 
county of Guernsey and State of Ohio. 
Joseph E. Hall to be postmaster at Bucyrus, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio. 
William H. Hallam to be postmaster at National Military 
Home, in the county of Montgomery and State of Ohio. 
Jacob C. Irwin to be postmaster at Degraff, in the county of 
Logan and State of Ohio, 
William W. Johns to be postmaster at Bellville, in the county 
of Richland and State of Ohio. 
Wirt Kessler to be postmaster at West Milton, in the county 
of Miami and State of Ohio. 
Morgan Neath to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in the county 
of Medina and State of Ohio. 
Rolla A. Perry to be postmaster at Plain City, in the county 
of Madison and State of Ohio. 
Van R. Sprague to be postmaster at McArthur, in the county 
of Vinton and State of Ohio. 
William H. Tucker to be postmaster at Toledo, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Ohio. 
Joel P. De Wolf to be postmaster at Fostoria, in the county 
of Seneca and State of Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
William F. Brittain to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. 
James S. Kennedy to be postmaster at Grove City, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, 
J. C. Lauffer to be postmaster at Portage, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 
Luther P. Ross to be postmaster at Saxton, in the county of 
Bedford and State of Pennsylvania. 
George C. Wagenseller to be postmaster at Selinsgrove, in the 
county of Snyder and State of Pennsylvania. 
RHODE ISLAND. , 
Warren W. Logee to be postmaster at Pascoag, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
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Tuespay, January 29, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lawing prayer: ; 

We bless Thee, Almighty God, our heavenly Father, for the 
life and character of our late lamented President McKinley, 
who, though called from the scenes and activities of this life to 
the realms above, yet lives a precious memory in our hearts. 
God grant that his example may be an inspiration to us and 
to the coming generations to high and clean living in the home, 
in the Republic, and in our religious life, and ‘Thine shall be 
the praise, through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1185. An act granting a pension to Josiah C. Hancock; 

II. R. 7211. An act granting a penson to James C. Southerland ; 

H. R.7551. An act granting a pension to Daniel Robb; 

H. R. 8732. An act granting a pension to Ellen S. Gifford ; 

H. R. 9100. An act granting a pension to Nancy C. Paine; 

H. R. 9118. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Cleaver ; 

H. R. 9673. An act granting a pension to Oliver H. Griffin ; 

H. R. 9921. An act granting a pension to Ann Lytle; 

H. R. 10760. An act granting a pension to Libbie A. Merrill; 

H. R. 13201. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Jones; 

H. R. 13884. An act granting a pension to Helen Augusta 
Mason Boynton ; 

H. R. 14046. An act granting a pension to Jimison F. Skeens; 

H. R. 14263. An act granting a pension to Fidelia Sellers; 

H. R. 15202. An act granting a pension to Henry Peetsch; 

H. R. 15630. An act granting a pension to Sarah Kizer; 

H. R. 16002. An act granting a pension to Theodore T. Bruce; 
II. R. 18791. An act granting a pension to Michael Bocoskey ; 

H. R. 17988. An act granting a pension to Edward G. Hausen; 

H. R. 19490. An act granting a pension to Estelle I. Reed; 

H. R. 20292. An act granting a pension to Howard William 
Archer ; 

H. R. 20327. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Downie ; 

H. R. 20725. An act granting a pension to Hope Martin; 

H. R. 637. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Bone; 

H. R. 676. An act granting an increase of pension to Musgrove 
H. O'Connor; 

II. R. 725. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Smith; 

H. R. 742. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Wintersteen ; 

II. R. 1144. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
McFalls ; 

H. R. 1150. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 
Turner: ý 

H. R. 1252. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Mathes ; 

H. R. 1337. An act granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Evans; 

H. R.1512. An act granting an increase of pension to Melyin 
T. Edmonds; 

II. R. 1093. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Q. Oviatt; 

H. R. 1717. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Fowler; 

H. R. 1723. An act granting an increase of pension to Rutson 
J. Bullock ; 

H. R. 1937. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Williams; 

H. R. 2055. An act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
L. Cox; 

H. R. 2056. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucas 
Longendycke ; 

H. R. 2175. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Bliss, alias James Warren; 

H. R. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Miller; 

II. R. 2399. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Sancrainte ; 

H. R. 2421. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
S. Mevis; 5 
ka = 2726. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 

each ; 


H. R. 2764. An 
L. Robinson ; 

H. R. 2769. An 
A. Valentine; 

H. R. 2793. An 
D. Chapman ; 

H. R. 2826, An 
Prochel ; 

H. R. 3226. An 
Leahy ; 

II. R. 3740. An 
G. H. Armistead ; 

H. R. 3989. An 
T. Houghton ; 

H. R. 4149. An 
son Wall; 

H. R. 4151. An 
Howard; 

H. R. 4166. An 
G. V. Herndon; 

H. R. 4346. An 
H. B. Schooling ; 

H. R. 4351. An 
A. Johnson; 

II. R. 4670. An 
B. Tanner; 

II. R. 4673. Ar 
Rowe; 

II. R. 4692. An 
Welch; 

II. R. 4719. An 
Trumbull ; 

H. R. 4833. An 
F. Anderson ; 

H. R. 5063. An 
G. Miller; 

H. R. 5172. An 
Stratton ; 

H. R. 5173. An 
Henninger ; 

II. R. 5174. An 
Turney; 

II. R. 5187. An 
John; 

II. R. 5200. Ar 
McBride; 

H. R. 5209. An 
R. Dunbar; 

II. R. 5595. Ar 
Brown; 

H. R. 5648. Ar 
Hand; 

H. R. 5729. An 
H. Cole; 

H. R. 5776. An 
A. Campbell ; 

II. R. 5801. An 
non E. Castner; 

H. R. 5803. An 
L. Roberts ; 

H. R. 5829. An 
Anderson ; 

H. R. 6057. An 
Crawford; 

H. R. 6060. An 
B. Fish; 

H. R. 6088. An 
R. Chapman ; 

H. R. 6145. An 
J. Latham ; 

H. R. 6165. An 
Everson ; 

II. R. 6189. An 
Tibbitts; 

H. R. 6424. An 
Price; 

II. R. 6493. An 
Boynton; 

II. R. 6519. An 
W. Whybark ; 

H. R. 6524. An 
Snyder ; 

H. R. 6587. An 
Jackson ; 


E 


= 


— 


= 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to Ethan 
act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Jolm 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Norman 
act granting an increase of pension to Priscilla 
act granting an increase of pension to Alger- 
act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Emery 
act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Parris 
act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Amos 


act granting an increase of pension to William 
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H. R. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Zachery ; 

II. R. 6804. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
O. Corbin; 

H. R. 6920. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Millison; 
as R. 7247. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 

nk ; 
= H. R. 7878. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 

rown; 

H. R. 7393. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
nand David; 

H. R. T411. An act granting an increase of pension to Tobias 
Fisher; 
5 R. 7417. An act granting an increase of pension to Gibson 

elms ; 

H. R. 7544. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
F. E. Raschig ; 

II. R. 7555. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Roseberry ; i 

H. R. 7581. An act granting an increase of pension to Emile 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C. Mahaffey ; 

II. R. 7804 An 
Frett, jr. ; 

H. R. 7834. An 


Amos; 

H. R. 7912. An 
M. Lawder; 

H. R. 8136. An 
A. Scroggs; 

H. R. 8159. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Leathers; 

H. R. 8247. An 
J. Littleton ; 

H. R. 8312. An 
Sours ; 

H. R. 8335. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Harvey; 

H. R. 8338. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac S. 


act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting.an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting an increase of pension to Abram 


Doan; 
H. R. 8373. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Weir; 


H, R. 8553. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


E. Aylsworth ; 

H. R. 8667. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Larick ; 

H. R. "8668. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
H. Rogers; 

H. R. 8683. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Voris; 

H.R. 8915. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Woolley ; 

H. R. 8925. An act granting an increase of pension to Chester 
Simpson ; 

II. R. 8958. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Bowen ; 

II. R. 9024. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Lennox ; 

II. R. 9000. An act granting an increase of pension to Amasa 
B. Saxton ; 

H. R. 9218. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Blanchard; 

H. R. 9250. An act granting an increase of pension to Obediah 
B. Nations; 

H. R. 9278. An act granting an increase of pension to Mel- 
yille A. Nichols; 

II. R. 9402. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam S. 
Van Vorst; 

H. R. 9403. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate E. 
Hanna; 

H. R. 10032. An act granting an increase of pension to Octavo 
Barker ; 

II. R. 9816. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Spanogle, alias Andrew C. Spanogle; 

TI. R. 10033. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Roe; 

II. R. 10219. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
8. Boyd; 

H. R. 10240. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Curnutt ; 

II. R. 10317. An act granting an increase of pension to Cla- 
rissa A. Frederick ; 


H. R. 10400, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrison ; 

H. R. 10402. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
H. Campbell; 
1 B; 10105. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

. Odell; 

H. R. 10440. An act granting an increase of pension to Ama- 
ziah G. Sheppard; 


: y 10721. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
. Levis; 

H. R. 10788. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Prosser ; 

H. R. 10773. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Rathbun ; 

H. R. 10916. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Shreeve; 
Š ER 11141. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 

8 ler; 
x H 555 11169. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

. Call; 

H. R. 11174. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Richards; : 

H. R. 11232, An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
L. Packer ; 

H. R. 11307. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
J. Roberts ; 

H. R. 11322. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
H. Starkey ; 

H. R. 11362. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicho- 
las A. Bovee; j 
athe R. 11562. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 

ziles; 

H. R. 11564. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Morrow ; 

H. R. 11636. An act granting an increase of pension to Law- 
rence Hagan; 

H. R. 11701. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
Waldorph; . 

H. R. 11708. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
A. Ask; 

H. R. 11869. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Geduldig ; 

2 R. 11959. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
J. Rice; 

H. R. 12106. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Reagan; 

H. R. 12124. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Brown; 


II. R. 12152. 
das E. Mills; 

II. R. 12370. 
E. Randolph; 

II. R. 12497. 
M. Haight; 

H. R. 12523. 
Leighton; 

II. R. 12554. 
Larraby ; 

H. R. 12557. 
C. Berry; 

H. R. 12574. 
R. Burkhardt; 

II. R. 12676. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis M. Morrison; 

II. R. 13053. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Bunting ; 

II. R. 18054. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Brown; 

H. R. 13253. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. C. Hill; 

H. R. 13740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Bard; 

H.R. 13805. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Gordon; 

H. R. 13806. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Campbell ; 

H.R. 13813. An act granting an O of pension to Samuel 
Brown; 

H. R. 13815. An act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
tian M. Good; 

H. R. 13956. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Featheringill ; 

II. R. 13975. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Primrose; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Leoni- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
An act granting an increase of pension to Allen 
An act granting an increase of pension to Gancelo 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
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H. N. 14238. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Van Tassell ; 

H: R. 14673. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Semans; : 

z R. 14675. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Davis; 

H. R. 14690. An act granting an increase of pension to Hen- 
rietta Hull; 

H. R. 14689. An act granting an increase of pension to Her- 
man G. Weller; 

H. R. 14715. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
mon W. McDonald; 

H. R. 14767. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Simon ; 

H. R. 14800. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Campbell; 
a R. 14862. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
White; 

H. R. 14884. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Stauffer ; 

H. R. 14983. An act granting an increase of pension to R. T. 
Dillard Zimmerman ; 

H. R. 14985. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Gramberg ; 

H. R. 14995. 
H. Bell; 

H. R. 15017. 


Strope ; 

H. R. 15139. 
P. Mullen; 

H. R. 15150. 
O’Connor ; 

H. R. 15193. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick W. Studdiford ; 

H. R. 15297. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Hanson; 

H. R. 15317. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. F. Callon; 

H. R. 15421. An 
Diedrich ; 

H. R. 15430. An 
Lawrence; 

H. R. 15455. An 
D. Brooks; 

II. R. 15463. An 
Robb, 1st; 

H. R. 15580. An 
P. Hudkins ; 

H. R. 15631. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Worley; 

II. R. 15790. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicho- 
las W. Dorrel; 

II. R. 15839. An act granting an inerease of pension to Mary J. 
Burroughs; 

H. R. 15860. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. Morris; > 

H. R. 15868. An 
liam H. Scullen; 

H. R. 15874. An 
jamin B. Ream; 

H. R. 15890. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
C. Barney ; t 

H. R. 15980. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Smith; 

H. R. 16087. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 


H. R. 16222. An act granting an increase of pension to Napo- 
leon B. Ferrell ; 

II. R. 16249. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Miller ; 

II. R. 16488. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hopkins ; 

H B 16493. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Sallee; 

H. R. 16546. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
F. Beeler ; 

H. R. 16895. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Baker ; 

H. R. 17094. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Sperry ; 

H. R. 17172. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Short; 
H. R. 17484. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott; 


II. R. 17486. An act granting an increase of pension to Ru- 
dolph Papst; 
II. R. 17839. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 

brose D. Albertson; 5 
H. R. 17646. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

M. Sheak; 

H. R. 17770. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 

P. Grant; 

* H. R. 17773. An act granting an increase of pension to Carel 
ane; 

H. R. 17810. An act granting an inerease of pension to Saul 

Coulson; 

II. R. 17864. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

E. Austin; : 

H. R. 17958. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixon; 

3 = 17969. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
falrod ; : 
H. R. 18031. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

H. Toothaker ; 

5 i 18 18089. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Harte; $ 
H. R. 18114. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

B. Parker ; 

H. R. 18155. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 

S. Hastings; 

H. R. 18179. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Baity; 
H. R. 18218. An 

L. Topham ; 

H. R. 18242. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 

Anderson ; 

H. R. 18247. An 
liam Baird ; 
H. R. 18248. An 

D. Evans; 

H. R. 18261. An 

T. Mitchell; 

H. R. 18295. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua, 

B. Casey; i y 
H. R. 18410. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

J. Cushing; 

H. R. 18474. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Sturgeon ; 

H. R. 18494. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma- 

gene Bronson ; è 
II. R. 18574. An 

Miles; 

H. R. 18582. An 

E. Hoffman; 

II. R. 18608. An 

E. Strickland; 

H. R. 18634. An 

Sullivan; 

II. R. 18637. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

L. Sparks; 

H. R. 18758. An 

A. Daniel; 

II. R. 18761. An 
jamin Bolinger; 

II. R. 18771. An 
liam G. Bailey ; 

H. R. 18797. An 

M. Defoe; 

H. R. 18871. An act granting an increase of pension to Eman- 
uel Raudabaugh ; 

H. R. 18884. An act granting an increase of pension to Wey- 
mouth Hadley ; 

= H. R. 19237. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
out; 

H. R. 19280. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

J. Williamson ; È 

: mE 19281. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

è em; 
H. R. 19363. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 

dore Bland ; 5 

sins „ An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
ewart ; 

H. R. 19412. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeffer- 
son K. Smith; 
H. R. 19420. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 

A. McKean; 

H. R. 19426. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

N. Griffin ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
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H. R. 1948. An act granting an increase of pension to Abiram 


P. McConnell ; 

H. R. 19479. An 
W. Savage; 

H. R. 19510. 
ard B. West; 

II. R. 19541. 
Martin ; 

H. R. 19553. 
Robertson ; 

H. R. 19577. 
L. Patton ; 

H. R. 19579. 
F. Mayfield; 
H. R. 19584. 
B. Pettey ; 

H. R. 19603. 
Farner; 

H. R. 19629. 
Morton ; 

II. R. 19639. 
Kephart ; 

II. R. 19648. 
A. Wilson ; 

H. R. 19651. An 
H. Prendergast ; 

H. R. 19661. An 
MeWilliams ; 

H. R. 1967. 
McDermott ; 

H. R. 19703. 
Chase ; 

H. R. 19708. 
A. Lefler ; 

H, R. 19713. 
B. Mason; 

II. R. 19715 
M. Brunson; 

II. R. 19716. 
F. Johnson; 

H. R. 19722 
II. Burns; 

II. R. 19738. An 
jamin St. Clair; 

II. R. 19758. An 
Montano ; 

H. R. 19762. 
C. Edsall; 

H. R. 19807. 
W. Marean ; 

H. R. 19818. 
liam F. 

TI. R. 19858. An 
ard I. Clapper; 

II. R. 19871. An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


An 
An 


An 


An 
An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
act granting an increase of pension to Job F. 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


2. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘Thomas 


act granting an inerease of pension to Seth 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Susan 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
act granting an increase of pension to Josefita 
act granting an increase of pension to Clara 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


Clinkscales ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Rich- 


act granting an increase of pension to Jolm 


G. Kean, alias Cain; 


II. R. 19872. An 
ard E. Hassett; 

H. R. 19873. An 
Webb; 

II. R. 19885. 
Scherer; 

II. R. 19891. 
D. Bates; 

II. R. 19907. 
Butler; 

II. R. 19915. 


An 
An 
An 


An 


act granting an inerease of pension to Rich- 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Green- 


leaf W. Crossman ; 


H. R. 19923. An 
Ferguson; 

II. R. 19949. 
Van Ostrand; 

II. R. 19963. 
Carter; 
H. R. 10907. 
L. Ohr; 

II. R. 19990. 
Christie; 
II. R. 19998. 

ook ; 
II. R. 20029. 
B. Maison; 
H. R. 20061. 
York; 


An 


F. 


act granting an increase of pension to Bettie 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
An act granting an increase of pension to Eunice 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell 


H. R. 20064, An 
liam C. Arnold; 

H. R. 20078. An 
M. English; 

II. R. 20085. An 
Lafontaine ; 

II. R. 20087. 
C. Tyler; 

II. R. 20088. 
J. Thurmond ; 

II. R. 20096. An 
sia Bell; 

H. R. 20117. An 
ton J. Michener ; 

H. R. 20129. An 
Lemly ; 

H. R. 20146. An 
riet C. Kenney ; 

H. R. 20154. An 
H. Dyer; 

H. R. 20166. 
Salmon ; 

II. R. 20198. 
E. Maddox; 

H. R. 20199. 
N. Cadieux ; 

H. R. 20219. 
Downing ; 

II. R. 20222. 
C. Joseph; 

H. R. 20229. 
F. Wotring ; 

H. R. 20250. 
McBride; 

H. R. 20269. 
A. Galloway: 

H. R. 20272. An 
L. House ; 

H. R. 20279. Ar 
mund Hostetter; 

II. R. 20286. An 


An 


Al 


— 


An 
An 


= 
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act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Cassia 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to There- 
act granting an increase of pension to Pres- 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Har 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
act granting an Increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Jebu 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 


act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 


tholomew Holmes; 


H. R. 20803. An 
Crowley ; 

H. R. 20350. An 
dore F. Reighter ; 

H. R. 20351. An 
M. Simon; 

H. R. 20357. An 
Auldridge ; 

H. R. 20363. An 
Rush; 

H. R. 20384. An 
Wilson ; 

H. R. 20391. An 
Jane Meldrim ; 

H. R. 20415. An 
Krom; 

H. R 20424. An 
W. Wheeler ; 

H. R. 20431. 
Neumann ; 

H. R. 20463. An 
las D. Kenny; 

H. R. 20571. An 


An 


erick J. Dowland; 


H. R. 20581. 
G. Kruger; 

H. R. 20586. 
Judson ; 

II. R. 20587. 
MeMahon; 

II. R. 20613. 
Steele; 

II. R. 20614. 
Howardson ; 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
. An 
5. An 


Ballantyne ; 


H. R. 20717. An 


act granting an increase of pensfon to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
act granting an increase of pension to Jane 
act granting an increase of pension to Otis E. 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Nicho- 
act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
act granting an increase of pension to Nettie 
act granting an increase of pension to Calyin 
act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


act granting an increase of pension to Adel- 


bert E. Bleekman ; 
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H. R. 20721. 
O. Pierce; 

15 = 20724. An act granting an increase of pension to Rhoda 
A. Hoit; A 
5 77 — 20726. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 

mith ; 

H. R. 20735. 
Larsen; 

H. R. 20829. 
M. Watkins; 

H. R. 20844. 
Russell ; 

H. R. 20851. 
Hamme; 

II. R. 20852. 
dore T. Tate; 

II. R. 20896. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
F. Henninger ; 

H. R. 20899. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Carpenter; 

H. R. 20928. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
A. George; 

H. R. 20955. 
L. Carpenter ; 

H. R. 20958. 
E. Garland; 

H. R. 20962. 
lin H. Bailey; 
5 H. R. 20964. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

ox; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Berge 
An act granting an increase of pension to David 
An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
An act granting an increase of pension to Darius 


An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 

Sine; 

H. R. 21001. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Rhodes ; 

H. R. 21015. An act granting an increase of pension to Evan 
H. Baker; 

H. R. 21019. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Fell; y 

H. R. 21033. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Huff; 

II. R. 21045. An act granting an increase of pension to Unity 
A. Steel; 


II. R. 21054. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

G. Wilson; 

H. R. 21058. 
H. Isbell; 

H. R. 21086. 
Johnson; 

H. R. 21119. 
ander Boshea ; 

H. R. 21124. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Crane; 

H. R. 21142. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


Rose; 

H. R. 21148. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
A. Graham ; 

H. R. 21162. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Humphrey ; 

II. R. 21179. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Green; 

H. R. 21185. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
M. Goble; 

H. R. 21216. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
J. MeCardel ; 

H. R. 21228. An act granting an increase of pension to Pleas- 
ant Crissip; 

H. R. 21302. An act granting an increase of pension to Nico- 
laus Kirsch ; 

eae 21304. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Kohl; : 

H. R. 21307. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Fauver ; i 

H. R. 21519. An act granting an increase of pension to Monte- 
zuma St. John; 

H. R. 21575. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
E. Morley; 

H. R. 21641. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 


Eddy ; . 

Bi R. 21749. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
eaney ; ; 
H. R. 21828. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 


Perrin; 
E BR 21849. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Dir 


II. R. 21859. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Stone; 

H. R. 22052. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Meredith; 

H. R. 22207. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Harlan; 

H. R. 22265. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Jane Hancher ; > 

H. R. 22280. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
V. Ackley ; 

H. R. 22281. An act granting an increase of pension to Leon- 
ard Tyler; 

H. R. 22416. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
bara E. Schwab; : : 

H. R. 22424. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Faulkner ; 

H. R. 22566. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
L. Six; 

H. R. 22568. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Christman ; 

H. R, 22607. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
T. Hetherlin ; 

H. R. 22684. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Sherk ; 

H. R. 22717. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Brick ; 

H. R. 22932. An act granting an increase of pension to Bryngel 
Severson ; e 

II. R. 22937. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Murphy ; 

H. R. 22997. An act granting an increase of pension to Bd- 
mond D. Doud; 

H. R. 23307. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Casey ; . 

H. R. 9212. An act for the relief of Joseph W. I. Kempa, ex- 
ecutor of the last will and testament of William J. Grutza, 
deceased ; saya 

H. R. 17099. An act to authorize the refund of part of fines 
imposed on the vessels Sotie R, Mathilda R, and Helen R; 

H. R. 21677. An act to amend an act granting to the Daven- 
port Water Power Company rights to construct and maintain 
a canal, power station, and appurtenant works in the Mississippi 
River in Scott County, Iowa; 

H. R. 23718. An act to authorize the Chicago, Lake Shore and 
South Bend Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Calumet River in the State of Indiana; 

II. R. 23939. An act to authorize the board of commissioners 
of Lake County, Ind., to construct a bridge across the Calumet 
River in the State of Indiana; 

H. R. 24111. An act to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va.; 

H. R. 24275. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Flint River at Porter Shoals; 

H. R. 21402. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals; 

H. R. 24047. An act to authorize Chapter No. 376 of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution to erect a fountain on 
the property of the United States at Paducah, Ky.; 

H. R. 19023. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Lester ; 

H. R. 19044. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
©. MeCormick ; 

H. R. 19045. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Agey ; 

H. R. 19048. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Branson; 

II. R. 19117. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Higgins; and 

H. R. 19216. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
phil Brodowski. 


APPEAL CASES FROM THE DISTRICT COURT, ALASKA. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 24747) providing for the hearing of cases upon appeal 


from the district court for the district of Alaska in the circuit court 

of appeals for the ninth circuit. 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter all baal wages a of error, and 
other cases coming from the district court for district of Alaska 
to the circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit shall be entered 
upon the docket and heard at San Francisco, in the State of Cali- 
fornia, or at Portland, in the State of Oregon, or at Seattle, in the 
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State of Washington, as the trial court before whom the case was tried 
below shall fix and determine: Provided, however, That at any time 
before the hearing of any appeal, writ of error, or other case, the par- 
ties thereto, through their respective attorneys, may stipulate at which 
of the above-named places the same shall be heard, in which case the 
case shall be remitted to and entered upon the docket at the place so 
stipulated and shall be heard there. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a little ex- 
planation of the bill from the gentleman from Washington, if it 
is not too late. 

The SPEAKER. It is not too late. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Wash- 
ington whether under existing law all of these appeals go to 
San Francisco as a matter of course? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 

Mr. LACEY. 


{Aftersa pause.] The 


They do. 
None go to Seattle or Portland as the law now 


stands? 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; as a matter of fact, 
they do not. There has been but one case heard out of San 


Francisco in several years. 

Mr. LACEY. How could a case under the existing law be 
heard in Portland? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
stipulation of all parties concerned. 

Mr. LACEY. But not otherwise? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. But not otherwise. 

Mr. LACEY. And under this bill, in the absence of any stipu- 
lation at all on the subject, an appeal taken from either the 
courts of Alaska—where would it go as a matter of course? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The trial court would de- 
termine where it should be heard, unless the parties should 
stipulate as to where it is to go. 

Mr. LACEY. The judges before whom the cases were tried 
would be the same anyhow? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
not the court. 

Mr. LACEY. And they would consult, therefore, the con- 
yenience of counsel and parties as to whether Seattle, Portland, 
or San Francisco should be selected? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
bill, and it is agreed upon. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. STOCKLEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (II. R. 9577) 
entitled “An act for the relief of Charles H. Stockley,” with a 
Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

THE MERCANTILE BRIDGE COMPANY. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 24361. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WaANGER] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill H. R. 24361, of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the Mercantile Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela Riyer, Pennsyl- 
vania, from a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington 


County, to a point in Rostraver Township, Westmoreland County,” ap- 
proved March 14, 1904. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section T of an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Mercantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the 
Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the borough of North 
Charleroi, Washington County, to a point in Rostraver Township, West- 
moreland County,” approved March 14, 1904, be, and is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void unless the construction 
of said bridge shall be commenced within one year from the passage of 
this act and shall be completed within four years from the passage 
of this act.” : 

Also the following amendment: 

On page 2. line 3, strike out the words “ within four years from the 
2 or this get“ and insert in Heu thereof the words “by March 


Mr. WANGER, 
amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘This bill is unanimously reported, is it? 

Mr. WANGER. Unanimously. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 


It could be heard by a 


It only fixes the place and 


That is the object of the 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WaANGeER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which-the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEASED GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS, 


Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House reso- 
lution No. 774, and move to discharge the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds from further consideration of the same, 
and to pass the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. BOUTELL] 
calls up the following privileged resolution, Which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
requested to transmit to this House, so soon as ible, a statement 
showing all lands and buildings and rts of buildings now leased by 
the Government in the District of Columbia, including a brief descrip- 
tos of such properties; the pu for which they are used; the 
rentals paid; and in case of buildings, or parts of same, the rental 
per square foot, wherever practicable; the date of the termination of 


such leases; the names of the lessors; and the statutory authority under 
which such leases were made. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to discharge the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds from further consideration of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS, PORT OF NEW YORK, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill S. 7147. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill S. 7147, 
of which the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (8.7147) to amend section 2536 of the Revised Statutes, rela- 


tive to assistant appraisers at the port of New York, and further detin- 
ing their powers, duties, and compensation. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. What is this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN.. Mr. Speaker, the bill comes from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, I will say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WIIIANusS], with unanimous consent. If the 
gentleman desires any further explanation I will be glad to 
give it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading and 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 24541, an act making appropriations to supply 
additional urgent deficiencies, amended by the Senate, be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and be considered in the House as in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of thé Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the urgent deficiency bill, with Senate amend- 
ment, may be taken from the Speaker’s table and considered 
in the House as in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the object to be attained by the 
gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. LITTAUER. To facilitate the consideration of a gen- 
eral appropriation bill passed by the House, to which the Sen- 
ate added one amendment, and that amendment concerns the 
provision for the Jamestown Exposition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why is it desired to be considered in the 
House instead of in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Simply as a matter of expedition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why would it not be well to consider it 
in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not know but that it would be just 
as well that way as another, and we can get a record vote on 
it if it is necessary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Unless there is some special reason, the 
ordinary course ought to be pursued. 

Mr. LITTAUER. This expedites the business of the House 
and permits us to have a record vote in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall not object. . 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will this give us an opportunity to dis- 


1907. 


— 


cuss this bill if it is considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole? : . 

The SPEAKER. It is entirely, if the consent is given, under 
the direction of the majority of the House under the five- 
minute rule. 7 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that unanimous 
consent has been giyen? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. MACON. I want to hear the provision read before I 
give my consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 24541) making appropriations to supply additional 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

The Senate amendment was read at length. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I want to amplify my re- 
quest for unanimous consent, by asking that the five-minute 
limitation of debate should not apply to the consideration of 
this measure in the House. 4 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York modifies his 
request as to the consideration of the bill in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole, that the five-minute rule should not 
apply. 

Mr. SIMS. I wish’ to ask the gentleman, reserving the right 
to object, if the consideration of this bill in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole will afford opportunity for debate? 
In other words, can not the previous question be called at any 
moment by the gentleman in charge of the measure if it is con- 
sidered in the House? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I will ask the Chair to answer that ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, undoubtedly, the majority of the House 
will control. It is under the control of the majority 

Mr. SIMS. And if the gentleman in charge of the bill de- 
mands the previous question, that would close debate? z 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not unless the majority of the House sus- 
tains the demand; but there is no purpose to cut off free dis- 
cussion, 

Mr. LITTAUER. We have no idea of curtailing debate. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, Mr. Speaker, it will be left entirely with 
the gentleman in control of the bill to say that nobody shall 
occupy any of the time except those he sees proper to yield to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman, there 
should be no misunderstanding about the effect of this request. 
The Chair understands that if unanimous consent is given, then 
the consideration is had in the Committee of the Whole House 
without regard to the five-minute rule, and it is entirely in the 
power of the House to say when it will vote, and on what it 
will yote, and on the entire matter. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, Mr. Speaker, what difference would there 
be about considering it in the House as in the Committee of 
the Whole? 

Mr. MANN. It would have to go to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and it could not be considered to-day. 

Mr. SIMS. It could not be considered? Why could it not 
be considered to-day in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. LITTAUER. ‘This simply expedites the disposition 
of it. 

Mr. MANN. Unless unanimous consent be given, it would 
have to go to the Committee on Appropriations, and it could 
not be considered to-day. 

Mr. SIMS. It is simply a proposition as to whether we can 
bave it fully debated. 

Mr. LITTAUER. We haye no disposition to cut off any de- 
bate. 

Mr. JAMES. We can get a yea-and-nay vote on it in the 
House, and we can not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MACON. I want to ask the gentleman from New York 
if this is the same character of loan that was made to the 
World’s Fair Exposition at St. Louis? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is a loan. 

Mr. MACON. Is it the same character of loan? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not want to say it is the same char- 
acter of loan. But that is a matter that concerns the merits 
of the proposition, and I do not want at this time to discuss 
that. 

Mr. MACON. Has it similar safeguards thrown around it? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Not such as I yet deem sufficient, I will 
say to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


I should like to have thirty minutes, 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Vermont objects. 
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. AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the agricultural 
appropriation bill. 

This motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Fosrer of Ver- 
mont in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 24815—the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase and distribution of rare and valuable seeds: For the pur- 
chase, propagation, and testing of new, rare, and uncommon seeds, bulbs, 
trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, foreign and domestic; for the 
rent of buildings (not to exceed $3,000) ; the employment of agricul- 
tural explorers, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and all other 
necessary labor required in the city of “eigenen prong and elsewhere; the 
purchase of necessarvy office fixtures and supplies, paper, twine, gum, 
printing, postal cards, fuel, gas and electric current, transportation, 
traveling expenses, and all necessary material for securing, testing, 
propagating, N and distributing the seeds, bulbs, trees, etc., 
above specified, $238,000. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 
directed to spend the said sum, as nearly as practicable, for the en- 
cquragement and advancement of agriculture and horticulture through- 
out the United States, through the systematic introduction of new, rare, 
or uncommon seeds, bulbs, trees, vines, cuttings, etc., In the es- 
tablishment of new or the improvement of existing plant industries; 
in collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results obtain 
through the testing and distribution of new and rare seeds, bulbs, and 
plants herein provided for; and the Secretary of Agriculture is further 
directed to purchase such new and rare seeds, bulbs, plants, vines, and 
cuttings at public or private sale, and to arrange for the propagation, 
testing, and distribution of such seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings in 
such manner as he may deem expedient, obtaining, so far as practicable, 
the advice and cooperation of Senators, Representatives, oth Delegates 
in Congress: Provided, That such seeds, bulbs, and plants shall be dis- 
tributed to actual experimenters for experimental tests, and that the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall cause a record to be kept of all persons 
to whom seeds, bulbs, or plants are sent, in order that reports on the 
results of the experiments may be secured in as many instances as pos- 
sible: And provided further, That the Secretary shall, so far as prac- 
ticable, cooperate with the State experiment stations and practical 
farmers, fruit growers, and others, in crder that the seeds, bulbs, and 
plants may be distributed with due regard to their adaptability to the 
various soil and climatic conditions prevailing in the Unit States. 
The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby also directed to prepare annually 
a report showing what the results of the distribution have been. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point of 
order upon a portion of the paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, one moment. Can we 
arrive at some agreement as to the time to be devoted to the 
consideration of this paragraph and this amendment? I think 
the House understands the question thoroughly. 

Mr. MANN. I am just going to make the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman will have an opportunity 
to make his point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Not after debate commences. 
my point of order without losing my right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order upon that portion of 
the paragraph commencing with line 17, page 35, “And the 
Secretary of Agriculture,” down to and including the words 
“United States,” in line 20, page 36. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not care to debate the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman. If that power is not granted under the 
general powers granted in the law establishing the Department 
of Agriculture, I do not think any power is granted. The ques- 
tion has been thrashed out several times. 

Mr. MANN. It is very likely that the power is granted to 
the Secretary of Agriculture in reference to the distribution 
of these seeds, bulbs, and so forth, but it is very certain that 
if the Secretary of Agriculture has now the authority to act 
under the law this changes his authority. This gives to him 
a specific direction as to how he shall act. If his authority is 
now unlimited, then this is a change of existing law by the 
limitation of his authority. If he has now no authority, then 
this is an expansion of his authority and is contrary to the 
rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to reserve a point of order 
against the language in line 9, “ agricultural explorers.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has the 
floor. 

Mr. CANDLER. I move to strike out—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a 


I wish to state 


point of order against the language “agricultural explorers,” in 


line 9, page 25. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York reserves 
the point of order. 
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Mr. GILLETT. If the point of order is made against a part 
of a paragraph, does not the whole paragraph go out? 
The CHAIRMAN. Not unless the point of order is made 


against the whole paragraph. 
Mr. GILLETT. I make a point of order against the whole 
paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point against the portion made by 
the gentleman from Illinois has been sustained. Now the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts can make a point of order against 
the remainder, if he desires. 

Mr. GILLETT. But, if the Chair will pardon me, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois made a point of order against a certain 
portion of the paragraph. Now, as I understand, under the 
general rule, that sends the whole paragraph out. Now, how 
am I to know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is mistaken, and that unless the point of order is 
made against the whole paragraph the whole paragraph does 
not go out, but only that portion of the paragraph against which 
the point is made. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
made his point of order against a portion of the paragraph, 
and that point of order was sustained, and that portion of the 
paragraph has gone out under the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— . 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my colleague [Mr. 
CANDLER] be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has the 
floor. 

Mr. CANDLER. I move to strike out the provision left in 
the bill and to insert the following amendment 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 

` Mississippi that that is not in order until the point of order of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzcrratp] is determined. 
When that is decided, the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. CANDLER. I did not know that was pending. I ask 
that my amendment be considered as pending. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is not in order until the point of 
order is decided. ž 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It has been decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order pending. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Pending.to the entire paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending to a portion of the paragraph. 
Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] care to 
be heard on his point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I simply wished to ascertain what these 
explorers were. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York with- 
draws his point of order. 

Mr. CANDLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
and insert. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] withdraw his point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of 
order of the gentleman from Illinois, and that portion of the 
paragraph against which he made his point of order has gone 
out. 

Mr. CANDLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the provision left in the bill, and to insert the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Which is the old law. 

Mr. CANDLER. Which is the old law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi offers an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which the Clerk will 
report. 

r. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
which I think is preferential to the gentleman’s motion to strike 
out and insert. His motion strikes out the entire paragraph 
and inserts a new one.’ We have a right to perfect the para- 
graph first. 

Mr. CANDLER. I should like to have my amendment re- 

rted. A 
P The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


cards, and electric current, veling expenses, and e 
material and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be 
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distributed in localities adapted to their culture, $238,000, of which 
amount not less than $202,000 shall be allotted for Co ional dis- 
tribution. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to ex- 
pend the said sum, as nearly as practicable, in the purchase, testing, 
and distribution of such valuable seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, 
and plants, the he can obtain at a public or private sale, and such 
as shall be suitable for the respective localities to which the same are 
to be apportioned, and in which same are to be distributed as herein- 
after stated, and such seeds so purchased shall include a variety of 
field, vegetable, and flower seeds suitable for planting and culture in the 
various sections of the United States. An equal proportion of five-sixths 
of all seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants shall, upon their 
request, after due notification by the Secretary of Agriculture that the 
allotment to their ve districts is ready for distribution, be 
supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for 
distribution among their constituents, or mailed by the Department 
upon the receipt of their addressed franks, in packages of such weight 
as the Secretary of Agriculture and the Postmaster-General “on! jointly 
determine, to the Postmaster-General; and the person receiving such 
seeds shall be requested to inform the Department of the results of the 
experiments therewith: Provided, That all seeds, Lag lants, and 
cuttings herein allotted to Senators, Representatives, an legates In 
Congress for distribution remaining uncalled for on the Ist of April 
shall be distributed by the Secretary of Agriculture, giving preference 
to those persons whose names and addresses have been furnished by 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, and who have not before, 
during the same season, been mre by the Department: And pro- 
vided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided in this act, 
the piace. quantity, and price of seeds purchased, and the date of 
purchase; but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent 
the Secre of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for 
the same. d the amount herein 9 shall not be dlverted 
or used for any other p! but for the purchase, testing, propagation, 
and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, mulberry and other rare and 
valuable trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: Provided, however, 
That upon each ee = 8 containing packages of seeds the 
p y 


contents thereof shall dicated, and ‘the Sec: shall not 
distribute to any Senator, Representative, or Delegate entirely 
unfit for the climate and locality he represents, but shall distribute the 


the 10th day of January: Provided, further, That $36,000 of which 
sum, or so much thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture shall direct, 
may be used to collect, purchase, test, propagate, and distribute rare 
and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants 
from foreign countries or from our possessions for experiments with 
reference to their introduction into and cultivation in this country; and 
the seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants thus collected, 
purehased, tested, and propagated shall not be included in general dis- 
tribution, but shall be used for experimental tests, to be carried on 
with the cooperation of the agricultural experiment stations.” 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to state in 
reference to this amendment 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
that amendment. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I submit it comes too late. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that it is too late to make the point of order. The gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER] had begun his argument, and 
had been recognized by the Chair. There had already been de- 
bate on the amendment. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the point of order comes too late, as I had already begun to 
address the House on the amendment, I had begun my argument. 
I had the floor and had been recognized by the Chair, and I 
did not yield the floor for the purpose for the gentleman to 
make a point of order or for any other purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois claim 
that he was on the floor? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I rose immediately upon the 
ceasing of the reading of the amendment. The gentleman was 


a little too hasty about commencing his address, endeavoring, . 


I suppose, to protect his rights in the proper way. I do not see 
how I could have been any more lively. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Illinois states that 
he was endeavoring in good faith to get an opportunity to 
make the point of order, the Chair will entertain the point of 
order. 

Mr. MANN. I certainly was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the point of 
order. Has the gentleman reserved the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I think the point of 
order ought to be decided, as there are other amendments to be 
made. There is no use of wasting time on the merits of this 
question if it be subject to the point of order. I think the 
gentleman ought to insist upon his point of order. 

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman from Illinois has not yet 
stated his point of order. I would like to have the point of 
order stated and have it determined at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois will please 
state his point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the point of order is very plain, 
as far as the point of order is concerned. The ground is that 
it is new legislation upon this appropriation bill. While my 
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understanding is that the amendment offered is the existing law, 
yet that does not make it in order at this time. Whatever may 
be the fact in reference to that, my point of order is that this is 
a change of existing law in that it affects the authority of the 
Secretary of Agriculture under the organic act creating that 
office. I have no desire to argue the point of order. I believe 
it was argued a year ago. I am not sure what was the disposi- 
tion made of it at that time or whether this is the same amend- 
ment which was held to be in order a year ago. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this same point of order was 
raised last year when the same gentleman occupied the chair 
who occupies it to-day. After a long discussion the point of 
order was withdrawn, as I hope it will be now. I appeal to 
the recollection of the Chair. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that this is 
the identical same proposition as was offered last year. It is in 
the same language, taken from the Book of Estimates as fur- 
nished by the Department of Agriculture to the Agricultural 
Committee for our consideration this year, drawn in the iden- 
tical same language that was offered last year, except that there 
is a difference in the amount to be appropriated, and that is less 
than it was last year. It is drawn directly under the act cre- 
ating the Department of Agriculture and has been the law, as 
has been stated by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lame], 
for thirty years. I don’t know whether it is that long, but it 
has been for many, many years, and it is certainly authorized by 
statute, by custom, and has been adopted by this House. It was 
argued thoroughly last year, the same gentleman occupying the 
chair that now oceupies the chair, but was finally withdrawn, 
and I hope it will be withdrawn again and let us have a vote. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to prevent 
the House voting upon a matter of this kind. There seems to 
be a desire to have a square test vote upon this proposition, 
which is of so much interest. Therefore I withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order. 3 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, let us bave a decision. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from Washington is too late with his point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This question was raised before the com- 
mittee in almost similar terms a year ago, and was discussed 
fully. It was admitted at that time that it was a close question. 
Finally the point of order was withdrawn, and the Chair, there- 
fore, was not called upon to rule. If this were a new question, 
it seems to the Chair that there could be no doubt in any mind 
as to the duty of the Chair to sustain the point of order. While, 
owing to some decisions and some precedents in the past, the 
question is somewhat complicated and there is some doubt 
about it, the Chair feels that this question should be determined 
by the House, once and for all, and therefore the Chair sustains 
the point of order. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I have very great respect for 
the opinion of the Chair and the highest personal regard for the 
gentleman who now occupies the chair; still I am constrained to 
respectfully appeal from the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
“noes” appeared to have it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. WADSWORTH and Mr. Lams were appointed tellers. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry before the vote is taken, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. SCOTT. Am I right in this understanding, that the 
point of order is made against the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. SCOTT. That point has been sustained, and if the 
House sustains the Chair that substitute will go out. 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. There will then remain for the House to vote upon 
that which remains of the present paragraph in the bill, with 
the exception of what has been stricken out in consequence of 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Chicago. 
{Cries of “ Regular order! "| 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 


Mr. Chairman, I renew the point 


The gentleman from Washington renews 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that 
there were—ayes 84, noes 136. 

So the decision of the Chair was not sustained. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I now ask for a vote on the 
amendment. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. . Does the gentleman from Indiana desire 
to offer his amendment? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; the pending amendment is good 
enough for me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
[ Applause. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FOREST SERVICE. 


Salaries, Forest Service: One Forester, who shall be chief of Bureau, 
$4,500; one clerk, $2,100; one clerk, $1,900; five clerks, class 4. $9,000; 
three clerks, at $1, 700 each, $5,100; one ‘clerk, class 3, $1,600; 
clerks, at $1,500 each, $3, 000; two clerks, class 2, $2,800; one clerk, 

1.300; eight clerks, class 1, $9,600 ; aw. clerks, at $1, 100 each, 

7,700: eleven clerks, at $1,000 each, $11,000 ; twelve clerks, at $900 
each, $10, 800; nineteen clerks, at $800 each, $15,200 ; twenty- -seven 
clerks, at $700 each, $18,900; eighteen clerks, at $600 each, $10,800 
one draftsman, $1, 800; two dra tsmen, at $1,400 each, $2, 800; 
draftsmen, at $1,200 each, $2,400; four draftsmen, at $1,000 ‘each, 
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$4,000 ; one artist, $1,000; one photographer, $1,400 ; one photographer, 
1.200: one photographer, $1,000; four messengers, at $720 each, 
2.880; two messengers, at $700 each, $1,400; three messengers, at 


$600 each, $1,800; three messengers, at $400 each, $1,200; one car- 
penter, $1,000; one carpenter, $720; three watchmen, ‘at $700 each, 

2,100; one electrician, $700 ; in all, $142,700. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the increase of salary in lines 2 and 3 on page 37. It 
is an increase from $3,500 to $4,500, and I make the point of or- 
der against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York care 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Who made the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas. 
will report the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The point 155 order is made 1 the language in lines 2 and 3, 
page 37, $4,500. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, Mr. Chairman, that is subject to the 
point of order. I stated in my report: “ The following increases 
in existing statutory salaries haye been allowed: Chief of For- 
est Service (Forester), $3,500 to $4,500.” I stated in the note: 
“ The increase in the salary of the Forester is justified not only 
by long and faithful service of the present incumbent of that 
ollice, but by reason of the greatly increased work put upon him 
by the transfer of the Government national forests to his care 
and administration.” If the gentleman wants to raise the point 
of order in the face of that statement, he is at liberty to do so. 

Mr. MACON. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MANN. What was the point of order made on—what was 
the salary? P 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. On the salary of $4,500. 

Mr. MANN. Then that leaves the item out entirely. Does 
the gentleman from New York propose to offer an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. On the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Illinois, that it takes the position entirely from the statu- 
tory roll, I now offer to reinsert the salary of $3,500, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In place of the language stricken out insert “ $3,500." 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. In this Forestry Service there is an increase of - 
about twenty-five clerks. Will the gentleman from New York 
state the reason for that increase? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am sorry to say I can not hear the 
gentleman very well, as there is so much disorder. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This Forestry Service provision contains 
an increase of twenty-five clerks. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘That is due entirely to the turning over 
to the Department of Agriculture the national forests of this 
country that were formerly managed by the Land Office of the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state when they 
were turned over? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 


The Clerk 


Well, probably I misstated myself. I 


do not wish to say the clerks of the Land Office were turned 
over, but the increase is necessary by reason of the turning over 
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of the forest reserves to the Bureau of Forestry of the Agricul- 
tural Department. í 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman states that the forest 
reserves were turned over to the Department of Agriculture. 
About when was this done? 


Mr. MANN. When did the act take effect turning over the 
forest reserves? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I asked if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Wapsworrn] could state when the forest reserves were 
turned over to the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. By the act of February 1, 1905. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from New York 
know whether the clerks were transferred from the Department 
of the Interior to the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not know that all of them were 
transferred. I dare say some of them were. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire, if possible, to ascertain that, 
because if these twenty-five additional clerks have been author- 
ized for this Service because of the transfer to the Department 
of Agriculture of the forest reserves, certainly twenty-five clerks, 
or approximately that number, should be dropped from some 
office in the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me say to the gentleman that is 
not an increase of twenty-five clerks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I counted hastily. I find an increase 
of twenty-eight and a decrease of three in one class, and that 
makes a net increase of twenty-five. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That twenty-five clerks that the gentle- 
man refers to is not an increase of twenty-five. There is still 
an increase of those $700 clerks, but it is not an increase of 
twenty-five or twenty-seven. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, there is an increase of five at $600 
each, seven at $700 each, three at $900 each, two at $1,100 each, 
and three of class 1, at $1,200 each, and so on. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman will notice that that is 
arranged so as to afford a flow of promotions of the lower clerks 
at $600, $700, 5800, $900, $1,000, and $1,100, and class 1 is a 
$1,200 salary clerk. 

Mr. LAMB. Will the chairman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. LAMB. If he will bear in mind the testimony of the 
Chief of Forestry, he said these clerks were necessary by reason 
of the extension of the work. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I stated that to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the chairman of the committee 
made that clear, but he also makes the statement that this in- 
crease is due to the fact that the Forest Service has been trans- 
ferred from the Department of the Interior to the Department 
of Agriculture. If this work has been done in the Department 
of the Interior and has been taken from that Department, there 
certainly should be a number of clerks, between twenty and 
twenty-five, I assume, that should haye been dropped from the 
Department of the Interior since this work has been taken up 
by the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think I have answered the gentleman 
by saying that the “twenty-five do not represent an actual in- 
crease of twenty-five. There is some increase there of a few 
clerks, but if the gentleman will refer to the statutory salary 
roll of last year he will see that the roll was $112,860, so that 
there is an increase of $29,000. 

Mr. MANN. That would just about cover the twenty-five 
clerks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That just about covers the twenty-five 
clerks, because five of them are at $600 each, seven at $700 each, 
and so on, so that the $29,000 just covers the twenty-five clerks, 
and the increase in compensation of one or two officials. I de- 
sire to ascertain, if possible, whether the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture knew that by reason of this increase of 
this particular service there was a corresponding decrease in 
the office from which this work was taken. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am frank to say to the 
can not give him any information on that point. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I not ask the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH ]—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman want to amend this by 
changing the total from $42,000 to $41,000? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; I will come to that. I will ask 
that the Clerk change the total of that salary list by $1,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 88; line 14, instead of “one hundred and forty-two thou- 
sand,’ make it read “one hundred and forty-one thousand.” 


gentleman I 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That hereafter 10 per cent of all mone 
forest during any fiscal year shall be paid at the end thereof by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the State or Territory in which said 
national forest is situated, to be expended as the State or Terri- 
torial legislature may prescribe for the benefit of the public schools 
and public roads of the county or counties in which the said national 
forest is situated: Provided, t when any national forest is in more 
than one State or Territory or county the distributive share to each 
from the proceeds of said forest shall be “ary pede, to its area 
therein: And provided further, That there shall not be paid to any 
State or Territory for any county an amount equal to more than 40 
per cent of the total income of such county from all other sources. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
the word “ hereafter” in line 10, page 39. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is subject to the point of order. It 
is simply the same question we discussed on Saturday about 
the meat-inspection act. If the gentleman desires to make it, 
it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. This is an entirely different proposition. This 
is a provision to make a permanent appropriation, and I shall 
make the point of order on every item of that kind I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To ascertain the natural conditions upon and utilize the national 
forests, and hereafter the Secretary of Agriculture may divide all lands 
in national forests into such fic national forests as he may deem 
best from time to time for administrative pu and give to each 
such name as may be convenient; and hereafter the Secretary of Agri- 
culture may, in his discretion, permit timber and other forest products 
cut or removed from the national forests of the United States, except 
the Black Hills National Forest in South Dakota, to be exported from 
the State, Territory, or the district of Alaska, in which said forests are 
respectively situated: Provided, That the exportation of dead and in- 
sect-infected timber only from said Black Hills National Forest shall be 
allowed until such time as the Forester shall certify that the ravages 
of the destructive insects in said forest are practically checked, but in 
no case after July 1, 1908; and hereafter all moneys received as contri- 
butions toward cooperative work in forest investigations and in the pro- 
tection and improvement of the national forests shall be covered into 
the Treasury and shall constitute a special fund, which is hereby appro- 
priated and made available until ery as the Secretary of ri- 
culture may direct, for the payment of the expenses of said investiga- 
tion, protection, and improvement by the Forest Service, and for refunds 
to the contributors of amounts heretofore or hereafter paid in by them 
in excess of their share of the cost of said investigations, protection, and 
improvement; to transport and care for fish and game supplied to stock 
the national forests or the waters therein; to employ fiscal and other - 
agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor . in practical forestry, 
in the administration of national forests, and in conducting experimen 
and investigations in the city of Washington and elsewhere; and here- 
after he may dispose of photographic prints (including bromide enlarge- 
ments), lantern slides, transparencies, blueprints, and forest maps at 
cost and 10 per cent additional, and condemned pores or materials 
under his char; in the same manner as provided by law for other 
bureaus; to collate, digest, report, illustrate, and print the results of 
experiments and investigations made by the Forest ervice ; to purchase 
law books to an amount not ex ing $500, necessary supplies, sppe- 
ratus, ofice fixtures, technical books, and periodicals for circulating 
libraries for officers of the Forest Service stationed. outside of Wash- 
ington; and to pay freight, express, telegraph, and telephone charge: 
and for electric light and power, fuel, gas, ice, 8 towels, an 
traveli and other necessary expenses, $757,300, of which sum not to 
exceed $40,000 may be used for rent. And hereafter the employees of 
the Forest Service outside of the city of Washington may, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, without additional expense to 
the Government, be granted leaves of absence not to exceed fifteen days 
in any one year, which leave may, in exceptional and meritorious cases 
where such an employee is ill, be extended, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, not to exceed fifteen days additional in any 
one year; and the Forester is hereby authorized to procure an official 
seal for the Forest Service to be approved by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, and hereafter copies of any books, records, papers, or documents 
in the Forest Service authenticated under such seal shall be admitted 
in evidence equally with the originals thereof. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point of 
order to that portion of the paragraph just read, beginning 
with line 1, page 40, down to and including the word “con- 
venient,” in line 4, which language reads as follows: 
may divide all lands in national forests into such specific national 


forests as he may deem from time to time for administrative pur- 
poses, and give to each such names as may be convenient. 


I make the point of order against that language on the ground 
that it is new legislation. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it is new legislation, but 
it is a matter of a great deal of importance. 

Mr. MANN. There are other points I desire to reserve. 

Mr. TAWNEY. One moment. I also desire to make the 
point of order to that portion of the paragraph beginning with 
line 15, after the word “ eight,” down to and including the word 
“ fish,” in line 25. . 

Mr. MANN. You ought not to end there. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Suppose we consider the points of order 
as they are raised. 

Mr. MANN. All points of order to the paragraph should first 
be made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I also want—— 


received from each national 
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Mr. MANN. I wish to make a point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to reserve the point of order, or I 
will make the -point of order, on the language on page 41, be- 
ginning in line 2 with the words— 
to employ fiscal and other agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor 

uired in practical forestry, in the administration of national for- 

and in conducting experiments and investigations in the city of 
Washington. ; 

That is in violation of the act of 1902, which expressly pro- 
hibits the employment of personal services here in the city of 
Washington out of a lump-sum appropriation. That is a 
change of existing law. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order upon the paragraph 
commencing after the word “ year,” in line 5, page 42, down to 
the end of the paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, which point of 
order will gentlemen consider first? 

The CHAIRMAN. Take them up in their order. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to make the point of order 
against the words “ periodicals for circulating library for officers 
of the Forest Service stationed outside of Washington.” 

The CHAIRMAN. , What is the proposition of the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My point of order lies to the language 
in lines 15 and 16 of page 41. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In my first point of order I desire to in- 
clude the language of line 25, page 39, beginning with the words 
“and hereafter the Secretary of Agriculture may,” ete. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is new legis- 
lation. It simply empowers the Forestry Division to rearrange 
the lands of these several forest reserves for a more economical 
and easy management. Very often a forest reserve occupies two 
sides of a mountain, an almost impassable mountain, capped 
with snow, perhaps, nine months in the year. During all that 
time, in order to manage that reservation and to police it and 
look after it, they have got to go clear around the mountain, 
many miles, not being able to cross over it. This simply gives 
him the power to add a portion of a forest reservation that is 
on one side of the mountain to another forest reservation that 
is contiguous to it, and so on the other side the land that is 
contiguous to that. It is simply for a more economical manage- 
ment of this forest reserve, and I do hope that the gentleman 
from Minnesota will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Does the gentleman say that this does not 
increase the power of the Secretary of Agriculture in the mat- 
ter of making selections of land for forest purposes? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Absolutely not. Its purpose is simply 
economy of administration. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If that is its purpose, I withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. MONDELL. I renew the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
I wish to ask the gentleman why this legislation is necessary? 
It is a fact that the boundaries of the forest reserves and the 
names-of forest reserves are continually being changed now, 
and have always been under the law. All the forest reserves 
are being consolidated, divided, division lines changed, their 
names constantly, and at all times—and I want to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman—— 

Mr. MANN. They want to change the name to the Mondell 
Forest Reserve. That is the reason they want this authority. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to call the gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that this language authorizes the Secretary to 
divide all lands in national forests not in national forest 
reserves. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me correct the gentleman right 
there. National forest“ is the title now adopted for forest 
reserves instead of using the words “forest reserves.” 

Mr. MANN. Who has adopted it? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is adopted in this bill. 

Mr, MANN. But this bill is not law. By what authority is 
it done? 

Mr. MONDELL. Where does the gentleman find any author- 
ity of law for referring to national forest reserves as “national 
forests?” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The law of the appropriation bill of 
last year. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does not that bill use the term “national 
forest reserves“ at all? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will not say positively about the “at 
all,” but the general name applied to the forest reserves is 
“national forests.” 

Mr. MONDELL. I shall insist upon my point of order, first, 
because the language is very ambiguous, and, second, because 
there is authority given to change the boundaries of forest re- 
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serves, carrying with it authority to change the names of for- 
est reserves, to divide, subdivide, and consolidate. Authority to. 
do all these things is carried in the law authorizing the estab- 
lishment of forest reserves. ; . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me say right there that the For- 
ester does not so understand it, because he asked very earnestly 
for this proviso. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman that the For- 
ester has, to my personal knowledge, divided a forest reserve in 
my State into three divisions and changed the names of those 
divisions, and that it is a fact that the boundaries of the divi- 
sions of forest reserves are constantly being changed as a mat- 
ter of administration. There can be no doubt as to the au- 
thority of the Secretary to change a name which he has given to 
a reserve, or to divide a given reserve into two reserves for ad- 
ministrative purposes, or to change the boundaries of existing 
reserves so that the boundary line shall run on the summit of a 
mountain range, as the gentleman suggests, instead of running 
through a yalley, so that it is difficult to administer; and in 
view of the fact that the authority which the chairman desires 
is now exercised by the Department and that the language 
herein contained is ambiguous, I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if the Forester already 
has that power, I certainly haye no objection to this going out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SCOTT. In view of the ruling of the Chair, I would sug- 
gest that the gentleman from Minnesota ought also to strike out 
2 words “ and hereafter,” in line 4, to make the language con- 
sistent. 

Mr. MANN. That has gone out already. He amended it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I include the word “ hereafter.” 

Mr. MANN. “And hereafter.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; the word “ hereafter,” in line 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the word “and,” on page 39, after 
“ forests,” was stricken out, so that the word “and,” in line 4, 
page 40, ought not to go out, but simply the word “ hereafter.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
question now is upon the second point of order, raised by the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNBY. I insist on the second point of order. This 
makes an indefinite permanent appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. Worse than that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I believe that all permanent appropriations 
should be repealed, where they can without injury to the public 
service; but certainly an indefinite permanent appropriation is 
far more out of keeping with good administration and good 
policy than even a definite permanent appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. This would permit him to borrow money and 
spend it wherever he pleased. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand the authority under this is 
very wide, and I do not think the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture ought to insist upon increasing the appropria- 
tion indefinitely which is granted by Congress to the Forestry 
Bureau, by allowing the Forester to deposit the money received 
for the sale of timber and for other purposes in the Treasury 
to the credit of his appropriation, thus indefinitely increasing 
the appropriation, so that Congress will neyer know hat this 
Forestry Service is costing. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Does the gentleman from Minne- 
sota understand that this provision applies to the sale of timber 
on forest reserves? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It applies to just what it says. All moneys 
received as contributions toward cooperative work in forest in- 
vestigation and in the protection and improvement of the 
national forests shall be covered into the Treasury and shall 
constitute a special fund which is hereby appropriated and 
made available until expended, as the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture may direct, for the payment of the expenses of such inyes- 
tigation, protection, improvement, ete. 

I may not haye been technically correct in saying that the 
proceeds of the sale of timber went into this fund, because I 
understand they now have a permanent appropriation which is 
made up of these sales of timber. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I think the gen- 
tleman is under a misapprehension. This does not refer to 
any sales of proceeds of forestry. such as timber, but in various 
places insect pests and other influences injurious to the forests 
have appeared and have wrought great injury. In some in- 
stances which have come under my own personal notice in- 
dividuals have contributed to assist the forest rangers in 
stamping out, for instance, an insect pest or in extinguishing 
forest fires or in preventing some other depredations. These 
moneys received in this way are simply covered over into a 
special fund, to be handled by the Forester as a part of a 
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special appropriation, so that they will not eventually get back 
into the general funds in the Treasury. 


Mr. MANN. The existing law carried in the last appropria- 
tion act has the word “hereafter” in it, so that it is per- 
manent law, and it provides for everything that the gentleman 
has now stated, 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I believe so, if the word “ here- 
after” was in the law of last year. 

Mr. MANN. The word “hereafter” is in it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The statement of the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Brooks] simply gives another reason why this should 
not be retained, because the conduct of the Department under 
this provision, as he has described it, is clearly in violation of 
law to-day. No individual forester has a right to receive com- 
pensation from any individual or any State or any combination 
of individuals. The officials of the Government of the United 
States are allowed to receive only such money as is appropri- 
ated to compensate them for their services. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] is mistaken. 5 

Mr. 'TTAWNEY. No; he is not. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the current appropriation con- 
tains this item: 

And hereafter all moneys received as contributions toward coopera- 
tive work in forest investigations shall be covered into the Treasury 
and shall constitute a special fund, which is hereby appropriated and 
made available until expended, as the Secretary of Agriculture may 
direct, for the payment of the expenses of such investigations by the 
Forest Service and for refunds to the contributors of amounts hereto- 
fore or hereafter paid by them in excess of their share of the cost of 
such investigations. 

Now, that is permanent law. It does not require legislation 
to include tbat at all. That covers all the case which the gentle- 
man from Colorado has referred to, but this provision authorizes 
the Secretary of Agriculture or the Chief of Forestry practically 
to borrow money to make permanent improvements in the 
forests. I don’t know whether it was so intended by the com- 
mittee, but that is the effect. The new provision in the bill says 
the money may be used not for cooperative work in forest in- 
yestigations merely, but also in the protection and improvement 
of the national forests, and again the words “ protection and 
Improvement“ appear. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The words “and improvements“ are new. 

Mr. MANN. The words “protection and improvement“ are 
new and are subject to the point of order, and not only subject 
to the point of order in that respect, but would authorize them to 
accept contributions which they should pay back at their pleas- 
ure, which practically is an authority to borrow money to make 
permanent improvements. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I think that is a little 
overstated, but I yield the point of order on those words, “ and 
in the protection and improyement of the natural forests.” 

Mr. MANN. The whole clause is subject to the point of order, 
and does not affect the authority which they now have under 
the existing law, which is permanent. The existing law has the 
word “ hereafter ” in it, and is permanent law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is all right; I understand that. 
I can see that the words “ and improvement” are subject to the 
point of order. ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under the ruling of the Chair the entire para- 
graph, or that portion to which I made the point of order, would 


go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a correct statement. The Chair 
sustains the point of order to the words included in the para- 
graph referred to by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. MANN. So that there may be no error, will the Chair 
have the Clerk read the words which go out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report, unless objection is 
made, the words which go out under this point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 40, beginning line 15: 

“and fereafter all moneys received as contributions toward cooperative 
work in forest investigations and in the protection and improvement of 
the national forests shall be covered into the Treasury and shall con- 
stitute a special fund, which is hereby appro riated and made avail- 
able until expended as the Secretary o Age culture may direct, for the 
payment of the expenses of said investigation, protection, and im- 
provement by the Forest Service, and for refunds to the contributors 
of amounts heretofore or hereafter paid in by them in excess of their 
share of the cost of said investigations, protection, and improvement.“ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That leaves the law exactly as it was 
last year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I suggest it ought to go farther and include 
the words “to transport and care for fish and game supplied to 
stock the national forests or the waters therein.” 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota permit me 
to suggest that he might well not make the point of order on 
the transportation of fish? 


Mr. TAWNEY. That is not new. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; it is new. 

Mr. MANN. It is only desired to permit the Bureau of Fish- 
eries to furnish fish to the Forester to put in the national re- 
serve, and there ought to be no objection to that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not object to a proposition of that kind, 
but I supposed it was part of the existing law 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If it is not, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Make the point of order end with the word 
“improvement.” in line 25. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there is objection, it will be so un- 
derstood. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of 
the committee a question in regard to how he understands the 
money now received for sales of timber is disposed of? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is turned into the Treasury and used 
for continuing the work of the forest reserves, forms part of the 
available sum for that use by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. LACEY. It is a permanent indefinite appropriation? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. So that that sum can be used without regard 
to what it is used for so it is used within the law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. For the maintenance, improvement, and 
protection of the forest reserves. 

Mr. LACEY. What was the amount of this indefinite appro- 
priation last year? 

Mr. MANN. It was not a permanent indefinite appropria- 
tion; it is only from year to year. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from New York states it is 
permanent. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman from Minnesota sug- 
gested the striking out of the word “ hereafter” in that item. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The receipts from timber sales in 1906 
were $252,527.09. 

Mr. LACEY. 
run? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. MANN. 
cut this timber. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask the gentleman if he does not think 
it would be well to encourage the cutting of this timber so as 
to reduce the price of lumber, to throw more of this timber on 
the market? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I certainly do. I believe in treating 
our forest reserves as other governments treat theirs, but I was 
not going to take up this matter yet. I did not think we had 
reached it, but here is a table—— 

Mr. LACEY. I want to hear from the gentleman when he 
thinks he has reached the proper point. ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the next point of order I 
made is on page 41, line 2, beginning after the word “ therein,” 
“to employ fiscal and other agents, clerks, assistants, etc., for 
that service in Washington.” ‘The point of order is made on the 
ground it changes existing law. It is, in fact, a violation of 
existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Minnesota call 
the Chair's attention to the particular law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The act of 1882 expressly prohibits the em- 
ployment of any personal service in the city of Washington to 
be paid out of a lump-sum appropriation, and expressly re- 
quires that these Departments shall specifically estimate for the 
number of clerks and other employees required in their respec- 
tive Departments. 

That is the existing law, and has been since 1882. Prior to 
that time there was general authority for the employment of 
personal services or for compensating for personal services here 
in the city of Washington out of lump-sum appropriations. And 
the practice existed to such an extent and has been abused to 
such an extent that Congress passed a law expressly providing 
that hereafter there should be no employment and no com- 
pensation paid out of lump-sum appropriations for personal 
services here in the city of Washington. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Tawney] the law on that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I had it in my committee room only day be- 
fore yesterday. I have not got it here, but the same question 
arose on an estimate from one of the Departments where the 
estimates for the services for one of the bureaus called for a 
lump-sum appropriation, and the attention of the officer was 
called to this law. I cited the law, and he was informed unless 
he submitted a detailed estimate the Committee on Appropria- 
tions could not consider his estimate at all. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Minnesota and to the Chair that a similar 


How long does this permanent appropriation 


It runs right along. 
Authority is only conferred from year to year to 
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provision went out the other day on the paragraph relating to 
the grain laboratory. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the act of 1882, which reads as follows: 

No civil officer, clerk, draftsman, copyist, messenger, assistant messen- 
ger, mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other employee authorized after Oc- 
tober, 1892, to be employed in any of the Executive Departments or sub- 
ordinate bureaus or Offices thereof at the seat of government, except only 
at such rates and in such numbers, respectively, as may be specifically 
appropriated for by Congress; and for such clerical and other personal 
services for each fiscal year no civil officer, clerk, draftsman, copyist, 
messenger, assistant me r, watchman, mechanic, laborer, or other 
employee shall hereafter be employed at the seat of government in an 
Executive Department or subordinate bureaus or offices thereof, or to 
be paid from any appropriation made for contingent expenses or for 
any specific or general pur, „ unless such employment is authorized 
and eb ecg therefor specifically provided in the law making the ap- 
propriation. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. That law seems to cover that para- 
graph, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But the item is similar to a provision 
that was in last year’s bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My point of order goes to the language from 
the semicolon after the word “therein,” in line 2, down to and 
including the semicolon in line 5, after the word “ elsewhere.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. He does not wish to preclude the payment of fiscal 
or other agents, but he wants to preclude their employment in 
the city of Washington. Therefore I suggest that he amend his 
amendment and strike out “ in the city of Washington.” 

Mr. MANN. This does not say “employment in the city of 
Washington.” This says “conducting experiments and investi- 
gations in the city of Washington.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Les. 

Mr. MANN. It does not provide for the employment of 
agents, clerks, or other labor required in practical forestry. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know how you can perform a service 
of any kind without employing personal service. 

Mr. MANN. I say the agents and clerks provided here in 
practical forestry are not referred 

Mr. TAWNEY. This proviso authorizes the employment of 
these men in the city of Washington and elsewhere. My point 
of order goes to the authority of clerks here in the city of 
Washington. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of 
order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. For the information of the committee 
will the clerk read that paragraph just as it will read? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He is authorized to employ his men for the 
making of these investigations outside of the city of Washing- 
ton, in another part of this bill. Therefore the language be- 
tween these two semicolons should go out, because that relates 
only to the employment of these men here in the city of Wash- 
ington, except in so far as the words “and elsewhere” add to 
his authority to employ—they can not add to it—from appro- 
priations made in another part of the bill for outside investiga- 
tions. This is all provided for in another part of the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In no other part of the bill are those 
words used to employ fiscal and other agents, clerks, and other 
laborers required in forestry. The language is to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and to make a continual 
investigation. If that language is broad enough to suit the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] I have no objection 
to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to put a stop to this employment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is a little technical, but I am not 
disposed to waste much time on it. I hope the gentleman from 
Minnesota will modify his motion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think, perhaps, Mr. Chairman, that the 
objection made by the gentleman from New York, in charge of 
the bill, can be met by striking out or making my point of order 
applicable to the words, after “ forests,” in line 4, “ and in con- 
ducting experiments and investigations in the city of Washing- 
ton and elsewhere;” so as to read: “To employ fiscal and 
other agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required in 
practical forestry, in the administration of national forests.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is perfectly satisfactory, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, and that is the 
sense of the committee—— 

Mr. SMITH of California.’ If the gentleman from Minnesota 
does not object to them conducting experiments outside of 
Washington, why does he strike out the word “ elsewhere?” 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from California is right 
that the word “elsewhere” is necessary, then the words “ else- 
where than in the city of Washington” ought to be added to it. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The general language of page 38 
covers that. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
Clerk will now read, in order that no mistake may be made, the 
paragraph as it will stand. 

Mr. MANN. The full paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. No. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 2 - 

To employ fiscal and other agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor 
required in practical forestry in the administration of national forests. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. All right. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I made the point of order 
upon that part of the paragraph authorizing the procurement 
of an official seal. I am perfectly willing to reserye the point 
of order if the gentleman from New York wants to make a 
statement. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Forester wanted it because the 
seal is needed where there is any lawsuit. However, if the 
gentleman insists, the seal of the Department will answer just 
as well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before going to that language, referred to 
by the gentleman from Illinois, the Chair thinks the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], 
which is pending, should be disposed of. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I made the point of order against the 
language commencing on line 15: “And periodicals for circu- 
lating library for officers of the Forest Service stationed cut- 
side of Washington.” That is found in lines 15 and 16. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it has been thought 
wise by the Forester to establish at these isolated cabins where 
the range riders live small libraries, teehnical, relating almost 
entirely to forestry. They can not draw from the libraries here, 
and I think it is wise provision to let them have access to 
books touching upon forestry and, in a limited way, to other 
literature. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. By leaving in the words “technical 
books” the Department can purchase whatever books of that 
character are required. In the investigations that have been 
made during the past three or four years it has been found that 
wherever a Department or bureau has power to purchase peri- 
odicals great abuse has grown up. I object to “ periodicals.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I agree with the gentleman; and we 
have remedied that in the Department almost entirely, I may 
say entirely. There was a disposition in every bureau chief 
to start a library of his own. Now we have stricken out from 
every bureau the right to buy books, and they must ask them 
from the central libraries. We might require them to draw 
them out and give a receipt for them, just as we give a receipt 
for them. ‘That is why we use the word “circulating library.” 
It is not proposed to establish a library at every little post; but 
the idea is at one post, at one central management post on the 
range or resefyation, just exactly as the bureau chiefs draw 
from the central library here. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Can not that be done without that spe- 
cial language? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think it can be done. I do 
not see how they can buy books without you give them the 
power to buy. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The only language I object to is, “ and 
periodicals for circulating libraries.” Now, there is authority 
for the purchase of “technical books,” and I assume the De- 
partment can distribute those books. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think the gentleman would 
be so hard hearted as to refuse the purchase of a few books 
for the use of these people out on these lonely ranges. 

Mr. MANN. Do you want them to get Scribner’s Magazine? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will permit, I felt that 
way at one time, but last year it was found that statements 
were made that about $150 was spent under a similar pro- 
vision by one particular Bureau of the Government, and when 
the detailed statement was furnished it was found that $4,000 
had been expended. I am not willing to give this power to any 
official of this Government, because my experience has been 
that he will undoubtedly abuse the power. i 

Mr. MANN. Why does not the gentleman from New York 
agree to strike out the word “ periodicals?” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And “circulating libraries,” too. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I can only say with reference to Mr. 
Pinchot that the experience of the committee is that he has 
never abused his power. 

Mr. MANN. There is grave danger that Mr. Pinchot will 
not continue forever to occupy this position. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the common reports be true as to 
his popularity in certain places, it is very doubtful if Mr. 
Pinchot will remain long in this particular position, 
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Mr. LEVER. I would suggest the chairman of the committee 
consent to strike out the word “ periodicals.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am inclined to believe that if the 
Department has the right to purchase “technical books,” it can 
purchase the books that may be required for the service and 
send them wherever they are required. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me 
for a moment? I suppose the purpose of this is to establish 
circulating libraries in the same manner as they are now car- 
ried on in the lighthouse service. I will say to the gentleman 
* from New York that in my judgment the little libraries that 
move around from one place to another, in the lighthouse 
service, save the sanity of a good many men who are employed 
in that service, where it is not possible for them to reach other 
human beings for a considerable portion of the year. They 
have that method of exchanging a few books from one place 
to another, and while I agree that we ought not to buy peri- 
odicals, and I should think the gentleman might well strike out 
periodicals, I do not object to their haying technical works on 
forestry. A : 

Mr. LAMB. That is what is intended. 

Mr. MANN. So that the men who are working in the Fores- 
try Service shall have an opportunity, during the time when 
they can not find anything else to do, and can see nobody else, of 
reading these technical works on forestry and benefiting the 
Government thereby. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The conditions in the light-house serv- 
ice and the Forestry Service are not at all similar. A man in 
the light-house service is confined in a light-house isolated from 
everything. He has nothing to do and nothing to see. He must 
necessarily read. A man in the Forestry Service, during the 
daytime at any rate, will be engaged outdoors on many differ- 
ent things. Now, if the Department can purchase “ technical 
books“ and can send those books wherever its employees re- 
quire them, it does not need to establish circulating libraries 
for that purpose. 

Mr. MANN. I am not sure that the Department would have 
authority, without an act of Congress, to purchase books in 
Washington for the use of the Department here and then send 
them out to Wyoming. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Treasury Department, without any 
particular authority to establish circulating libraries, sends out 
certain books that are required by its employees—the customs 
regulations, for instance, and other publications. I believe this 
Department can do the same thing. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. One word more, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. COCKS. Mr. Chairman, who has the floor? 

Mr. LAMB. I ought to have it. 

Mr, COCKS. I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if he does not think that a man who is in an isolated cabin 
in a forest reserve is very similarly situated to a man in a light- 
house, especially in the long winter nights? And what objection 
can there be to having little circulating libraries that are passed 
on from one cabin to another? It seems to me the condition is 
almost identical with that of the men in the light-house service. 
They are both isolated from human society. I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his point of order. i 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, Mr. Chairman, there is no similarity 
at all between the conditions of the forestry service and the 
light-house service, I happen to haye been situated both ways, 
and I know. 

Mr. COCKS. So do I. 

Mr. LAMB. I knew the committee had interrogated Mr. Pin- 
chot on this matter, and here is what Mr. Pinchot says: 


We have a lot of men in the reserves who are anxious to learn, but 
they can not afford to buy expensive books on forestry themselyes. We 
have them in the library here, but we have not enough of them. There- 
fore we wanted to make a little circulating ring Bees various topics, to 
go from reserve to reserve, or from man to man the reserve, so that 
the men could study. 


That is what Mr. Pinchot said on the subject. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, just one word more. 
Mr. Pinchot estimates that these libraries would cost from $25 
to $40. Maybe that will soften the hard heart of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the way they start, but the finish 
is always very different. The Department under the language left 
in the bill will have the power to purchase all the “ technical 
books“ it requires and to send those books anywhere it pleases. 
That ¢s all the power it should have. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his point 
of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do. 

I yield it. . 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
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question now recurs to the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, is the gentleman from New York 
able to make any differentiation between this and the other? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WapswortH] care to be heard on this point of order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. On what has the gentleman raised the 
point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I reserved the point of order on the official seal. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, I yield that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total for salaries and general expenses, Forest Service, $900,000. 

Mr, LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 13. pa 


“Phat marketable and ripen 
prices by the Secretary of 


42, the following: 

timber shall be sold for reasonable 
griculture, such sales to be made only to 
persons not connected with any trust or combination entered into to 
control the product or prices of timber, and the Secretary may sell such 
timber from time to time at such prices as will tend to cheapen lum- 
ber In the open market to consumers.“ 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order on that. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, I trust the gentleman will withhold his 
point of order until the matter can be explained. 

Mr. MANN. Very well, I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on this ques- 
tion briefly. I have always had a good deal of interest in the 
forest reserves. About the first work I ever did in the Con- 
gress of the United States was, in 1891, to help draw the bill 
creating these forest reserves. The law has been in force now 
not very many years, but we have accumulated in the reserves 
over 100,000,000 acres of the best remaining timber on the con- 
tinent, an area equal to Iowa and Missouri combined. The im- 
mediate effect of this vast withdrawal of timber from the mar- 
ket has been to very greatly aid the lumber trust, the men who 
are engaged in combination to keep up the prices. There has 
been withdrawn and set apart now, I think, about 116,000,000 
acres of land. Practically all the remaining timber upon the 
public land is now owned by the Government, so that the men 
who are controlling timber under private ownership feel per- 
fectly secure that this vast amount has been withdrawn from 
competition with them, and that has been one of the great ele- 
ments that have aided them in the tremendous advance of prices 
within the last few years. 

The forest reserves gre now being administered upon the 
theory that they should make as much money as they can out 
of the timber; that when the timber is sold it should be sold at 
good stiff prices. This timber belongs to the United States, to 
the nation. Its immediate withdrawal in such enormous quan- 
tity from the markets of the country has aided greatly in en- 
hancing the price and causing the present extravagant prices 
that lumber now brings in the open market. If under this pro- 
vision the Secretary of Agriculture should not put this timber 
on the market at as good a price as he can get, but instead 
should bear the market with it, should sell it at a reasonable 
price, and sell it to nobody connected with any combinations or 
trusts now controlling the market, the effect of thus using 
116,000,000 acres of the best of our forest lands in the in- 
terest of the consumer instead of in the interest of the men who 
control the lumber business would be a tremendous factor upon 
the price of lumber. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. If he should sell it for less than the market 
price, who would fix the price? 

Mr. LACEY. Let him sell it at a lower price than the en- 
forced market price. That is the purpose of this amendment, 
authorizing him to put the price down when he thinks it is 
extravagant, and thus, instead of combining with the lumber 
trust to raise the price of lumber, use this enormous area of 
timber for the benefit of the consumer. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. If he sells it for less than the market price, 
how will he distribute it evenly? 

Mr. LACEY. The proposition is to allow him to sell it for 
less. The market price to-day is not only the market price; it 
is an artificial price fixed by combination, instead of being the 
price fixed by the market. “ 

Mr. DRISCOLL. But it still is the market price, is it not? 

Mr. LACEY. When one man makes the market price that is 
the market price, and when a combination makes the market 
price that is the market price also; but if the Secretary of 
Agriculture says, “Gentlemen, you are selling lumber at $30 or 
$40 a thousand that ought to be sold for much less, and I am go- 
ing to sell it for much less,” then they will have to come down 
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to his price. In other words, put the Secretary of Agriculture 
on the other side of the market instead of upon the bull side, 
and the people of the country are interested in the bear side of 
‘lumber at the present time more than ever before in the history 
of the United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I agree with the gentleman as to the effect of 
withdrawing all the forests of the United States from the 
market upon price of lumber, and that it results in increasing the 
price of lumber, but does the gentleman know—I suppose he does 
that the Secretary of Agriculture, in the administration of the 
forest reserve, does not deal in lumber at all, but in stumpage? 
If his amendment is held in order I shall cheerfully vote for it 
in the hope of reducing the price of lumber. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, I am informed by the Forestry Bureau 
that the Government price of stumpage is to-day far below the 
market price of stumpage sold by individual owners to the great 
lumber concerns of this country. I want to call his attention 
to another fact and a change that should be made in his amend- 
ment, that he should also include the words “or any member 
thereof,” in reference to the trusts, because these combinations, 
I have no doubt, are made up of a great many different lumber 
concerns, and none of them should be allowed to compete for 
this stumpage. 

Mr. LACEY. I think the proposed amendment is broad 
enough now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The independent members of these corpora- 
tions or trusts might be able to go in and buy stumpage just the 
same, and you would not accomplish the purpose which you in- 
tend. 

Mr. LACEY. I think the amendment is broad enough as it is, 
but if not, I should be glad enough to have it amended so as to 
secure the results desired; but what I want the House and what 
I want the country to understand is to know that, while we haye 
been moved by a wise and beneficent purpose, the inimediate 
effect of this tremendous withdrawal has been to play directly 
into the hands of the lumber trust. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman be willing to add an amend- 
ment, Provided, That the Government should not lease any land 
for cattle or sheep grazing unless the parties should agree to sell 
them at a much reduced price from the present outrageous and 
exorbitant price which the farmers are now getting?” 

Mr. LACEY. That is another matter, and my friend might 
prepare an amendment in regard to that. I would not lease any 
forest reserve for grazing to these persons connected with the 
beef trust either; but that is a different proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would ask for a few minutes 
more. z 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to proceed—for how long? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, for about three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly.. 

Mr. MACON. Does the gentleman think the lumber trust any 
worse than many of the other trusts of this country? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no, not at all; but the gentleman, if he 
has followed my remarks Closely, will see the point I am trying 
to make is this, that under the existing law we have unin- 
tentionally been playing into the hands of the lumber trust by 
the withdrawal of great areas of land heavily covered with 
timber from the lumber markets. Now, that can be prevented 
by making the price of the stumpage, and there is a present law 
authorizing the sale of that stumpage, low rather than high, 
and making it so as to keep the price of lumber within reason- 
able bounds, rather than in order to secure as much as possible 
revenue from the forests of the country. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MACON. Now, will the gentleman yield 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How will the Department determine 
when the prices are unreasonable in the open market? 

Mr. LACEY. There is no question about them being ex- 
travagant now, none whatever. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The purchaser would always feel that 


way. 

Mr. LACHY.. Certainly the purchaser, when he is confronted 
with the double, treble, quadruple price in a short time, and 
when he ascertains that the Government inadvertently has been 
aiding in that increase in price, he would naturally look to the 
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Government to help him instead of encouraging the extravagant 
price he is compelled to pay. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, would not this same thing be ac- 
complished by taking the tariff off lumber and letting it come 
in free from Canada? 

Mr. LACEY. The trouble is in Canada they do not have 
much timber, and the price of lumber is as high, higher, to-day 
in Canada than in the United States. The advance in lumber is 
very many times the amount of the duty, which is $2 a thou- 
sand feet. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They want it in my State pretty badly. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. We might agree on that when the . 
proper time comes, but here is the proposition we are confronted 
with now, and I desire not to be drawn into a tariff dis- 
cussion. We know when we made lumber imported from Can- 
ada free that they immediately put an export duty of the same 
amount that we took off, and the result was we paid the same 
duty, $2, but paid it into the treasury at Ottawa instead of at 
Washington. I do not care to discuss that now. We are on 
the agricultural bill now. I have presented a direct proposition 
on the present bill. The Congress of the United States is in 
position to go on the bear side of the lumber market with its 
enormous area of splendid timber lands, and I think it is time 
to move in that direction, and I trust that the gentleman will 
withhold his point of order and let the House vote on this 
amendment. - 

Mr. MONDELL. I wish to very heartily indorse all that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] has said in regard to the 
effect of the Government's policy in connection with the forest 
reserves. In the intermountain States we have witnessed the 
rather remarkable spectacle of the establishment by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States of a complete monopoly in lumber, 
and then of the Government’s taking advantage of the monopoly 
thus created to raise the price of lumber as high or higher than 
the paces charged by the alleged lumber combines of the Pacific 
coast. 

When the forest reserves were first established a nominal 
price was placed upon stumpage, not exactly a nominal price, 
but a fair price, averaging in the intermountain country a 
dollar a thousand for live timber. Gradually that price has in- 
creased until now the Government is selling lumber or timber 
at one point in my State—jack pine, spruce, inferior timber—at 
$5 per thousand stumpage. The result of that has been in 
connection with the demands made by the Forest Service upon 
the operator to clean up all lops, tops, and chips made in his 
operation, to increase the price of lumber in that locality about 
$7 a thousand and to increase it about $7 above the price in 
other localities with similar timber supply where, fortunately, 
the Government has not established a monopoly. 

In the Yellowstone Forest Reserve in my State, twice as 
large as the State of Massachusetts, is included practically all 
of the forest in a region of 50,000 square miles. The Govern- 
ment, as the owner and possessor of that forest, has a monopoly 
and has advanced the price with each successive sale of lumber 
until one by one the small mill owners, by reason of the ad- 
vancing price and the ever-increasing requirement as to clearing 
up the tops and burning them, have been foreed out of the 
business of lumbering, and we have one company purchasing 
millions of feet of the Government timber, monopolizing the sale 
of lumber in that locality and compelled to charge from $5 to $7 
a thousand more than the small mills charged a few years ago. 

But some of our friends say this price is not exorbitant. If 
it were the Government could not obtain it. The Government 
obtains this price because it has a monopoly. On the other side 
of the Big Horn Basin, where a governmental monopoly has not 
been established, where private owners have purchased timber 
lands under the timber and stone act and acquired timber lands 
in other ways, the little mills still sell lumber at about $12 to 
$14 a thousand at the mills; while about the Yellowstone Forest 
Reserve, under Government sales, the price is from $18 to $22. 
In other words, the private mill owner, cutting his own lum- 
ber, is selling it at a profit of about a dollar a thousand 
stumpage, while this great and glorious Government, for the 
purpose of swelling the surplus in the Treasury and relieving 
you folks down east from taxation, charges my constituents from 
$5 to $7 a thousand for lumber more than they would have been 
compelled to pay had not this Government monopoly been estab- 
lished. 

The Pacific coast has this advantage, that it has millions of 
acres of fine forest lands and no combination there can raise 
the price aboye what we would consider a very reasonable price. 
Everything we produce in the intermountain country we must 
ship to far-distant markets. Everything we use must be trans- 
ported a great distance and at high freight rates: If our lo- 
cality gives us any advantage at all to offset these disadvan- 
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tages it is in the scrubby forest on our mountain slopes. Along 
comes the Government in the pursuit of a beneficent purpose, 
establishes a monopoly, and proceeds to charge a price for 
forest products that the most soulless private monopoly on the 
face of the earth would blush to charge. As the price of lumber 
has raised on the coast and the freight rates to our markets have 
increased, the Government has put on the thumbscrews, and 
every time a new contract is to be let the price of stumpage is 
higher, higher, higher, and the Government becomes the strongest 
and best ally of the lumber barons. Why, there are reserves in 
my State where the Government could just as well get $10 a 
thousand stumpage as $5, for these reserves constitute the only 
source of supply, and the settler must have the lumber; and we 
anticipate that within another year, if the same policy is 
pursued that has been in the past, that we will not be paying 
$5 per thousand into the National Treasury on every thousand 
feet of lumber that we use, but ten and twelve; for there is 
no limit to the price this Government monopoly may compel 
settlers to pay for those things they must have in regions where 
the Government owns all the forests. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it certainly was never intended that in 
the establishment of forest reserves for the protection of the 
forests from destruction, for the conservation of the water 
supply, that the Government should use those forest reserves 
for the purpose of establishing a lumber monopoly, and in the 
establishment of it to aid, to abet, to encourage, to help and 
fortify the lumber trust, if there be one. Forest reserves were 
not established fer the purpose of making money for the Goy- 
ernment. They were established for the purpose of conserving 
these forests for the purpose of conserving the water supply, 
for the purpose of retaining a condition in those regions which 
would bring about reforestation. The Government could do all 
this and have sufficient revenue ultimately for the care of the 
forests and still charge a fair and reasonable price for forest 
products. Instead of that each inspector who visits our reser- 
vation “ boosts” the price a little higher, until we have had a 
monopoly established by the side of which the alleged lumber 
monopoly on the Pacific coast is a mild-mannered and philan- 
thropie organization. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my point 
of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for three minutes on this general subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment be 
ruled in order, I shall ask the committee to consider an amend- 
ment to it which I have prepared. It is to add to the proposed 
provision of the gentleman from Iowa this: 


And whenever the of culture shall determine that the 
market price of lumber is unreasonable and shall offer lumber for sale 
under this provision for less than the market 2 lumber shall be ad- 
mitted to the United States free of duty during the period that such 
sales shall be so made by the Secretary of Agriculture. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. MANN. It has not been reported yet. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would not expect my colleague to re- 
serve a point of order against that provision, because the resi- 
dents of his own particular section of my State are suffering 
from inability to get their lumber at reasonable prices by reason 
of the tariff. If this lumber trust, as has been pointed out re- 
cently in a very able speech in another place, is extorting unrea- 
sonable sums from the people, not only should the Government 
use the lumber in these great forest reserves to prevent extor- 
tionate prices being charged, but it should open to the people of 
this country the lumber from all over the world so as to break 
down and destroy this cruel and unjust trust. 

Mr. LACEY. 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask the gentleman if he does not think it 
hardly proper to inject a political question into this question, 
where a legitimate and proper relief can be had in the legisla- 
tion now before the committee? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is not injecting a po- 
litical question into this matter. The gentleman from Iowa has 

ted an amendment to this bill. If the conditions be as 
he describes, if relief be so imperatively required, then I sug- 
gest that, disregarding whatever politics there may be, we 
meet on the common ground of a desire to benefit the people of 
the entire country and to relieve them from the exactions of an 
unholy and cruel trust. I know gentlemen on that side of the 
House will not invoke the technical rule to prevent the people 
from having relief from the operation of this monopoly, which 
has been condemned by everybody familiar with the facts. 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point of order against the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to 
be heard upon the point of order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is new legislation, and not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. LACEY. I concede that the point of order is good, but I 
trust that the gentleman in charge of the bill, recognizing that it 
is in the interest of agriculture, will not insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Otmsrep). It seems to be clear that 
the proposed amendment seeks to confer upon the Secretary of 
Agriculture power that he does not now possess; that it changes 
existing law and is legislation on an appropriation bill, in vio- 
ae of the rule. The Chair therefore sustains the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And there is h 
not otherwise — n 
available and un 
rect, to construct 
nomical 
forests. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I reserve the point of order on the para- 


graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois make 
the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I wish to make a point of order against the 
paragraph from line 14 to line 20. I will reserve the point of 
order if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I hope the gentleman will reserve 
it for a moment. l 

Mr. MANN. First, it provides that the money shall be appro- 
priated until expended; second, I desire to reserve a point of 
order against the part providing that he may construct and 
establish permanent improvements. So far as I am concerned, 
if those were stricken out of the paragraph I should have no 
objection to it. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I stated a few moments ago that the 
Government had taken over these forest reserves. We are 
taking care of them, we are policing them, we are preventing 
trespass on them, and we have now reached the point that has 
been reached by all the foreign governments that have gone 
into forestry—a point where we can develop these forests, 
where we can cut the surplus timber every year and make them 
finally self-sustaining. That is all there is of it, and this is 
simply to furnish the Forester with a working capital, exactly 
as men need a working capital in any business, to be used in 
building roads, opening up trails, and all that kind of work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from New York permit 
a question for information? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. As to making the appropriation avail- 
able until it is expended, he might use all of it this year or he 
might not. 

Mr. TAWNET. I desire to ask the gentleman from New 
York if he can give the committee any information as to the 
relative size of the forests of European governments and the 
size of our present forest reserves in the United States? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I can not give exact comparisons, but 
the forest reserves of the United States are equal to all New 
England, New York, and, I think, part of Pennsylvania in 
area—127,000,000 acres of land. They constitute a.domain. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You were making a comparison a moment 
ago with regard to foreign countries and the administration of 
their forest reserves. I want to ask the gentleman if he can 
give us any idea of the size of the forest reserves of foreign 
countries, to which he referred a moment ago? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have not the figures to make a com- 
parison between the size of the forest reserves in Europe and 
the size of our forest reserves, but I will state that the forest 
reserves of the European countries which have them are more 
than self-sustaining. They all yield handsome revenues to the 
government, and I have before me here a statement by the 
Forester, showing his estimates of receipts and disbursements 
for the next ten years, which shows that in 1917 the estimated 
receipts will be $6,000,000 and the estimated expenditures $4,- 
900,000, leaving a net surplus of something over a million dollars 
to be turned into the Treasury of the United States. That 
arises entirely from the sale ef the surplus or what you might 
call “ matured ” timber and from grazing on the forest reserves. 
For instance, he estimates that in 1917 the sales of timber will 
amount to $4,500,000 and that the receipts from grazing will be 
$1,500,000, making a total of $6,000,000. Now I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman inform us whether this 


money in the Treasury 
„000, to be 8 
expended, as the Secretary of Agriculture may di- 
ermanent improvements for the proper and eca- 
administration, protection, and development of the national 
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amount of money which he has referred to as the estimated re- 
ceipts in 1917 or any other time the 56,000,000 —is authorized 
to be expended by the Secretary of Agriculture without any 
affirmative action on the part of Congress? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is. 

Mr. MANN. So that if this appropriation goes into effect, 
giving the Secretary of Agriculture the working appropriation 
which the gentleman refers to, it will be wholly beyond Con- 
gress, and the Forester will absolutely take control of the 
forests. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The forests and the receipts. 

Mr. MANN. And he will run the whole thing on a business 
basis, according to his plan, without coming to Congress for an 
appropriation, without asking Congress to decide whether cer- 
tain improvements should be made or whether certain officials 
should be employed, but leaving it wholly to him to expend all 
of the money coming in, the receipts from the sale of forest 
timber, as he may be pleased. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is no doubt about it, if this 
thing is done the Government goes into the business. They pro- 
pose to sell timber and to rent pasture. There is no doubt 
about that. But what else are you going to do with that forest? 
Other governments have done it and make handsome incomes 
out of it. It is simply a question for this House to decide 
whether they want that done or whether they want this vast 
territory held in idleness. The foresters are required to make 
annual reports of expenditures to the Congress, and Congress, 
at any time, can take this up and put upon it any curb they 
may deem wise. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to suggest that the President in his 
special message to Congress suggested a loan of $5,000,000 for 
the purposes for which this $500,000 is to be used. In other 
words, to build rangers’ cabins, to build roads, to make trails, 
to put up telephone lines, and to do those things that are neces- 
sary for the proper control of the reserve and for the best 
utilization of the reserves and their products, to protect them 
from fires, and to provide for the disposition of their products. 
They need a sum in addition to the regular appropriation, which 
is used for administrative purposes, for the pay of rangers and 
like purposes, an additional sum for the purpose of erecting 
these comparatively inexpensive but necessary permanent ways 
and structures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my time may be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that his time may be extended. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. As I was saying, an additional sum is 
needed for the purpose of erecting these small, comparatively 
inexpensive, but permanent structures for the protection of 
the rangers in the discharge of their duties and to enable them 
to patrol the reserves. Personally I did not think that the 
Forestry Service could use economically as large a sum as was 
suggested in the. President’s message. I believe they can use 
properly and that they will use economically within the year the 
sum herein provided. 

Mr. MANN. Assuming that that be true, is that any reason 
why the Forestry Service can not estimate to Congress what 
they want and the amount they want as well as the Army and 
Navy does, as well as every other branch of the Government 
does? 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman's objection relate to the 
fact that there is no limitation on the period within which this 
can be expended? 

Mr. MANN. That provides for permanent improvements in 
a general way without any limitations. 

Mr. MONDELL. If there be no special objection to limiting 
that 

Mr. WADSWORTH. None at all. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then limit it to twelve months. 

Mr. MANN. Here is the point: Under this bill the Forester— 
I don’t know that he would—could commence a thousand-differ- 
ent permanent improvements, and every one of those improye- 
ments would be a work in progress for which an appropriation 
could be made, and we all know that these appropriations when 
started are easily obtained and made. Now, I think that we 
ought to know what the improvements are, and that there ought 
to be a limitation. I have no objection to giving the Forestry 
Service $500,000 to complete improvements within the year, but 
not to commence them without any limitation. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that it would be impossible to complete at once many 


of the improvements to be made. For instance, a trail through 
the forest reserve may run for 20 miles across a mountain 
range. It may not be entirely completed this year, and yet it is 
made good enough so that a pack animal may pass along it. 


Mr. MANN. The trail can be completed as far as it goes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Wyoming permit an 
interruption? Speaking of trails, there are other Departments 
of the Government that are authorized to make trails, that come 
to Congress and secure appropriations, but they come with 
specific estimates as to what the cost of that trail will be. 
There are other Departments that come to Congress that have 
authority under the law to put roads in the national parks and 
in Government reserves. They come to Congress with specific 
estimates of what it will cost, and they get the appropriation 
for it. In what respect does the Forestry Service differ from 
the service in any other Department that would exempt them 
or would justify Congress in exempting that Department from 
coming here with a specific estimate for appropriations to make 
these improvements which they say are necessary in these 
forest reserves? 

Mr. MONDELL. Why, Mr. Chairman, this is a specific esti- 
mate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; it is not. It is a lump-sum appro- 
priation, to be expended in their aiperotion: It may be all ex- 
pended on one improvement. 

Mr. MONDELL. Certain classes of ieprovenient 

Mr. MANN. There is no limitation upon the class of im- 
provements. 

Mr. TAWNEY. None at all. Then why can not they get that 
information and come here to Congress with it, that we may 
act intelligently as to whether or not the Department is spend- 
ing more for a given object than in the judgment of Congress 
should be expended? 

Mr. MONDELL. With my high opinion of the intelligence of 
the gentleman from Minnesota, and his wide knowledge of these 
things, I am surprised that he suggests that it would be possible 
for the Forestry Service, occupying a territory of 106,000 acres, 
three times the size of the State of New York, to come to Con- 
gress and specifically estimate for every trail that it might de- 
sire to cut in any one of the 105 forest reserves. Why, it would 
be utterly impossible to make any such estimate; utterly impos- 
sible to estimate where they want rangers’ cabins, where they 
want trails. That is a matter of development. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Further than that, I should say to the 
gentleman from Illinois, the trails to be built and reads to be 
built depend greatly upon the demand for timber, and that no 
man can foresee. They may want it in one reserye or in an- 
other reserve or—— 

Mr. MANN. It is not difficult; every other branch of the 
service does the same thing. The Forester here does not know 
where the trails are to be made. If he is asked to-day where 
a trail is to be made, he has no conception of it; he must act 
upon information which comes to him, and eventually it is the 
ranger himself, the lowest official in the service, who starts it 
and gradually that sifts down to the head, and when that gets 
here they must have information upon which to base their 
action, and there is no more difficulty in submitting that infor- 
mation to Congress with the request than there is to act upon 
it. Here is a case a good deal stronger than this case—where 
we are constructing the Panama Canal. We know exactly what 
we want and yet we refuse to make appropriations without es- 
timates, and we passed a law reguiring the Canal Commission 
to make estimates in full as far as possible, and they did not 
even know how they were going to build the canal. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Forester does not know what he 
wants from month to month. What he wants will depend upon 
the demands made upon him. 

Mr. MANN. They have not found out at Panama whether 
they can build the canal or not, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is another proposition. 
care to go into that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Does the gentleman from Illinois insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Will the gentleman reserye his 
point of order just for a moment? 

Mr. MANN. I am willing to reserve the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Chairman, the objection I 
have and which the West and probably the entire country would 
have to this line of legislation is the fact that it is predicated 

upon an entirely new policy which I think the country will not 
support, and that is that the Federal Government is going into 
a profit-making business. From the beginning of this Govern- 
ment it has been the unvarying policy to give to the people the 
natural resources of the country as nearly absolutely free as 
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possible. And now it is boldly announced by the Department— 
and I think it is included in the President’s message—that the 
forests, the grazing lands, the coal mines, and everything that 
is left in the hands of the Government shall now be converted 
into a money-making scheme, with the inevitable result, of 
course, that the burden will fall upon that portion of the coun- 
try that is to enjoy these public properties, and that is the ob- 
jection I have. I have no objection to this money being given 
to the Bureau, and would be glad to see it done, but not with 
the understanding that it is the beginning of the policy out- 
lined by the Chief Forester, who states in great detail that 
within so many years he is going to make so much profit out 
of the lumber business of the country, for, as I say, that is con- 
trary to the doctrine of this nation from its beginning down to 
the present time. 

We appropriate vast sums of money, running into the millions, 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, but we never under- 
take to make any profit out of them or any return to the Treas- 
ury. We have given away all of the public lands of the United 
States. In the time of our great distress, in 1862, it was said, 
“We absolutely and without price give a farm to any American 
citizen who wants one, if he will go and select it;” and that 
policy has prevailed in every Department of the Government 
from its beginning down to the present time, and I merely 
want to . ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
right there? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to add just a word right there, that if 
from 1862 down to 1896 we had pursued the policy of disposing 
of our public domain that we are now pursuing—namely, for 
profit—the development of the West would not be as far ad- 
yanced as it is at the present time. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I have no doubt about that. The 
policy of the Government, I think, is approved by every man 
who has made any study whatever of our conditions. 

Mr. REEDER. I take it this question that is before us now 
is in the same line of disposing of these public lands. The pur- 
pose of this is to retain the waters of the West so that homes 
may be made on the desert lands. We gave away these lands 
for homes, and the same theory is being followed in this as was 
always followed by giving away our public lands. 

Mr. SMITH of California. The essence of this provision is 
the new policy announced by the President and by the Forester, 
that we are going to conduct the remaining national resources 
on a profit-paying basis, And I say I do not care to have the 
advantage gained for the West which is contained in this pro- 
vision go upon such a theory. That is, I do not want it to 
raise up in after years to plague us in the West, and say that 
we allowed this entering wedge of legislation to go by without 
our objection. Of course we would be glad to have the $500,000 
expended in the West, and if it can be expended wisely, and it 
will be expended wisely, I want it to be done. But I want it to 
be an appropriation like every other one which the Government 
makes out of the Federal Treasury—for the benefit of the 
nation, and not with any view of building up a profit-paying 
business, 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 
Has the Chair ruled upon the point of order raised upon this 
proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Otmsrtep in the chair). The point of 
order has been reserved pending the discussion. The gentle- 
man’s amendment will be in order later. Will the gentleman 
from Illinois kindly state his point of order for the benefit of 
the Chair? a 

Mr. MANN. The point of order, Mr. Chairman, is that it is a 
change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair means that he indicate the por- 
tion of the paragraph to which he makes the point. 

Mr.. MANN. Page 42, lines 14 to 20, inclusive—the entire 
paragraph. 

Now, I am perfectly willing to have the paragraph remain in, 
striking out “to be immediately available and until expended,” 
and also “to construct permanent improvements.“ so as to leave 
the appropriation “to be used fór the proper and economical ad- 
ministration, protection, and development of the national for- 

* 


This will give them the money, but it would not commit Con- 
gress to a new policy in reference to this subject. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think that would be satisfactory. I 
will accept it in that form. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I had reserved the point of 
order to the entire paragraph. If I withdraw it, it is with the 
distinct understanding that hereafter if it is proposed to appro- 
priate this money in a lump sum, without the Committee on 


Agriculture calling on the Department of Agriculture for some 
detailed estimate of this expenditure—— 

Mr. MANN. We have an amendment to that effect. ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I haye an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I desire to have the point of order sustained, 
inserting the rest of the language and leaving out what we ought 
to leave out. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota rose. A 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the agreement be- 
tween the chairman of the committee in charge of the bill and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] I say that I with- 
draw the point of order as against the entire paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The other gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] rose, and the Chair desired to know whether he de- 
sired to heard on the point of order. ~ 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not care to be heard upon 
the point of order, but I would like to ask unanimous consent 
for three or five minutes to explain the position of the commit- 
tee, especially in regard to this matter. 

Mr. MANN. I will reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order, and the gentleman from Minnesota is recognized 
for five minutes. . 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there has been 
considerable said concerning Mr. Pinchot, the present Chief 
Forester, and also the action of the committee in regard to this 
particular item. I am not prepared to say whether the new de- 
parture, as it is called, is wise or unwise. Yet I wish to say 
this, that Mr. Pinchot gave the committee very complete infor- 
mation concerning our forestry. He informed us as follows: 
We have nearly $700,000,000 worth of standing timber on the 
reservations, which are worth from $1,300,000,000 to $1,400,- 
000,000. Now, as to what we are doing in the line of employ- 
ees, he gave us this statement 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Before the gentleman advances 
to employees, on the question of the timber that is available, 
eae zen information of the character of the timber that we 

ave? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I would say that Mr, Pinchot 
gave us a complete description of this—I would not say from 
several of these forest reserves. Bear in mind we have a hun- 
dred of these reserves, and comprising 127,000,000 acres of 
land. This is a vast area, and it weuld be impossible for Mr. 
Pinchot or any other man, in the brief time since he has had 
charge thereof, to give anything like a complete description of 
the various kinds of timber thereon—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Well, the question I have in 
mind is this 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota (continuing). And, furthermore, 
it has only been in Mr. Pinchot’s hands a little over a year, so 
that to get the details on every point that the gentleman asks 
would be almost impossible. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have not in mind any detail 
except far enough to know whether or not he stated that tim- 
ber is available for milling purposes. ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. There are vast quantities of it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Is there white pine in any con- 
siderable quantity? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think there is in the northwest 
portion. There is some, but not very much. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It has been stated that the 
white pine of the country was practically exhausted; and that 
is the reason that I have asked this question. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Now, as to the comparative size 
of our forest reserves, I am not prepared to state that, but Mr. 
Pinchot stated that we at the present time have only about 
820 rangers in the summer and 600 in the winter time, while the 
Prussian government alone at the present time has 117,000 
rangers and 15,000 supervisors in charge. 

Now, I wish to say a word in regard to this. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] seem to think that Mr. Pinchot came before us 
without having considered the matter at all. In my judgment 
that idea sheuld not go before the country in that form. He 
came before us asking us for a loan of $5,000,000, and during 
the discussion of that he said that by the end of 1917 he thonght 
he could get the forest reserves upon a paying basis, and begin 
to pay back at the rate of half a million dollars a year, 

Mr. REEDER. I would like to ask the gentleman about the 
size of the Prussian reserves compared with our forest reserves. 
Was there any comparison made with respect to that? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It is impossible to do that, because 
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we did not have the information. Now, I claim this: That Mr. 
Pinchot stated that he would not need the $5,000,000 at this 
time, but that he desired at this time $2,000,000. The question 
was asked him what he was going to do with $2,000,000 during 


the coming year. He thereupon presented to the committee a 
complete, specific detail of how every dollar of that amount was 
to be expended. For instance, he took up one of these reserva- 
tions—the Santa Barbara Reservation, in southern California. 
He says we need telephones, rangers’ cabins, fences, etc., and he 
specified in detail and gaye the exact specification of every 
eabin, every yard of fence, every mile of road, and every tele- 
phone that would be built upon every one of these reservations 
on which he proposed to spend $2,000,000. 

Mr. SMITH of California. And in connection with that idea, 
he expected to make the industries in the West repay this money. 
Now, that is the objection we make to the matter. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am not arguing the question of 
policy. He expected to sell some timber, and to raise large 
sums from pasturage, and from various other sources, 

In other words, it would save the money that was now going 
to waste, and protect those forests from the great fires, and 
so forth; but I simply rose here to explain that Mr. Pinchot 
did not come before us for a lump-sum proposition, but ex- 
plained in detail how every dollar of it was to going to be 

expended. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will my colleague permit an interruption? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I certainly will, but not for the 
purpose of discussing this policy. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You state that he said to the committee 
that they wanted to put up telephones and lodges and to build 
trails. Now, did he give you an idea of what those tele- 
phone lines would cost? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. He did. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How much? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can not tell you, because I have 
not had time to read it, but it is stated in the hearings. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Did the committee take that into considera- 
tion? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They did. He specified how much 
each cabin would cost, how much each rod of fence would cost, 
the character and nature of the fence, whether a two or three 
wire fence, the character of the country, through some of which 
he said a man could not travel a mile in four hours unless 
a trail was built. He exhibited a map of each of the forest 
reserves, showing exactly where the telephone lines were to 
be run, where each cabin was to be built, and where each trail 
was to be made, and where each fence was to be built. He 
gave specific details, showing that in his judgment $2,000,000 
during the coming year could be profitably expended. I can 
not say by what process the subcommittee which framed this 
bill, that was afterwards acquiesced in by the whole commit- 
tee, cut this appropriation from $2,000,000 down to $500,060, 
but I am bound to presume and do presume that they did not 
desire to have him enter into this building of roads, cabins, 
and so forth, to quite as large an extent as he desired. There- 
fore, by this amount, if appropriated, he will only enter upon 
the making of improvements upon the reserves where he deems 
it now to be of the most importance. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the parliamen- 
tary situation, the gentleman from Minnesota withdraws his 
point of order against the whole paragraph, and the gentleman 
from Illinois makes the point of order 

Mr. MANN. I made the point of order against the whole 
paragraph, Mr. Chairman. And if the point of order is sus- 
tained, I shall offer as an amendment that part of the paragraph 
which we agreed to a while ago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Reinstating the appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OLMSTED). The Chair thinks the 
point of order well taken. The provision making the appro- 
priation immediately available makes it in the nature of a 
deficiency appropriation, which should come from another com- 
miitee—the Appropriation Committee. The provision that it 
shall be available until expended violates another provision of 
law that unexpended items shall be covered into the Treasury 
within a given period, and the construction of permanent im- 
provements as understood by the Chair is not authorized by law, 
as required by the rule; therefore the Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer as an amendment in lieu 
of the paragraph stricken out, the following: 

ted, out of any mon 
Set beeen ApoE the mh of $500,000, 5 a Toe Laken 


Agriculture may t, for the pone and economical administration, 
protection, and development of the national forests. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 13, page 42: 

“And there is hereby 8 out of ny. arid in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500, , as the Secretary of 
Agriculture may direct, for the . — and economical administra F 
protection, and development of national forests.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I suggest to the gentleman that he re- 
tain the words “to be immediately available.” This bill does 
not go into effect until the Ist day of July, and a good deal of 
the work will probably need to be started in the early spring. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
sert after the word “dollars,” as it now reads in line 16, the 
words “to be expended; ” so as to read, to be expended as the 
Secretary of Agriculture may direct.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois will be amended as he has just indi- 
cated. The Chair understands the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FITZGERALD] to offer an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
the amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert at the end of line 20 the following: 

“Provided, That hereafter a detailed estimate of the services herein 
appropriated for shall be submitted to Congress with the other esti- 
mates for the Department of Agriculture.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
New York whether he intends that as an independent amend- 
ment or as an amendment to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As an amendment to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I baye no objection to 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was agreed to. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois as amended by the gentleman from 
New York. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk, as a new paragraph to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed, 
in his discretion, to acquire by purchase. condemnation, gift, or other- 
wise lands in the White Mountain and Southern Appalachian region 
and to care for, protect, and improve the land so acquired as nationa 
forest reserves, subject to all laws governing such reserves, and the 
sum of $3,000,000 is hereby appropriated. out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriat to be available immediately and 
until expended as the Pocretarg of Agriculture may direct, to pay the 
purchase price for land acqui under the terms hereof. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that that is new legislation and is not germane. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to reserve 
his point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I propose 
authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to acquire, by purchase 
or otherwise, lands in the White Mountain and Southern Appa- 
lachian region, and to establish thereon a national forest reserye, 
which is to be administered subject to the laws governing such 
reseryes. The sum of $3,000,000 is appropriated for this pur- 
pose. This amendment seeks to accomplish that which it has 


i 


“been found impossible to do in the regular way. I am offering 


it as a rider to the agricultural appropriation bill because the 
friends of the proposition have not been able to induce “the 
powers that be“ to permit a consideration of the measure, in the 
regular way, upon its merits. 

The necessity for legislation of this kind arises from the fact 
that these mountain ranges in which the majority of the rivers 
of twelve States have their origin are fast becoming absolutely 
denuded ef their timber supply through the aggressive greed of 
the lumber interests of the country. It is the purpose of this 
legislation to preserve the forests, in order to conserve the water 
supply of the States interested in the legislation. We wish to 
create, as it were, a reservoir which will hold the water as it 
falis and give it to the streams which feed the rivers, which in 
turn furnish the power for the innumerable manufacturing enter- 
prises, as nature intended that it should be given. The leaves 
and foliage from the forest in these mountains, falling to tha 
ground and decaying, in the course of nature, form a sponge 
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which holds the water and distributes it normally and evenly 
throughout all seasons of the year. 

When the forests become denuded, and they are rapidly be 
coming so, the inevitable result will be periods of water feasts 
and famines. The spongy top soil on these ranges will soon 
be washed off, and when the rains fall the streams will be un- 
duly flooded for a short period, following which will come 
abnormally low water levels in the streams. 

The legislation is therefore necessary to protect and promote 
navigation in the rivers which have their sources in these moun- 
tains, it is necessary in order to protect the water powers along 
these rivers and the manufacturing establishments dependent 
upon these water powers, it is necessary in order to protect 
the agricultural interests along these rivers, it is necessary 
from every standpoint of wise national policy, and it is of vital 
interest to twelve great States in this nation, nearly every one 
of whose rivers have their water supply in these mountains. 

We haye manufacturing interests amounting to $150,000,000 
which are absolutely dependent for their water power upon 
rivers fed by the waters of these mountains. That is the 
testimony which comes to the Committee on Agriculture. In 
the three States of Georgia, North Carolina, and South Caro- 
lina alone the capital invested along rivers having their origin 
in the Appalachian ranges amounts to $40,000,000. This capi- 
tal turns out an annual product of $70,000,000, and upon that 
capital invested in this way, dependent upon these water powers 
in these three States alone, 300,000 of our people are dependent 
for their livelihood. To protect this capital, to protect these 
thousands of people, is the purpose of this legislation, and can 
goyon dispute that it is worthy of the consideration of this 

y? 

It is asserted, and satisfactorily proven, I think, that the 
losses from floods and freshets in these Southern States alone 
annually amount to $18,000,000—six times as much as is sought 
to be appropriated in this amendment. 

That there is a strong sentiment in behalf of this legislation 
is shown by the fact that twelve great States in this Union, 
through their legislatures, or through their governors, or through 
other agencies representing them, have petitioned Congress for 
the passage of legislation along these lines. The Secretary 
of Agriculture has repeatedly called attention to it in his an- 
nual reports; two Presidents of the United States have indorsed 
the proposition in their annual messages to this body. Presi- 
dent Roosevelt in numerous public utterances has strongly 
urged legislative action looking to the preservation of the for- 
ests in these mountain ranges. The Senate of the United States 
has passed this proposition in three different bills. The House 
Committee on Agriculture has reported it several times, and 
last year reported a bill involving the purpose of this amend- 
ment favorably and unanimously to this body. 

Mr. Chairman, of course I recognize that this amendment is 
not in order, and I have offered it only for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the House and the country to the great impor- 
tance of the propositions involved in this amendment. It is not 
necessary, I think, for me to discuss the merits of the proposi- 
tion, because it would take too long, and my few minutes would 
not suffice for a proper presentation of the question. 

I have risen for the purpose of asking a question of this House. 
In view of the fact that the Senate has passed this bill three 
times; in view of the fact that it has been recommended by two 
Presidents of the United States; in view of the fact that the 
great Committee on Agriculture, consisting of eighteen men repre- 
senting various sections of this country and various phases of 
thought in this country, agree unanimously to this proposition, 
I want to ask this House why it is that we can not bring this 
bill before this body for at least a consideration of it upon its 
merits, as other bills are considered? 

The Washington Post, in an editorial on December 31, has 
this to say: 

[Washington Post, December 31, 1906.] 
THE IMP OF THE PERVERSE. 


There must be something radically wrong when Congress, the Presi- 
dent, the people, and the American Forestry. Association unite upon the 
creation of two forest reserves and are still unable to have their will 
The Post has received from the secretary of the association a circular 
setting forth these facts, and.imploring the assistance of this paper to- 
ward overcoming, the obstacle, whatever it is, which stands in the way 
of enacting the desired legislation. The circular says: 

The bill to establish national forest reserves in the southern Appa- 
lachian and White Mountains has reached a crisis. This measure is 
urged by all friends of the forests; it has unanimously passed the 
United States Senate; it has been 8 recommended for pas- 
sage by the House Committee on Agriculture; the President is strongly 
for it, and a majority of Members of the House are believed to favor 
it; yet grave doubt exists as to whether it can come to a vote. If this 
vital measure is to be saved, there is no time to lose.” 

This is the second instance which has come to our attention indica- 
ting that somewhere, somehow, there is a mysterious influence which de- 
fies, thwarts, and laughs to scorn the united will of a great people. The 
first instance was the case of the ship-subsidy bill. In spite of the 


frantic consolidation and cohesion of the populace, the eee bill 
t 


languishes and threatens to expire. What is the hitch? malign 
paralysis can overcome the ship-subsidy and forest-reserve bills, what 
may ppen next? Is there an obscure spirit of inertia somewhere, an 
imp of the 33 who delights in throttling projects designed for the 
benefit of the race? If so, let him or it be run to carth. t the ma- 


chinery that registers a nation’s will be overhauled. There is a screw 


loose somewhere. It should be discovered before a crisis even more 
grave than the forest-reserve bill confronts the American pcople. 

The circular of the American Forestry Association is very good so far 
as it goes. It calls attention to a great crisis and howls for help. But 
it does not go far enough. It fails to show what obstructs the course 
of the mighty measure which has been approved by all the people save 
one. Until we are made acquainted with the nature of the obstacle how 
can we join in the task of removing it?- Let the American Forestry 
Association think hard and search prayerfully and see if it can not dis- 
cover where the difficulty lies. 


The Post goes on in its mysterious manner to inquire what 
this mysterious influence is, but does not answer its own ques- 
tion. I submit an editorial from the Baltimore News which an- 
swers the question of the Washington Post: 


[The Baltimore News, January 5, 1907. 


THE FOREST-RESERVE BILL. 


South Carolina newspapers report a moyement among leading citizens 
and business men in that State in favor of the passage of the Appa 
lachian forest-reserve bill. Governor Heyward is personally assisting 
the moyement, and Mayor Rhett, of Charleston, and other prominent 
men haye signed petitions to Congress urging action. Maryland will do 
well to join actively in this movement and unite with her sister States 
in bringing every influence to bear in aid of this inestimably important 
measure. The bill has passed the Senate and has been favorably re- 
ported to the House by the Committee on Agriculture. With proper 
effort now it Hof be expected that the long agitation in favor of the 
establishing of this forest reserve will have a successful issue during 
the present session of Congress. 

The pending measure provides for the purchase of an Appalachian 
forest reserve, including lands within Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Tennessee, and 
also a national forest reserve in the White Monntains, comprised within 
the bounds of New Hampshire. The measure has been long under con- 
sideration, and has been indorsed by numerous commercial bodies and 
scientific associations. In 1900 Congress made an appropriation for a 
preliminary investigation, as a result of which the measure was 88 
advocated. Favorable consideration by Congress was recommended by 
President McKinley in January, 1901, and also by President Roosevelt 
in December, 1901. In 1904 the Senate passed a bill for the purpose, 
but the House took no action on it, and the House is still the sticking 
point. The only way of overcoming the hostility of the private inter- 
ests opposed to the measure is by the vigorous exertion of publie opin- 
ion. Everywhere throughout the regions in which the proposed reserves 
are to be situated destructive lumbering operations are going on, but 
the case is particularly urgent as regards the White Mountains. There 
pulp mills are grinding up the forests at such a rate that their de- 
struction is imminent. When the mountain slopes have been denuded 
and the rivers issuing thence are 1 pat to devastating floods, opposi- 
tion to the passage of the bill will probably be withdrawn, but the 
Government will then be obliged to spend many times the sum that 
would now suffice for the purpose. 

The experience of France shows how great is the cost of delay in 
such matters. The work of reforesting the denuded mountains in that 
country was begun in 1860. By 1900 France had spent over $15,000,- 
000 and had acquired over 400,000 acres of land, while the annual ex- 
penditures were still going on at the rate of over $600,000 a year. It 
s estimated that the expenditure of over $20,000,000 more will be re- 
quired to complete the work as now planned, and at least one-fourth of 
the area must be unproductive for many years. But if the proposed re- 
serves in this country are acquired now they can be made to pay their 
way from the start. The outlay proposed by the bill is only $3,000,000. 
Merely as a productive investment the money could not be better spent. 
The total income of the forest reserves of the United States in 1905 
was about $500,000—a remarkable showing in view of the fact that the 
Forest Service has only recently undertaken to exploit the commercial 
resources of the timber lands under its control. In Europe forestry 
has become an important source of public revenue. The Swiss forests 
yield a net return to the Government of $8 an acre a year. 

But the direct return, however large, is trifling in comparison with 
the indirect advantages through conservation of rain storage, equaliza- 
tion of river flow, and prevention of flood ravages. Forest destruction 
means the washing away of the soil, the silting up of rivers, and the 
frequent recurrence of destructive floods. The headwaters of every im- 
portant river south of the Ohio and Potomac and east of the pag mera a 
are in the southern Appalachians, and the White Mountains. feed im- 

rtant rivers of every New England State except Rhode Island. It 
fe estimated that already 24 per cent of the southern Appalachian re- 
gion has been deforested. From April, 1901, to April, 1902, floods in 
the South, fed from the Appalachian region, did a damage estimated 
at $18,000,000. This liability to loss will rapidly increase as deforesta- 
tion proceeds and as the country builds up. 

A glance at a map giving the location of national forest reserves 
shows that they are now thickly clustered in the far Western States, 
but there is none farther east than Minnesota. The reservations pro- 

osed by the pending bill cover an area of about 812,000 acres in the 
White Mountains and an area of about 17,500 square miles in the Appa- 
lachian region, having an approximate length of 350 miles and a width 
varying from 35 to 65 miles. In addition to the benefits which protec- 
tion of these reserves will render to agricultural and manufacturing 
interests they will provide national parks and health resorts in close 
access to millions of people. In fact, it is difficult to conceive of any 
measure of legislation that presents so great and yaried public advan- 
tages. But, unfortunately, private interest appears to be so much more 
influential with Congress than public interest that organized effort, 
energetically maintained, will be necessary to secure action, 


It is seen that the Baltimore News, in this editorial of Janu- 
ary 5, answers this question, and answers it fully, and puts 
it up to the great Speaker of the House of Representatives, ex- 
ercising his authority under the rules of the House, no doubt, 
as the person who is responsible for the failure of this propo- 
sition to receive consideration at the hands of Congress, and I 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1911 


want to tell you that if there is a mysterious influence in this 
body thwarting the will of the people, as expressed in the peti- 
tions of twelve legislatures, in numerous petitions from civic 
and commercial organizations, in the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture of the House, in the hearings before the 
Committee on Agriculture of the Senate, which considered this 
proposition—I want to say to you that if there is such a mys- 
terious influence, that that mysterious influence resides in that 
little room out yonder. It is the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. We have gone to him, those of us interested in 
this proposition, governors of great States have gone to him, 
a committee representing all of the States interested in this 
proposition have called upon him, and we haye—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 
minutes. 

Mr. 'TAWNEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to continue his remarks for five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not think any Mem- 
ber 

Mr. LEVER. Let him object; I do not care. If the shoe 
pinches him, let it pinch. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I would say to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that the gentleman from South Carolina has certainly 
used very little of the time of the committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think any Member is justified in 
making a personal assault upon the Speaker of this House or 
questioning his policy. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I have but a few minutes. I 
have not taken much time of the committee, and I do not de- 
sire to be interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. In just one minute, and then I will answer the 
question of the gentleman from Iowa. I want to say this to 
the gentleman from Minnesota, that I have no desire at all 
to make any personal assault upon the Speaker of this House. 
I have great respect for him personally, as a matter of fact, 
but I want the House to understand and the country to under- 
stand that the mysterious influence in this House — 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I insist that members of this 
committee shall not be placed in a false attitude in regard to 
this bill. I understood the gentleman to state that all the 
members of this committee voted for the passage of this ap- 
propriation. , 

Mr. LEVER. No; I did not make that statement. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I am not in favor of appropriating millions 
of dollars 

Mr. LEVER. You did not hear me. 

Mr. HAUGEN. For the benefit of a few speculators. 

Mr. LEVER. I made this statement, and I call upon the 
chairman of the committee to bear me out in it, that this 
bill was reported to this House by a unanimous vote of the 
Committee on Agriculture. I call upon him to substantiate 
that. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There was no vote against it in the 
committee. 

Mr. LEVER. That is all. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Iowa who has just interrupted me that I have no desire 
to put him in a false attitude, not at all. I know you are 
going to vote against it. You vote against four-fifths of tne 
good propositions which come before this House. |Applause.] 
I desire to say, in answer to the gentleman from Minnesota, 
the chairman of the great Committee on Appropriations, that 
he misunderstands my motive; I am not inveighing against the 
Speaker of the House personally. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I want to 
say I was not questioning his motive; I was objecting to his 
language. 

Mr. LEVER. I want to say to the gentleman I was inveigh- 
ing against the rules of this House, which puts it in the power 
of one man to thwart the will of this body and to thwart the will 
of the people of this country. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] And I think if the true sentiment of that side of the 
House were known that there are a great many of you over 
there who thoroughly agree with the gentleman from South Car- 
olina.. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to stir up a hor- 
net’s nest here. I am content with laying the failure of this 
legislation to get before this House where it belongs. I ask 

nothing for this Appalachian forest proposition and White 
Mountain proposition except a consideration of them upon their 


merits by this House. I believe that we have at least two-thirds 
of the Members of the House in favor of the proposition, and it 
does seem to me that when you can demonstrate a fact of that 
kind there ought to be some way by which this House might be 
able to register its will in a manner that is effective. That is 
all we ask. 

Mr. MANN. There is a very simple way, if the gentleman 
will follow the rules, 

Mr. LEVER. A very simple way for the fellows who have got 
the power, I will say to the gentleman from Illinois, but it is a 
rough and rocky road for us poor devils on this side of the 
House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps the gentleman had better increase the - 
Members on that side of the House. 

Mr. LEVER. I think we shall do that the next time. 

Mr. MANN. As long as he remains in the minority he ought 
not to lecture the House as to how the House proceeds. 

Mr. LEVER. I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], who is a good friend of mine and who has done 
me many personal favors, that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina is not attempting to lecture the House, but the gentleman 
from South Carolina reserves his right to be heard upon a propo- 
sition in this House, and so long as I stay here I shall reserve 
to myself that right. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Nobody questions the gentleman's right to be 
heard. 

Mr. LEVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I was saying when I 
was interrupted, all the friends of this proposition ask is that 
it be considered upon its merits in this House. Is that too much 
to ask? We are not begging for this appropriation, none of us 
are doing that, but we are begging, some of us—ought I to say 
that?—begging the majority of this House to so change these 
rules or to so prevail upon that mysterious power as to let us 
get this simple proposition before the House, where its merits 
and demerits may be discussed, where it can be examined in 
an orderly way, and where it can be decided upon by the Mem- 
bers themselves. That is all there is to it. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my point 
of order. The matter is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Tomas] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause a survey to be made of. the lands suited to 
national forest-reserve purposes in the Appalachian Mountains within 
the States of Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Tennessee, and in the White Moun- 
tains in the State of New Hampshire, to be known as the Appalachian 
Forest Reserve and the White Mountain Forest Reserve, respectively, 
with a view of determining, first, the number of acres of said lan 
suited to national forest-reserve purposes; second, the number of acres 
owned by the national and State governments and by private individ- 
uals or corporations; third, the number of acres of said lands covered by 
timber and cleared ; fourth, the number of acres of said lands subject to 
the mineral land laws of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That said survey may be made by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, with the aid and assistance of the Geological Survey and Bureau 


of Forestry, or in such other manner as he ay, determine. 
Sec. 3. That for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to 


the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. WADSWORTH (before the reading of the amendment 
was concluded). Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that. Sufficient has developed to show that it is sub- 
ject to a point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I ask the 
gentleman to reserve his pojnt of order and let me haye five 
minutes. 5 4 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say that we have taken a very 
long time in the discussion of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I moye to 
strike out the last word. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire 
to detain the committee beyond the five minutes’ time which I 
will have under the rules, but I feel it is my duty to the State 
of North Carolina, which I in part represent, to add my support 
to that of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] in 
favor of the Appalachian forest reserve and White Mountain 
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reserye appropriation. In addition to the various resolutions 
which haye been passed, Mr. Chairman, by the legislatures of 
the yarious States, mentioned by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever], and the various petitions which have 
come up to the House of Representatives and the numerous news- 
paper articles in favor of this appropriation, Representatives in 
Congress from the States of Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Tennessee, 
and Kentucky, all of whom are interested in the Southern 
Appalachian forest reserye, met in the Capitol recently and 
adopted resolutions indorsing the passage of the bill establish- 
ing this and the White Mountain reserve, which has been unani- 
mously reported by the Committee on Agriculture of this House. 
Those resolutions were presented to the Speaker of the House. 
There is not the slightest disposition on the part of any Member 
interested in the Southern Appalachian forest reserve, I am sure, 
in any way improperly or unjustly to criticise the Speaker. I 
have no such disposition myself, and I have great respect for 
the Speaker; but I feel it my duty as a southern Representative 
in every way in my power to urge the passage of this bill, which 
has behind it not only the unanimous report of the Committee 
on Agriculture, but the sentiment of the people of those States 
vitally interested in these forest reserves. 

Now, my amendment proposes, in the event that the House 
of Representatives does not see fit to pass this bill, which has 
been unanimously reported from the Committee on Agriculture 
and passed the Senate, that at least we should have a survey 
of these forest reserves in order to get the facts with reference 
to the area and the extent of these proposed forest reserves 
as a basis for further action. One of the objections which has 
been urged, Mr. Chairman, to the immediate passage of the bill 
establishing the Appalachian and White Mountain forest re- 
seryes, either as a separate bill or as an amendment to the 
agricultural appropriation bill, as proposed by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Lever], is that the area of land is 
indefinite and as yet unsurveyed. Now, my amendment pro- 
poses that the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be appropriated, to be expended by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, who is to have the assistance of the Geological 
Survey and the Bureau of Forestry, for the purpose of mapping 
out these forest reserves and determining the acreage suited to 
national forest-reserve purposes, just what cleared lands the 
proposed reseryes contain, what timber lands they contain, what 
mineral lands, if any, are included, how many acres are owned 
by corporations and individuals, and then report to Congress. 
If we can not pass the main proposition this Congress, we who 
nare interested in the Southern Appalachian Reserve and White 
Mountain Reserve—I should say the the Southern Appalachian 
Forest Reserve, for I offer my amendment without conference 
with the Representatives from New England—ask that at least 
a preliminary survey be made. 

I urge that the appropriation be made and that the bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Agriculture be passed. But if 
that can not be done in this Congress, then, at least, we should 
have a preliminary survey of the proposed forest reserves in 
which twelve States are interested. The legislature of my own 
State passed resolutions recently favoring the Appalachian Re- 
serve, and our governor, Hon. R. B. Glenn, in person presented 
the resolutions to the Speaker. ` 

The advantage and necessity, Mr. Chairman, of the creation 
of these forest reserves, to my mind, is very clear, I do not 
think any question of State rights is involved at all. I do 
not think any question of the Government going into the lumber 
business is involved. First, the creation of these reserves is a 
wise public policy. With the increase of the population in this 
country has come the increase in the consumption of timber, and 
it has become imperatiyely necessary that deforestation should 
be stopped, and there should be timber reserves for the use 
of the people of the country. The committee say it is in the 
public interest that these reserves should be held as per- 
manent sources of timber supply. Second, I think the acqui- 
sition of these lands by the Government is good business policy, 
because the timber which would be reserved for the use of 
the people of the country is increasing in value all the time. 
The western forest reserves, under act of March 3, 1891, are 
proving profitable to the Government. Third, the creation of 
these reserves is a necessary policy now or later. The loss of 
the forest is followed by that of the soil and constantly re- 
curring floods, The headwaters of many important rivers rise 
in the Appalachian and White Mountain ranges. ‘The rainfall 
of both the Appalachian and-the White Mountain region is 
heavy, and with the destruction of the forests great torrents 
of water sweep down from the mountains, which denude the 
land and convert fertile soll into barren rocks, and therefore 
it is to the interests of agriculture that deforestation should 


cease, and that these destructive torrents should be stopped, 
which haye destroyed in the South $18,000,000 worth of prop- 


erty. 

Mr. FITZGHRALD. Why does not the gentleman state why, 
if reservations for forest-reserye purposes are needed in the 
State, that they are not reserved by the State? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. It is not right to expect 
the State within which these areas lie to reserve them for the 
benefit of other States. It is impossible, I would state to the 
gentleman from New York, for States which suffer from condi- 
tions arising outside of their own territory to remedy them by 
their own action. There has been set aside in the West for 
the same purpose vast areas of forest reserves. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Out of the public domain. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Out of the public domain, 
to benefit primarily the people of the West. The interests of 
the West and the East are too broad to be regarded as sec- 
tional, and the benefits proposed here will be national’ in their 
character and the expense should be borne by the Government. 
There are some forests which might be maintained as State 
reserves—the Adirondacks, for example—but this is wholly 
within New York. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Permit me to suggest to the gentleman that 
in one day there was from three to five million dollars’ worth of 
property destroyed in My Congressional district by reason of a 
flood. It came from a region in North Carolina. The State of 
South Carolina had no jurisdiction over that territory, and we 
can not protect ourselves by State legislation. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Yes; that is true. I gaye 
the figures a moment ago that the whole damage in one year 
caused by floods in the South fed from the Southern Appalachian 
region was $18,000,000. 

Fourth. The creation of these reserves is important for manu- 
factures. 

The recent rapid manufacturing deyelopment, particularly of 
cotton manufacturing in North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Georgia, has been largely due to available water power. 

In these three States alone cotton mills operated -by water 
power are now established which have an annual production 
valued at $60,000,000. 

If deforestation continues it means a loss of water power and 
great loss to the manufacturing interests of the South and New 
England. 

Finally, the Southern Appalachians and White Mountains are 
the recreation grounds for the whole nation. The balsamie air 
and picturesque and grand scenery of these regions are unsur- 
passed in the world. They are great natural blessings which 
should be guarded and handed down to future generations. 
{ Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. KAHN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed without amendment joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

H. J. Res. 231. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell certain hay, straw, and grain at Fort Assinniboine; 
and 

H. J. Res. 230. Joint resolution continuing the Postal Commis- 
sion until the close of the present session of Congress. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BUREAU 

Salaries, Bureau of Chemistry: One chemist, who shall be chief of 
Bureau, $4,500; one chief clerk, $1,600; one clerk, class 4, $1,800; two 
clerks, class 3, $3,200; four clerks, class 2, $5,600; one property clerk, 
$1,600 ; seven clerks, class 1, $8,400; five clerks, at $1,000 each, $5,000; 
one library clerk, $900; one assistant property custodian, $900; six 
clerks, at $900 each, $5,400; one engineer, $1,200; two messengers, at 
$840 each, $1,680; three skilled laborers, at 5720 each, $2,160; one 
skilled laborer, $600; one fireman, $600; three messengers or laborers, 
at $480 each, $1,440; two messengers or laborers, at $420 each, $840; 
in all, 847,420. 

Mr. MONDELL. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MACON. I make the point of order on line 25 and pages 
42 and 43. ‘There is an increase of salary there of $1,000. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I admit the point of order is good. The 
point of order strikes out the salary of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Chemistry, and now I move to insert these words: 

One chemist, who shall be Chief of Bureau, $3,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting the words: “ One chemist, who shall be Chief of 


Bureau, $3,500, 


OF CHEMISTRY. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I very much regret that the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas thought it his duty to make the point of 
order. Of course this salary relates to Doctor Wiley, Chief of 
the Bureau of Chemistry, who under this bill receives an appro- 
priation practically of half a million of dollars for the enforce- 
ment of the pure-food law, having already received an appro- 
priation of $250,000 in the beginning of the year. He has very 
onerous duties connected with that office, justifying an increase 
of his salary of $1,000 or even more. Of course if the point of 
order is made, it is undoubtedly good. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, in response to what the gentle- 
man from Illinois has said out of order, I will say, with the in- 
dulgence of the House, out of order, that I apprehend that this 
gentleman, whose salary is proposed to be increased, should be 
given the same assistance, by the way, that all these other em- 
ployees who help him out in his work will be given. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is undoubtedly true; but I think this is 
yery largely his work. 

Mr. MACON. Again, sir, I am opposed to this manner of 
raising salaries. 

Mr. MANN. I do not criticise that by any means. 

Mr. MACON. I see with every appropriation bill there comes 
these increases by degrees in the salaries of the various em- 
ployees of this Government. There is no telling to what extent 
it will be carried, and I for one will never give my consent to it 
as long as I am able to rise in my place and object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman, before we entirely leave the subject of forest re- 
seryes I desire to submit a very few further remarks. It is a 
very important subject to the western country. We have now 
in forest reserves an area of over three times the size of the 
great State of New York. We have of land reseryed, with a 
view of establishing further reserves, an area nearly as large 
as the State of Indiana. Several gentlemen haye called at- 
tention to the large number of people employed in the Prussian 
forest reserves. They have not been able to give the compara- 
tive areas. I would call attention to the fact that our forest 
reseryes and reseryed forest land coyer an area larger than the 
entire German Empire. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not opposed to the policy of na- 
tional forest reserves. I believe that, taking into consideration 
the arid condition of our western country, forest reserves are 
in the nature of a necessary evil. No one can deny that the 
forest-reserve policy is a policy of paternalism and centraliza- 
tion, and a policy which should not be extended in this nation 
further than is absolutely necessary. In carrying out this 
policy, I care not how intelligent, how careful, or how patriotic 
the men may be who are charged with these responsible duties, 
there must be and there will be the hardship and irritation in- 
cident to paternalism. We can not get away from certain 
tendencies under bureaucracy toward yexatious and oppressive 
practices, but we of the West object to having the reserves 
used as a means for largely increasing the cost of the products 
of the reserves to the people of that region. They should not 
have been and were not established for the purpose of swelling 
the surplus in the National Treasury. They should be admin- 
istered for the general good of the country. The people of that 
region should haye the right, under fair and reasonable regula- 
tions, and on fair and reasonable terms, to use whateyer prod- 
ucts the reserves contain. 

From the time of the landings at Jamestown and Plymouth 
Rock down to the present day American citizens have had the 
right to use the products of the national domain, or did have 
up to the time of the establishment of these reserves, without 
let or hindrance. In the development of every new region in 
the country the pioneer has drawn upon the national forests, 
upon the grasses of the public lands, without expense, to aid 
them in the development of their regions, and under this sys- 
tem we have grown and prospered mightily as a people. A few 
years ago we inaugurated a new policy in regard to the forests 
of the West, and I have no quarrel with that policy if carried 
out in the spirit in which I assume it was conceived, for the 
benefit, not the oppression, of the people, and with due regard 

to the interests and needs and rights of the people of the region 
in which the reserves are situated. The products should be 
sold at a fair price, and further efferts should be made in the 
administration of the reseryes to make the products of those 
reserves as easily obtainable by the people of the country as 
possible, instead of making it difficult for them to utilize those 
products by vexatious rules and regulations. Mr. Chairman, 
not only do we pay as high as $5 a thousand stumpage for dead 
and live hemlock and jack pine in my State, where the most ex- 


acting private individual would ‘consider himself fortunate in- 
deed to obtain one or two dollars’ stumpage on his timber, but 
in addition the Forestry Service enforces a policy as to cutting, 
piling, and burning brush and chips and pine needles that 
raises the cost of lumber from one to two and a half dollars a 


thousand. Day after day and month after month these require- 
ments are more stringent, more difficult to comply with, until 
on one reserve in my State the operator paying $5 a thousand 
for the timber must cut every top and lop into sticks not to 
exceed 4 to G feet in length; must pile them at a given angle, 
at certain fixed intervals, to suit the esthetic taste of the for- 
est officer. 

A logging crew in Maine or Minnesota or Wisconsin go forth 
armed with saws and axes and cant hooks and such implements 
of industry. In my country, under the new régime, they go 
forth armed with garden rakes and pitchforks, for the purpose 
of cleaning up chips and pine needles and leaving the rugged 
mountain forest, hundreds of miles from railroads and the 
nearest habitation, as clean, tidy, and well kept as the lawns of 
the Capitol. It is all very lovely were it not a ridiculous and 
sinful waste of energy and money. ‘This, I say, is the inevitable 
tendency of paternalism, of bureaucracy. Each and every in- 
spector who goes to that particular cutting on his way to the 
national park to view the geysers finds it necessary to demand 
of the operator something not required by his predecessor, in 
order that he may, forsooth, earn his salary and retain his posi- 
tion in the Service. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not intend a 
general and wholesale criticism of the Forest Service. I have 
the highest regard and respect for the gentleman at the head of 
that Service and believe the force generally is faithful and 
efficient. I believe. that in the main they are administering 
these reserves in a fair and reasonable way, but what I have 
said illustrates the tendency of this sort of thing, the inevitable 
effect of bureaucratic government, and it will require all the 
good judgment of the gentlemen responsible for the Forest 
Service to correct the faults and abuses which have already 
resulted from the efforts of ambitious men to advance them- 
selves in the Service and make a reputation by using their 
authority to oppress by ridiculous and unfair regulation and 
by wringing from the necessities of the people the last penny 
possible and to prevent the deyelopment of this tendency in the 
future. And still we see on the other side of the Chamber 
gallant gentlemen, claiming to uphold the principles of Jeffer- 
sonian Democracy, jealous of the rights of their States and 
localities, demanding that the National Government shall go 
further in this career of centralization, of paternalism, and 
socialism, and bureaucracy, and buy from speculative owners 
in their mountains some worthless lands in order to establish 
Federal control, where the authority of the State, according 
to their doctrine, should be supreme. [Applause.] 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I desire to say a word in regard to the forest-re- 
serve matter. There are two classes of people who are not 
properly informed as to the objects and results of these forest 
reserves. Eastern Members do not realize the devastation 
being wrought in western forests. Western Members do not 
seem to realize the purpose of these reserves. These forest 
reserves are not intended to make users pay higher prices for 
the products of forests. They are intended to preserve the 
products of the forests, and thus lower prices of their products 
to users. This is the purpose and will be the effect. In south- 
ern Arizona within a few years ranges for cattle were nearly 
useless by reason of overpasturage of the range—there was 
absolutely no grass. Men had to go out of the cattle business 
because there was no pasture. If those ranges could have 
been preserved and a reasonable amount of pasturing done, 
those people would have a great deal more pasture than they 
have under the present system or under the system that I hope 
has just passed out of existence. Here we have forest reserves. 
If we permit this destruction of the forests to continue, which 
has been going on since we passed the national irrigation law, 
June 2, 1902, the time will come when a man will pay $20 for 
stumpage for any timber he may wish to use, instead of $5. If 
we proceed with the policy now being adopted as to our forests, 
that the gentleman from Wyoming complains of, it will cost 
something to start with, but the time is not far distant when 
these saine people will be getting all of their timber material a 
good deal cheaper than they would under the process of per- 
initting everybody to go in and destroy what they choose, and 
permit all the brush and the choppings and everything to remain 
so that fires might spread through and destroy the forests. 

Hence I say there is a misapprehension upon the part of these 
people as to what the purpose of forest preservation is and 
what the result will be. The purpose is that we may conserve 
our national wealth. We have been ruthlessly destroying it for 
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the past six or seyen years, so much so that a man with rea- 
sonable foresight will see the time will soon come when we will 
have no marketable timber left. Thus it is clear that this 
policy is for the best interests of the West. At Boise, Idaho, 
last fall, at the National Irrigation Congress, I stated that the 
purpose of the forest reserves is to conserve all of the products 
of yalue in the forests of the West; that the man who wishes 
the timber can cut it to the very best advantage for himself, 
haying in view the future, and the man who wishes to pasture 
the forest reserves will be compelled to pasture it in such a way 
as not to waste or destroy, so he who desires to get any of the 
benefits from our public wealth, as represented in these forests 
in the way of water, in the way of timber, and in the way of 
pasture can get all that can be had without destroying that 
which might be more useful in future. Hence I insist that 
the people from further east ought to look at this matter in this 
light, and that what is being done in this line is not only to the 
advantage of those people who are living there, but of vast ad- 
vantage to the citizens who are to come after us. These western 
settlers are entitled to all those products, but they are not en- 
titled to destroy them this year so that the man who comes 
later can have nothing from them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Laboratory, Department of Agriculture: General expenses, Bureau of 
Chemistry : Chemical apparatus, chemicals, laboratory fixtures and sup- 
plies, repairs to engine and apparatus, and electric current, pur- 
chase of all necessary office fixtures, supplies, and necessary expenses in 
conducting investigations in this Bureau, including actual and necessary 
traveling and other expenses, telegraph and telephone services, for ex- 

ress and freight charges, labor and expert work in such investigations, 
Pa the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in collating, digesting, re- 
rting, and illustrating the results of such experiments; to continue 

e collaboration with other bureaus and divisions of the Department 
desiring chemical investigations and to collaborate with other Depart- 
ments of the Government whose heads request the 5 of Agri- 
culture for such assistance, and for other miscellaneous work; for the 
employment of additional assistants and chemists, when necessary, and 
for the rent of buildings occupied by the Bureau of Chemistry; to in- 
vestigate the composition, adulteration, and false labeling or false 
branding of foods, drugs, beverages, condiments, and ingredients of such 
articles, when deemed by the 5 of Agriculture advisable, and 
also the effect of cold storage upon the healthfulness of foods; to enable 
the cretary of Agriculture to investigate the character of food pre- 
servatives, coloring matters, and other substances added to foods, to de- 
termine their relation to digestion and to health, and to establish the 
principles which should guide their use, and to publish the results of 
such investigations when thought advisable: Provided, That before any 
adverse publication is made, notice shall be given to the owner or manu- 
facturer of the articles in question, who shall have the right to be 
heard and to introduce testimony before the Secretary of Agriculture, 
or his representative, either in person or by agent, concerning the suit- 
ability of such articles for food, or as to false labeling or branding; to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the character of the 
chemical and physical tests which are applied to American food products 
in foreign countries,-and to inspect before shipment, when desired by 
the shippers or owners of these food products, American food products 
intended for countries where chemical and physical tests are required be- 
fore said food products are allowed to be sold in the countries men- 
tioned, and for all necessary expenses connected with such inspection 
and studies of methods of analysis in foreign countries; to enable the 
Secreta of Agriculture, in collaboration with the Association of 
Oficial Agricultural Chemists, and such other SAPETI as he may deem 
necessary, to ascertain the purity of food products and determine what 
are regarded as adulterations therein, and to establish standards there- 
for. To investigate, in collaboration with the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry, the chemistry of dairy products and of adulterants used therein, 
and of the adulterated products; to determine the composition of proc- 
ess, renovated, or adulterated and other treated butters, and other 
chemical studies relating to dairy products, and to make all analyses 
of samples required for the execution of the law regulating the manu- 
facture of process, renovated, or adulterated butters. To study, in 
‘collaboration with the Weather Bureau, the Bureau of Plant Industry, 
and agricultural experiment stations, the influence of environment upon 
the chemical composition of wheat and other cereals, with especial ref- 
erence to the variation in the content of gluten, and the suitability of 
barley for brewing and other purposes. To investigate the chemical 
composition of sugar and starch producing plants in the United States 
and its possessions, and, in collaboration with the Weather Bureau, the 
Bureau of Plant Industry, and agricultural experiment stations, to 
study the effects of environment upon the chemical composition of sugar 
and starch producing plants. For all expenses necessary to carry into 
effect the provisions of the act of Congress of June 30, 1906, entitled 
“An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of 
adulterated, or misbranded, or poisonous, or deleterious foods, drugs, 
medicines, and liquors, and for other purposes,“ including rent and 
the employment of labor in the city of Washington and elsewhere. Em- 
ploying such assistants, clerks, and other persons as the Secretary of 
Agriculture may consider e for the purposes named. And the 
employees of the Bureau of Chemistry outside the city of Washington 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, without addi- 
tional expense to the Government, be granted leaves of absence not to 
exceed fifteen days in any one year, which leave may, in exceptional 
and meritorious cases where such an employee is ill, be extended, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of re not to exceed fifteen days 
additional in any one year, $650,000. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
against the words on page 45, line 18, “and to establish stand- 
ards therefor.” I raise the point of order that there is no 
law to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to establish a 
standard. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire also to make 
some points of order. A 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia will have an 
opportunity to discuss his points of order later. The Chair will 
entertain his point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the Chair not desire to hear from me 
on the point of order that I raised? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at present. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point 
of order against that portion of the paragraph beginning with 
the word “ proof,” in line 18, page 44, and including all the bal- 
ance of that page and down to and including the word “ brand- 
ing,” in line 4, page 45; also, another point of order to that part 
of the paragraph beginning after the word “ countries,” in line 
14, page 45, down to and including the word “ therefore,” in 
line 19, page 45. The last clause also embraces the language 
objected to or against which a point of order was made by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrterr]. Mr. Chairman, I 
think there is no doubt that both of these provisions are sub- 
ject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the chairman of the committee desire 
to be heard? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I am very fast reaching 
that point where all points of order look alike to me. [Laugh- 
ter.] Both of these points of order made by the gentleman 
from Indiana are to language referring to matter that was in 
the bill last year. That is all I can say about it. If that does 
not make it law, then they are subject to a point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the pure-food law 
covers all of this question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Except, Mr. Chairman, that it does 
not. I have the pure-food law before me, and I am basing my 
points of order largely upon that law. 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps the gentleman has not examined the 
pure-food law very carefully. Í 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the first provision to 
which the point of order is made provides an appropriation 
to enable, among other things, the Secretary of Agriculture to 
investigate the character of preservatives, coloring matter, and 
other substances added to food, to determine their relation to 
digestion and to health and establish the principles which 
should guide their use, and to publish the results of such in- 
vestigation when thonght advisable, provided that before any 
adverse publication is made notice shall be given to the owner 
or manufacturer of the articles in question, who shall have the 
right to be heard and to introduce testimony before the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture or his representative, either in person or 
by agent, concerning the suitability of such articles for food, 
as to false labeling of branding, and to publish the result of 
such investigation. 

Mr. Chairman, that is clearly new legislation. It is true that 
provision was incorporated in the agricultural appropriation bill 
that was enacted at the last session of this Congress. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And the year before that, too. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And probably the year before that, too, 
but it is coupled with an appropriation. The appropriation is 
to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to do certain enumerated 
things, so there is no room for doubt that it was for the fiscal 
year only for which the appropriation was made. Thére is 
no genera! legislation authorizing this kind of an investigation, 
nor the publications provided in this bill, nor the uses for which 
the investigations shall be made. The pure-food law, on the 
other hand, defines expressly what foods and drugs shall be 
considered -adulterated, defines expressly what articles shall 
be considered misbranded, and the fourth section of that law 
provides for investigations not exactly of this character, but 
provides for investigations and publication of results. This is 
the section: 

That the examination of specimens of foods and drugs shall be 
made in the Bureau of Chemistry of the 8 of Agriculture 
under the direction and supervision of such Bureau, for the purpose 
of determining from such examination whether such articles are 
aduiterated or misbranded within the meaning of this act; and it it 
shall appear from such examination that any such specimen is adul- 
terated or misbranded within the meaning of this act the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall cause notice thereof to be given to the party 
from whom such sample was obtained. Any rty so notified shall 
be given an opportunity to be heard, under such rules and regulations 
as may be prescribed as aforesaid, and if it shall appear that any 
of the provisions of this act shall have been violated by such party 
then the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once certify the facts to' 
the proper United States district attorney, with a copy of the result 
of the analysis or examination of such article, duly authenticated by 
the analyst making such examination under oath of such officer. After 


dgment of the court notice shall be given by publication in such 
a a as may be prescribed by the rules and regulations aforesaid. 


That is a radically different provisions from the provision un- 
der consideration, It authorizes an investigation for the pur- 
pose of determining whether the product is adulterated or mis- 
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branded within the meaning of the pure-food law, and if the 
Secretary of Agriculture should conclude that to be the case, 
notice shall be given to the party from whom the sample was 
obtained, ‘and he shall be entitled to a hearing, and then the 
Secretary of Agriculture must certify the result of his inves- 
tigation to the Department of Justice, and notice of the result 


shall not be published until after judgment of the court. The 
provision in this bill authorizes the chief chemist to make the 
investigation, not for the purpose of determining whether the 
article is adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of the 
pure-food law, but for the purpose of determining whether it is 
adulterated for one purpose and another, whether the product 
is suitable for food or medicine. The notice provided in the 
pa@tgraph under consideration may be given after an investi- 
gation before the Secretary of Agriculture or some agent of his, 
and it is a dangerous power to put in the hands of a Department 
officer, I insist, Mr. Chairman. It is a provision that the 
Congress declined to incorporate in the pure-food law when 
the question of pure foods and their investigation was up and 
thoroughly and exhaustively considered. Provisions of that 
character were proposed and rejected. I have no doubt that 
it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. McCALL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. McCALI. As I understand, the effect of this provision 
is to lodge the review in the Secretary of Agriculture, who’ made 
the original examination? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. McCALL. And that the pure-food law contemplated a 
judicial review in court? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The pure-food law provides expressly 
for a review in court before any publication shall be made. 

Mr. McCALL. And the object, then, of this act is to allow 
the Secretary of Agriculture, or possibly his agent, Doctor 
Wiley, to sit in a review upon his own decision and oust the 
court of the jurisdiction conferred upon it by the pure-food law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is doubtless the purpose of it, 
and it in effect repeals, during the next fiscal year, the pure-food 
law to that extent. Now, Mr. Chairman, in relation to the next 
question of order respecting the paragraph: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture, in collaboration with the 
Association of Official Agricultural Chemists, and such other experts 
as he may deem necessary, to ascertain the purity of food products 


and determine what are regarded as adulterations therein, and to 
establish standards therefor. 


‘That provision is not contained in any law. It was substan- 
tially incorporated in the pure-food law as it passed the House, 
as I remember, during the last session of Congress. It went to 
the Senate, and then in conference, after full and careful in- 
vestigation, the whole provision was eliminated from that bill. 
There is no authority that authorizes the Secretary of Agri- 
culture in collaboration with the Association of Official Agri- 
cultural Chemists or other experts to ascertain the purity of 
food products and determine what are regarded as adulterations 
therein, and to establish standards therefor. That provision, 
as far as I know, is not contained in any general statute, and 
it was not even in the agricultural appropriation bill of last 
rear. 

z Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes, it was. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will qualify my statement by saying 
it was not in the agricultural appropriation bill last year as it 
is incorporated in this appropriation bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. All except the last few words “and 
to establish standards therefor.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The clause “and to establish stand- 
ards therefor” was not even in the agricultural appropriation 
bill of last year, and the whole clause—the whole appropria-- 
tion—is so interconnected that if any part is subject to the 

` point of order it must all go out. I think there can be no ques- 
tion that both of these provisions are subject to the point of 
order, and the one I am discussing now embraces the language 
to which the gentleman from Georgia made his point of order 
a moment ago. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman 
from Indiana, and think that the portions of the bill to which 
he has called attention are subject to the point of order. I did 
not make it myself, because I was content to allow these pro- 
Visions to go, except the one to which I have called the atten- 
tion of the Chair and as to which I raise the point of order, 
and that ts that portion which permits the Secretary of Agri- 
culture “to establish standards of food.” I do not think that 
anyone, the chairman of the committee or any member of the | 


committee having in charge this bill, will dispute the fact that 
this provision is clearly subject to the point of order. You will 
recall that during the consideration prior to its passage of what 
is alleged to be the “ pure-food bill” at the last session the 
effort was made to enact into law a provision giving the right 
to the Secretary of Agriculture, in connection with certain other 
gentlemen known as “the Association of Official Agricultural 
Chemists,” to establish standards of food, and as the bill passed 
the House it contained such a provision, but the Senate struck 
it out, and the bill as agreed to in conference did not contain 
such a provision. I do not desire to discuss the point of order 
simply for the purpose of being heard. I am satisfied that if 
the Chair will recall the fact with reference to the law on the 
subject of authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to estab- 
lish standards that he will have no hesitancy in sustaining the 
point of order. I am satisfied that the gentleman from New 
York who is in charge of this bill will readily agree that this 
part of it is subject to the point of order, so clearly so that the 
Chair ought not to haye any doubt about it. 

I started to repeat the history of the legislation in reference 
to the pure-food bill, when I was interrupted, and to state that 
the bill passed by the House as a substitute for the Senate bill 
did have a provision in which it permitted and required the 
Secretary of Agriculture, in connection with the Association of 
Official Chemists, to establish food standards; but when that 
bill went back to the Senate the Senate refused to agree to that 
part as an amendment to its bill, and the bill went to confer- 
ence on a disagreement between the two Houses, and the con- 
ferees, in the report they made, struck out all the provision in 
the bill as it passed the House permitting or requiring or au- 
thorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to establish standards for 
food products. So that we have no law upon the statute books 
authorizing this appropriation, and no one, I apprehend, is more 
familiar with that than the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN]. We have no law, as I understand it, authorizing the 
Secretary of Agriculture to establish standards, and therefore 
an appropriation therefor is not authorized; nor can we enact 
such new legislation on this appropriation bill under the rules 
of the House. In my judgment this provision is clearly sub- 
ject to the point of order I have made. nn, 

Mr. MANN. As to the point of order on the first paragraph, - 
made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ‘Crumpacker], it 
seems to me that he is in error. The provision in the bill is to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture “to investigate the char- 
acter of food preservatives, coloring matter, and other sub- 
stances added to food, to determine their relation to digestion 
and to health.” Now, the pure-food law provides that a food is 
adulterated if it contains any added poisonous or other added 
deleterious ingredient which renders such article injurious to 
health, and puts upon the Secretary of Agriculture the duty of 
determining in the first instance whether that provision of the 
law is violated. ; X 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman point gut to the Chair 
where that is to be found? 

Mr. MANN. I read it from the bill in the first instance, I 
read it from the pure-food law, section 7, fifth under the head 
of “Adulteration of foods.” ‘That clearly contemplates that 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall determine whether a pre- 
servative, coloring matter, or other substances added to food 
is poisonous or deleterious to health, and, if he shall determine 
that, it is certainly in order for Congress to provide the means 
by which he shall determine it. I do not regard that the 
matter is of very great importance, because I understand this 
bill carries an appropriation for the enforcement of the pure- 
food law. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 
wortH], the chairman of the committee, inform us whether 
this item carries an appropriation of $500,000 for that purpose? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Five hundred and four thousand dollars, 

Mr. MANN. Does this item include the sum of $500,000 for 
the enforcement of the pure-food law? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It does. 

Mr. MANN. The sum that is appropriated here? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. While, Mr. Chairman, it is clear to me that 
the first item objected to by the gentleman from Indiana is 
clearly covered by the pure-food law, the second item probably 
is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the opinion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] as to these words, 
beginning in line 21, page 44, “to establish the principles which 
should guide their use, and to publish the result of such in- 
vestigations when thought advisable,” down to the proviso? 

Mr. MANN. “To establish the principles which guide their 
use“ is a question which depends on the matter being deleterious 
to health. It may be that the matter is deleterious to health 
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if used in large quantities. It may be that an added substance 
would not be deleterious to health if used in small quantities, 
and the Secretary of Agriculture is called upon to determine 
that under the pure-food law. As to that part of it which 
reads, “ to publish the results of such investigations when thought 
advisable,” I understand that the Secretary of Agriculture has 
the authority now, under the printing act, to publish the results 
of investigations made by his Department, in limited numbers. 
This merely provides a sum of money with which to do it. The 
authority to print is already conferred on the Department of 
Agriculture. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then as to the proviso, Will the gentle- 
man giye the Chair his opinion as to that? Is there anything 
new there? - 

Mr. MANN. That is covered practically by the pure-food law 
in almost the same language. As to the second provision, where 
they propose to establish standards, I think there is no doubt 
that is subiect to the point of order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, in relation to the first 
provision, it clearly contains new legislation. It authorizes 
things which the law does not now authorize. “To establish 
the principles which should guide their use” means to guide 
what use? The use of food. Then “and to publish the results 
of such investigations when thought advisable” provides a 
totally different scheme of publication from that contained in 
the pure-food bill. That bill provides that publications shall 
not be made until after the judgment of the court, and I think 
it is so clear that no more time need be occupied in its discussion. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. There is nothing 
in the pure-food bill prohibiting the publication prior to the 
judgment of the court. The pure-food bill provides that the 
judgment of the court shall be published. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It provides that the conclusion of the 
Bureau, of Chemistry shall be published after judgment of the 
court. Not the judgment of the court is to be published, but the 
conclusion of the Bureau of Chemistry; and this provision au- 
thorizes the publication of the conclusion of the Bureau of Chem- 
istry after the Department of Agriculture has decided the ques- 
tion on a kind of ex parte hearing, the kind of hearing that is 
had by Department officers. 

It is so clear I do not feel justified in arguing the matter 
further. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to find anything in 
the pure-food law that goes to the extent of the ground covered 
by this proviso. The proviso is very broad: 

That before any adverse publication is made notice shall be given to 


the owner or manufacturer of the article in question, who shall have 


the right to be heard and to introduce testimony before the Secretary 
of Agriculture or his representative, either in n or by agent, con- 
cerning the suitability of such articles for food or as to false labeling 


or branding. 

It will be necessary that these words should appear verbatim 
in order that the point of order would not lie that it was new 
legislation. The only language that the Chair can find in the 
pure-food law is— : 

If it shall appear from any such examination that any such specimen 
is adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of this act, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall cause notice to be given to the party from 
whom said sample was obtained, and that the party so notified shali 
be given an opportunity to be heard under such rules and regulations 
as may be prescribed, etc., and if it appear that the provisions of this 
act have been violated by such 2 then the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall at once certify the fact to the proper United States district at- 
torney, etc. 

That is a yery different provision from this. 

Mr. MANN. That is the provision which I had reference to; 
and if the Chair does not think that covers it, that settles the 
matter, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. ` 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. As to the other point of order? 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was made on the whole 


paragraph. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Then, in relation to the other point of 
order, I think it is conceded—that is, beginning on line 14, page 
45. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems there can be no question about 
that being subject to the point of order; and the Chair sustains 
the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, at the end of line 5, page 47. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 5, page 47, insert: 

“ Provided, t no part of this sum shall be used for the payment 
of compensation or expenses of any officer or other person employed by 
any State, county, or municipal government.“ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this 
amendment is to keep separate and distinct the administration 
of our national pure-food law and tbe administration and en- 


forcement of our State pure-food laws. Under the national 
pure-food law the Secretary of Agriculture has unlimited power. 
He has unlimited discretion in the matter of its enforcement, 
subject only to the power of Congress through its appropria- 
tions to control the general policy he shall pursue in the execu- 
tion of this law. When before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in support of an estimate of $250,000 to begin the work of 
organizing for the enforcement of this law, the Secretary of 
Agriculture informed the committee that it was his purpose to 
employ State inspectors; to employ officers of the State for the 
enforcement of the Federal pure-food law. It is for Congress, 
therefore, to say whether it shall be the policy of the Federal 
Goyernment to enter into copartnership with the States in the 
enforcement of this law or pursue an independent policy. How 
careful have the States been to keep out of the administration 
of bei domestic affairs the influence of the Federal Govern- 
ment! 

Almost every State constitution contains a provision making 
ineligible any citizen of the State from holding any elective or 
appointive office in the State who fills or occupies a Federal 
office. It has always been the policy of the people of the States 
to keep separate and distinct from Federal administration the 
conduct of their domestic affairs; and for the same reason the 
Federal Goyernment should keep separate and distinct the ad- 
ministration of its affairs and the enforcement of its laws from 
the infiuence of the State. Without this it will be only a very 
short time before the Federal Government will be enforcing 
every State pure-food law in the Union, and we will never 
know what it is costing the General Government to enforce the 
national pure-food law. But, Mr. Chairman, there is another 
reason for opposing the employment of the States’ agents in the 
enforcement of this law. I believe it is absolutely essential for 
the efficient enforcement of our national pure-food legislation. 
We can not depend upon State inspectors for the enforcement of 
this law. Their acquaintance with and the influence of local 
friends will in many cases result in their overlooking infrac- 
tions of this law which would otherwise be reported and result 
in prosecutions and convictions. = 

I do not believe, Mr, Chairman, that it is good policy or good 
administration for us to mingle the enforcement of our national 
pure-food law with our State pure-food legislation. 

When before the Committee on Appropriations Doctor Bige- 
low and the Secretary were interrogated as to their plan for 
executing this law. Realizing that we are just about to embark 
upon an entirely new Federal service, the Committee on Appro- 
priations desired some information as to the plan the Depart- 
ment proposed to follow in the execution of this law, because 
we knew that under the law the Secretary of Agriculture has 
absolute and limitless discretion in the policy he may pursue 
in the enforcement of the law. Doctor Bigelow said: 

It is intended to, collaborate with the authorities of the States, to 
work with them, and to take the cases that come from outside States. 

Now, collaboration and a copartnership between the State and. 
Federal Government in the matter of enforcing State and Fed- 
eral legislation, is an entirely different proposition. It is a co- 
partnership that the Secretary of Agriculture proposes with the 
States to enforce this national pure-food legislation, not collabo- 
ration, as he says. I read further from the statement of Doctor 
Bigelow: 

Mr. Tawney. To deal with the cases that arise from the sale of 
food products in violation of this law which have been manufactured in 
other States and 1 into the State? 

Doctor BIGELOW., Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. How do you ade Sony under your policy to cooperate 
with the States? Have you worked out any line of demarcation be- 
tween the expenses for this cooperation—what expenses shall be 
borne by the Federal Government and what expenses shall be borne 
by the States? 


Doctor BIGELOW. Just how that shall be worked out has not been 
planned, but some employees— 


Some employees, mark. you— 


will probably be paid in common, and paid a por diem when on the work 
of the Department of Agriculture, or possibly some employees workirg 
as inspectors within the same State will be on our roll and some chem- 
ists will be on our roll. At any rate, it is not proposed that any of the 
employees of this Department shall be paid for time when working on 
matters of the State. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Have you thought of this: Would it be feasible to re- 
quire the States or their agents to furnish the Federal authorities 
information regarding any violations of the Federal law that might 
come to their attention in the enforcement of the State law? 

Doctor BiceLow. That is what they are anxious to do. They are 
all anxious te do that. They are anxious to omit the prosecution of 
a citizen of the State who m ight be protected by a guaranty from the 
manufacturer, provided the Federal Government would take up the 
same case and follow it to the manufacturer. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit to the committee that inasmuch 


‘as we are just beginning to appropriate money for the en- 


forcement of this new pure-food law, creating a new service, 
that Congress should exercise its right and its power in re- 
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spect to the policy, or rather in respect to keeping separate and 
distinct from State administration the administration of our 
Federal pure-food law. I hope that this amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted, because I think it will increase the expense 
of enforcing the pure-food law very materially. In the hearings 
we had touching this subject we had Doctor Wiley before us, 
and I will just quote from the hearing to show how he proposes 
to work in collaboration with the State chemists: 

Doctor Witry. Now, we want a large part of this money for the 
States. We think we would like to spend an average of $10,000 in 
each State of this sum. The Secretary and I talked it over, and we 
think that would be a pretty fair star Some of the States will not 
require that much, but some will, and quite a number of them will 
want more, and we think an average of $10,000 will be right, making 
$460,000, the sum that we ask for. 

The Ciaran. Take a State as an pr ge and tell us how you 
Drogon to organize, it; take any State that you have in your own 

N 


Doctor Winey. Let me take the State of Indiana, which is the one 
that I am best acquainted with, being a native of that State. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 

Doctor Wier, Our idea would be to have Mr. Barnard, the chief 


chemist In Indiana, take this examination. 

He refers to the clvil-service examination. 

H fect! tent to do this, and we would like to have 
Mises Riso who Boe — olllcer ‘who “weuld like to have it 
take the examination. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who is Mr. Barnard? 

Doctor WIIur. He is the State chemist of Indiana and does the work 
in the execution of the State law. Let him qualify, and then we will 
pay him $8 or $10 a day for the time that he works for us; we will 
arrange with the State authorities to let him do so. We say to Mr. 
Barnard, “Here is a case that we want you to examine. You make 
this examination for us.” He will work three or four days for us, 
and then he will send in a monthly bill stating the time that he has 
worked. In that way I expect to get in touch with every State. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think it would be preferable to pay him by the 
day for the work done, or a stated salary. by the year? 

tor WILEY. No; ‘by the day. We could not pay a stated salary 
for the year unless we fook his whole time. 
The CHAIRMAN. How much would you pay him? 
Doctor Witey. I would pay a man like Barnard $10 a day. 

The CHAImmMAN. For the entire day? s 

Doctor Witer. The entire day. e would make a statement of the 
number of days that he worked. He is a man of high character. 
Some others I would pay $5 or $6. If I could get a man like Winton, 
of Connecticut, I wou abe willing to pay him $20 a day, and he would 
earn every cent of it. 

Now, take that case. Assume that the violation of the law is 
in Indiana. If he did not employ Mr. Barnard, he would have 
to send a man from here at the cost of the Government, pay him 
full time, and probably cover a lot of ground that had already 
been covered by the State chemist. I oppose the amendment 
simply on the ground that I think it would almost double the 
ex of enforcing the pure-food law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will ask the gentleman whether he thinks 
the expense of administering this national pure-food law by 
Federal officials would exceed the expense of administering, at 
the expense of the Federal Government, the Federal national 
pure-food law and the State pure-food laws combined? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; I do not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then the expense is in favor of my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But I say under the limitations put 
upon the provision by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TawNeEy] I think he will double the national expense, because 
necessarily a lot of this work, as I said before, has already 
been gone over by the State chemists in the enforcement of the 
pure-food laws of the several States. Why go over again with 
a national chemist? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to ask the gentleman a question 
as a lawyer. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But I am a farmer. s 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It does not make any difference; the 
gentleman knows the law. Here is a suggestion: The thought 
came to me that the proposition to have certain administrative 
officers engaged in the enforcement of the pure-food law, to be 
under tbe employment and the authority of the officials of the 
National Goyernment and of the State government both might 
lead to serious complications. Now, who is the master? Who 
will prosecute for violations of duty or of the law? Would it be 
the Federal Government or the State government? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Does the gentleman mean for any vio- 
lation of law by the chemist? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; in the enforcement of the pure- 
food law, the gentleman says, they shall cooperate with State 
officers. Now, we have a naturalization law in which we re- 
quire certain State officers to perform certain official functions, 
and it is a serious problem among lawyers as to whether the 
Federal Government would be authorized to prosecute a State 


officer, and thereby embarrass to that extent State administra- 
tion, while he is discharging the Federal functions, for a fail- 
ure to perform that duty as the law required. It seems to 
me that the objection from a legal standpoint and from the 
standpoint of the science of government made by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] is tenable. We are to 
have public officers discharging very important duties under 
two distinct and independent governments. To whichare 
they responsible? To which shall they answer criminally? 
Which shall have the paramount control? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. You will notice that it is proposed to 
ask them, and they can not act without they do it, to take 
the civil-service examinations, and then they are in the service 
of the National Government. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then if they should violate the law of 
the State the State could not reach them by its criminal laws, 
and the State would have secondary control. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; because they are joint servants. - 
Tey aro servants of the State and of the National Government 
as well. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is the complication that I can see 
might possibly arise. It is an objection that would occur to a 
lawyer, perhaps, and not to a practical business man. 

Mr. HULL. If a man were acting under the control of the 
Secretary of Agriculture and is criminally negligent, would 
there be any question as to who would have control in that case? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No. 

Mr. HULL. Then if he has finished with that act and is act- 
ing bie the State on another line, what would be the diffi- 
culty 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If you could separate the functions, 
certainly it would be all right. . 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I should dislike very much to 
see the whole theory of the pure-food law reversed because of 
an amendment adopted here under the five-minute rule with- 
out more mature consideration. From the beginning, from the 
first bringing in of the pure-food bill, in the report which was 
made upon that bill, in the statements which were made when 
the bill was before the House, it has been announced openly 
and publicly all of the time that it was the expectation that the 
national pure-food law would be carried into execution in con- 
nection with the State officials. Here is the situation. An 
official finds an adulterated article in a drug store or a grocery 
store. It may be something made within the State. The grocer 
or the druggist holds a guaranty from the manufacturer, If 
it is within the State wholly, the State officials must enforce it, 
but the article may be something made in another State. The 
druggist or the grocer holds a guaranty from a manufacturer 
in another State. In that case the prosecution will be, must be, 
not by the State authorities, but by the national authorities 
against the manufacturer in the other State. Why should we 
have two sets of officials to examine the articles in the same 
grocery store, in the same drug store, in order to determine 
whether they shall be prosecuted by the State or the national 
authorities? : 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would answer the gentleman by way of 

Mr. MANN. But I did not ask the gentleman to answer me. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. But the gentleman has asked a question— 
because we have two laws, two distinct jurisdictions, one Fed- 
eral and the other State, and each jurisdiction should enforce 
the observance of its own law. 

Mr. MANN. And each jurisdiction proposes to enforce the 
observance of its own law; but the gentleman, who ought to 
stand for economy, who complained to me a short time ago be- 
cause the pure-food law perhaps will cost more than he thought 
it would, will find that if his amendment is adopted it will cost 
ten times what it is proposed to cost, and what it will cost other- 
wise if the State officials are obtained to help in its enforcement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On what basis does the gentleman judge to- 
day that the citizens of the United States all over this country 
are going to violate this law? Do you have inspectors for the 
enforcement of other laws which are passed by Congress? 

Mr. MANN. We have a great many inspectors for the en- 
forcement of laws. We have plenty of inspectors in the internal 
revenue to-day costing a good deal more than the sum appropri- 
ated here. For what? To have the law observed. And there 
will be more chance of violating the pure-food law in one day 
than there is to violate the internal-revenue law in a month's 
time. The pure-food law extends throughout the entire United 
States. There must be some kind of an inspection eyerywhere, 
and the proper persons to inspect are the local and State offi- 
cials. Every State has a pure-food or health office, and why 
should the General Government send men there in addition to 
the local health and pure-food inspector? Why not permit him 
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to report the results of his inspection to the national department 
and let the national office examine these alleged violations of the 
law? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman’s 
argument, and I have not heard the amendment, but I simply 
wanted to offer one suggestion in the line of the gentleman’s 
remarks, and that is that the constitution of Pennsylvania 
would make it impossible for anyone in the employ of the State 
and receiving a salary or fees to act on behalf of the Federal 
Government. Our constitution makes a person holding an office 
under one government ineligible to place under the order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Every State constitution contains the same 
provision. 

Mr. MANN. Fortunately the State of Pennsylvania has a very 
good food law and it is well enforced. Now, of course, if this 
can not be done by the State officials it will not be done. That 
is a sufficient answer to that proposition, but here is the posi- 
tion. In the city of New York, in the city of Cincinnati, in the 
city of St. Louis, and many other cities at present are labora- 
tories for the examination of these articles that are alleged to 
be adulterated. Why can not the National Government pay the 
people in charge of those laboratories for the examination of the 
articles which are alleged to be adulterated in interstate com- 
merce instead of setting up a new laboratory side by side? 
What is the reason for duplicating the work? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is exactly what is proposed by the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the duplicating of laboratories. There 
are fiye or six laboratories estimated here in the interior of this 
country. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it is proposed un- 
der this bill to establish a number of new national laboratories, 
but it is not proposed to establish laboratories in every city in 
the country where there is one now and—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can name one where it is proposed to es- 
tablish a Government laboratory where there is a State labora- 
tory. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MANN. 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears-none. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I would like to know if it is the intention 
of the gentleman or does he expect the Department to have 
practically all its work done by the State where it may be done 
locally by the State officer? 

Mr. MANN. I understand this is the proposition of the De- 
partment, that they will employ probably forty, or such matter, 
of general inspectors, as far as possible scattered throughout 
the country. Originally they said one for each State, but it is 
perfectly manifest that some States do not need an inspector 
for the State and other States will need more than one; but say 
there are thirty or forty inspectors, at a salary of $2,000 a year 
each, which. with traveling expenses—for the inspectors will be 
on the road most of the time—would probably amount to the 
sum of $5,000 a year to an inspector. In addition to that, the 
Department expects to use three or four or five additional labo- 
ratories to the ones which they now have and to employ chem- 
ists, at a salary of $3,000, or such matter, to be in charge of 
those laboratories, and in addition to that, they have expected 
to collaborate with the State and local officials in obtaining in- 
formation in relation to the violation of the law, and where in- 
formation was furnished to pay them. 

The gentleman says that this can not be done. .The gentle- 
man forgets that to-day the United States Government pays to 
the policeman who catches a deserter from the Army or Navy 
a certain amount of money, and he might well put in the 
Army appropriation bill that no portion of this money shall 
be paid to any local official, which would bar the policeman from 
returning a deserter. But that is the proposition here. Nobody 
expects to put these men on a high-salaried pay roll. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is given as a reward to the police offi- 
cers of the municipality or of the States. It is not paid as a 
salary or as compensation for services. 

Mr. MANN. I do not care what he calls it. 
tion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. Of course it is perfectly out of the question for 
the Federal Government to obtain the services of the State offi- 
cers and put them on the pay roll as full-fledged and full-priced 
officials. That could not be done, because they could not serve 
both all the time. But a great many of the pure-food inspectors 
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It is compensa- 


It is no employment by the Federal Govern- 


are not engaged busily all the time, and why can not they serve 
the National Government in those matters that relate to the 
duty of the National Government, instead of our employing an- 
other inspector to work side by side with the State inspector? 
I do not know how many thousands, but there are thousands, 
probably, of inspectors connected with the State or with the 
local officials. Why should we duplicate all of these when, if 
we obtain their collaboration—their services so far as we need 
them—we can enforce the law with very small expense? I do 
not believe we could enforce the law for $5,000,000 a year if 
we do it as the gentleman says. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I simply want to call attention to the 
fact that in our experimental work in connection with the 
State experiment stations we do exactly this thing. We ad- 
vance a little money for the work and we get the benefit of the 
work done at the experimental station, both in soil and in the 
climate of the State, and if the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNeEy] should be applied to aU 
the provisions of the bill all that work would have to stop. 

Mr. MANN. And, notwithstanding the State constitution of 
the States of Pennsylvania and of Minnesota and of other 
States, these officers in charge of the State experiment station 
used to get $15,000 and now $30,000 a year, and much of it they 
receive as salaries properly, notwithstanding the law and the 
constitution which the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment 
will be adopted. In the State and city of New York there is a 
large force of men employed in the enforcement of the local 
pure-food law. It is proposed by the Department of Agriculture 
to employ men, paid much larger salaries by the city and State, 
in work to be done for the Federal Government, and as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WapsworrH] says, to have 
these men certify that they haye spent entire days in the work 
of the Federal Government, I have no doubt that any men in 
the health department of the cify of New York who would cer- 
tify that they had spent entire days in the employ of the Fed- 
eral Government, and who accepted compensation for their 
services, would quickly find themselyes out of the employment 
of the city. Men there are paid larger salaries than the Federal 
Government pays. They have more to do each day than they 
ean reasonably do in a day. They have sufficient to keep them 
busy, and if they properly perform their duties under the State 
law known as the “agricultural law,” they will have no time 
to give to the Federal service. The enforcement of this law 
should be by a distinct and separate force. It will be very easy, 
and it would be proper, if the State or municipal authorities 
obtain evidence that a violation of the Federal law has taken 
place within its jurisdiction, to transmit that evidence to the 
Federal Government without any additional compensation to the 
State or municipal officials from the Federal Government. The 
desire of all of the men employed by the States and munici- 
palities would be to seek opportunities to obtain part of the 
Federal appropriation in order to increase their compensation 
and to increase their compensation in that way for doing the 
very thing required of them by virtue of their employment by 
the States or municipalities. This appropriation should not be 
used to enlarge the compensation of the men employed by the 
States cr the municipalities. 

Mr. COCKS. I would like to say, for the benefit of the com- 
mittee, that the plan proposed by the Department seemed to the 
entire committee to be an entirely feasible and workable plan, 
notwithstanding the objections made by the gentlemen here. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the only objection that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WapswortH] and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] offers to this amendment is that 
it may result in increasing the cost of administering our Fed- 
eral pure-food law. I do not recall any of the discussions re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Illinois wherein he says it was 
claimed all along during the consideration of the pure-food law 
that its enforcement was to be effected by a partnership with 
the several States of the Union. I imagine that if that proposi- 
tion had been made as the policy which the Government of the 
United States was to follow in the enforcement of this law 
he would have had far more difficulty in securing the passage 
of the bill than he did have. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I maintain that it does not necessarily 
follow that if we keep separate and distinct under the control 
and jurisdiction of ourselves the enforcement of this pure-food 
law that it would necessarily result in increasing the cost be- 
yond the amount which will be required under the policy of a co- 
partnership with the States. If the policy of the Department of 
Agriculture is to be carried out, how long will it be before the 
States will discover that their inspectors, being paid from the 
Federal Treasury for the enforcement of Federal law, must nec- 
essarily discover infractions or violations of State laws? How 
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long will it be before they will cease to appropriate money for 
the payment of State inspectors, leaving the entire burden of the 
enforcement of the State pure-food laws to rest upon the Fed- 
eral Government? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is the gentleman from Minnesota aware 
of the fact that the Government is now paying in many Western 
States all the expense involved in enforcing the various State 
laws in connection with the regulation of diseases of cattle, 

-annually aggregating an amount exceeding perhaps thousands of 
dollars every year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am aware of the fact, and I am obliged to 
the gentleman for calling my attention to it. 

bak LITTLEFIELD. It is so testified on oath before a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was informed a few days ago by the Mem- 
ber of Congress from Wyoming [Mr. MonpELL] that before the 
Federal Goyernment, through its agents in the Department of 
Agriculture, came to the State of Wyoming and began the in- 
vestigation of cattle, sheep, and hogs for the purpose of discover- 
ing diseases and eradicating them, the State of Wyoming had 
not only an efficient law on the subject, but also had a corps of 
inspectors who were enforcing that law; and to-day the State 
of Wyoming Is not appropriating any money for local inspection, 
but is relying entirely upon the force of inspectors in that 
State employed by the Federal Government and paid for out 
of the Treasury of the United States. 

So it will be, Mr. Chairman, with the enforcement of this 
pure-food law. We are now starting a new service. We know— 
we all know—how difficult it is when we once embark upon the 
work of discharging the duties and performing the functions of 
a State government by encroaching upon the Federal Treasury 
for the purpose of defraying the expense, we all know how 
hard it is to get away from it. But I maintain that here and 
now is the time, in respect to the enforcement of this pure- 
food legislation, for Congress to take its stand in favor of the 
Federal Government performing its functions under the existing 
law and paying from its own Treasury the entire expense. 
Then we will know what it is costing the people to enforce our 
national pure-food legislation. 

We will also at the same time give the States to understand 
that they must not look to the Federal Government or expect 
it to perform and exercise rights which they reserved to them- 
selves, and that they must provide and pay for that exercise 
out of their own treasury. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I say that it is folly for any Member of this 
House to say that it is necessary for the Federal Government 
to go into any copartnership with the States in the enforcement 
of a Federal law simply because it is more economical to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I trust 
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota 
will be adopted. I think it will not require any great amount of 
refiection on the part of the committee to see that unless it is 
adopted the enforcement of this law will require an increased 
expenditure by the National Government and reduced expendi- 
ture by the State governments. We all know that the present 
trend of affairs is toward centralization of power, toward sad- 
dling duties which ought to be discharged by the State upon the 
National Government, and putting upon the National Govern- 
ment the financial burdens of the States. I think as soon as 
we create this mongrel office, part Federal and part State, that 
little by little the duties of the State official will diminish and 
little by little the duties of the Federal official will increase, and 
as a result the compensation will come more largely from the 
Federal Treasury than from the State treasury. And let me 
repeat the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana. To what 
sovereign would this new official owe allegiance? Would he 
owe it to the National Government or to the State? Is it wise 
for the States to have in their midst officers who are paid partly 
from the National Treasury and partly from the State treasury? 
How long would it be before such a system would lead to con- 
fusion in the administration of these two sets of law, national 
and State? How long would it be before States would experi- 
ence the baneful results of the pernicious activity of these 
Federal officials, paid from the Federal Treasury, in the politi- 
cal affairs of the State? I think there is every reason, drawn 
from experience and from logic, in favor of the passage of this 
amendment. We were told recently in a public speech that if 
the States of this nation failed to act in the interest of their 
people the Federal Government would extend the sweep of its 
arm and administer the functions of the States. The Federal 
officer who made that speech failed to tell us who would be the 
judges of the neglect of the States, and we must conclude that 
the self-appointed censors of State action will reside here in 
the city of Washington and be part of the reigning administra- 
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Chamber ought to lend themselves willingly to anything which 
adds to the powers of the Federal Government by taking away 
some of the reserved powers of the State governments. 
Now, there is every reason why in the administration of this 
law the officials should be kept apart. Their duties are distinct 
and they should be separate. The State official has the right to 
protect the State against contamination in its food supply from 
every source; not only from foods manufactured within the 
State and sold there, but from foods manufactured outside of | 
the State and shipped therein for consumption. The duties of : 
the Federal official are quite different from that. He has no 
right to supervise the sale of food in a State which is manu- 
factured for use within that State, but his duty should be con- 
fined to the food which is prepared in the State for export be- 
yond its boundary and the food which is manufactured outside 
of the State to ship into the State. The very fact that these 
two laws are different requires their administration by different 
officials and furnishes the strongest argument why the division 
between national and State authority should be maintained. 
Let us look at the growth of the Departments of this Govern- 
ment for a moment, if we would measure the force of this 
sweep toward centralized power. Gentlemen’ who have been 
here for a long time will remember what little power, compar- 
atively, was exercised by the Department of Agriculture a few 
years ago and what immense powers it enjoys to-day. Let us 
look at the new Department of Commerce and Labor and see 
how its clerks have grown and multiplied and its expenditures 
along with its clerks. That in itself should give us pause, 
should warn us to check the tendency of bureaus and Depart- 
ments of the National Government to encroach upon the powers 
of the States. : 
Some men may say this is only a small matter. Of course, it 
is always a small matter. It has always been in a small way 
that the liberties of the people have been taken from them. | 
Never is it done by a single act or a single stroke or a single 
exercise of power, but silently, stealthily, and by small degrees, 
and if we allow this Department to encroach upon the preserves 
of the States by small degrees, it will not be long before the last 
vestige of State rights will have disappeared, and disappeared, 
I am sorry to say, by sanction of the votes of the gentlemen | 
who sit here as the representatives of the people of the States. 
[Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message in writing from the President of the . 
United States was communicated to the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. Larra, one of his secretaries, who also informed the 
House of Representatives that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: P 

On January 23: 

H. R. 21689. An act to increase the limit of cost of five light- 
house tenders heretofore authorized. 

On January 25: | 

H. R. 23114. An act extending to the subport of Bellingham, in 
the State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section of s 
the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement, 

On January 26: 

H. R. 3980. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
G. Hammond; and 

H. R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Bennett. 

On January 28: 

H. R. 24048. An act authorizing and empowering the Secretary 
of War to locate a right of way for and granting the same and 3 
a right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through the 
Fort Wright Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to the Spokane and Inland Empire Railroad Company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, 

On January 29: 

H. J. Res. 190. Joint resolution extending protection of second 
proviso of section 1 of the act of December 21, 1904, to certain ? 
entrymen, : 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. ; 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLIaus) there were—ayes 65, noes 29. 

Mr. MANN. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were refused, three Members, not a sufficient number, 
rising in support of the demand. 

Accordingly, the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. b 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offers an amendment, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, page 40, line 13, after the word“ plants,” the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and ascertain 
the most economic method of producing denatured alcohol; the cost of 
the manufacturing plants for its production; the relative value of dif- 
ferent materials suited for the production of such alcohol, and the prac- 
tical uses to which such alcohol can be put, and its cost.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against that amendment. I will reserve it if the gentle- 
man desires to be heard upon it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, at this late hour of the day 
I will not take up much time in discussing this question. I 
believe that every member of this committee appreciates the 
importance of this investigation, but I shall not take up any 
further time. I had hoped that the gentleman from New York 
would withhold his point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have reserved the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York in- 
sist on his point of order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point of order that it is new 
legislation, and it is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa care to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; I think it is subject to the point of 
order. I was in hopes that the gentleman would see the im- 
portance of the question and that he would withhold the point 
of order. I think it is a question that we are very much inter- 
ested in, and it concerns the agricultural interests of this 
country. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Clerk change the total there. On account of the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon] the total should be $1,000 less. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will change 
the total. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total for Bureau of Soils, $206,980. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Foster of Vermont, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


CODE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 


In compliance with the resolution of the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring) of the 28th instant, I return herewith House 
bill No. 16944, entitled “An act to amend section 878 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia.” h 


Tre WHITE HOUSE, January 29, 1907. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
bill, with the accompanying message, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24367) to autliorize the 
Interstate Bridge and Terminal Railway Company, of Kansas 
City, Kans., to construct a bridge across the Missouri River at 
or near Kansas City, Kans., which I send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Interstate Bridge and Terminal Rail- 
way Company, of Kansas City, Kans., a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Kansas, its successors and assigns, be, and 
they. are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge, and approaches thereto, across the Missouri River from a point 
in the county of Wyandotte, State of Kansas, within 1 mile of the in- 
tersection of the north and south section lines between sections Nos. 
29 and 30, in township No. 10 south, of range No. 25 east, in said 
county, to some point opposite on the north or left bank of said river 
in the county of Platte, State of Missouri, or as near thereto as may 
be selected, said bridge to be for the purpose of the Dag of railway 
trains either by means of single track or double tra and also, at the 
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option of said company, its successors and assigns, to be used for the 
passage of wagons, vehicles, street cars, animals, and persons on foot 
and in vehicles, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
n March 23. 1906. 

EC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

With the following amendments: 

In line 8, after the word “ point,” insert the words “ to be approved 
by the Secretary of War;” and after the word “ Kansas,” in line 9, 
strike out all of the remainder of that page, all of line 1 on page 2, 
and the word “ county,” in line 2; and in lines 3 and 4 strike out the 
words “or as near thereto as may be selected.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. * 


CONVEYING LAND IN ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1726) making 
Provision for conyeying in fee the piece or strip of ground in 
St. Augustine, Fla., known as“ The Lines,“ for school purposes, 
which I send to the desk, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment in the nature of a substitute may be read in- 
stead of the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which he 
has sent to the desk, and asks further unanimous consent that 
the amendment in the nature of a substitute may be read in 
lieu of the original Senate bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I would like to ask the gentleman from Florida if 
this is a part of that military reservation on that island about 
which a bill was reported from the Private Land Claims Com- 
mittee last session? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; it is not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Clerk will read the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War, upon the condition 
that the board of public instruction of St. Johns County, Fla., shall 
lay a suitable drain from a point on Fort Marion Reservation near 
the eae: gates to the Matanzas River, said drain to be approved by 
the Chief of Engineers and the work to be executed under the super- 
vision of the local engineer, be, and he is hereby, authorized to deed 
to the city board of public instruction and its successors in office so 
much of the following-described piece or strip of Government land of 
the city of St. Augustine, Fla., bounded by lines as follows: Com- 
mencing at a point N. 63° 9’ W. 132.86 feet from a stone monument 
on the boundary line of Fort Marion Reservation, distant 20.83 feet 
east of the city gates and on the production eastward of a line fol- 
lowing the north face of said gates; running thence S. 82° 29“ W. 
2,393.49 feet, more or less, to a point N. 7° 31’ W. 121 feet from the 
intersection of the south boundary line of the United States reserva- 
tion known as The lines“ with the west boundary of Malaga street; 
thence S. 7° 31’ E. 75 feet: thence N. 82° 29’ E. 2,393.49 feet, more 
or less; thence N. 7° 31’ W. 75 feet to the point of commencement 
(courses magnetic, variation 2° 30° E.), as the said Secretary of War 
may deem sufficient for school pur s: Provided, That said deed shall 
contain a clause to the effect that whenever said property, or any 
portion thereof, ceases to be used for school purposes, so much of the 
same as is not so used shall revert to and become the property of the 
United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I have two amendments 
which I wish to offer to the substitute, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “lay,” In line 6, page 3, the words “and 
maintain.” : 

Insert, after the word “engineer,” in line 9, on page 3, the words 
“and the United States to have perpetual use of the same for said 
reservation.“ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments to the substitute. 

The question was_taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading of 
the bill in the nature of a substitute as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

INSURANCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
reprint of the report of the superintendent of insurance of the 
District of Columbia, etc., being House Document No. 559, 
Fifty-ninth Congress, second session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the reprint of the report indicated by him. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS AND BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 230. Joint resolution continuing the Postal Commis- 

-sion until the close of the present session of Congress; and 

H. J. Res. 231. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell certain hay, straw, and grain at Fort Assinniboine. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 8014. An act to authorize The National Safe Deposit, Sav- 
ings and Trust Company of the District of Columbia, to change 
its name to that of National Savings and Trust Company ; 

S. 7034. An act to incorporate the International Sunday School 
Association of America; and 
S. 7827. An act permitting the building of a railway bridge 
across the Mississippi River in Morrison County, State of Min- 
nesota. 


FISH-HATCHING AND FISH-CULTURE STATIONS IN THE VARIOUS 
STATES. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16015) to establish fish-hatching and fish-culture stations in the 
various States, and for other purposes, and to refer the same 
back to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill 
indicated and refer the same back to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries.. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is the bill known as the “omnibus 
fish-station bill,” and the purpose of returning the bill to the 
committee is to make some improvements in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 

ourn. 

i The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 18 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for new construction at Fort Bayard, 
N. Mex.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

` A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 

mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
D. H. Martin, administrator of estate of Andrew J. Martin, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James B. Hogle, administrator of estate of L. D. Hogle, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
‘dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
P. C. Cox, administrator of estate of Samuel L. Henderson, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mrs. Kate R. Forbes, administratrix of estate of Robert L. 
Forbes, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Solon D. Moore, administrator of estate of Elihu Farrar, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. Peyton White against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
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Andrew J. Woods against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William J. Porter against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph H. Thompson against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills of the following titles were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY and Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Com- 
mittees on Invalid Pensions and Pensions, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 976) granting pensions to cer- 
tain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served in the civil 
war and the war with Mexico, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6901); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 24760) authorizing the construction of a dam across the 
Pend d'Oreille River, in the State of Washington, by the Pend 
d'Oreille Development Company, for the development of water 
power, electrical power, and for other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6904) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 


(H. R. 24821) to authorize the Georgia Southwestern and Gulf 


Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Chatta- 
hoochee River between the States of Alabama and Georgia, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6905); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19752) amend- 
ing section 10 of the act approved March 3, 1905, providing for . 
an additional division in the seventh district of Illinois and an 
additional term of court at the city of Quincy, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6906); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
24657) to authorize the Albany Railroad Bridge Company or 
the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company to reconstruct 
a bridge across the Mississippi River, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6908); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21383) pro- 
viding that terms of the circuit court of the United States for 
the western district and of the district court of the United 
States for the northern division of the western district of the 
State of Washington be held at Bellingham, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6909); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. : 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills of the following 
titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4685) to reimburse 
Ella M. Collins, late postmaster at Goldfield, Nev., for money 
expended for clerical assistance and supplies, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6902); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4686) to reimburse Garrett R. Bradley, 
late postmaster at Tonopah, Nev., for money expended for 
clerical assistance, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6903); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22210) to cor- 
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rect the military record of Homer Quick, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6907); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1215) to correct 
the military record of William Fleming, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6910); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3593) granting an honorable discharge to 
Joseph P. W. R. Ross, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6911); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 25122) to impose a tax on bay 
rum brought from Porto Rico into the United States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RODEN BERG: A bill (H. R. 25123) providing for the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 25124) amending 
section 2477 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (Œ. R. 25125) providing for 
the binding of Goyernment publications in cloth—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 25126) to provide for 
the manufacture and sale by the Government of diphtheria 
antitoxin—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 25127) to amend section 2 
of an act entitled “An act relating to the public lands of the 
United States,” approved June 15, 1880—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 25128) to legalize the incor- 
poration of the city of Pawhuska, Osage Indian Reservation, 
Okla., and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25129) directing the President of the 
United States to appoint a committee to examine certain lands 
in the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory—to the Committee or 
Indian Affairs. . 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 25130) to parole United 
States prisoners—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 25131) for the resurvey of 
township 27 north, range 16 west, and township 34 north, range 
32 west, sixth principal meridian, in the State of Nebraska—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 25132) authorizing changes 
in certain street railway tracks within the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 25133) to amend and con- 
8 the acts respecting copyright—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 232) 
for the condemnation of Government publications in the office 
of Public Printer and their sale as waste paper, under contract— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 233) authorizing the 
Doorkeeper to condemn or otherwise dispose of accumulation 
of documents—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 25184) granting a pension 
to A. M. Rea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 25135) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William L. James—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25136) granting an increase of pension 
to George R. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25187) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul Gettis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25138) granting an increase of pension to 
John McGinnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25189) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Chatfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 25140) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Joseph H. Wagner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 25141) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James M. Pettengill—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 25142) for the relief of 
1 K. Carpenter, or her heirs at law—to the Committee on, 

aims. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 25143) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Wolfe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 25144) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Conley—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 25145) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Henry Weatherwax—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 25146) granting an increase 
or pension to Nelson Duntz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25147) granting a pension to James 
Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 25148) granting an increase 
of pension to William B. Rowland—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 25149) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joshua L. Hayes—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25150) granting a pension to Tilman E. 
Barns—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 25151) granting an increase 
of pension to B. F. Hamell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 25152) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 25153) 
for the relief of the heirs of Francis Griffin, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 25154) for the relief of J. M. 
Woolf—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 25155) granting a pen- 
plon to Mary A. Rhoades—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25156) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie J. Youland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 25157) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sallie D. Winslow—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25158) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda ©. Carruth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25159) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Rounds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25160) granting an increase of pension to 
John O. Tuell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25161) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25162) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Hateh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25163) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Rhodes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25164) granting a pension to Annie M. 
Rundlet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 25165) for 
the relief of the heirs of Ann H. Cunningham—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25166) for the relief of Joseph Gallagher, 
postmaster at Davisville, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 25167) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi B. Gaylord—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 25168) for the relief of 
Peter Van Valer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 25169) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha E. Sykes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. j 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 25170) granting a pension to 
John W. McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25171) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel L. Hohn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 25172) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to B. N. Isaacs—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEBBELI: A bill (H. R. 25178) for the relief of 
Charles Hafner—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SHERLET: A bill (H. R. 25174) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to Henry W. Casey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 25175) granting an 
increase of pension to James Renshaw—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 25176) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gottfried Haferstein—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25177) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hertzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 25178) granting a pension to 
Alexander ©. Kissee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (II. R. 25179) transferring Com- 
mander William Wilmot White from the retired to the active 
list of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 25180) authorizing the 
appointment of Dr. Charles A. Sewall on the retired list—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25181) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lordon—to the Committee on Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23094) granting a pension to Marcellus How- 
ser—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1232) granting a pension to John V. Bus- 
kirk—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 24722) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Oberle—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Emil Nilsson et al., for law 
governing distillation of alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. í 

Also, petition of railway employees in various portions of the 
United States, for passage of bill S. 5133 (the sixteen-hour 
bill) —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Philippine Economic Association, for im- 
provement in banking interests of the Philippine Islands—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of Nahum J. Bachelder, master of National 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, against the ship-subsidy bill— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Takoma Park citizens, for a branch library at 
Takoma Park—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Gutman Kirchiff et al., citizens of Key West, 
Fla., against enactment of the pending immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of the Erie County Bar Asso- 
ciation, Buffalo, N. Y., for bill II. R. 13891—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Bowmansville (N. Y.) Grange, No. 914, for 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Buffalo Division, No. 2, Order of Railway 
Conductors, against bill S. 5133—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizensvof Salem, N. J.; 
Hickman, Ky:; Mead, S. Dak.; Union, S. C., and Cecil County, 
Md., against bill S. 5221, to regulate the practice of osteopathy 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. : 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Papers te accompany bills 
for relief of Noah L. Payne, Paul Gettes, and John McGinnis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Siegler Hat Company, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., for amendments to the law governing dis- 
tillation of alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Effie Cawood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Laughlin Lodge, 
No. 633, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, for bills S. 5133 
and H. R. 9328—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James M. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Amos Faust—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of the Florida State 
Board of Trade, for an exposition at Tampa, Fla., in 1908 to 
celebrate the commencement of work on the Panama Canal— 
to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of the Florida State Board of Trade, opposing 
restriction of immigration laws—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of Cantwell Post, No, 97, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Kenton, Ohio, for the McCumber bill (8. 
976)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of Findlay, Ohio, for the Mc- 
Cumber bill (service pension)—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the Consumers’ League of Phila- 
delphia, favoring the Beveridge-Parsons bill—to the Committee 
on Labor. > 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania department of agriculture, 
for increase to $20,000 of the appropriation for farmers’ insti- 
tutes and agricultural schools—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Private Commercial School Managers’ 
Association, for revision of the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 333, and Fred Gen- 
ter, for the Senate immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Silas Garrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the West Virginia State Grange, for bill H. R. 
15346 (public lands for State normal schools of the United 
States)—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of the Peet Brothers Maufacturing 
Company et al., for amendment of the laws regulating distilla- 
tion of alcohol to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William A. Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Department of Illinois, 
United Spanish War Veterans, for honor medals for those who 
served in Spanish-American war—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Parsons Lumber Company, of Rockford, 
III., for an annual appropriation of $50,000,000 for improvement 
of waterways—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Samuel Gompers, president of the American 
Federation of Labor, for educational test in the immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Clark W. Stediford and 
James Jenkinson, favoring the Green and Wilson bills increas- 
ing salaries of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. 
J. L. Boone (previously referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: Petition of citizens of Mobile, Ala., against 
the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of New Haven 
Lodge, No. 21, O. B. A., against discriminating legislation in 
the immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the Nebraska house of repre- 
sentatives, favoring a national income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JAMES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Wood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of W. F. Eckert and 11-others, of 
San Francisco, against employment of Asiatics in the construc- 
tion of the Panama Canal—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Petition of lodges of O. B. A. 
of New Haven, Conn., and Horeb Lodge, No. 25, I. O. B. B.,of New 
Haven, Conn., against certain discriminating provisions of the 
immigration billi—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. . 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
S. G. Burdick—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, for a law establishing forest reserves in the Appa- 
lachian and White mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Edward Long, of New York, for certain modi- 
fication of the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Houlton, 
Aroostook County, Me., for the Littlefield-Carmack original- 
package bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. LOUDENSLAGHR: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of John V. Buskerk (previously referred to the Committee 
on Pensions)—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By. Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Henry Garner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of the Dayton Motor Car Company, 
for legislation governing distillation of alcohol so as to permit 
farmers to produce alcohol on a small scale—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the Nebraska house of repre- 
sentatives, for a national income tax as per President’s mes- 
sage—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, for forest reservations of the Appalachian Moun- 
tains and the White Mountains—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Mrs. C. H. Keyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James R. Boyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompauy bill for re- 
lief of Marcellus Howser (previously referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, for an 
amendment to bill governing distillation of alcohol so as to ben- 
efit small distillers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Peter Leatherman—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, January 30, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. FULTON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I present the certificate of 
election of Hon. Frederick W. Mulkey, of Oregon, chosen as a 
United States Senator from the State of Oregon for the unex- 
pired term of John H. Mitchell. I ask that the certificate may 
be read. 

The credentials of Frederick W. Mulkey, chosen by the legis- 
lature of the State of Oregon a Senator from that State for the 
term ending March 3, 1907, being the unexpired portion of the 
term for which John H. Mitchell, deceased, was elected, were 
read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. FULTON. The newly elected Senator from Oregon is 
present, and I ask that the oath may be administered to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will present him- 
self at the Vice-President’s desk and take the oath prescribed 
by law. 

Mr. Mulkey was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Furton, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. FULTON presented the credentials of Jonathan Bourne, 
jr., chosen by the legislature of the State of Oregon a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the credentials of STEPHEN BENTON 
ELRkINS, chosen by the legislature of the State of West Virginia 
a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 
1907 ; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. LATIMER presented the credentials of BENJAMIN RYAN 
TILLMAN, chosen by the legislature of the State of South Caro- 
lina a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 
1907 ; which were read and ordered to be filed. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of the Trustees of the St. Paul Reformed Church, of 
Woodstock, Va., against The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 1726) making provision for conveying in fee 
the piece or strip of ground in St. Augustine, Fla., known as 
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“The Lines,” for school purposes, with amendments; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
ee bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 

H. R. 24361. An act to amend an act entitleå “An act to au- 
thorize the Mercantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the 
borough of North Charleroi, Washington County, to a point in 
13 Township, Westmoreland County,“ approved March 

H. R. 24367. An act to authorize the Interstate Bridge and 
Terminal Railway Company of Kansas City, Kans., to construct 
a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Kansas City, 
Kans. ; and i 

H. R. 24747. An act providing for the hearing of cases upon 
appeal from the district court for the district of Alaska in the 
circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 7034. An act to incorporate the International Sunday School 
Association of America ; 

S. 8014. An act to authorize The National Safe Deposit, Sav- 
ings and Trust Company of the District of Columbia, to change 
its name to that of National Savings and Trust Company ; 
1 637. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Bone; 

H. R. 676. An act granting an increase of pension to Musgrove 
E. O'Connor; 

8 1 725. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
mith; 

H. R. 742. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Wintersteen ; 

H. R. 1144. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin MeFalls ; 

H. R. 1150. 
J. Turner; 

H. R. 1185. 

H. R. 1252. 
Mathes; 

II. R. 1337. 
B. Evans; 

H. R. 1512. 
T. Edmonds; 

H. R. 1693. 
Q. Oviatt; 

H. R. 1717. 
M. Fowler; 

H. R. 1723. An 
J. Bullock ; 

H. R. 1937. An 
B. Williams ; 

H. R. 2055. An 
L. Cox; 

H. R. 2056. An 
Longendycke ; 

H. R. 2175. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Bliss, alias James Warren; À 

H. R. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Miller ; 

H. R. 2399. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Sancrainte ; 

H. R. 2421. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
S. Mevis; — 

II. R. 2726. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Keach; 

H. R.2764. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
L. Robinson ; 

II. R. 2769. An act granting an increase of pension to Ethan 
A. Valentine ; 

H. R. 2793. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
D. Chapman ; 

H. R. 2826. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Prochel ; p : 

H. R. 3226. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Leahy ; 

H. R. 3740. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
G. H. Armistead ; 

H. R. 3989. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
T. Houghton ; + 

H. R. 4149. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son Wall; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 


An act granting a pension to Josiah C. Hancock; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 


An 
An 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Melyin 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Rutson 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 


act granting an increase of pension to Lucas 
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II. R. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Howard; 

H. R. 4166. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
V. Herndon; 

II. R. 4346. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. B. Schooling; 

H. R. 4351. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Johnson; 

H. R. 4670. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
B. Tanner; 


H. R. 4673. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Rowe; 
H. R. 4692. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Welch; 
II. R. 4719. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Trumbull ; 
II. R. 4833. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
F. Anderson ; 
H. R. 5063. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Miller; : 
H. R. 5172. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Stratton ; 
H. R. 5173. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Henninger ; 
H. R. 5174. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Turney ; 
H. R. 5187. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
John; 
II. R. 5200. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
McBride; 
H. R. 5209. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Dunbar; 
H. R. 5595. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
Brown; 
H. R. 5648. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Hand; 
H. R. 5729. An act granting an increase of pension to Norman 
H. Cole; 
H. R. 5776. An act granting an increase of pension to Priscilla 
A. Campbell ; 
H. R. 5801. An act granting an increase of pension to Alger- 
non E. Castner; 
H. R. 5803. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
L. Roberts ; 
H. R. 5829. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Anderson ; 
H. R. 6057. An act granting an increase of pension to Emery 
Crawford; 
II. R. 6060. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
B. Fish; 
H. R. 6088. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Chapman ; 
II. R. 6145. An act granting an increase of pension to Parris 
J. Latham ; 
H. R. 6165. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Everson ; 
H. R. 6189. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Tibbitts ; 
H. R. 6424. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Price; 
H. R. 6493. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Boynton ; 
H. R. 6519. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Whybark ; 
H. R. 6524. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Snyder ; 
H. R. 6537. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Jackson ; 
H. R. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Zachery ; 
H. R. 6894. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
O. Corbin; 
II. R. 6920. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Millison; 
II. R. 7211. An act granting a pension to James C. Souther- 
land; 
H. R. 7247. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
Sink ; 
~ H. R.7378. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Brown; 
H. R. 7393. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
nand David; 
H. R. 7411. An act granting an increase of pension to Tobias 


Fisher ; 


H. R. 7417. 
Helms; 
H. R. 7544. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Gibson 
An act granting an increase of pension to Gustayus 


F. E. Raschig ; 


H. R. 7551. 

H. R. 7555. 
Roseberry ; 

H. R. 7581. 
Cloe; 

H. R. 7666. 
C. Mahaffey ; 

H. R. 7804. 


M. Lawder; 
H. R. 8136. 
A. Scroggs; 
H. R. 8159. 
Leathers ; 
H. R. 8247. 
Littleton ; 


Harvey ; 

H. R. 8338. 
Doan; 

H. R. 8373. 
Weir; 

H. R. 8553. 
E. Aylsworth 

H. R. 8667. 
Larick ; 

H. R. 8668. 


Simpson ; 
H. R. 8958. 


Bowen; 


II. R. 9024. 
Lennox; 

II. R. 9090. 
B. Saxton; 

H. R. 9100. 

H. R. 9212. 
ecutor of the 
ceased ; 

H. R. 9113. 

II. R. 9218. 
T. Blanchard 

II. R. 9250. 
B. Nations; 

H. R. 9278: 
A. Nichols; 

II. R. 9402. 
Van Vorst; 

II. R. 9403. 
Hanna; 

II. R. 9673. 

II. R. 9816. 


An act granting a pension to Daniel Robb; 
An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emile 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 


. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 8. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


. An act granting a pension to Ellen S. Gifford; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 


An act granting an increase of pension to Chester 


An act granting an increase of pension to David 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
An act granting an increase of pension to Amasa 
An act granting a pension to Nancy C. Paine; 

An act for the relief of Joseph W. I. Kempa, ex- 
last will and testament of William J. Grutza, de- 


An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Cleaver; 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Obediah 
An act granting an increase of pension to Melville 
An act granting an increase of pension to Adam S. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Kate E. 


An act granting a pension to Oliver H. Griffin; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


A. Spanogle, alias Andrew C. Spanogle ; 


H. R. 9921. 


An act granting a pension to Ann Lytle; 


H. R. 10032. An act granting an increase of pension to Octavo 


H. R. 10033. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


A. Frederick ; 
H. R. 10400. 
Harrison ; 
H. R. 10402 
H. Campbell; 


C. Roe; 
H. R. 10219. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
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H. R. 10403. An 
H. Odell; 

H. R. 10440. An 
ziah G. Sheppard 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Ama- 


* 


H. R. 10721. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriett 


I. Levis; 

H. R. 10738. An 
Prosser ; 

H. R. 10760. An 

H. R. 10773. An 
C. Rathbun; 

H. R. 10916, An 
H. Shreeve; 

H. R. 11141. An 
Miller ; 

H. R. 11169. An 
P. Call; 

II. R. 11174. An 
Richards; 

I. R. 11232. An 
L. Packer; 

II. R. 11307. An 
J. Roberts; 

II. R. 11322. An 
H. Starkey ; 

H. R: 11362. An 
olas A. Bovee; 

H. R. 11562. An 
Wiles; 

H. R. 11564. An 
Morrow ; 

H. R. 11636. An 
rence Hagan; 

II. R. 11701. An 
Waldorph; 

II. R. 11708. An 
A. Ask; 

II. R. 11869. An 
A. Geduldig ; 

H. R. 11959. An 
J. Rice; 

H. R. 12106. An 
W. Reagan; 

H. R. 12124. An 
ard Brown; 

H. R. 12152. An 
idas E. Mills; 

II. R. 12370. An 
E. Randolph ; 

H. R. 12497. An 
M. Haight; 

H. R. 12523. An 
celo Leighton ; 

H. R. 12554. An 
liam Larraby ; 

H. R. 12557. An 
C. Berry ; 

H. R. 12574. An 
R. Burkhardt ; 

H. R. 12676. An 
cis M. Morrison ; 

H. R. 13053. An 
Bunting; 

H. R. 13054. 
M. Brown; 

H. R. 13201. 

H. R. 13253. 
M. C. Hill; 

H. R. 18740. 
miah Bard; 

H. R. 13805. 
Gordon; 

H. R. 13806. 
Campbell ; 

H. R. 13813. 
Brown; 

H. R. 13815. 
tian M. Good; 

H. R. 13884. An 
son Boynton ; 

H. R. 13956. An 
Featheringill ; 

H. R. 13975. An 
H. Primrose; 

H. R. 14046. An 


An 


An 
An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


act granting a pension to Libbie A. Merrill; 
act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
act granting an increase of pension to Jesse S. 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
act granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Law- 
act granting an increase of pension to Maryin 
act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to How- 
act granting an increase of pension to Leon- 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Allen 
act granting an increase of pension to Gan- 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an inerease of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting a pension to Sarah A. Jones; 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
act granting a pension to Helen Augusta Ma- 
act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


act granting a pension to Jimison F. Skeens; 


H. R. 14238. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam II. Van Tassell; 

H. R. 14263. An act granting a pension to Fidelia Sellers; 

T R. 14378. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Settle; 

II. R. 14673. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Semans; r 

H. R. 14675. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Davis; 

H. R. 14689. An act granting an increase of pension to Her- 
man G. Weller; 

H. R. 14690. An act granting an increase of pension to Hen- 
rietta Hull; 

H. R. 14715. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
mon W. McDonald; : 

H. R. 14767. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Simon; 

H. R. 14860. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam D. Campbell; 

H. R. 14862. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
White; . 

II. R. 14884. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Stauffer ; 

H. R. 14983. An act granting an increase of pension to R. T. 
Dillard Zimmerman ; 

II. R. 14985. An act granting’ an increase of pension to Mary 
Gramberg ; 

H. R. 14995. 
H. Bell; 

H. R. 15017. 
Strope; 

II. R. 15139. 
P. Mullen; 

II. R. 15150. 
O'Connor ; 

II. R. 15193. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick W. Studdiford ; 

H. R. 15202. An act granting a pension to Henry Peetsch; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


H. R. 15297. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Hanson ; 

II. R. 15317. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. F. Callon ; 

H. R. 15421. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Diedrich ; 

II. R. 15430. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Lawrence ; 

H. R. 15455. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Brooks ; 

H. R. 15463. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
Robb, 1st: 

H. R. 15580, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Hudkins ; 

H. R. 15630. An act granting a pension to Sarah Klzer; 

H. R. 15631. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
©. Worley: 

H. R. 15790. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicho- 
las W. Dorrel ; 

H. R. 15839. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Burroughs ; 

H. R. 15860. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. Morris: 
II. R. 15868, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Seullen ; 

H. R. 15874. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min B. Ream; 

H. R. 15890. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
C. Barney ; 

H. R. 15980. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Smith; 

II. R. 16002. An act granting a pension to Theodore T. Bruce; 

H. R. 16087. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Foster ; 


H. R. 16222. An act granting an increase of pension to Na- 
poleon B. Ferrell ; 

H. R. 16249. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Miller ; i 

H. R. 16488. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hopkins; : 

H. 1 16493. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Sallee; 

II. . 16546. An act granting an inerease of pension to Louis 
F. Beeler; 

II. R. 16895. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Baker; 
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H. R. 17094. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Sperry ; > 

H. R. 17099. An act to authorize the refund of part of fines 
imposed on the vessels Sotie R, Mathilda R, and Helen R; 
shine R. 17172. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

ort; 

H. R. 17484. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott; 
> H. R. 17486. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 

apst ; 

H. R. 17539. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose D. Albertson ; 

H. R. 17646. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Sheak ; 

H. R. 17770. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 
P. Grant; 
2 R. 17773. An act granting an increase of pension to Carel 

ne; 

H. R. 17810. An act granting an increase of pension to Saul 
Coulson ; > 

H. R. 17864. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Austin; 

II. R. 17958. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der Dixon; 

H. R. 17969. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Walrod ; 

H. R. 17988. An act granting a pension to Edward G. Hausen; 

H. R. 18031. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
H. Toothaker ; 

H. R. 18089, An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
J. Harte; z 

II. R. 18114. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
B. Parker; 

H. R. 18155. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Hastings; 
8 II. R. 18179. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Baity; 

II. R. 18218. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
L. Topham ; 

H. R. 18242. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Anderson ; 

go R. 18247. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Baird; 

H. R. 18248. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Evans; 

H. R. 18261. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Mitchell; : 

H. R. 18295. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
B. Casey ; 

H. R. 18410. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Cushing ; 

H. R. 18474. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Sturgeon ; 

H. R. 18494. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma- 
gene Bronson ; 

H. R. 18574. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Miles; 

H. R. 18582. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Hoffman ; 

H. R. 18608, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Strickland ; 

H. R. 18634. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Sullivan ; 

H. R. 18637. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Sparks; 

H. R. 18758. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Daniel; 

H. R. 18761. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
man Bolinger ;- 

H. R. 18771. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Bailey; 

II. R. 18791. An act granting a pension to Michael Bocoskey; 

H. R. 18797. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Defoe; 

H. R. 18871. An act granting an increase of pension to Eman- 
uel Raudabaugh ; 

H. R. 18884. An act granting an increase of pension to Wey- 
mouth Hadley ; 

H. R. 19023. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Lester; 

H. R. 19044. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. McCormick ; 3 

H. R. 19045. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Agey; 
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H. R. 19048. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Branson ; 

H. R. 19117. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Higgins; 

H. R. 19216. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
phil Brodowski; 

H. R. 19237. An 
Rout; 

H. R. 19280. An 
J. Williamson ; 

H. R. 19281. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Gillem ; 

H. R. 19363. An 
dore Bland ; 

II. R. 19386. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Stewart; 

H. R. 19412. An 
son K. Smith; 

H. R. 19420. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza A. 
McKean ; 

H. R. 19426. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Griffin ; 

H. R. 19448. An act granting an increase of pension to Abiram 
P. McConnell ; 

H. R. 19479. An 
W. Savage ; 

H. R. 19490. An act granting a pension to Estelle I. Reed; 

H. R. 19510. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard. 
B. West; 

H. R. 19541. An 
Martin; 

H. R. 19553. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Robertson ; 

II. R. 19577. An 
L. Patton; 

II. R. 19579. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
F. Mayfield ; 

H. R. 19584. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Pettey ; 

H. R. 19603. An 
Farner; 

H. R. 19629. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Morton ; 

H. R. 19639. An 
A. Kephart; 
H. R. 19648. An 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 


act granting an increase of pension to Jeffer- 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to Job F. 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


act granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


H. R. 19651, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Prendergast ; 

H. R. 19661. An 
MeWilliams ; 

H. R. 19672. 
McDermott ; 

II. R. 19703. 
Chase; 

II. R. 19708. An 
liam A. Lefler; 

H. R. 19713. An 
B. Mason; 

H. R. 19715. An 
M. Brunson; 

H. R. 19716. An 
F. Johnson; 

II. R. 19722. An 
liam H. Burns; 

H. R. 19738. An 
jamin St. Clair ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Seth 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 


H. R. 19758. An act granting an increase of pension to Josefita 
Montano ; 

H. R. 19762. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara 
C. Edsall; 

H. R. 19807. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Marean; 

H. R. 19818. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam F. Clinkscales ; $ 

H. R. 19858. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
E. Clapper ; 

H. R. 19871. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Kean, alias Cain ; à 

H. R. 19872. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
E. Hassett; 

H. R. 19873. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Webb ; 

H. R. 19885. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Scherer ; 


1928 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 30, 


Ayes 19891. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
. Bates ; 
— 5 R. 19907. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
utler; 
H. R. 19915. An act granting an increase of pension to Green- 
leaf W. Crossman; 
H. R. 19923. An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie 
Ferguson; 
H. R. 19949. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Van Ostrand; 
S H. R. 19963. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
‘arter ; 
255 R. 19967. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
r; 
12 R. 19990. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
. Christie; 
8 .f. R. 19998. An act granting an increase of pension to Eunice 
ook; 
II. R. 20029. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Maison ; 
H. R. 20061. An act granting an increase of pension to Cas- 
well York ; 
H. R. 20064. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Arnold; 
H. R. 20078. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
M. English ; 
II. R. 20085. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lafontaine ; 
H. R. 20087. An act granting an increase of pension to Cassia 
C. Tyler; 
H. R. 20088. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Thurmond ; 
H. R. 20096. An act granting an increase of pension to There- 
sia Bell; 
II. R. 20117. An act granting an increase of pension to Preston 
J. Michener ; 
H. R. 20129. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Lemly ; 
II. R. 20146. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
riet C. Kenney ; 
H. R. 20154. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Dyer; 
H. R. 20166. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Salmon; 
II. R. 20198. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Maddox; 


II. R. 20199. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
N. Cadieux ; 

H. R. 20219. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Downing; 

H. R. 20222. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
©. Joseph ; 

II. R. 20229. An act granting an increase of pension to Jehu F. 
Wotring ; 

H. R. 20250. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McBride ; 

H. R. 20269. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Galloway ; 

H. R. 20272. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. House; 


H. R. 20279. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
mund Hostetter ; 

H. R. 20286. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
tholomew Holmes ; 

H. R. 20292. An act granting a pension to Howard William 
Archer: 

II. R. 20303. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Crowley; 

II. R. 20327. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Downie; 

H. R. 20850. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore F. Reighter ; 

H. R. 20351. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
M. Simon ; 

EL R. 20357. An act granting an increase of pension’ to Jane 
Auldridge ; 

II. R. 20363. An act granting an increase of pension to Otis E. 
Rush; 

H. R. 20384. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Wilson ; 
H. R. 20391. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Meldrim ; 
a R. 20415. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Krom; 


H. R. 20424. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Wheeler ; 

H. R. 20431. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Neumann ; 

H. R. 20463. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicho- 
las D. Kenny ; 

H. R. 20571. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick J. Dowland; 

H. R. 20581. An act granting an increase of pension to Nettie 
G. Kruger; 
: os R. 20586. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 

udson ; 

H. R. 20587. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
McMahon; 
gee 20613. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 

eele; 

H. R. 20614. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Howardson ; 
F — 85 20683. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

ond; 

H. R. 20712. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel W. Searles; 

H. R. 20715. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Ballantyne ; 

H. R. 20717. An act granting an increase of pension to Adel- 
bert E. Bleekman ; 

H. R. 20721. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
O. Pierce; 

H. R. 20724. 
A. Hoit; 

H. R. 20725. 

H. R. 20726. 
J. Smith; 

H. R. 20735. 
Larsen ; 

H. R. 20829. 
M. Watkins; 

H. R. 20844. 
Russell ; 

II. R. 20851. 
Hamme; 

H. R. 20852. 
dore T. Tate; 

H. R. 20896. 
F. Henninger; 

H. R. 20899. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Carpenter ; 

H. R. 20928. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
A. George; 

H. R. 20955. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
L. Carpenter ; 

H. R. 20958. An act granting an increase of pension to Darius 
E. Garland; 

H. R. 20962. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin H. Bailey ; 

H. R. 20964. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Fox; 

B R 20965. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Sin 

H. i. 21001. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Rhodes; - 

H. R. 21015. An act granting an increase of pension to Eyan 
H. Baker; 

H. R. 21019. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Fell; 

H. R. 21033. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Huff; 

H. R. 21045. An act granting an increase of pension to Unity 
A. Steel; 

H. R. 21054. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Wilson ; 

H.R. 21058. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Isbell; 

H. R. 21086. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry 
Johnson ; 

H. R. 21119. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Boshea ; 

H. N. 21124. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Crane; 

H. R. 21142. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to Rhoda 


An act granting a pension to Hope Martin; 
An act granting an increase of pénsion to Mary 


An act granting an increase of pension to Berge 
An act granting an increase of pension to David 
An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


Rose; 

H. R. 21148. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
A. Graham; 

H.R. 21162. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


W. Humphrey ; 
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H. R. 21179. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
reen; 

H. R. 21185. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
M. Goble; 
J. 


Q 


. 
. 


H. R. 21216. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 

McCardel ; 

H. R. 21228. An act granting an increase of pension to Pleas- 
ant Crissip ; 

H. R. 21302. An act granting an increase of pension to Nico- 
laus Kirsch ; 
on R. 21304. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

onl; 

5 55 R. 21307. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
uver; 

H. R. 21402. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals; 

H. R. 21519. An act granting an increase of pension to Mon- 
tezuma St. John ; 

H. R. 21575. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
E. Morley ; j 
was 21641. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 

U 

H. R. 21677. An act to amend an act granting to the Daven- 
port Water Power Company rights to construct and maintain 
a canal, power station, and appurtenant works in the Mississippi 
River in Scott County, Iowa; 

II. R. 21749. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Reaney ; 

5 H. R. 21828. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
errin; 
De R. 21849. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 

xs 7 
Des R. 21859. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 

one; 

H. R. 22052. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Meredith; 

II. R. 22207. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Harlan; 

H. R. 22265. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Jane Hancher ; 

H. R. 22280. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
V. Ackley; f 

H. R. 22281. An act granting an increase of pension to Leon- 
ard Tyler; 

H. R. 22416. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
bara E. Schwab; 

H. R. 22424. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Faulkner; 

II. R. 22566. 
L. Six; 

II. R. 22568. 
Christman; 

II. R. 22607. 
Hetherlin; 

H. R. 22684. 
Sherk; 

II. R. 22717. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Brick; K 

H. R. 22932. An act granting an increase of pension to Bryn- 
gel Severson ; 

H. R. 22937. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Murphy ; 

H. R. 22997. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
mond D. Doud; 

H. R. 23307. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Casey ; s 

H. R. 23718. An áct to authorize the Chicago, Lake Shore and 
South Bend Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Calumet River in the State of Indiana ; 

H. R. 23939. An act to authorize the board of commissioners 
of Lake County, Ind., to construct a bridge across the Calumet 
River in the State of Indiana; 

II. R. 24047. An act to authorize Chapter No. 876 of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution to erect a fountain on 
the property of the United States at Paducah, Ky. ; 

H. R. 24111. An act to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Shepherdstown, W. Va.; and 

H. R. 24275.. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Flint River at Porter Shoals. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the common 
council of Astoria, Oreg., on behalf of the people of the North- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


west, praying for an investigation into the conditions of the coal 
shortage in that part of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Stam- 
ford, N. Y., and of the congregations of the Methodist and Bap- 
tist churches of Greece, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
eating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a concurrent resolution of the legisla- 
ture of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
abolish the duty on lumber; which was referred to the Commit- 
155 on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
ows: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 8. 


Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Kansas, to wit, 
at— 


Whereas the manufacturers’ price on white-pine lumber has increased 
100 per cent during the past ten years, as shown by the annexed table 
41 prices, and that yellow-pine lumber has increased in like propor- 

ons: 


Wholesale price in 


a 


12-inch No. 1 barn boards 
12-inch common barn boards a 
10-inch roofing boards 
8-inch ship lapboards. .. 
6-inch rough fencing . 
Ginch Maines: 5-35 .. 
Common finishing lumber... 
Common sheathing lath..... 
Common plastering lath 


peSBSheke 
SSSSsSssss 
oSSSeENee 
aassassss 


And whereas the increased price of lumber is due in a great measure 
to the control of the standing pine and its manufacture 120 a compara- 
tively few men, and is made possible by the tariff prohibiting the im- 
chi pag 90 manufactured lumber, and in that manner restricting the 
supply; an 7 

Whereas the manufacturers of and holders of lumber have grown 
immensely wealthy by the reasons above given, until one erick 
Weyerhaeuser’s wealth, it is said, equals Rockefeller's; and 

Whereas the tariff on lumber adds to the already enormous profit of 
the wholesalers from $35 to $50 a car; and 

Whereas the tariff on lumber is a direct tax to the user and works 
a particular disadvantage to the farmers of Kansas: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate (the house concurring therein), That our Re 
resentatives in Congress be instructed to prepare and introduce a b: 
abolishing the duty on lumber; and be it 

Further resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
be requested to vote for and support such a measure. 

And that a copy of these resolutions be furnished each of our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress by the secretary of the senate. 

I hereby certify that the above concurrent resolution originated in 
the senate and passed that body January 22, wey 


W. 8. INGEN, 
z $ Secretary of the Senate. 
Passed the House January 23, 1907. 
J. S. SIMMONS, 
Speaker of the house. 
D. Y. WILSON 
Chief clerk of the house. 


Mr. LONG presented a concurrent resolution of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Kansas, praying for the ratification of 
reciprocal trade treaties with certain countries looking to the 
admission of agricultural and meat products; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 2. 


Be it resolved by the senate of Kansas (the house of representatives 
concurrin heran 

First. That our Senators in Congress are hereby instructed and our 
Representatives in Congress are hereby requested to use all honorable 
efforts to secure the immediate removal of the tariff upon lumber, and 
such reduction of the tariff upon iron and steel and the products thereof 
as will preserve a reasonable protection to American labor and at the 
same time relieve the American people from the excessive and exorbitant 

rices now demanded and received by the steel trust and other pro- 
Kace of iron and steel and their products. 

Second. Our Senators in Con s are hereby instructed and our 
Representatives in Congress are hereby requested to use all honorable 
efforts to secure the immediate enactment of a law giving to the 
President of the United States authority to conclude such reciprocal 
trade agreements with de countries as shall open for the agricul- 
tural products of this country, and particularly beef and pork, those 
markets now practically closed to them by reason of the tariff war ex- 
isting between this and foreign countries, said law to provide for the 
immediate taking effect of such agreement, if any, made by the Presi- 
dent of the United States without further action upon the part of Con- 
gress or either branch thereof. 

Third. Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, signed by the presi- 
dent of the senate and the speaker of the house, and ed by the 
secretary of the senate and the clerk of the house, be immediately 
pranan ted to each Senator and Representative of the State of Kansas 

ongress. 
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I hereby certify that the above concurrent pease originated in 


the senate, and passed that body January 


W. J. FITZGERALD, 
President of the Senate. 
W. S. KReTSINGEN, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


J. S. SIMMONS, 
Speaker of the House. 
D. Y.WILSON, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of the State Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of West Virginia, remonstrating against the 
adoption of the House substitute for the Senate ship-subsidy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of Local Union, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Dickerson Run, Pa., and a peti- 
tion of Washington Camp, No. 67, Patriotic Order Sons of Amer- 
ica, of Womelsdorf, P3., praying for the adoption of an educa- 
tional test to the present Chinese-exclusion law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Liberal Immigration 
League of New York City, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to further restrict immigration; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Liberty, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Bellevue, of the congregations of the 
Methodist Episcopal, First Presbyterian, and the First United 
Protestant churches of Kittanning, and of the congregation of 
the Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Newcastle, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of the Council of Jewish Women 
of Oil City; O. S. Hersham, of Pittsburg; A. P. Moore, of Pitts- 
burg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and of the Council of 
Jewish Women of Seattle, Wash., remonstrating against the 
adoption of the so-called “low-vitality” or “ poor-physique” 
clause to the immigration bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of C. P. Hawks, of Slippery Rock ; 
M. Estelle Williams, of Coatesville; B. S. Chanyney, of Phila- 
delphia; E. S. Spencer, of Philadelphia ; Sarah A. Steele, of 
Fairmount Springs, and J. A. Shafer, of Duquesne, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ Crumpacker bill,“ relating to postal fraud orders; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry business firms of 
Decatur, Chicago, Jacksonville, Moline, and Aurora, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
preseryation of models in the United States Patent Office; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry business firms of De- 
catur, Chicago, Hoopeston, and Rockford, all in the State of Illi- 
nois, praying that an appropriation be made for the construction 
of a deep waterway from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of sundry Hebrew or- 
ganizations of New Haven, Conn., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to further restrict immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the South Congregational Church of New 
Britain, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
High Point, N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Al- 
bany, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a memorial of nine lodges of 
Hebrew-Americans of New Haven, Conn., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CLAPP. I present a memorial of the Eastern Cherokee 
Indians, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the In- 
dian appropriation bill allowing the amount awarded them un- 
der the judgment of the Supreme Court, October term, 1905, 
ete. I move that the memorial be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the Young Women’s 
Christian Association of Colby Academy, New London. N. H., 


22. 1 


Passed the house January 23, 1907. 


praying for an investigation into the existing conditions in the 
Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Fred W. Barlow and 4 
other citizens of Manchester, N. H., and the petition of J. E. 
Bernier, of Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to modify the present postal fraud-order law; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Van- 
couver, Marysville, and Seattle, all in the State of Washington, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented the petition of C. M. White and 187 
other citizens of Bannock County, Idaho, praying that an appro- 
priation be made providing for the irrigation of the Fort Hall 
lands around Pocatello, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Retail Merchants’ 
Association of Portsmouth, Va., and a petition of the Board 
of Trade of Norfolk, Va., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for a reclassification and increase in the 
salaries of postal clerks in all first and second class post-oflices ; 
whieh were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
toads. 

He also presented the memorial of G. W. Koiner, of Rich- 
mond, Va., and the memorial of R. H. Baker, jr., and sundry 
oiher citizens of Norfolk, Va., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to abolish the Division of Biological Survey 
in the Department of Agriculture; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BURKETT presented sundry affidavits to accompany 
the bill (S. 874) granting an increase of pension to Calvin W. 
Green; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Nor- 
folk, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for a reclassification and increase in the salaries of clerks in 
first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 16886) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Murrey ; 

A bill (H. R. 16506) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
S. Church; 

A bill (H. R. 16487) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Lavender ; 

A bill (H. R. 16340) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Harris; 

A bill a, R. 16283) granting an increase of pension to Archi- 
bald H. R. Calvin; 

A bill (H. R. 16181) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
Rafferty ; 

A bill (H. R. 15965) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Gangwer; 

A bill (H. R. 17634) granting an increase of pension to John 
S. Cochran; 

A bill (H. R. 17620) ting an increase of pension to 
Michael Pendergast, alias Michael Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 17581) granting an increase of pension to 
Aquilla Williams ; 

A bill (H. R. 17483) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Loyd; 

* A bill (H. R. 17369) granting an increase of pension to Minor 
B. Seine 
A bill (H. R 

F. Belden ; 

A bill (H. R. 17331) granting an increase of pension to 
Douglas V. Donnelly; 

A bill (H. R. 17330) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Tuders ; 

A bill (H. R. 17204) granting a pension to Sarah E. Robey; 

A bill (H. R. 17058) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. O'Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 16813) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Brumm ; 

A paths (H. R. 16698) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
H. Dav 

A bill (H. R. 16458) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Gillam; 

A bill (H. R. 18681) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Gray; 


. 17335) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
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A bill (H. R. 18383) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Shinaman ; 

A bill (H. R. 18323) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard B. Rankin; 

A bill (H. R. 18322) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah James:; 

A bill (H. R. 18042) granting an increase of pension to. James 
H. Sinclair; 

A bill (H. R. 18014) granting an increase of pension to El- 
bridge P. Boyden ; 

A bill (H. R. 17817) granting an increase of pension to John 
Grimm; 

A bill (H. R. 17712) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
J. Biederman ; and 

A bill (H. R. 17642) granting an increase of pension to Ro- 
land M. Johnson. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
Mr. NxLSsoN on the 22d instant, authorizing an extension to the 
Federal building at Duluth, Minn., and proposing to appro- 
priate $105,000 for the purchase or acquiring of new Federal 
building site, etc., intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Post- Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7989) for acquiring 
a site and the erection of a Federal building for the post-office 
at Duquoin, III., asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds; which was agreed to. ` 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 20605) granting a pension to Mary 
E. P. Barr, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon : 

f aa (H. R. 20973) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ufft ; 

A bill (H. R. 20862) granting an increase of pension to Au- 
gust Weber; 

A bill (H. R. 20731) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Buchmann ; 

A bill (H. R. 20730) granting an increase of pension to John 
Carpenter ; 

A bill (H. R. 20729) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Lyons; 
ar 19 (II. R. 20728) granting an increase of pension to Ira 

H 

A bill (H. R. 20967) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel W. Hines; 

A bill (H. R. 20966) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 20960) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
M. Bickford ; 

A bill (H. R. 20931) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Shear; 

A bill (H. R. 20930) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Rouge; 

A bill (H. R. 20929) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
D. King 

A bill (I. R. 20887) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 20882) granting an increase of pension to Luther 
W. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 20860) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Chapman ; 

A 5 8 (H. R. 20859) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 20856) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine A. Greene; 

A bill (H. R. 20855) granting an increase of pension to George 
Hierl, alias George Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 20854) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 20842) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Joyce; 
A bill (H. R. 20834) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Comstock ; 


A bill (H. R. 20831) granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Dunlap 

A bill tH. R. 20822) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
L. Howard; 


A bill (H. R. 20821) granting an increase of „pension to John 
L. Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 20737) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Whitney ; 

A bill (H. R. 20881) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
J. Weaverling ; 


A bill (H. R. 20861) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Weigert; 

A bill (H. R. 20719) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Price; 

A bill (II. R. 20689) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Doughty: 

A bill (II. R. 20686) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
S. Jayne: 

A bill (II. R. 20685) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
R. Benham; 

A bill (H. R. 20654) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 20647) granting an increase of pension to Domi- 
nick Garvey ; 

A bill (H. R. 20618) 9 an increase of pension to George 
W. Brinton; 

A bill (H. R. 20568) granting a an increase of pension to Chester 
R. Pitt; 

A bill (H. R. 20558) granting an increase of pension to Mark 
W. Terrill; 

A bill (H. R. 20557) granting an increase of pension to Web- 
ster Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 20356) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
T. Mathis; 

A bill (H. R. 20291) granting an ‘increase of pension to Emma 
F. Buchanan: 

A bill (H. R. 20734) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Kellner ; 

A bill (H. R. 20733) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Andrews; and 

A bill (H. R. 20970) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Weaver. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills; reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 20244) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Hayward ; 

A bill (H. R. 20286) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 20224) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Hamman ; 

A bill (H. R. 20212) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 20201) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Airey; 

A bill (H. R. 20189) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Daniels; 

A bill (H. R. 20188) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. McCain, alias John Croft; 

A bill (H. R. 20091) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 20079) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard F. Barret; 

A bill (H. R. 20036) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
T. Westmoreland ; 

A bill (H. R. 20000) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
R. Elliott; 

A bill (H. R. 19994) granting a pension to Ritty M. Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 19976) granting a pension to Nelson Isbill; 

A bill (H. R. 19969) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
K. Burger ; 

A bill (H. R. 19943) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward La Coste; 

A bill (H. R. 19869) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Bowles ; 

A bill (H. R. 19863) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
B. Swain; 

A bill (H. R. 19832) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 19770) granting an increase of pension to James 
G. Van Dewalker ; 

A bill (H. R. 19706) granting an increase of pension to Almon 
Wood ; 

A bill (H. R. 19628) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Mooney ; 

A bill (H. R. 19526) granting an increase of pension to Jud- 
son H. Holcomb; 

A bill (H. R. 19401) granting an increase of pension to Camp- 
bell Cowan; 
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A bill (H. R. 19400) granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
ington M. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 19384) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
E. Hernandez; 

A bill (H. R. 19294) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Hatten; 

A bill (H. R. 19263) granting an increase of pension to John 
Ingram ; 

A bill (H. R. 19133) granting an increase of pension to Fergus 
P. MeMillan ; 

A bill (H. R. 18969) granting an increase of pension to Her- 
man Hagemiller ; 

A bill (H. R. 18881) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander B. Mott; and 

A bill (H. R. 18723) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Hanigan. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2708) for the relief of B. Jackman, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McENERY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
avhom was referred the bill (H. R. 15242) to confirm titles to 
certain lands in the State of Louisiana, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 22580) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, to report it with amendments, and to submit a 
report thereon. i 

557 VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask that the hearings before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs on the Indian appropriation bill be printed 
as a Senate document. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be 
so ordered. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6649) authorizing 
the purchase of grounds for the accommodation of public build- 
ings for the use of the Government of the United States in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


CHARLES B. BENTLEY. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I am directed by the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 714) for the relief 
of Charles B. Bentley, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and I submit a report thereon. I ask for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to pay Charles B. Bentley, postmaster at War- 
saw, Ind., $97, to reimburse him for the loss of key-deposit funds 
and damage to post-office fixtures through burglars, and for the 
expense resulting from a due vigilance to apprehend the thieves. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 8215) granting an increase of 
pension to James W. ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8216) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Daniels; 8 

A bill (S. 8217) granting an increase of pension to William 
Clemens ; 

A bill (S. 8218) granting an increase of pension to John Day- 
enport ; 

A bill (S. 8219) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Condon ; 

A bill (S. 8220) granting an increase of pension to Absalom C. 
Funkhouser ; 

A bill (S. 8221) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
R 


iggs ; 
A bill (S. 8222) granting a pension to Mary Greer Barber; and 
A bill (S. 8223) granting an increase of pension to Joseph N. 
Foster. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 


8 (S. 8224) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
unter; 

A bill (S. 8225) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
P. Hargrave; 

A bill (S. 8226) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
B. Carland; and 

A bill (S. 8227) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Johnson. 

Mr. WHYTE introduced a bill (S. 8228) granting a pension 
to Hester B. Parrish; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 8229) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Gault; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 8230) for the relief 
of Harold D. Childs; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8231) to legalize the incorpora- 
tion of the city of Pawhuska, Osage Indian Reservation, Okla., 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8232) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Collins; and 
mS A bill (S. 8233) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

umalt. 

Mr. KEAN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 8234) granting a pension to Georgia L. Burand 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 8235) granting a pension to James Huntington 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. KEAN (for Mr. DRYDEN) introduced a bill (S. 8236) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. Phillips; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 


Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 8237) granting 
an increase of pension to Lydia Irvine; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 8238) for the relief of 
William Foley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8239) to increase the salary of 
the deputy naval officer at the port of Boston; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8240) to establish 
Paul Jones Day in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 8241) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Kavanagh; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. $ 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 8242) granting a pension 
to Ledora J. Weisman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 8243) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Coonrod; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DICK submitted an amendment relative to the pay and 
allowances of the professors of mathematics in the Navy, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted an amendment proposing to 
fix the salaries of the chief justice and five associate justices 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia at $7,000 per 
annum, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment authorizing the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury Department to reopen and restate 
the accounts of Charles A. Davidson and Charles M. Campbell, 
clerks of the United States district courts for Indian Territory, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
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appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (by request) submitted an amendment 
proposing to increase the number of surgeons of the police and 
fire departments in the District of Columbia from four to five, 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $235,000 for expenses of fog signals, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. RAYNER submitted an amendment relative to an appro- 
priation of $130,629.67 for expenses incurred in the reconstruc- 
tion of the Providence Hospital buildings, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL BANK IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 6249) to provide for the establishment of 
an agricultural bank in the Philippine Islands; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—BRIDGET E. CHRYSTIE. 


On motion of Mr. NELSON, it was 


Ordered, That all papers in the files of the office of the Secre of 
the Senate relating to the bill S. 4085, Fifty-eighth Congress, es 
a pension to Bridget E. Chrystie, be withdrawn, there having n no 
adverse report on said Dill. 


LITTLE CONTENTNEA RIVER (N. C.) SURVEY. 


Mr. OVERMAN submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause a survey to be made of the Little Contentnea River, North 
Carolina, from the mouth of same to the town of Ridge Springs, in 
Greene County, N. C., with a view of dredging, — out, and widen- 
ing 2s channel, and to submit a plan and estimate for such improve- 
men 

AMENDMENT OF MEAT-INSPECTION LAW. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry at what time 
the Senate may expect that the bill introduced the first day of 
the present session amending the meat law by putting the cost 
of inspection upon the packers and requiring a label on the cans 
will be reported from the committee? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I was not aware that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] was urgent for an early 
report of the bill. It was my impression that he proposed to 
offer it as an amendment to the agricultural appropriation bill. 
I do not recall that he has asked the committee for a prompt 
report. But if the Senator wishes immediate consideration of 
the bill, I can say to him that the committee will meet within 
three or four days and will be glad to give him a hearing upon 
the bill as a separate measure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to say that in mak- 
ing the query I make no criticism whatever of the committee for 
not earlier reporting the bill. I merely wanted to call the at- 
tention of the committee and of the Senate to it. It was a pro- 
vision in the bill which the Senate unanimously passed last year, 
and it was the provision over which the contention with the 
House occurred. To save the whole bill the Senate receded 
upon these two points, with notice given on the floor at the 
time that the subject would again be brought forward and 
pressed. 

So far as I am concerned, and I am sure others feel the same 
way, there is no disposition at all to drop this matter. Indeed, 
there is a greater disposition to urge it than before. I hold in 
my hand advertisements so large that all the Senate can see them, 
using the language of the bill: “ United States. Inspected and 
passed under the act of Congress of June 30, 1906.” That is the 
kind of an advertisement which the Senator from Vermont cor- 
rectly pointed out to the Senate last year would be worth mil- 
lions of dollars to the meat trust. Yet we are not only giving 
them that, but $3,000,000 a year in cash. 

I merely meant by my query not to criticise the committee at 
all, which, of course, as everybody knows, is one of the most 
faithful and hardest working committees of this or any other 
body, but to call attention to the fact, now that so much of the 
- time of the Senate has been consumed in the Brownsville affair, 
that this matter of amending the meat law along the lines upon 
which the Senate committee took its position last year will be 
pressed. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 24861. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Mercantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the 
borough of North Charleroi, Washington County, to a point in 
Rostrayer Township, Westmoreland County,” approved March 
14, 1904; and 5 

II. R. 24367. An act to authorize the Interstate Bridge and 
Terminal Railway Company, of Kansas City, Kans., to con- 
struct a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Kansas 
City, Kans. 

H. R. 24747, An act providing for the hearing of cases upon 
appeal from the district court for the district of Alaska in the 
circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LAND IN Sr. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1726) 
making provision for conveying in fee the piece or strip of 
ground in St. Augustine, Fla., known as “The Lines,” for 
school purposes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate disagree to 
the House amendment and request a conference upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, the conferees on the part of 
the Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President. appointed 
Mr. NELSON, Mr. McLavurrn, and Mr. Dusors as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


CHANGES IN DISTRICT STREET-RAILWAY TRACKS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I gave notice that on to- 
day I would call up Senate bill 6147. The Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Carrer] has suggested to me that he would very 
much like to proceed this morning with the discussion of the 
unfinished business. I will ask the Senator if we could make 
an arrangement whereby at half past 2 o’clock those who are 
debating the unfinished business will yield to me to call up the 
bill in which I am interested? I think it will not take very, 
long to consider it. 

Mr. CARTER. I certainly will be glad to yield to the Senator 
if I have the floor at that time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With that understanding, I will yield to 
the Senator from Montana. 


SENATOR FROM UTAH. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, with a view of expediting 
the business of the session I desire to ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate for the adoption of the following order. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The proposed order will be read by 
the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


It is agreed by unanimous consent that on Wednesday, Febru: 20, 
1907, immediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning b ess, 
the mate will proceed to consider the resolution S. Res. 142: Re- 
solved, That REED Smoor is not entitled to a seat in the Senate as a 
Senator from the State of Utah,” and that at 4 o'clock p. m. on said 
day the Senate will proceed to vote upon any amendments that may then 
be pesong or offered, and thereupon the resolution itself, without fur- 

er debate. 


05 VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the order pro- 

Mr. LODGE. On what day? 

Mr. BURROWS. The 20th of February. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ithink the order should be subject to the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bills at that late day. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then there would be no object in securing 
the order. We certainly ought to have a vote on the resolution 
before the Congress ends. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere in this matter, but 
I should think that we might be in a situation then which would 
require the attention of the Senate to appropriation bills. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator will bear in mind that this is 
a privileged matter, subject to call at any time under the rules, 
and I think it is the general desire on all sides to have it dis- 
posed of. In the meantime if debate is desired there will be 
ample opportunity for it, and at 4 o’clock on the day named the 
Senate will take a vote on the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the proposed 
order? r 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. * May I ask the Senator from Michigan 
whether or not he has conferred with the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. ForaKer] about the date proposed? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is satisfactory to him? 


`, 


Mr. BURROWS. It is agreeable to him, agreeable to the 


members of the committee, and to Mr. Smoor himself. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the order pro- 
2 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, at this late day in the session, 
with so many appropriation bills not considered, I think every 
unanimous-consent agreement should except appropriation bills. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] yesterday made a request 
of that kind, and said that if he were present he should object. 
I see that that Senator is not in his seat. 

Mr. BERRY. He is in the Chamber. 

Mr. FRYE. If he is in the Chamber, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. BURROWS. In view of the fact that it is a privileged 
matter and can be brought before the Senate at any time by a 
yote, I thought it would expedite business very much to have 
an hour fixed when the yote should be taken—not to have a long 
debate, but to have a vote upon the resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the junior Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Now that the Senator from Maine has returned 
to his seat, I will statė that I was saying he yesterday indicated 
that he would object to any unanimous-consent agreement unless 
the appropriation bills were excepted. 

Mr. HALE. I think the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations has already made that suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the order? 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURROWS. A moment, Mr. President. Do I under- 
stand objection is made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the order as 


proposed. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, if objection is made, I de- 
sire to state that I shall feel it my duty, of course, to press the 
consideration of. this resolution with as much earnestness as its 
privileged character will permit. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Iowa 
will withdraw his objection. Personally I should like to have 
a vote upon this matter at an early date. As to the day which 
has been suggested, if the Senate thinks that would interfere 
at all with the consideration of appropriation bills, I shall be 
glad to have the time for a vote placed at an earlier date. 

I will say, in addition, that rather than take any further time 
of the Seante in this matter, if an earlier date would suit the 
convenience of the Senate, I should be perfectly willing to let 
the vote be taken without any further discussion. I hope the 
Senator from Iowa will withdraw his objection and let the vote 


.be taken upon the. resolution. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Iowa 
will allow this matter to be voted on. It has now been before 
the Senate for almost three years. A day being fixed, not any 
more time will be consumed. I therefore ask the Senator from 
Towa, under the circumstances, in consideration of the impor- 
tance of the matter and in view of the fact that all concerned 
are anxious to haye a vote, not to insist on his objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I could not hear the observa- 
tions of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors]. I do not wish to 
interfere with the vote upon this resolution or with its consid- 
eration. I know it is an important matter, and I believe it 
should be disposed of; but it is customary at this stage of the 
session that appropriation bills, when they are ready for action, 
should be promptly taken up and disposed of. ; 

As I understand the resolution proposed by the Senator from 
Michigan, it is practically to occupy the day on the 20th of 
February. 

Mr. BURROWS. Not necessarily. There will be discussion, 
I presume, and remarks on the matter between now and that 
date. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope so. 

Mr. BURROWS. The order simply provides that at 4 o'clock 
on the day named a yote shall be taken on the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand that the vote will be taken 
at 4 o’clock—a specified time? = 

Mr. BURROWS. At 4 o'clock, as specified in the order. 

Mr. ALLISON. And nothing else? 

Mr. BURROWS. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to say that the question shall be 


taken up at 4 o’clock and disposed of? 


Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. I supposed the day was to be devoted to 
debate. 
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Mr. BURROWS. No; not necessarily. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the order be again read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order proposed by the Senator 
from Michigan will be again read. 
7 5 Secretary read the order proposed by Mr. Burrows, as 
ollows : - 


It is agreed by unanimous consent that on Wednesday, February 20, 
1907, immediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning business, 
the Senate will proceed to consider the resolution S. Res. 142: “Re- 
solved, That REED Soor is not entitled to a seat in the Senate as a 
Senator from the State of Utah,” and that at 4 o'clock p. m. on said 
day the Senate will proceed to vote upon any amendments that may 
then be pending or offered, and thereupon on the resolution without 
further debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. To that I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. I was in error in stating that the resolu- 
tion was not to be taken up after the conclusion of the routine 
morning business, 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator must be mistaken. 

Mr. BURROWS. Under the proposed order the resolution is 
to be taken up at the conclusion of the routine morning business. 
If that is objectionable to the Senator, I have no objection to 
striking that out, and simply provide that on the 20th day of 
February, at 4 o’clock, a vote shall be taken on the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not objectionable to me. I have no ob- 
jection to interpose to the consideration of the resolution. I 
know it is a privileged question. I only wish to call attention 
to the fact that here was a day to be devoted to this subject, and 
that the usual exception, which is made in all resolutions at 
this stage of the session as to the consideration of appropria- 
tion bills, was not provided for. 

I withdraw any objection to the consideration of the order as 
the Senator has modified it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I suppose there is nothing in 
that order which will prevent the discussion of the general sub- 
ject at any time prior to that date. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the adoption 
of the order proposed by the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BACON. I understand the order as presented by the 
Senator from Michigan is now up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is now up for consideration. 

Mr. BACON. With the modification suggested by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALxasoN ], I have no objection to the adoption of 
the order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the order submitted by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Bun- 
Rows] as modified. The order as modified is agreed to. 


ISSUANCE OF LAND PATENTS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted by 
Mr. Carter January 9, 1907, relating to the issuance of patents 
on homestead entries, ete. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I can assure the Senate that 
only a sense of duty could impel me to ask any considerable por- 
tion of its time at this late stage in the short session. It is 
known that adjournment must occur on the 4th of March, and 
it is likewise well known that the regular business of the ses- 
sion will engross the attention of the Senate for nearly every 
available hour of the time intervening between this and that 
date. + 

I had long hoped, and earnestly hoped, that the subject te 
which I feel constrained to address myself briefiy to-day might 
not imperatively call for the remarks I feel called upon to make. 
The serious aspect of the case is presented by. the demand for 
the cooperation of the legislative department of the Government 
in a policy of the Interior Department which, according to my 
judgment, is wholly un-American and utterly indefensible—a 
policy of the Interior Department under which untold hardship 
has been inflicted upon a large and worthy class of our citizens 
living beyond the Mississippi River. 

The appropriation called for by the Interior Department nec- 
essarily involves a complete reversal of the policy of this Gov- 
ernment, steadily, successfully, and beneficently pursued for 
nearly fifty years with reference to settlers on the public do- 
main. 

The resolution presented by me on the 9th of this month, to 
which I briefiy call the attention of the Senate this morning, 
reads as follows: 


Resolved, That under the homestead laws of the United States a 
duly qualified entryman furnish competent evidence of full compli- 
ance with said laws and all rules and r tions promulgated b 
authority thereof is, in the absence of contest or of any charge or evi. 
dence of fraud or mistake, legally entitled to a patent for the land 
embraced in the entry as to which final proot has been so furnished, 
and no executive officer is authorized to forbid and prevent the issu- 
ance and delivery of such patent. 
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The resolution is called forth by an order of the Secretary of 
the Interior directed to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, dated on the 18th of December last, and instructing that 
officer as follows: 


That no patent be hereafter issued to public land under any law 
until by an examination on the ground by a_special agent of your 
Office, or such other officer or agent of this Department as may be 
designated by the Secretary of the Interior, actual compliance with that 
law has been found to exist. 


This order of the honorable Secretary of the Interior ex- 
presses his final estimate of the truth and veracity, the honor 
and integrity, and the good faith of all the settlers on the 
public domain of the United States. 

It likewise calls into question the good faith of every individ- 
ual having dealings of any kind, character, or description with 
the Government of the United States in reference to the public 
lands. The order is without precedent in the history of the 
Government. It is without parallel in the history of any gov- 
ernment, save as applied to provinces, classes, or individuals 
suspected of treasonable designs. It is the culmination of a 
policy unwarranted in fact and founded only on baseless sus- 


‘picion. The public records demonstrate that the order is not- 


only needless, but harsh, cruel, and oppressive. 

For -the last six years sensational reports of evil doings in 
the public-land States have been emanating from the Interior 
Department from day to day so sweeping in their scope as to 
create the impression in other sections that the entire western 
population is, and has been, engaged in a veritable saturnalia 
of criminal conspiracy, fraud, and perjury over the whole broad 
surface of the public domain. Since 1901 insidious interviews 
and boisterous proclamations have passed from the Interior 
Department to the public press reflecting upon all those seeking 
title to public lands. The words “ grafters,” “land grabbers,” 
* conspirators,” “looters of the public domain,” and like terms 
have become a part of the vernacular of the Secretary's office 
in referring to public-land entrymen of all kinds. The routine 
work of the land service has been pillaged in quest of items for 
publication reflecting on individuals and communities. The 
slightest irregularity savoring of scandal or possible sensation 
has been diligently exploited before, during, and after investi- 
gation. Everyone was indicted and no acquittals were eyer re- 
corded in these scandalous reports. The exploitation of evil re- 
ports has been a conspicuous feature of the present Secretary’s 
administration. Fraud has been constantly and vociferously 
shouted from the house tops. Every item or incident colorable 
by suspicion into sensational appearance has been given wings. 
Ordinary occurrences have been magnified into the semblance of 
great events. On the assumption that our settlers are land 
thieyes in the main, the most odious, oppressive, and exasperat- 
ing treatment has been meted out to them in numerous cases for 
the last five or six years. Residents of the public-land States 
no longer enjoy the presumption of innocence, but rather face 
the presumption of guilt. ‘They are charged with conspiracy to 
despoil their own States, to limit their future possibilities by 
oppressing themselves, and with cheating their Government in 
the interest of grasping speculators. No exceptions are made 
by the order of December 18. 

Should some morbid moral delinquent pay nightly visits to the 
dens of vice and make morning calls at the police courts in all 
your splendid eastern cities, and then announce to the world 
from day to day with loud acclaim that crime and moral lep- 
rosy overwhelmed you all, he would, at his pitiable best, play in 
your field the part the Secretary of the Interior and his co- 
horts have played as regards the people of the public-land 
States for the last six years. Unchecked by contradiction, 
emboldened by nonresistance from the West, and unmerited 
applause from other quarters, the Secretary finally violated 
the legal rights and assailed the veracity and integrity of 
hundreds of thousands of entrymen on the public domain by 
and through the brief order complained of. Excluding the, tim- 
bered area of the Northwest, the people of every locality in the 
country concerned well knew that as to their locality the oft-re- 
peated charges of the Secretary were unfounded to any justifiable 
extent; but they supposed, being in possession of the public rec- 
ords, that that official knew of flagrant violations of the law in 
other sections. If frauds were being perpetrated in the acquisi- 
tion of public land, the settlers of every locality in the West 
desired them stopped and the perpetrators punished. As to their 
several neighborhoods residents generally knew the charges 
were wrong, whereas all the people outside of the public-land 
States believed the charges were well-founded, and so believing 
applauded the Secretary as engaged in a righteous crusade 
against crime. The fact that every fraudulent transaction 
complained of was initiated and consummated under the admin- 
istration of the present Secretary was not given publicity. Few 


have stopped to. consider the slender basis of the charges made 
indiscriminately against 15,000,000 of people inhabiting fourteen 
States and three Territories. 

Notwithstanding the expenditure of an excessive amount of 
money by the present Secretary, the truth remains to be told 
that the percentage of fraudulent public-land entries for the last 
eight years, disclosed by investigation, bears about the same 
annual proportion to the whole number of entries as- obtained 
during each of the preceding forty years. It remains to be 
shown by the records that the present Secretary of the Interior 
has been tess efficient during his eight years of service in chal- 
lenging erroneous, improper, or fraudulent land entries than 
were his four predecessors during the eight preceding years. 
Even the abuses under the so-called “timber and stone law,” 
which the Secretary might haye stopped any day, are shown by 
the records to have been shamefully exaggerated. 

I fully realize that even the President of the United States 
has been deceived and alarmed by the current, oft-repeated, 
and uncontradicted reports of the Secretary. The President 
has not been able to go through the records and into the details 
of the Interior Department and its operations. Burdened with 
more work than any of his predecessors have undertaken, the 
President must accept the statements of his subordinates as 
true. He can not check and countercheck them all. 

The President must rely upon the statements of his subordi- 
nates. If he can not place implicit reliance upon the statements 
of a Cabinet officer, he is in a deplorable condition indeed. He 
has relied on the reports of the Secretary of the Interior, as have 
the people generally outside the States to which his accusa- 
tions apply. The President and all others misled by the cru- 
sade of misrepresentation are clearly free from responsibility, 
except to hear the truth as told by the Government records, and 
then to do even-handed justice to an outraged people. 

In the name of justice, in behalf of more than 300,000 entry- 
men on the public domain; in the name of the families depend- 
ent upon them, and of their discredited neighbors, who may 
be witnesses in their behalf, aggregating substantially 2,000,- 
000 people accused and injured, I ask for a hearing from the 
Senate, the President, and the country on the cold and silent 
facts as disclosed by the Government records. 

Let us begin with the homestead settlers, specially referred 
to in my resolution. To the twenty-odd thousand entries under 
other than the homestead laws, and cases contested or pro- 
tested, I will advert later. 

On the 30th of June, 1906, the original and final homestead 
entries of record in the General Land Office aggregated 285,049, 
and the number remains substantially unchanged. On the con- 
servative assumption that the family of the homestead settler 
will average five persons, it follows that 1,425,245 deserving 
people, young and old, are directly concerned. 

The 285,049 homestead entries referred to stand unchallenged 
and entitled to full faith and credit on the public records. The 
men, women, and children residing on the homesteads, aggregat- 
ing in round numbers one and a half million souls, are the home 
builders of the nation, battling with hard conditions on the firing 
line of civilization. 

They are the same class of people who felled the trees, 
grubbed the stumps, and prepared the fertile fields of Ohio; 
they are the same class of people who turned the sod of In- 
diana and Illinois; they are the same class of people who gave 
to the country men of the Lincoln stamp; they are the same 
class who brought the rolling prairies of Iowa from a state of 
nature to a state of superb fertility; they are the same people 
who reduced Kansas and Nebraska and conquered every arable 
acre under cultivation between the Alleghenies and the Pacific 
Ocean. For this class of people this hearing is sought. They 
are as honest to-day as when they felled the trees and grubbed 
the stumps in Ohio; they are as honest to-day as when they 
cheerfully gave their best manhood in defense of the flag of this 
Republic. ‘They are entitled to the consideration of a fair hear- 
ing, and to a just, honest, and fair-minded administration of 
the laws of this land. 

Heretofore, Mr. President, this worthy class of people has 
been honored by the country and encouraged by the Government. 
The order I have quoted at once reverses the policy of the Gov- 
ernment established in the days of Abraham Lincoln and con- 
tinued in unbroken line down to the present administration of 
the Interior Department. The order strikes a deadly blow at 
the material interests of these people and proclaims them all, 
without exception, a band of thieves, unworthy of belief under 
oath as to any transaction with the Government of the United 
States. Yes, it goes further still, for it discredits the two wit- 
nesses required to corroborate the final proof of each entryman, 
thus announcing the conyiction of the Hon. Ethan Allen Hitch 
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cock, Secretary of the Interior, that there are now more than 
three-quarters of a million citizens of the public-land States liv- 
ing on homesteads and attempting to deyelop the country in the 
West who are not worthy of belief under oath; and it is prac- 
tically asserted by the order that this vast body of men are 
engaged in a conspiracy involving fraud, perjury, and theft. No 


exception is made. None are worthy of belief, according to the 
honorable Secretary’s most eXtraordinary order, for no land 
patent will be issued on the final proof submitted by any of them 
until a special agent of the Land Office or an officer or agent 
designated by the Secretary of the Interior makes an examina- 
tion on the ground to see whether or not they have told the 
truth about matters of fact so palpable that he who runs may 
See. 

To those familiar with our land laws and conversant with 
the trials, tribulations, and experiences of the homestead set- 
tler, this order is the very refinement of cruelty and oppres- 
sion. In this conclusion I think all patriotic men will agree 
with me when they have become advised of the truth, and 
these who have heretofore supported this policy of aggression 
against the settlers will, with the ordinary American sentiment 
in favor of fair play, speedily and with zeal undertake to right 
the wrong done these people. < 

What is the homestead law? What is the procedure under it 
to acquire title to public land, and what do the Land Office rec- 
ords disclose as to fraudulent entries and practices under this 
law? Sections 2289, 2290, and 2291 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States contain all there is of the homestead law 
except the portion relating to fees. 

I will ask the Secretary to read these three sections, or, what 
might be better still, I will include them in my remarks, to the 
end that anyone desiring to know what the homestead law is 
may have the text of the statute in connection with the re- 
marks I submit. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly; I am glad to yield. 

Mr. KNOX. I suggest that the sections referred to by the 
Senator be read at the desk. I think it would be interesting 
and informing. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read, at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania, the sections referred to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 2289. Every, person who is the head of a family, or who has 
arrived at the age of 21 years, and is a citizen of the United States, or 
who has filed his declaration of intention to become such, as required 
by the naturalization laws, shall be entitled to enter one-quarter sec- 
tion or a less quantity of unappropriated public lands, to be located in 
a body in conformity to the legal subdivisions of the public lands; but 
no person who is the proprietor of more than 160 acres of land in any 
State or Territory shall acquire any right under the homestead law. 
And 8 peron owning and resi ing on land may, under the pro- 
visions o is section, enter other land lying contiguous to this land, 
which shall not, with the land so already owned and occupied, exceed in 
the ate 160 acres. 

Sec. 2290. That any person applying to enter land under the pre- 
ceding section shall first make and subscribe before the proper: officer 
and file in the proper land office an affidavit that he or she is the head 
of a family, or is over 21 years of age, and that such application is 
honestly and in good faith made for the purpose of actual settlement 
and cultivation, and not for the benefit of any other person, persons, or 
corporation, and that he or she will faithfully and honestly endeavor 
to comply with all the requirements of law as to settlement, residence, 
and cultivation necessary to acquire title to the land applied for; that 
he or she is not acting as agent of any person, corporation, or syndi- 
eate in making such entry, nor in collusion with any person, corpora- 
tion, or syndicate to give them the benefit of the land entered, or any 
part thereof, or the timber thereon; that he or she does not apply to 
enter the same for the purpose of speculation, but in faith to obtain 
a home for himself or herself, and that he or she has not directly or 
indirectly made, and will not make,.any agreement or contract in any 
way or manner with any person or persons, corporation, or syndicate 
whatsoever, by which the title which he or she might acquire from the 
Government of the United States should inure, in whole or in part, to 
the benefit of any person except himself or herself, and upon filing such 
affidavit with the register or receiver on payment of $5, when the entry 
is of not more than 80 acres, and on 8 of 510 when the entry is 
for more than 80 acres he or she shall thereupon be permitted to enter 
the amount of land specified. 

Sec. 2291. No certificate, however, shall be given or 
therefor until the expiration of five years from the date o 
and if at the expiration of such time, or at any time within two years 
thereafter, the person making such entry; or If he be dead, his widow; 
or in case of her death, his heirs or devisee; or in case of a widow 
making such entry, her heirs or devisee; in case of her death, proven 
by two credible witnesses that he, she, or they have resided upon or 
cultivated the same for the term of five years immediately succeed- 
ing the time of filing the affidavit, and makes affidavit that no part 
of such land has been alienated, except as provided in section 2288, 
and that he, she, or they will bear true allegiance to the Government 
of the United Sta then, in such case he, she, or they, if at that 
time citizens of the United States, shall be entitled to a patent, as in 


atent issued 
such entry ; 


other cases provided by law. 
Mr. CARTER. The concluding phrases, “as in other cases 
provided by law,” relates merely to departmental procedure, 


which is set forth under the heading “ Land Patents,” on page 
85 of the General Land Office circular issued in 1904. 

The sections quoted are, with slight amendments, as they 
appeared in the law when signed by President Lincoln in 1862, 
and experience has shown that they constitute the wisest and 
most beneficent body of public-land law ever devised by the 
genius of man. 

The homestead law has been one of the chief inspirations of 
home life, domestic virtue, State pride, and national patriotism 
in the West for nearly half a century. Homes, States, counties, 
cities, yes, and a typical sterling manhood and womanhood are 
its imperishable monuments. 

The procedure in the Land Office is simple, but effectively ar- 
ranged to call forth ample if not unerring evidence of com- 
pliance with the law. After filing, the claimant must reside upon 
the land continuously for five years. As the public domain is 
constantly diminishing and nearly all the very desirable claims 
are taken up, it follows that absence or neglect on the part of 
a claimant will be quickly taken advantage of by some watchful 
home seeker. The Government encourages contests against de- 
linquent or dishonest entrymen by giving to any successful con- 
testant who is qualified the preference right to file on the land 
for thirty days after cancellation of the entry successfully con- 
tested. This preference right given the contestant makes of 
every home seeker a vigilant inspector of all the homestead en- 
tries in his section of the country. Thus from the very day he 
files on the land the settler is subject to the keen scrutiny of in- 
terested persons anxious to contest his claim if cause be given. 
Then after the five years’ residence and the substantial improve- 
ment of his land the claimant is required to prove up. This 
means that he must publish notice of his intention to make final 
proof for thirty days in the newspaper of general circulation pub- 
uenen nearest the land designated by the register of the land 
office. 

At the time and place named in the notice and before the 
designated official the entryman must appear, accompanied by 
two of the witnesses named in his notice. The testimony of the 
claimant and the witnesses is then and there reduced to writing 
in a public office. They must respond to searching interrogatories 
prepared by the General Land Office, for the purpose of bringing 
forth the facts with reference to settlement, improvement, and 
continuous residence upon the land. Having this purpose in view. 
fourteen distinct interrogatories must be specifically answered 
by the claimant himself, and each of the witnesses must sepa- 
rately answer twelve distinct and searching interrogatories, and 
the answers to each and every one of these must show full and 
complete compliance with the law by the homestead entryman. 
The testimony of the witnesses must be taken at the same time 
and place and before the same officer as claimant's final affidavit. 
The answers must be full and complete to each and every ques- 
tion asked, and officers taking the testimony are admonished to 
make no mistake in dates, description of land, or otherwise. 
Finally the claimant and witnesses may be cross-examined at 
the pleasure of the Department, its officers, or agents. 

In order to bring forth all the essential facts with reference to 
residence, cultivation, qualification, the General Land Office has 
prepared fourteen distinct interrogatories upon blanks fur- 
nished the land officers. These interrogatories must be spe- 
cifically, clearly, and unequivocally answered by the claimant. 
There are twelve searching interrogatories directed to each of 
his witnesses, and, finally, the land officers or any special agent 
of the Land Office or the Interior Department may then and 
there cross-examine the applicant or either of his witnesses. 
The answers of course must be full, complete, and adequate in 
order to show the man’s right to the certificate or the patent 
uamed in the last section read from the desk. 

On the blanks furnished by the Land Office for these final 
proofs is printed section 5392 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, which reads as follows: 


TITLE LXX—Crimes—Cu. 4. 


Sec. 5392. Every person who, having taken an oath before a compe- 
tent tribunal, officer, or person, in any case in which a law of the United 
States authorizes an oath to be administered, that he will testify, de- 
clare, depose, or certify truly, or that any written testimony, declara- 
tion, deposition, or certificate by him subscribed is true, willfully and 
contrary to such oath states or subscribes any material matter which 
he does not believe to be true, is 2003 of porsury. and shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of not more than $2, „ a by imprisonment at hard 
labor for not more than five years, and shall, moreover, thereafter be 
incapable of giving testimony in aog egari of the United States until 
such time as the judgment against him is reversed. (See sec. 1750.) 


The homestead final proof is made after more lengthy notice 
and with as much publicity and regularity of procedure as ob- 
tains in the probate of a will disposing of millions in real and 
personal property under the laws of the several States or the 
District of Columbia. The unchallenged witnesses to a will 
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are not discredited by our courts, but it is different in the Inte- 
rior Department, for the honorable Secretary, by the order of De- 
cember 18, impeaches all men who appear as claimants or wit- 
nesses in land cases. ‘These settlers on the public domain are 
met, after these solemn proceedings, with a command from the 
Department of the Interior to repair to their homes and there 
wait until a special agent comes around to ascertain whether 
they have lied or not. It seems that the order is framed upon 
the theory that truth and veracity are below par, even under 
the solemnity of an oath, when you pass west of the Mississippi 
River. The Secretary by this order impeaches every claimant 
who appears at one of these proceedings to prove up. He im- 
peaches every witness who appears. He denounces each and all 
as unworthy of belief. 

The notice required must be shown by affidavit of the pub- 
lisher to haye been published for thirty days, and it must appear 
clearly that the proof is ample and sufficient before the register 
and receiver are authorized to pass favorably upon the entry. 
When the proof is thus favorably passed upon, the case is fully 
made up under the law, rules, and regulations. The claimant 
has stood the scrutiny of all his neighbors and of interested and 
anxious home seekers for five years. He has filed his own sworn 
statement and the sworn statements of two competent and dis- 
interested witnesses, made in public after thirty days’ notice, 
all showing full and satisfactory compliance with the law. <All 
acts and proceedings have been in the open. Having thus 
finally and fully complied with the law and produced evidence 
of such compliance, in accordance with the law and the depart- 
mental requirements, the entryman, in the language of the stat- 
ute, shall be entitled to a patent.” 

Where the final proof has been regularly made, and approved 
by the Land Office officials, the legal right of the claimant to a 
patent on the submission of such proofs, in the absence of fraud 
or mistake charged in the specific case, has been always hereto- 
fore recognized by the Interior Department. That right has 
been affirmed over and over again by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and the Department of Justice is on record, 
through one of its ablest Attorneys-General, in affirmance of the 
right. 

It was held by the honorable Secretary of the Interior in the 
case of the Kern Oil Company v. Clarke (30 L. D., 556) that— 

In the disposition of the pene lands of the United States under 
the laws relating thereto, it is settled law: First, that when a party 
has complied with all the.terms and conditions necessary to the se- 
—— of title to a particular tract of land, he acquires vested interest 
therein, is regarded as equitable owner thereof, and thereafter the Gov- 
ernment holds the legal title in trust for him; second, that the right 
to a patent once vested is, for most purposes, equivalent to a patent 
issued, and when, in fact, issued patent relates back to the time when 
the right to it became fixed. 

This holding of the Interior Department is sound law, except 
that in absence of any charge of fraud or mistake the words in 
the opinion for most purposes should be stricken out and the 
phrase “for all purposes” inserted in lieu thereof. With this 
amendment, certainly pertinent as far as homestead cases are 
concerned, the Department but recognizes the law as repeatedly 
announced by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. Would it interfere with the course of the Sen- 
ator’s argument if I were to ask a question? 

Mr. CARTER. Not at all. 

Mr. FULTON. There is one phase of this matter which the 
Senator from Montana has not discussed and concerning which I 
have not been able to ascertain the facts, and that is this: It is 
proposed to appoint these inspectors or special agents to go out 
and investigate a man’s homestead, ascertain whether or not he 
has complied with the law, after he has made his final proof. 
Now, to whom do the agents make report, and does the entry- 
man have any opportunity to meet the report if an adverse one? 
I haye not been able to learn that he is given any such opportu- 
nity. 

I will say in connection with that, as evidencing how very un- 
just this order is in its operation, that I have received many let- 
ters lately—indeed I have been receiving them all the winter, and 
for something like a year past perhaps, because practically this 
system has been in operation in the State of Oregon for the last 
year or two; all final proof has been suspended—in many cases 
I get letters from entrymen saying that they have made their 
proof; that the inspector or agent has been on the land and ex- 
amined it, and yet they do not know what the report was. They 
hear nothing from it, and they can get no word whether the 
entry is approved or not. 

The very gross injustice of this proceeding can be understood 
when it is taken into consideration that these men get no op- 
portunity to cross-examine the agent. He goes out there as the 
representative of the Department, and really imbued with the 
idea that it is his duty to find fraud. He makes a report, and 
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that overcomes the testimony of the homesteader and his wit- 
nesses. They have no opportunity to meet him or to see his 
report or to cross-examine him, although they have been sub- 
jected and submitted to cross-examination. 7 

Mr. CARTER. I will endeavor to reach that phase of the 
matter a little later. The special agency service is in the 
nature of star-chamber proceedings. 

At the present time I should like permission of the Senate 
to fix the question of the legal right, upon the submission of 
proof, to the patent, as prescribed by law. Passing from the 
holding of the Interior Department, I call the attention of the 
Senate to the views of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In the case of Witherspoon v. Duncan (4 Wallace, 210), the 
court considered a case wherein it appeared that a portion of 
the public domain within the limits of the Territory of Arkan- 
sas was ceded by treaty to the Cherokee Indians west of the 
Mississippi, and provision was made by the treaty for the re- 
moval of settlers from the lands ceded to the Indians. As in- 
demnity for the loss of improvements, trouble, and expense of 
removing, each settler was granted the right to take other 
public land situated in Arkansas in lieu of the land surrendered. 
A claim based on one of these lieu-land rights was presented 
to the land office at Little Rock, Ark., with appropriate proofs, 
and thereupon a certificate of entry was issued for the lieu land 
in May, 1830. The patent for this land did not issue until 1846. 
In 1842 the land was listed for taxation under the State laws, 
and thereafter sold for nonpayment of taxes. The question 
before the court was the validity of the tax levy and sale. If 
the lands in question were public lands of the United States, 
they were not taxable. If regarded as private lands, they were 
subject to taxation. In disposing of the case the court said: 

In no just sense can lands be said to be public lands after they have 
been entered at the land office and a te of entry obtained. If 

ublic lands before entry, after it they are private property. * * * 

at it is insisted that there is a difference between a cash and a dona- 
tion entry; that the one may be complete when the money is ee 
but the other is not perfected until it is confirmed by the General d 
Office and the patent issued. * If the law on the subject is 
complied with and the en conforms to it, it is difficult to see wh 
the right to tax does not attach as well to the donation as to the cas 
entry. In either case, when the entry is made and certificate given, 
the particular land is segregated from the mass of public land and he- 
comes private property. In the one case the entry is complete when 
the money is paid; in the other when the required proofs are furnished. 
In neither can the patent be withheld if the original entry was lawful. 

Again, the Supreme Court in the case of Van Brocklin v. 
State of Tennessee (117 U. S., 169) said: 


And the reason why, after lands have been duly entered at the land 
office and everything has been done to entitle the party to a patent, 
they have by long usage confirmed by the decisions of this court been 
considered, before the patent is actually taken out, as subject to State 
taxation, in that the lands are in truth no longer public property, but 
have become private property. 


The Supreme Court, in Cornelius v. Kassel (128 U. S., 460- 
461), said: 


When the tract which was subject to entry was purchased and paid 

for it ceased to be subject to the disposal of the United States. It 
was not in fact their property. (Carroll v. fford, 3 Howard. 
460; Witherspoon v. Duncan, 4 Wall 210-218.) The legal title, it 
is true, was retained by them, but they held it as trustee for the bene- 
fit of the purchaser, and they were bound, upon proper application, to 
issue him patent therefor. If from inadvertence or mistake as to 
their rights or other cause they afterwards conveyed that title to an- 
other, the grantor, with notice, took it subject to the equitable claim 
of the first purchaser, who could compel its transfer to, him. In all 
cases a court of equity would convert the second purchaser into a 
trustee of the true owner and compel him to convey the legal title. 


From the opinions quoted the law seems to be settled by the 
decisions of the Supreme Court in harmony with the contention 
of the pending resolution. This conclusion seems, as pre- 
viously stated, to have been recognized by the Department of 
the Interior, and has also been recognized as the settled law by 
the Department of Justice, for in 1881 the question was sub- 
mitted by the War Department to Hon. Wayne MacVeagh, At- 
torney-General, as to the right of the Government to take for 
military purposes lands covered by an unperfected homestead 
entry. 

In the opinion, which was approved by Acting Secretary Bell, 
of the Interior Department, the Attorney-General said: 


The claim of the settler is Initiated by an entry of the land. This is 
effected by makiye application at the proper land office, filing the affida- 
vit, and paying the amount required by section 2290, Revised Statu 
and also paying the commissions as required by section 2288, Revis 
Statutes. It is true a certificate of entry is not then given, the certifi- 
cate being under section 2291, Révised Statutes, withheld until the ex- 
piration of five years from the date of such entry, at the end of which 
period, upon proof of settlement and cultivation during that period and 
payment of the commissions remaining to be paid, it is issued; but 
upon the entry a Fight in favor of the settler would seem to attach to 
the land which is le to be defeated only by failure on his part to 
— — With the requirements of the homestead law in regard to settle- 
ment and cultivation. This right amounts to an equitable interest in 
the land subject to the future 


rformance by the settier of certain con- 
ditions (in the event of which 


e becomes vested with full and complete 
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ownership), and until forfeited by failure to perform the conditions it 
must, re nk, prevail, not only against individuals, but against the Gov- 
ernment. 


In actual practice the register and receiver of the local land 
office delivers to the claimant a final receipt on submission of the 
required proof and the payment of the statutory fees. The land 
thereupon becomes subject to taxation, and the receipt is held by 
the State courts sufficient evidence of legal title to sustain an 
action of ejectment. The final receipt, held by the courts and 
always regarded heretofore as the equivalent of the patent soon 
to follow from Washington, is accepted joyously by the man, 
through whose patience, industry, and self-sacrifice it has been 
won. The family is now secure in its well-earned home, and 
the future looks brighter and better. The credit formerly with- 
held will now be extended to enable the struggling toiler to buy a 
few cattle or other needed stock, to make the farm more profit- 
able and the labor less exacting. The good wife and children 

may now hope to enjoy a few of the long-deferred comforts of 
life, so much needed in and about their humble home. 

The accumulated capital of five years’ patient endeavor is 
made available to meet many pressing needs of long standing. 
The sod roof on the log cabin will soon give way to shingles, 
and the oldest boy or girl may go away to school. This is as it 
used to be. But now, under the order of the honorable Secre- 
tary of the Interior, all is changed. The claimant and his two 
witnesses are now a trio suspected of perjury, and under that 
suspicion they must rest until some special agent finds time to 
relieve them at the expense of the Federal Government. When 
the relief may come no one can tell. That it will be tardy ex- 
perience demonstrates, for the pernicious practice, made uni- 
versal by the honorable Secretary’s order of December 18, has 
been indulged to a considerable extent for some time. In cer- 
tain cases, I am informed, the poor settlers have been held in 
painful suspense for years after final proof, either awaiting ar- 
rival of the special agent or waiting to hear from his report. 
Just picture to yourself the settler and his family on the lonely 
prairie or in the mountain glen.- For five years he has toiled 
and struggled to maintain himself and those dependent upon 
him. On the average he has been in debt every day of that 
time, and his credit being poor the interest rate has been high. 
The land, fairly earned, is his only capital. In support of his 
right to a patent he produces proof sufficient to sustain a con- 
viction of murder in the first degree. In the face of all this 
his right under the law is denied him, and he is sent home from 
the land office with his witnesses suspected of felony and com- 
manded to await the coming of a special agent or an officer of 
the Interior Department to clear up the suspicion. 

Honor is not confined to Cabinets, nor do special agents ap- 
pointed at Washington monopolize the Sentiment. Waiving de- 
nial of the title their toil has fairly won, who can measure the 
pain these suspected men are doomed to suffer through that 
“chastity of honor which feels a stain like a wound?” An im- 
plied charge of perjury has been affixed where a badge of honor 
should have been attached. To all this the torture of suspense 
is added, for the discredited homesteader has a long period of 
anxious waiting in store for him. He can not stock the farm, 
because he has no basis of credit. He dare not make additional 
improvements, because the special agent may report against 
him or the land be lost on a technicality. He can only wait; and 
I understand that some haye now been waiting for four years or 
more. The pathetic victims of this iniquitous policy could not 
appeal in vain for sympathy to the bowels of a brute. 

We are tardy in demanding to know what overwhelming pub- 
lic necessity cries out for the immolation of so many thousands 
of innocent victims on the altar of suspicion. The Congress and 
the country should know. Congress does not intend that its 
laws shall be executed in a spirit of cruelty or wrath, and the 
American people, inherently fair and just, need only be informed 
in order that the potent force of enlightened public opinion may 
be extended to stay the hand of injustice and oppression. 

Measuring my words-with care, I say that the order of the 
honorable Secretary of December 18 last is both unjust and op- 
pressive; and, further still, I here aver that the records of the 
Interior Department do not furnish justification for the order; 
but, on the contrary, those records demonstrate that the order is 
not only unjustified, but clearly indefensible as to homestead 
settlers. 2 

To the record, then, let us appeal. During the last eight years 
Congress has, by appropriations, placed at the disposal of the 
honorable Secretary $1,905,161.20, or, in round numbers, $2,000,- 
000, for the payment of special agents and inspectors to oversee 
public-land entries. During the same period $4,727,282 were 


paid to local land officers. The agencies paid these vast sums 
have all been under control of the Secretary to detect fraud 
and evasion of the law. On an average thousands of citizens 
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haye annually contested entries at their own expense for the 
reward of a preference right to enter the land if successful in 
the contest. With the munificent fund at the disposal of the 
Secretary, supplemented by the interested efforts of a large body 
of citizens and the keen vigilance of thousands of others alert 
for a chance to contest, it will be conceded that all vulnerable 
entries have been assailed. 

The pending original and final homestead entries have aver- 
aged about 300,000, and the protests by special agents and the 
contests by individuals have approximately averaged less than 
12,000 during each of the last five years. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 5 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Montana 
whether this order applies only to homestead entries? 

Mr. CARTER. The order reads: “No patent shall issue 
under any law.” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator also state whether or 
not this order was made under the express direction of the 
President? 

Mr. CARTER. I shall endeavor to reach that part of the 
discussion. I understand that it was agreeable to the Presi- 
dent to have the order issued upon the misrepresentation of the 
facts by the Secretary of the Interior. I propose to show that 
the statements of the Secretary to the effect that fraud existed 
to any appreciable extent were statements made in direct con- 
3 of the facts as shown by the records of his own 
office. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have observed that the Senator is in- 
dulging in a very severe criticism regarding the Secretary of 
the Interior, and it occurred to me that if the Secretary of the 
Interior acted under the express direction of the President the 
President himself should not be exempt from criticism. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I accept it as a fact that the 
President of the United States has relied exclusively for his 
information upon the representations of his Cabinet officer. I 
propose to show that those representations were false and that 
they in no considerable degree justify the order. If I succeed 
in showing that I think the order will be made to conform to 
justice and legality. 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator to refer to the figures 
he gave a moment ago as to the number of patents per year? I 
have the number 12,000 contested claims, but I have not the 
larger number given. A 

Mr. CARTER. I am referring in this to the total number of 
entries and to the numbers put in jeopardy by special agents’ 
protests. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. May I have the total number of en- 
tries, please? 

Mr. CARTER. There were pending in the General Land 
Office July 1, 1906: 


Original homestead entries 271,178 
Wine! homestead enttien: 2 an S 13, 
TORI eed Sy ae Sie Sh A RS Sy EEN 285, 049 
Entries protested by special agents: 
Original homestead entries d 7, 533 
Final homestead entries k- 4444„% 995 
Commuted homestead entries 1, 798 
la petra etna eg as ep tegen cage ani 10, 326 
Homestead entries contested by private individuals , 668 
Total contests and protests 11, 994 


As the 11,994 entries in controversy are not included in the 
285,049, the two totals must be added, as I understand, to accu- 
rately show the whole number pending, thus making the aggre- 
gate substantially 300,000, as previously stated. 

The result is that the combined efforts of a large band of well- 
paid Government officers and a still larger body of interested 
individuals discover flaws and delinquencies in approximately 
4 per cent, on an average, of all the entries pending under the 
homestead law at any given date. 

Mr. WARREN. Let me ask how many of the 12,000 cases 
finally failed and patent denied. Some must haye been cleared 
by the examination of the Office. 

Mr. CARTER. The Commissioner of the General Land Office 
reports that 91 per cent of those challenged are passed to patent 
after full investigation. 

Mr. WARREN. That is what I wanted to find out. 

Mr. CARTER. I shall reach them. This amounts to about 
4 per cent approximately, on an average, of all the entries 
pending. 

This is far below the average defaults of merchants, who 
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surely do not willfully fail. It is an exceptional record of faith- 
ful compliance with the law, when we consider the limited 
means of this brave-hearted army of honest struggling men. 
But it is not a surprising record, for are they not moved by 
high and holy motives? The builder of the home is the builder 
of an altar. His aims are pure and high. Fraud and falsehood 
are strangers to his design. But the percentage of the home- 
stender's delinquencies must be reduced still further by the in- 
exorable logic of the records of the honorable Secretary’s office. 

On authority of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
I am happy to state that of all the homestead entries suspended 
on reports of special agents, approximately only 9 per cent 
are canceled; whereas, after full inyestigation, 91 per cent are 
approved for patent. The correct quotient resuting is there- 
fore 9 per cent of 4 per cent of the average of pending home- 
stead entries. This figured out so the primary pupil will 
understand shows that 4 per cent of 300,000 (the approximate 
total of average pending homestead entries) equals 12,000 
(the number of entries protested and contested by special 
agents and individuals), and 9 per cent of 12,000 equals 1,080, 
that being the approximate average of entries canceled. Thus we 
find about 1 final homestead entry in every 300 is canceled on an 
agent's protest for failure to strictly comply with the law. The 
number of original filings canceled because of abandonment, 
mistake in description, relinquishments, and the like do not be- 
long in the category of fraudulent entries, against which the 
Secretary’s order is directed. 

But why pursue the calculation beyond the ridiculous degree 
to which the figures, given from the Department records, re- 
duce the honorable Secretary. He asks Congress to appro- 
priate an extra $500,000, to be immediately available, in aid of 
his insane or maleyolent design to discredit and persecute on 
an average 299,000 homestead settlers, because, forsooth, 1,000 
persons offering final proof have been found to fall short of full 
compliance with all the requirements of the law. This large 
sum, mark you, is to be in addition to the current appropriation 
of $250,000, thereby making $750,000 to pursue the 1 delin- 
quent out of every 300 final homestead entrymen. 

As to the homestead entries, the sweeping order of the Secre- 
tary and his demand for 500,000 extra dollars to aid in its 
execution, discloses such ignorance of the facts and of the 
records of his own Department as to place the order beneath 
contempt, and leaves its author subject only to pity. His sub- 
ordinates undoubtedly know better, but they must ask for the 
means to comply. with his order, which is their law, and in 
doing so they necessarily expose its absurdity. 

In efficiency and fidelity the General Land Office force is 
not excelled by any body of public seryants in the employ of the 
Government. < 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me to ask a ques- 
tion pertinent to that point? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Is it not true that a very large per cent 
of the small per cent of cancellations are for mistakes and not 
for fraud? 

Mr. CARTER. A very large per cent. There may be mis- 
takes in description of township or range, or the wrong subdi- 
vision of a section may be given, and therefore the Office can 
not issue the patent. The entry may be canceled for any one 
of a number of irregularities and the cancellation does not show 
or imply fraud except now and then. 

Mr. President, I haye known of these Land Office employees, 
the clerks at Washington, for many years, and I warrant now 
that the illegal disposition of public lands through forest-reserve 
scrip and other devices, would not have occurred during the 
last eight years if the Secretary of the Interior had allowed the 
experienced and capable men and women of the General Land 
Ollice to execute the law free from his arbitrary and stupid in- 
terferences. We would not have heard of the scandals that 
have occurred in connection with the lieu-land operations in 
the forest reserves, for I think it is a fact that the Land Office 
force was arbitrarily overruled and compelled against their 
judgment deliberately formed to give away millions of acres 
of the public land to the railroad corporations under that lieu- 
land law which was never intended to apply to a railroad land- 
grant company at all. But that is alien to the present dis- 
course. 

What have we reached from a pursuit of the record of home- 
stead entries, followed from the view point of fraud? Let me 
recapitulate: Out of every 300 entries, on the average one final 
entry, challenged by a special agent or otherwise, is canceled. 
During 1904 and 1905 the Land Office tables were elaborated to 
show the final and commuted homestead entries canceled. That 
record is so instructive that the Secretary’s order must have 
been issued in ignorance of its story. The average final and 


commuted homestead entries in 1904 is shown to be 25,928, and 
the total cancellations of those classes of entries during that 
whole year reached the wonderful total of 80. This reaches 
the bed rack of fractions. Figure for yourself what percentage 
80 is of the sum of 25,928, and you will have the fractional per 
cent, not of fraudulent, but of illegal and defective commuted 
and final homestead entries for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904. 

In 1905 the commuted and final homestead entries averaged 
13,590, and during that year 81 were canceled on agents’ protests, 
charging noncompliance with the law. But the average daily 
pending cases does not show the total to be taken into account 
at all 

In 1905 there were 38,802 homestead patents issued, whereas 
only 81 final entries were found to be defective or fraudulent. 
What percentage of 38,802 is 81? In other words, there were 
38,883 final homestead entries passed to patent in 1905 less only 
81, which were found fraudulent or defective. Can anyone con- 
ceive effrontery more immeasurable than that, which orders that 
the 38,802 honest entrymen shall be indefinitely held under 
odious suspicion, at the sacrifice of vital interests and wounded 
feelings, while a horde of Government agents make the rounds 
through weary years, because 81 persons have fallen short of 
the exacting requirements of an administration of the Interior 
Department, professionally honest and severely hypercritical? 
An appeal to reason on such a proposition would be offensive to 
intelligent men, 

On authority of a principle as old as our civilization, it is 
held to be infinitely better for society that ninety and nine guilty 
men should go free rather than that one innocent men should be 
punished. This rule responds to man’s innate desire to be just, 
and it is the outgrowth of his indescribable aversion to the 
punishment of innocence. Not so with the honorable Secretary 
of the Interior. With the records of his office showing that 
for sixteen years past 299 final homestead entrymen have, on 
the average, proved true and faithful to one delinquent found, 
the Secretary issues an order casting a most serious impu- 
tation upon the 299 honest men, and on the suspicion created 
by the one delinguent he ordains and directs, by the order 
issued, that they shall suffer bitter humiliation and indefinite 
delay pending the arrival at their homes of some special agent, 
deputized to find fault and predisposed so to do, 

I have heard of an agent reporting an entry for cancellation 
because the house in which the poor settler had sheltered his 
family for years was not what the agent thought it should be 
to show good faith. It was all the house the man could afford 
while striving for a better one. Yet this great Government, 
through a special agent, proposed to penalize the property of 
that struggling man. The Secretary now. proposes to subject 
every settler to the jurisdiction of the special agents.- An oath, 
the strongest link among men, loses its sanctity in the eyes of 
the Secretary when taken by a settler on the public domain or 
by witnesses appearing in his behalf. Why not dispense with 
the oath in dealing with settlers if it is only the special agent's 
report on which reliance is placed? But why question fur- 
ther? As to the final homestead entries the Secretary’s order 
falls to the ground discredited as a gross absurdity by the 
incontrovertible records of his own Department. The order 
is not only illegal, but, in point of fact, utterly vicious and in- 
defensible. Fair inspection will demonstrate that the order has 
no just application to any sort of land entry, save in those rare 
exceptions wherein fraud is charged or suspected on reasonable 
grounds. The people themselyes will always prove the most 
faithful guardians of righteousness and fair dealing. Keep the 
Government agencies open to receive complaints and the people 
will expose fraud, and then the way of the Government is clear. 

The people justly place much reliance on the statements of a 
member of the President's Cabinet, and therefore naturally 
desire and confidently expect to find justification for his assigned 
reason for any questioned official action. Hence it might be 
assumed that, even conceding the demonstration of his error as 
to final homestead entries, warrant for his order may be found 
in abuses disclosed under other land laws. While it is difficult 
to perceive how irregularities arising in the administration of 
one law can fairly support obvious injustice to a large class 
of citizens affected by the execution of another law, we may 
nevertheless profit by a brief summary of the ascertained facts 
concerning the operations of all the land laws. 

Title to public land may be acquired under the general laws 
commonly known as the homestead law, the timber and stone 
act, the desert-land law, the conl-land laws, and the mineral- 
land laws. 

Under all these laws public-land entries appear by filings 
or applications, which are recorded in the General Land Office. 
The filings of entrymen who fail to comply with the law are 
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canceled. The vast majority of defaults and resulting cancella- 
tions occur before any attempt is made to prove up and obtain 
patent. Therefore it must be borne in mind in basing computa- 
tions upon the figures that the aggregate number of cancella- 
tions in any given year only embraces a very small proportion of 
the final entries against which the Secretary’s order of Decem- 
ber 18 is directed. 

Figure for yourself an average of 320,000 people starting out 
to comply with all the various laws referred to, and you can 
readily understand how a considerable number will fail for 
any one of an almost infinite variety of causes prior to the time 
final proof must be made under the law. Death, abandonment, 
change of purpose, mistake in descriptions, etc., result in per- 
haps 10 per cent of the original entrymen failing to apply for 
patent. In running the gantlet for five years it is rather sin- 
gular that a greater per cent of the homestead settlers do not 
surrender in the presence of the obstacles that confront them 
from the very beginning. In the vast majority of cases such 
failures are brought to the attention of the Department by a 
letter or suggestion from some one living in the vicinity of the 
abandoned land. 

Upon the receipt of such a communication the General Land 
Office directs a letter to the entryman at his last known ad- 
dress, citing him to show cause before the register and receiver 
of the local land office at a given date why his filing should not 
be canceled. If he fails to appear and show cause at the time 
and place designated, the land office proceeds without further 
ceremony to cancel his entry. In this way probably 90 per cent 
of the aggregate cancellations of original filings are made. The 
original filings or entries protested by the special agents of the 
Land Office are usually found in timber regions, where the agent 
is advised that the entryman may have made the filing for the 
purpose of cutting the timber. The entryman in such a case is 
liable to the Government for damages for the timber cut and 
liable to criminal prosecution as well, his mere original filing be- 
ing no justification for timber trespass. 

Under the various general laws original and final entries were 
pending in the General Land Office on July 1, 1906, as follows: 


Original homestead entries „45 271,178 
Final homestead entries 13, 871 46 
Original desert-land entries 20, 668 
Final desert-land entries 3, 

23, 674 
ober and stone nee 2. 189 
Coal-land entries 6 


Mineral entries 


yrs (plea Ae ere A ae ee ae te — 312. 625 
At the same time there were pending and protested by special 
agents of the Government entries as follows: 


Original homestead entries 5 — 7, 533 
Final homestead entries „! 
Commuted homestead entries 1, 798 


Original desert-land entries. 
Final desert-land entries 


Timber and stone CULT aaa ß — 2 189 
bie to. awed ele Saks ss tS ee E a ek ee 222 
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On the same date entries pending, subject to contest by indi- 
viduals, appear to be: 
Homestead entries 
Desert-land entries 
Timber and stone land entries 
Mineral-land entries 
Teen . ete ane 


This seems, at first sight, quite a formidable array, making an 
aggregate of 14,034 entries of all kinds calling for investigation 
on protests filed by special agents and pending at the beginning 
of the current fiscal year. 

Let us analyze the figures. With the 2,060 entries contested 
by individuals the Government is chiefly concerned only as it is 
under obligation to do justice between individuals contesting for 
title or right of possession. 

The 14,034 cases protested by the Government agents embrace 
the fraud charges requiring full investigation. At the very out- 
set we may inquire how truly alarming are the conditions of a 
service exhibiting 14,034 cases involving alleged fraud, default, 
or irregularity in a total aggregate of 328,620 land entries. Cal- 
culation shows that this number is only a shade over 4 per 
cent, but the real test is not presented by the number of entries 
protested, but by the number actually canceled after protest and 
full investigation. 

It will be found on close inspection and accurate analysis that 
less than 1 per cent of the final entries under any of the laws 
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turn out to be fraudulent. As to the homestead law we have 
seen that about one-third of 1 per cent are canceled. 

We have all heard much of the great frauds being perpe- 
trated under a cloak of the timber and stone law. To this law 
particular attention has been called by the Interior Department 
since 1901, and I submit in all candor that anyone who has 
read the various sensational statements made, involving charges 
of fraud under this law, would be led to believe that scarcely, 
any of the timber and stone entries are made in good faith or 
are entitled to consideration. I have never regarded the law as 
making wise provision for the disposition of timbered land, and 
I think it should be repealed, for the reason that it does not 
yield the Government an adequate return, nor does it permit 
of reasonable provision for the protection of the forests. En- 
tertaining these views, I confess that I believed there was 
some substantial basis of fact behind the reports of frauds prac- 
ticed under this law. If any credence at all is to be given to 
the reports of the honorable Secretary, his special attention has 
been directed to this class of entries for many years. As I have 
stated, he has had at his disposal since 1900 substantially 
$2,000,000 available for the investigation of fraudulent prac- 
tices under all the land laws, and it is not unreasonable to sup- 
pose that he made special efforts to bring to book those seeking 
to defraud the Government under the timber and stone law. 

I made an examination of the records with a view to ascer- 
taining the number of timber and stone entries protested and 
canceled from 1890 to the close of the fiscal year 1905, and 
found that from 1890 to 1905, inclusive, over 30,000 timber 
and stone entries had been protested by special agents of the 
Government, and of these, after full investigation and hearing, 
only 498 were canceled. The cancellations prior to 1899, when 
the present Secretary took charge, were much greater than 
since his administration began; for instance, since 1899 about 
17.542 timber and stone entries have been protested and but 
a fraction of 1 per cent were canceled. True, about 4,000 are 
still pending, but on the ratio established it is evident they 
are merely being held in limbo in the absence of facts sufficient 
to warrant their cancellation. 

It seemed to me, in the light of all that had been said, there 
must be some mistake in my calculations, and under these cir- 
cumstances I was as thoroughly surprised as the Senate and 
the country will be surprised to receive, in response to an in- 
quiry, a letter and a tabulated statement from the General Land 
Office, reading as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1907. 
Hon. THOMAS H. 


CARTER. 
United States Senate. 
My Dear Senator: In compliance with your request of the 9th in- 
t, I transmit herewith statement showing the number of timber and 
stone land entries made during the fiscal years ended June 30, 1900, 
1901, 1902, 1903, 1904, 1905, and 1906, inclusive, the number canceled 


during eac l year, and the approximate number pending in this 
Office on July 1, 1906. 
Very respectfully, — (Signed) W. A. RICHARDS 


Commissioner, 


Statement of the number of timber and stone land entries made from 
July 1, 1899, to June 30, 1906, together with number of such entries 
canceled during said period and the number pending on July 1, 1906. 


Fiscal year— Entries. 


SRO NOA 


Timber and stone entries pending in the General Land Office on July 
1, 1906, 4,000, approximately. 

From this table we perceive that since July 1, 1899, 41,347 
entries have been made under the timber and stone law, and of 
these only 72 entries have been canceled. In the year 1900 
2,385 entries were made and only 1 entry canceled; in 1901 
8,031 entries were made and only 7 entries canceled; in 1902 
4,022 entries were made and only 6 were canceled; in 1903 
12,249 entries were made and only 25 were canceled; in 1904 
9,435 entries were made and only 6 were canceled; in 1905 5,188 
entries were made and only 13 entries were canceled; in 1906 
5,037 entries were made and of these only 14 were canceled. 

During the last fiscal year the Secretary had at his disposal 
between $250,000 and $300,000 with which to employ special 
agents to probe this alleged seat of festering fraud and corrup- 
tion, and yet during that year only 14 of the entries were found 
fraudulent or irregular. 

During each of the preceding years, back to July 1, 1899, the 
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Secretary has been supplied with ample funds to investigate and 
expose fraudulent timber and stone entries, and under the cir- 
cumstances we well ask why in all that period only 72 of this 
class of entries were canceled on the books of the Land Office 
out of a total of 41,347 entries made. 

These figures and facts, from the records of the Interior De- 
partment, relating to the operations of the timber and stone 
law, taken in connection with the vociferous charges of fraud 
sent forth from the Interior Department in and out of season 
for years, justifies us in citing the honorable Secretary to show 
cause why he should not be held guilty, either of willful and 
deliberate misrepresentation ef his own records to the public, 
or else guilty of utter inefficiency in the administration of the 
law. He can not escape both charges. His Department has 
either with his connivance or by his direct utterances misrepre- 
sented the facts with reference to the existence of fraud, or he 
is convicted by the record of delinguency amounting to criminal 
culpability. If his representations when made were true, why 
did he not bring the guilty parties forward, cancel their entries, 
and insist upon their punishment? If he has administered his 
office honestly and with reasonable intelligence, then it follows 
that the 72 entries canceled out of over 41,000 entries presented 
convicts him of having deceived the public. 

Much has been said about fraud in connection with coalland 
entries. So much bas been said, indeed, that I figure that the 
readers of our current literature are warranted in the belief 
that there.has been a mighty rush by citizens all over the public- 
land States to acquire title to coal lands. You would believe 
that unless the strong arm of the Government is interposed the 
millions upon millions of acres of coal lands will be taken up 
before breakfast to-morrow. Finding so many infirmities in 
reports made in other directions, I have looked up somewhat the 
coal-land question. I expect to give some attention to this 
matter a little later, but for the present I desire to incorporate 
a statement taken from the records of the General Land Office, 
which shows that since the passage of the law ef 1873 only 
2.878 coal entries have been made in all the vast region from 
the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, and from the Cana- 
dian line to the Mexican border. In thirty-three years only 
2.878 entries have been made. These entries embraced only 
406370.18 acres. The Government has received for less than 
half a million acres of land $6,169,854.55. This statement shows 
that during a period extending over thirty-three years there 
has been upon an average one coal entry every four days in 
all the vast region to which I have referred. Of all these coal 
entries, few have been found fraudulent. Less than one-half 
of 1 per cent will cover the total number. Of those challenged 
by the Interior Department, the Commissioner advises me that 
only 3 per cent are found defcctive, and that 97 per cent of 
those challenged are, after full investigation, passed to patent. 

The statement to which I refer is as follows: 


Stetemen*, by fiscal years, of the disposal of coal lands from July 1, 
,878, to September zu, 1906, under the act of March 3, #73 ( Stat. 
G07). 
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1,181.59 | $14,783.50 
1,901.95 | 22/249. 50 
21202.40 | — 32,024.00 
1,115.00] 13 500.00 

200. 00 4,090.00 
200.80 2,416.00 
2,947.13 | 37,408.60 
5,615.58 | 70,404. 50 
8,705.26 | 124,641.20 

19,361.04 | 356,944. 40 
8,118.73 | 129,628.60 
5,955.13 94. 282.80 

10. 148. 73 136. 260, 60 

45,741.30 | 210,513.50 

20,226.75 | 484.843. 10 

31,829.00 | 554,549.20 

22259.87 3558, 069.50 
9,625.83 134,840.35 
6,326.66 | 122,534.20 

12,288.84 | 207, 938,50 
2705.42 40,943. 30 
3.650.180 | 71,402.00 
4.049. 10 78. 782.00 
4.209. 85 56,895. 90 
4,758.63 88,011.60 
5,591.93 | 102, 905.00 

12 182.67 | 225, 358. 99 

14,855.91 | 270,788.00 

18,236.90 | 232 897.79 

42,168.72 | 549,075. 80 

29, 107.42 | 400.409. 90 

21,336.85 | 280, 802. 40 

44,264.75 | 565,902. 90 
3. 789.64 64, 780. 00 

370. 169, 854. 


In recent years the coal and mineral entries have been com- 
‘bined in the records of the General Land Office, and it is difficult 
to get exact figures with reference to coal entries. An Execu- 
tive order was recently issued withdrawing in Wyoming, Mon- 
tana, Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, Washington, North and 
South Dakota, and Oregon 64,193,360 acres supposed to contain 
coal. This order was made because of the apprehension that the 
people residing out there will, unless something is done about it, 
take all of the coal out of the land, burn it up, and charge the 
settlers too much or monopolize a commodity so easily accessible 
and so widely diffused! I do not wish at this time to go over 
the question, but I think the proposition appears somewhat 
grotesque in the light of the fact that in over thirty-three years 
less than 407,000 acres have been taken up under the coalland 
laws in all the vast region embraced in the publictland States. 
For the lands thus taken the Government has received the high- 
est price ever charged by any government for coal lands bearing 
coal of an inferior quality. The land has been sold at from $10 
to $20 an acre, and the Government has received, as I have sug- 
gested, for the land sold over $6,000,000. If coal lands are 
entered in the future as they have been in the past in the States 
I have named, the lands withdrawn will all be entered in from 
five to six thousand years from now. ‘That is double the time 
since the Christian era began and then one-half the time added 
beyond that. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, in amplification of what the 
Senator from Montana says, in the case of Wyoming, which 
seems to have been considerably in the limelight of late as to 
coal matters, taking the last eight years for example, we have 
had less than 20,000—in fact, about 19,00 —acres of coal land 
taken, and the Government right now has over 16,000,000 acres 
of reserved alleged coal land. The engineers of the State have 
reported that there are still more coal lands not yet reserved, 
and at that ratio it will take something over eight thousand 
years to exhaust what is now reserved by the Government, or a 
matter of perhaps ten thousand years to exhaust so much as the 
Wyoming State engineers believe to be underlaid with coal of 
the public lands of Wyoming. 

Mr. CARTER. ‘To that we shall give due attention when the 
question is brought forward; and the discussion will prove very 
interesting from a statistical and from an economic point of 
view. 

I will state here and now the firm conviction in my mind 
that it is the inherent right of the people living in a State to 
own the soil of the State, and that they should be permitted to 
acquire it. It is my. belief that it will enervate this country 
to make it a land of landlords and tenants, however beneficent 
the landlord may be, or however big and strong. I believe in 
protecting for the American people that personal initiative 
which has been at the basis of our majestic from the 
beginning. In this country, by leaving the individual to pursue 
his way according to his best ability and genius, we have wit- 
nessed more progress than the world has ever made in a like 
space of time or over a like portion of the earth’s surface. It is 
this unhampered individual initiative that has brought forth 
labor-saving machinery, projected and built railroads across the 
continent, and that has made this country what it is. I do 
not wish this initiative made subject te a bureancratic govern- 
ment. ‘The people can think better for themselves than the offi- 
cers of any bureau with which I have ever become femiliar. 
But that is a digression. 

Now, Mr. President, passing from the coaltand laws, I call 
attention to the desertiand law briefly. This is the most 
difficult law of all to comply with, for when a man makes an 
entry of 320 acres at the land office he has to pay 25 cents 
an acre in advance to the Government, besides the customary 
land-office fees. He must then furnish proof of the expenditure 
of at least $1 an acre each year in the reclamation of the land. 
Finally, after the lapse of three years, he must proye that he has 
fully complied with the law, and, besides, pay an additional 
dollar per acre, thus paying the Government $1.25 per acre and 
expending at least $3 per acre in the reclamation of the land. 

Because of defective titles and litigation in relation to them, 
because of inability to get the money to carry on the operation 
of reclaiming the land, it frequently happens that men fail in 
connection with this kind of a contract with the Government. 
But notwithstanding, Mr. President,.the law has been a benefi- 
cent law, and the failures under it to make good on final 
proof amount to less than 1 per cent of the final entries pre- 
sented. Of the original entries a large propertion, of course, are 
canceled because of the failure of the parties to meet all the 
conditions. They surrender and thereby forfeit the 25 cents 
per acre they have paid, because of inability to pay the balance 
or to furnish the money necessary to improve the land. 

Mr. WARREN. But that carries no fraudulent intent. 
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Mr. CARTER. That carries no fraudulent intent any more 
than in the case of a man in the city of Washington who buys 
a lot and makes an advance payment on the lot, and failing to 
make the other payments, forfeits his lot and the money he has 
paid. There is no fraud about it, there is no intent to deceive, 
and no one is injured except the entryman. The man has 
3 failed to carry out the contract through inability so to 

0. : 

Mr. WARREN. He thereby has lost his right, but the Gov- 
ernment has received this 25 cents in money and retains the 
land. 

Mr. CARTER. Of course. There is a good deal of that. I 
remember in the Western States some years ago, when hard 
conditions were encountered in one section, it was a standing 
joke that the Government of the United States was engaged in 
a gambling business, that it bet the homesteader 160 acres of 
land against $18 that he could not live in the country five years, 
and it was said that the Government generally won. [Laughter.] 

As to mineral entries, it is needless to speak at any length. 
In the first place, a mining claim can only embrace 20 acres. 
When a patent is sought on a placer claim a discovery of gold 
in such quantities as to justify a reasonable person in prose- 
cuting development must be shown and the claimant is re- 
quired to expend at least $500 in improvements and must pay 
$2.50 per acre for the ground. 

In the case of a lode claim the applicant must show a dis- 
covery of a lead or lode of quartz or other rock in place, with 
at least one well-defined wall, and the vein matter must dis- 
close the presence of gold, silver, cinnabar, or other valuable 
metal. At least $500 worth of work must be done before patent 
can be obtained, and the character of the improvements must 
be certified to by a deputy mineral surveyor appointed under 
authority of the United States to survey the claim. The claim- 
ant must likewise pay the Government $5 per acre for the 
land when his application for patent is presented. The utmost 
care is taken with reference to advertising applications for pat- 
ent by publishing notice in a newspaper published nearest the 
land and also by posting notice and plat on the claim. Where an 
issue arises between two claimants, adverse is filed in the land 
office, and thereafter suit must be commenced in a court of 
competent jurisdiction to settle the question of title, the judg- 
ment of the court being binding upon the Government as to the 
rights of the contesting parties. ` 

In a statement of protests by Government agents furnished 
me by the Land Office, covering the years from 1890 to 1905, 
inclusive, I find that but 631 protests have been filed and that 
but a very trifling fraction of the total of all applications were 
canceled. 

The wisdom of our mineral-land laws may be judged by the 
enormous addition to the nation’s wealth contributed by the 
miners who haye explored, located, and developed mines under 
the laws and the local rules and regulations since 1848. Under 
the laws, rules, and regulations we see standing to the credit of 
the prospectors and the miners a superb total of seven billion 
dollars extorted from the earth and added to the nation’s 
wealth in gold, silver, copper, and lead within nine and forty 
years, 

To those who favor leasing and thus destroying the incentive 
to individual initiative these figures may well be cited for com- 
parison with results attained under any system of governmental 
supervision and royalty since the world began. 

The Secretary of the Interior proposes to send a special agent 
of the Land Office or of his Department forth to ascertain be- 
fore patent issues whether a given mining claim sought to be 
patented is sufficiently promising to warrant the holding thereof 
as a mineral claim. He can not have in mind the mere ascer- 
tainment of the fact of the expenditure of the required $500 
previous to patent, because an officer of the United States Gov- 
ernment—a deputy mineral suryeyor—must have certified to 
such expenditure before the application is presented to the Sec- 
retary. The special agent of the Land Office or of the Secre- 
tary's office is to determine the value of a mine—is to decide 
questions upon which learned experts disagree. To decide a 
question which can only be decided by an infinite amount of 
human toil, supplemented by the application of scientific princi- 
ples in the treatment of ores and the extraction thereof from the 
ground. 

Think of Billy Botts, special agent of the Interior Depart- 
ment, passing judgment upon the value of a mine, or the sound- 
ness of a man’s judgment who has given the highest possible 
evidence of good faith by the investment of his toil and his 
means in the development work. It is exasperating to be called 
upon to argue such an absurd proposition. 

In the case of my colleague [Mr. CLARK] I believe a number 
of the most learned experts in the United States pronounced a 


certain mining property in Arizona not worth the cost of de- 
velopment. My colleague’s judgment was to the contrary, 
and, pursuing his own judgment, he prosecuted development 
there to the extent of a moderate fortune and brought forth one 
of the greatest copper mines on the face of this earth. Now, 
before you issue a patent will you send down an agent of the 
Land Office to that Arizona country to look over mines about 
which men who are well informed disagree so radically? I 
hope that there is no intention of that kind, and I understand 
that a modification of this order has been made to avoid that 
ridiculous conclusion. 

Mr. President, to sum the whole matter up finally, it will ap- 
pear from a critical analysis of the figures and the facts, that 
not to exceed one-half of 1 per cent of the final homestead en- 
tries, less than 1 per cent of the final desert-land entries, less 
than one-half of 1 per cent of the final timber and stone entries, 
and less than 1 per cent of the final coal entries are found to be 
fraudulent, and the percentage of mineral entries tainted with 
fraud is small indeed. Taking the whole aggregate of percent- 
age together and figuring out from these percentages the ayer- 
age we will find that less than one final entry of public land out 
of every hundred has been found in all the years to be subject 
to cancellation on account of fraud, default, or delinquency of 
any kind. As to the homestead settlers, there is but 1 delin- 
quent substantially in eyery 300 final entrymen. 

In the face of this showing from the records of the Interior 
Department an order is issued denying to all final entrymen a 
right which the Supreme Court of the United States has repeat- 
edly recognized and which the Department itself has not here- 
tofore gainsaid. From the day the final entry is made the right 
of local taxation attaches to the land under the decisions of the 
Supreme Court; and yet, sir, while bearing the burden of taxa- 
tion, the 99 blameless men out of 100 in most cases and 
the 299 men out of 300 in the homestead cases must be denied 
complete evidence of legal title to their land until some agent 
of the Land Office or agent of the Interior Department can 
personally inspect the premises in the many, many thousands 
of cases. 

Before the issuance of this order of December 18 conditions 
were hard enough, particularly for the homestead settlers. Sus- 
pected at every turn in the road of evil design, harassed by 
special agents and exasperating requirements of the Interior 
Department, it is not surprising that two honest home seekers 
left the United States to locate in Canada during the year 1906 
to one that filed a homestead entry on the public domain of the 
United States. 

I should like to be possessed of time to go over this strange 
story of the driving of our own people out of our own country 
and into the far North, to face a more inclement climate, because 
of the harsh rules of our own Government in enforcing laws as 
they never were enforced or sought to be enforced before. 

I have here a pamphlet issued by the direction of the minister 
of the interior at Ottawa, Canada, which proceeds to set forth 
the happy conditions under which Americans may proceed to the 
Dominion and there acquire homestead rights and privileges 
under far better conditions than obtain in the United States. 
With the permission of the Senate, I will ask to insert at the 
conclusion of my remarks the homestead rules and regulations 
of the Canadian government, but in passing will merely say 
that I am informed that 59,000 Americans filed claims to land 
in Canada last year in the northwest country, whereas in all 
our own broad domain only about 25,000 homestead claims were 
filed. In other words, we are driving the finished product of 
our citizenship out over the northern border, while we are en- 
couraging the raw material to come through the gates of Castle 
Garden. 

Mr. President, in 1896 only forty-nine Americans—mark the 
number—forty-nine Americans crossed the Canadian line to 
settle on public lands. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. When was that? 

Mr. CARTER: In 1896. In 1906 over 105,000 of as good 
people as Iowa, Minnesota, North Dakota, Montana, or any 
part of our country can produce sadly passed from under the 
flag of the United States and went over across the border and 
cast their lot in the Dominion of Canada. 

We have as good a climate; we have as good soil; we think 
we have a better Government; we have as fair laws, although 
more exacting, but we have an administration of those laws in- 
spired by suspicion, which makes their execution the cruelest 
administration of land laws that has been known in this or any 
other country. 

I will not only insert in my remarks, with the permission of 
the Senate, the Canadian homestead laws and regulations, but I 
will likewise insert the data furnished me by the Land Oftice, 
on request, upon which the statements of percentages I have 
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made are based. I will not undertake to read at any length from 
these statements, because I have already trespassed too long on 
the time of the Senate; but I think the original data may be of 
some yalue if left available to those desiring to inquire into the 
correctness of the statements made. 

Where fraud is charged or evidence of fraud exists, the present 
machinery is ample to detect, investigate, prosecute, and push 
the guilty. Where fraud is not charged and the existence 
thereof is not suggested by any fact or circumstance, the men 
who enter public lands are entitled to the same fair and just 
treatment accorded to all other citizens engaged in legitimate 
pursuits. They are entitled to the full benefit of that ancient 
and beneficent rule of law which holds that all things are pre- 
sumed to be done legitimately until the contrary is proved and 
to the further well-established principle that dishonesty is not 
to be presumed. They are entitled to their rights under the law, 
and no officer is authorized to issue any order denying or abridg- 
ing such rights. 

To the band of Pharisees who base their claims to personal 
honesty and public attention on the merciless slandering of 
their neighbors it is useless to submit any question in the ex- 
pectation of obtaining fair and impartial treatment. He who 
would establish his own reputation for virtue by pointing to the 
alleged lack of that quality in others ere long becomes the vic- 
tim of a confirmed habit of dissimulation. Such an individual 
will meet law and facts with opprobrious epithets while attempt- 
ing to smother the logic of figures beneath an avalanche of in- 
nuendo and falsehood. From that class of persons the good peo- 
ple settling the West need expect neither justice, comfort, nor 
support, but only additional insult and injury. 

To the honorable writers and the decent press of the country 
special appeal is unnecessary. The law, the facts, and the fig- 
ures tell the plain story of the rights and the wrongs of the 
thousands upon thousands of honest, care-encumbered men and 
women whose cause I earnestly, but all too feebly, attempt to 
plead. 

I have been with and of these people and witnessed them 
felling the trees and grubbing the stumps on the Ohio River 
bottom, I will say to the Senator from Ohio. I was with this 
band of wanderers when they turned the sod of Illinois and 
drained the swamps of that great State. I saw them working 
to reclaim from a condition of nature the great, grand, rolling 
prairies of Iowa, and I am with them and of them still on the 
table-lands of the Rocky Mountains. 
honor, probity of character, and integrity of purpose. 

They are an honest people, and it calls forth every particle 
of indignation in my nature to hear any officer of this Govern- 
ment in a seat of power traducing them and charging them 
with wholesale perjury and fraud, in defiance of law and the 
plain records of his own office. I have heard of constituencies 
voting lack of confidence in the government, and before that 
lack of confidence governments have fallen; but I have never 
heard. before of a government announcing a lack of confidence 
in the whole people of numerous States and Territories. And 
yet that is the peculiar condition in which we of the West find 
ourselyes to-day. 

It may be inquired why we bring this matter into the Senate? 
Because an appropriation of $500,000 is called for to aid in car- 
rying forward an iniquitous policy, not supported by any facts, 
based only upon suspicion, and that suspicion without founda- 
tion. I do not wish to see the legislative department of the 
Government tainted with any kind of participation in this 
wholesale questioning of the integrity and veracity of the 
people living beyond the Mississippi. 

Mr. President, further still, while asking the legislative de- 
partment of the Government to withhold its support from this 
policy, I do hope that having here stated the facts and challenged 
the records for their support, we may find elsewhere and here- 
after a relaxation of these odious rules and a restoration of that 
confidence in the home builders of the West which they have en- 
joyed and justified for more than a century. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
= IENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1907. 


Hon. THOMAS H. CARTER, 
United States Senate. 


My Dear Senator: In reply to your request of the 8th instant, I 
transmit herewith statements showing the entries of public lands pend- 
ing in this Office, etc., at the close of the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1890, and succeeding fiscal years to and including that ended June 30, 
1905. A similar report for the fiscal year end June 30, 1906, was 
furnished by letter of January 5, 1906. 

These statements were compiled from the annual reports. The 
number of Contests brought by individuals“ and *“ Entries can- 
celed ” during each fiscal year could not be segregated into the different 
classes of entries, because the annual reports do not so state them. The 
“ Entries canceled" comprise those canceled as the result of contests 


I know of their sense of ` 


by individuals and for failure to make final proof within the prescribed 

statutory period, relinquishments, abandonment, ete. 

protested by special agents.and pend- 

ing or canceled, are in addition to the other statements of entries 

pending and canceled. 
Very respectfully, 


The statement of entries, etc., 


W. A. RICHARDS, Commissioner. 


Statement of. the. number of entries of putto lands pending in the Gen- 
eral Land Office at the close of each fiscal year, cancellations, etc., 
from July 1, 1890, to June 30, 1905, inclusive. 

Entries of gable lands pending in the General Land Office 
July 1, 1890: 

Original homesteads -— 


Final homesteads ~~~ „100 
Commuted homesteads 609 
Soldiers’ additional homesteads — 760 
Indian final homesteads — 87 
Lie neces seed oe ona SRT 7, 341 
Binal desert land. a oo oman nes 800 
Original: timber: altar —'e?ö 123, 037 
ee LD eS Se Se es Se See 2, 857 
6 128 
Timber and stone 4, 039 
Warrant and serip- 548 
Private cash 2, 052 
Graduation cash.. , 09 
Act of June 15, 1880_ Ss 352 
DO ES Oe ae E T ee G a ae sed ee 845 
Preemption oa ne cc Sea oe ee ee rae eames 68, 134 
r re SS SS ee 5, 489 
BAR. a 923 
AK Bape er nae E O ET TN a a A 467, 480 
Contests brought against entries by individuals and pending 
ß E E N „ 
Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1890______ 38, 876 


In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, 
1890, as follows: è 
Homestead 


Preemption ~..-..-_ 
Timber culture 
Timber and stone 


PE OY ts he Se SSS 
ge) Rae HERONS LOA E RS SESS ES, 38 
BE TY ea Na EER IIS LE aE 47 
{On Sete e ot ee ee ES ee a ea 70 
a T RPA pe A a A E N a a 6, 838 
Entri tested b. ial ts and led duri 
ntries protes y special agents and cance uring fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890: — 
KOMOR Ts PRES SERRE es Dia false SS AS er Or rece on ee iene 225 
E ðT——— . ee 2 
PORTE LONI artes A areas teas a A E ec res eee eee 115 
TD eGo tt en es ee ee ee 107 
r a a 10 
rr, as ct tes hme a es en boa 36 
EOC A E kaon st pte So tate act pp ass ta een oe ak te od hope 520 
ERTE public lands pending in the General Land Office July 
Rope eg ee ey a 193, 535 
hf 20, 328 
N eee 790 
Soldiers’ additional homesteands -mmm mmm 347 
Original Gener’: —T—T—TPTT—..̃ ̃ . ——— T, 468 
/ ——. ——.. a A 1. 507 
Original timber culture. 118, 748 
Final timber culture. 3, 466 
T 2 
Indian homesteads. 43 
Timber and stone 2, 054 
WETANE And Beri pos i ames apeee 573 
PEVAO CRB 3 cites even a ie ome seit precede pe tn ete 2, 046 
Graduation cash V ̃ ere Ran eae 6, 061 
YE Oe a ee ee Saas 294 
Indian cash 
Preemption 
Town site 
Mineral 
Miscellaneous 
ar) Mp ae Ret eds RS eS ee E 
Contests brought against entries by individuals and pending July 
AE i SS eS SS ES ee DATES , 849 
Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 189122 73, 336 


In addition, entries protested by special agents were 
1891, as follows: 5 re * ase 


IO MOSUNR NA asst a TA — — aS 1, 037 
r oan a eames 183 
Preemption — ~~~ 1,145 
Timber culture — 283 
Timber and stone 2, 217 
Desert land 314 
Private cas 30 
Mineral. 225 nnn — 7 
S ⁰ͤùͤT— (-w. E . ae 55 
TOLSE since maine ane Sep ware R E E E E e aS aon ama 5, 323 
Entries protested by special agents and canceled during fiscal r - 
ing June 30, 1891: £ a 
e · W eet aN 207 
Commuted homestead 2 ͤͤ„cĩé„44„„„4æ 1ñꝙü !töñü p a 143 
Preemp tion 408 
Timber culture- 40 
‘Timber and ston 16 
Desert land 76 


SI TE ER oe ED OOD Hee aS LA one AY 3 

Coal ———— 21 

— — 

War K ee hee 920 
N of aoe lands pending in the General Land Office 

Ian LL See eae SISSAL — 6, 0735 

Commuted homeste ads —.— 1, 515 

Soldiers’ additional homesteads — — 176 


Original desert land 
Final 5 land 
n 


Private 
Publie sale 2 
Under act of March 3, 1887 9 
. Under act of June 15, 1880 99 
< Indian FFF oe oe tee eo aes 511 
„% a R E ERA ES 141 
+ ‘Preemption 2... aie eae NE 
+ Under act of September 29, ET ne Oe ee oe 477 
it Wowins T cn a eee ee ee eras 260 
at TIRE e eee 
. st ek OAT E INE EE AE ak rs NN ENTE 2, 635 
$ Mincellancous OR Re Ee AIRS PL RE S, 3 
A SY SE eS SS a Re ea Eevee a BN 
sae ie 888 against entries by individuals and pending 1.817 
r rr ’ 
Entries Ae during fiscal year ending June 30, 1892—— 18, 401 


In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, 
1892, as follows: 


Entries protested by 


ial agents and canceled during fiscal 
year ending June 30. 1892 : > : 
Homest 
Commuted homestead ......-.-..-.--- a 


———— — — 


Werft public lands pending in the General Land Office July 


893: 
8 homesteads (not given in annual report 
Final mesteads. © ) 


Timber and stone_ 407 
Warrant and scrip 302 
Private cash 884 
Act of March 3, 188 1 
Act of June 15, 1 76 


Final Indian homesteads.. 
ndian cash 


Contesta. geo Sah against entries by individuals and pending 

Entries canceled during fiscal year ending July 1, 1893. 
In addition, entries 

1893, as follows: 


Homestead 


protested by special agents were pending July 1, 
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Entries protested by 
year ending June 
Homest HK ARR rhe NTN I RO NN, aed 
tee homestead__ 


ES tg agents and canceled during fiscal 


Ic & ere lands pending in the General Land Office 


Ju kinai 

iginal homesteads not in ann repo 
Final homesteads ‘ eres best ED 
Commuted homestea 


Ra GOP ee eee Les. 
FF — IES SOR ae RE EN Oe RET 51 
Timber and stone — 856 
Warrant and . — 423 
Private cash 1, 486 
Graduation cash 5, 934 
Act of March et 5 
Act of June 15, 73 
Act of Se rat ee 205 1890 630 
zee Ü. ener 80 
Indlan SSSIAB ES WET SEE EE SE REAR SEE Tas 286 
Se: a ea ̃ ——-—-— —¼ 182 
CC a 5 oo se remem ] —. a . — 3, 047 
Town site and town lots 
Mineral and 5 898 
M lianenn: s ee eee 8 
Total 44„ͤc „4444 
Contests brought against entries by individuals and pending 
July 1. 1894.72 —— g 8 , 862 
Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1894 19, 925 


In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, 
_— ar follows: 


Ss ks car E I T < 606 

een homestead 71 
Preemption——— - 263 
Timber culture. 156 
Commuted timber culture 2 
Timber and stone 739 
Desert land. w̃ß0I —5— 120 
Private can 16 
OS ES 32 
ESS 26 
W... —b———— 2. 031 


Entries protested by spac Semis and canceled during fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894 
Homestead 
Commuted homesteads ~~~ — 
Preemption.. 
Timber culture 
Timber and stone 
t land 


Commuted homestead_______..- 
Soldiers’ additional homestead__ 45 
Timber culture, final 473 
Timber culture, original (not in annual report) eee 
Commuted timber culture „444441 195 
Desert land, final, original (not in annual report = 94 
Timber and stone 239 
Warrant and scrip. 237 
Private cash 1, 457 
Graduation in cas! , 443 
Act March 3, 1 2 
Act June 15, 1 65 
Pove Ua a a . —— 24 
PO en es ̃ ̃ ͤ—— 53 
Indian sn ͤ— 343 
Indian- RO ter 0]d•rũi reer eer rrrnry 153 
Town site and town lot = 24 
Act Beptember::20; . ae 386 
An a es 447 
Mineral: aAa Coah R 1, 116 
1 an ED BERLE E E a E A AA 406 
Total Wn i a aa ea en erm: — 232, 523 
98 brought against entries by individuals and pending 11 
July — — — — ——¼Ü¼ è 
Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1895.. 26, 754 


In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, 
1895, as follows: 
ECT Ä —A—A—é— —E-Z'é d . hg OP T E 667 
Commuted homestead 
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Timber. aud BORE se one EAGAR 
Desert. land—.— — 153 


en — 
Indian allotments... 
Entries protested by special agents and canceled during fiscal 
year.ending June 30.1895 SE Total 
SERRANO E AAT S AEN — 212 | Entries protested by special agents and canceled during fiscal 
Commuted homestead —___ T year ending June 30, 1897: 
Preemption __.-_-___.____ oa. 22 Home So Se —— — TTT 
Timber culture 174 Commuted homestead__.--_--_____-___-_-__ = T 
Timber and stone 113 CCC ON A <r feb eera a eee 5 Caer Snes eee 8 
e 17 Timber culture — 310 
Mineral 2 T 95 
CW EAA EE cn E ET E 1 
e I EENE VA E N A NASES 548 


Entries of paoue lands pending in the General Land Office 


July Entries 1 75 8 lands pending in the General Land Office 


Original PIU CON cas T S ONES Se 218, 091 July 1 
3, 645 Original o ENE PEET CSN a — 215, 899 
1, 317 Final homesteads —ů SEE 
1 Commuted homesteads- — OCS 
Timber culture, final (original not in annual report) 1, 460 Soldiers’ additional homesteads- ae 1 
Commuted timber. culture a 1-5 ne 189 C ——T—T—TTPCCCCCCCT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—X—V————————— 3, 575 
Desert land, final (original not in annual report 178 Commuted timber culture- 4„44„1„ĩ„ęÿ ck 
bes RUA SLOBO x a poets ee 63 SoU ie BORIS OE SE eS 545 
Warrant and scrip 294 DIMER NA O Soe er a 95 
Private add.. 1, 392 Warrant and scripz— . 28S 232 
Graduation cas 4,497 ie 5 5 Ca ean et eens 1, 298 
Act March 3, 1887 10 Graduation) e aaarnas aa — 1,565 
Act June 15, 1880___ 44 of OO) fo eS ee eee — 11 
Public Sale 50 Act June 15, 1880. 3 
Indian bomestead 35 PE aaa n eS a es 68 
Indian cas 668 Indian homesteads. 11 
Indian allotment __._________ 975 Indian cash 251 
Act September 29, 1890 113 Indian allotments.. 8, 801 
reemption Sinna oe 300 | . Town 5 — 2 23 
Mineral and coal entries 770 ID Spt. a eee 57 
mahnen. r 112 Act r Bakean e 29, 1890 105 
T EPER TAMENS 213 
lyas 1 SRR ar PE Re SP E E N G E E A RIEA OEN 234, 219 CC aml A CEE R N E rere S AS e 
Lieu selections, act June 4, 1897 — — 44 
Co patete. ion BS against entries by individuals and pending 3 CTTCCTCTCTTſTTCTCTCT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T——————— 31 
r e et Saas ’ SB 
Entries canceled during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896_ 24,991 71787... a EE 235, 231 
In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, | Contests 1.1888 against entries by individuals and pending 1,058 
1896, as follows: July 1, 1898_----------------~~------------------------- i 
BG do D T g a yn e E we G d aa 
. Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1898: 
C 7 area ace 16, 920 
Timber culture Final entries 284 
ak nek — 367 ODT a UA Soc ee ee a rere See ae 
Private cash In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, 
Mineral- CCIE 2 | 1898, as follows: 
Ladian allotment. 
LU oy oY Ei SR a a ape eo SE aye eS tte A RI od Mean ee 


Entries protested by spene agents and canceled during fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896: 
Homestea 


aan E I Lake re IATE ORAE Bete ARE TES — te ML 2 Entries protested by 1 agents and canceled during fiscal 
* — — 30, 1898: pre 
tries of public lands ding in the General Land MO T Gem SRE a RN plo Ra ay SVE LAS A ENTS 
. 1.1 897: p re : omes Jay ‘Timber culture 174 
Original oo ok inte C ˙ A . Timber arte stone — £ 
Fina omesteads . 4783 Desert land ----_--- 
Commuted homesteads Indian allotments ~~ 86 
Soldiers’ additional homesteads. 
Original timber culture (not in annual report) = eT 
a 74GB | Entries of public lands pending in the General Land Ofice 
Original desert land (not in annual report — uly 
Vial wert ane EEN EEEE 227 Original homesteads ———----- — 285, 182 
Gente ee 103| Commuted homesteads —————— 1, 764 
oldiers’ a on omestea 
83 1882 Timber enlture------------ 2, 145 
Graduation cash. 2 423 Commuted timber culture =! 76 
Act of March 3, 18 Desert land 213 
Act of June 15, 1880__ 26 er A a — ars 
2 Fim 
. a Private can 1, 078 
Indian homestead f 
Indian cash________ 201 17 
Indian allotments 3, 744 2 
Town site — LWI ------——- 130 
PF E N i TIEA D E E soa ENSE EED beep ASO ae n EES 266 10 
Ae E O 774 UIndjan cash 235 
i facelignonis na ee ee ee 42 3, 130 
— — meee — 8 a 
Dt i New Sate Rope opt lade rt E E PN Sere Oh ne ae AN Bw 272, 845 OWT: Clie aes 
Act September 29, 1890__ 141 
Co J 1 . entries by individuals and pending F Lieu selections, act June 4, 17 443 
tries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1897 — — — 3, 107 
In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, Donation claims _ 70 


1897, as follows: Mineral and coal_- 
Miscellaneo: 


— « 148 
27 


mption -sse Ee 56 
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Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1899: 


- Or en I EIT EA ee pnd 20, 751 
laat entries SIFELENN A L AET ER DE TT ee 358 
cc Se Na eal. Nine Seen La 21, 109 


In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, 
1899, as follows: 


. Add r...... Pn EE BS Ee 1, 2 
Commuted homesteads—————— 22 
— —T—T—T—T—V—.. E 24 
A EAN n a ES Sa ERE EE 275 
Commuted: timber y E AES 15 
ON E A aN ERE OE E RRE EE S ̃ N E S 198 
Desert land 90 
Private cash 5 
Mineral 22 
$ Coal 8 
Indian allotmen 288 
NN EE E E AAS . . SERS 2, 499 
Entries protested by special agents and ¢anceled during fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1899: 
aS T a res esas erection reece 1,025 
Timber culture.. 165 
“Sena 9 and stone 75 
Jaalan “allotments 65 
ERE S A E A E A 1, 305 
Entries gr, public lands pending in the General Laud Office July 
Original: | homestead DO 228, 729 
Final homestead 8, 658 
Commuted homestead 3, aoe 
a al E rte ect se or ae terme cca 477 
. CIE ESE E ea 86 
T AEE S A S NEA oat oA nV OEA LT 448 
MATE 951 
ee ga — — 237 
BN i NN ERE RE BaF AEE Sed EEE RES 1, 565 
Grad WES SOS OR RS ES ER 748 
SES ES TGS SS 20 
ely ek ae. | Se a aa, 3 
$ 196 
3 
À 411 
31 
12 
$ 44 
Ls RRO MOD tOmber e 70 
CT ee NE ER See ̃ TS 395 
— 7, 646 
r ee See Se 1,155 
Lieu selections, act June 4, 1897—— „ 35 
ee DOEA AA R S eS — 
— Ee ͤ ... SA 257, 780 
Contests brought against entries by individuals and pending 
1900. SEE 22 ee ee E 2, 007 
Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1900 : 
EA EN A re O I E taken oetomees 23, 224 
PC SAE LE es 249 
DCN r e A N mek ent iain: a a a 23, 473 
In addition, 598 entries protested by special age! ents were canceled dur- 
ing the fiscal year en June 30, 1900, and 2,962 such entries were 
pending Jul 1900. he kind of entries (canceled or pending) do 


not appear in the annual report. 
Entries A BP co lands pending in the General Land Office 


July 1 
Original NACI CNIS regs etc UNEO EES OC 
Final Homesteads _-.----------~ 
Commuted homesteads ——~--.-~-~ a 
Soldier’s additional homesteads 


Desert lan. 
‘Timber and stone 
Warrant and scri 


Act June 15, 1880 
Public sale 
Indian homestead _—~---~~~- 
Indian cas 
Indian allotment - 


Total. . 
oa brought against entries by individuals and pending 
co tie Pac pr tee Roe! NCTM VCs abc AE 2, 218 
——— 
Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1901: 
A . 25, 857 
Finel entries wn :::: 175 
. J6—— eles Rete Te ESSE 26, 032 


In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 1, 
1901, as follows: 


Total 


Entries protested by 
year ending June 3 


. 1601 agents and canceled during fiscal 


Le . . 562 

Commuted homesteads 10 

Soldiers’ additional homesteads 4 

Preempt ion 

Timber culture 102 

Timber and stone 1 

Desert (includes original 38 

Indian allotments.. 21 

Total re a c a a a meee 739 

8 of 1 lands pending in the General Land Office 

ul 

Original homesteads i 

E TE T a E S A N ie 


Commuted homestead 


Indian cash 
Indian allotments. 
Preemption cas 
Act September 29, 1890__ 


16 
5 
158 
2,134 
Coal 85 
Lieu selections, act June 4, 1897_ 4,185 
Miscellaneous 300 
„ 294, 721 

Seaton’ “heat against entries by individuals and pending 
EN aie Bb OU See OR ES a RS, 3, 046 

Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1902: 

Cory eR Leg | GRRE TES ES EE SEED AI im ee aes 33, 371 
ey ae A See De pa Se 185 
aa RE ͤ e V e IS 33, 556 


In addition, entries protested by special agents, were pending July 
1, 1902, as follows: 
a ee a a a a a See Eako 
Commuted homesteads 
Soldier’ saditional 1 8 


Total 


Entries protested by special agents and canceled during fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1902: 


Homesteads 9 662 
Commuted homesteads 12 
Soldier's additional homesteads 70 
Timber eulture 128 
2 and ston 3 
Indian aoten «wee ==: —8 39 

>| ee a re a a ee) See ee oe eee 921 

Lie ie of public lands pending in the General Land Office July 

GG TT a Te ee a ST a lo SE re ee 255, 724 
Final homeste adus — » SS ORO 
Commuted homesteads „! 12, 408 
Soldier's additional homeste ads 73 
Minber Cl CG -nenea 2 srei 1, 600 
Commuted timber culture. 1 eee 
Timber and stone- 6, 274 
Warrant and scrip 563 
Private eas —.— 1, 337 
Graduation casu 630 
Act March 3, 1887—— 2 19 
A ——— 491 
Indian homes ted 4 
Yadian >) cash = on ee 577 
Indian allotment ä 3, 237 
Freemp tion 376 
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Entries of publie lands 
Act September 5 75 


Act June 5, 188 5 
Town site 6 
A 109 
Miner. 2, 967 
CCCCTTTTTTFT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—TTWTT oe A : 
Lieu selections, act June 4, 1897_-__ 5, 404 
Deer ee a 
a E Taa E E T a et eee 309, 878 
Contests brought against entries by individuals and pending = 
DCU Dae apr bo Rip eae 2S SS ee See a ES EC 3, 125 
Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1903: 
Ovigitial inn, :.:. a 40, 877 
jy BO) AP ag OER eae Ca ee AR ER Cap CSE eG RE US et ee 18% 
NE) t E SR I a SE EE Se 41, 060 


In addition, entries protested by special agents were pending July 
1, 1903, as follows: ` 
e a M a ey ae ae 
Final homesteads 
Soldier's additional homestead 
Cash entries (preemption, commuted homestead, and timber cul- 


CUO EVED L E Sad rag eens es A gi fas asin a geet a ie 1,484 
Timber and stone filings and final proofs 1, 256 
Timber and stone entries__.___________________________ 8, 579 
Original timber eulture 296 
Final timber culture 47 
D Woo na em 132 
Final: dëtt Scn ee 15 
Mineral applications. —..-._-_-_-_-_-___ 8 
Mineral and coal entries 17 
Strip locations. EN —. E ` T 
Forest reserve lieu selection 14 
Preemption declaratory statements. a 5 
e a nse ae ee 591 

yn, e S Ce BE gs i ee se Pes Se EN Cae Pan ee 18, 340 


Nine hundred and fifty-five entries, protested by special ager were 
canceled during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. The kind of en- 
tries so canceled does not appear in the Office report for that year. 
l td public lands pending in the General Land Office July 

7, : 


Oran homestead... a ee . 272, 926 


Commuted and final homestead 25, 928 
Other cash entries 10, 189 
Desert land 2, 565 
Timber culture 427 
Town ote scone: 108 
Indian allotments ~- 1, 271 
e ee 2, 135 
COBY ee 
Lieu selections, act June 4, 1897 5, 616 
E anes (en ee E A A E EA E, 1, 673 
Cont Ge Eeoae arla ͤ by i i ae S 
ontests brou. against entries by individuals pending 
July 1, 1904 !!!!! e eee 2, 657 
Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1904: i 
Original entries = 20, 659 
Final entries 311 
aaa a aap ha sates Cag coer ens pa Scere eta te Booms ee SE — 20, 970 


In addition, entries, etc., protested by special agents were pending 
July 1, 1904, as follows: : 


Homesteads : - 


Original 3, 933 

Final 975 

Commu 1, 807 
Soldiers’ additional 

Pe ORES a a ee ee ee 2, 501 

Entri 2 


Lieu selections, act June 4, 1897 27 
Indian allotments . 4c44c„4„/ͤöH 655 


Entries, etc., protested by special agents and canceled durin 
fiscal year 8 June 30.1904: s 


Homesteads— 
ginal 785 
26 
54 
1 ake Sn BS eS BD ee S 237 
r r eed Rei See a me eR 4 
Dee danar in 
Bitar ea deat eee ae eae Sey) 2 
Timber culture 
rr DES reeves Tle a ee aa 47 
ro Vp Fn ey AEE a ..... a re 5 
Timber and stone— 
Sworn statements 24 
6 
2 
10 
1, 231 


ee public lands pending in the General Land Office July 
52 è 


s ; 
Original hementont -na —— 265, 220 
Commuted and final homestead 13, 590 
Other CaS a A 7,172 
Timber and stone ees 59 
wesert lant fo Ao oe A 2, 955 
CCC EE E N 24 
Tose Oe eh a re ee 94 
Indian allotment 693 
Merck ee PLS 1, 275 
i | RW RSS eI a EEE eee 198 
Lieu selections, act June 4, 1897 4, 909 
BETS CON se rates ce re ir in 22 

Cont 8 — ought against entries by individuals and pending ar 

ontests brought against entries by individuals and pending 
M EA ye ee Pa aie OT A Se et RA 1, 683 

Entries canceled during fiscal year ending June 30, 1905: 

Originalt- anties aa sa eee eee 45, 917 
FMA Gn Ur hea ee ee oat aS 346 
1!!! on EN olen I E 46, 263 


In addition, entries, etc., protested by special agents were pending 
July 1, 1905, as follows: 


Original: homestead: 2. ne . 
Final homestead ------------- 

SA 
Original desert land 
Lo) E SA ᷣ ͤ ... aw Nes Ee REE IS RE 


Timber and stone: 
U Deer Ce een a pce ers eee ets 
Cash entries 

Mineral, applications “ 

ge Sil eo ee San Ee SO a ee A 

Soldiers’ additional— 
Applications 
Jott d Verona epee Re 
Recertifleantions - 
Substitution 

Lieu selections, act June 4. 18 

Indian allotments. 


Entries protested by special agents and canceled during fiscal 
year ending June 30. 1905 : 
Homesteads— 


Cala) cit | qe oe eb et eee oe Se BR Sy Fe ee ee 780 
III 39 
COn aa ee ee ee a eee 42 
Desert lands— 
Eg CRS re a IS Ee ee Se 63 
TTT... A A A S A E = 
Timber culture 
CONG Ps 0 3 eae es e k en a 131 
8 Oy TTY AEE a ence SMU Seine EN SRR PD AoE R 1 
Timber and stone— 
c eee 28 
r e a 13 
Soldiers’ additional 
Spielt ... 8 
D 
Recertifleations— 
Substitution 
Indian allotments 
An FY NES re 2 Ss BRS Eee ee ee 


3 APPENDIX No. 2. 
Entries canceled during the fiscal year ending June 30— 
1890. 


TAR re AA 238, 667 


The total of annual cancellations here shown are made up chiefly 
of original entries or mere filings, to which the Secretary's order 
does not apply, as only final entrymen are applicants for patents. This 
table is introduced to supply data for efficiency comparisons merely. 

By a comparison of the eight years following the advent of the pres- 
ent Secretary upon the scene with the eight years immediately preced- 
ing we may determine, by the number of public-land entries of all kinds 
canceled, something of the much-advertised efficiency and vigilance of 
the present head of the Department, as compared with the average 
work of his four predecessors. From 1890 to 1897, inclusive, the aver- 
age annual cancellation of all classes of entries was 21,058, whereas 
the average annual cancellations from 1898 to 1905, inclusive, is shown 
by the record to be 29,834. The average number of entries canceled 
annually for the whole period of sixteen years is 80,445. 

The total number of all classes of entries shown at the close of each 
fiscal year has varied somewhat duri the sixteen-year period, but got 
to a degree sufficient to materially affect the average of cancellations 
annually, as compared with the total number of entries. 

From this it will be seen that the predecessors of the present Sec- 
retary, with much less expense and witb infinitely less noise, produced 
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ment is to be accepted as evidence of vigil 
m arire yin of the land ‘Th ae eres 


A 7 — the 

ce fig- 
ures furn: June 25. 
1906, but I doubt if they were incorporated the result would be notice- 
vor grea ny Vt Drs Po on us of the old saying: “An empty wagon 


APPENDIX No, 3. 


Homestead final-proof blanks, printed as exhibit, setting forth sub- 
stantially the form of proof in ail tnal-entry ae: 


Copy of notice to be published for thirty days. 
No. 1.—HoMesreap. 
LAND OFFICE AT r 


, 190—. 
I, „ of + who on made homestead ap- 
plication. No. for the, do hereby give notice of my inten- 
my claim to the land above described and tb pect to prove. my 
o the la ve T an at I expect to prove m 
residence and cultivation before 8 Officer) = = t 


* on r * wit⸗ 
= 7 190— by two of the following wit 
eet yee 
—— „ of —— 
— , of + —. 
{Signature of claimant.] 
i LAND OFFICE AT 7 > 
— — 
Notice of the above application will be published in the x 
printed at +, ———, Which I hereby designate as the newspaper 


published nearest the land described in said application. 


L2 
Notice to claimant.—Give time and place of proving up 3 
and postomce aadress of four nedehbor . tore 0 Ses 1 et Eiye names 
your witnesses. x 
. must EDan Gad D Te aml piado spocined 
Spaak) ta response to interrogatories appearing on the blank as 
HOMESTEAD PROOF—TESTIMONY OF CLAIMANT. 


——ůĩ ——, being called as a witness in his own behalf in su 
8 homestead 12 No. for i eee as follows: * 
n a our name as i pear 
PALES age, and post-office address? eee eee ee 
nswer. 

Question 2. Are you a native-born citizen of the Un And 
if ne in what State or Territory were you born? Wie Bearer 

‘Answer. 

Question 3. Are you the identical rson who made homestead en- 
lias , at the ——— land ofice, on the day of 5 
1 ; and what is the true description of the land now claimed by 


Question 4. When was your house built on the land and when did 
you establish actual residence therein? (Describe said house and 
a ia which you have placed on the land, giving total 
value thereof. 


Answer. . 
Question 5. Of whom does your family consist; and have you and 


your family resided continuously on the land since first establishing 
1 ereon? (If unmarried, state the fact.) 
nswer. 


Question 6. For what pena or periods have you been absent from 
the homestead since making settlement, and for what purpose; and if 
temporarily absent, did your family reside upon and cultivate the land 
d ees such absence? ` 

nswer. 

Question 7. How much of the land have you eultivated each season, 
and for how many seasons haye you raised crops thereon f used for 
grazing only, describe fencing, state number and kind of stock grazed, 
and by whom owned. 

Answer. 

Question 8. Is your present claim within the limits of an incorporated 
town or selected site of a city or town, or used in any way for trade 
and business? 

Answer. 

Question 9. What is the character of the land? Is it timber, moun- 
tainous, prairie, grazing, or ordinary agricultural land? State its kind 
and quality, and for what purpose it is most valuable. 

Answer. 

Question 10. Are there any indications of coal, salines, or minerals 
of any kind on the land? (If so, déscribe what they are, and state 
whether the land is more valuable for agricultural for mineral 


Answer. 

Question 11. Have you ever made any other homestead entry? (If 
so, describe the same.) 

Answer. 

Question 12. Have you sold, conveyed, or mort; 
the land; and if so, to whom and for what purpose 

Answer. 

Question 13. Have you any personal Rroverty of any kind elsewhere 
than on amas ah (if so, describe same, and state where the 
same ep 


Answer. 
Question 14. Describe by legal subdivisions, or by number, kind of 


entry, and office where made, any other entry or filing (not mineral 
made by you since August 30, 1890. ) 


Answer. 
‘[Sign plainty with full Christian name.] — ~ 


any portion of 


In case the party is of foreign birth a certified transcript from the 
Peto oan ee so his 8 of 8 25 — maa tizen, or of 

s u m, or a co root, cer e officer taking this 
proof, must be filed with the case. z 

A separate blank is used for each witness, as follows : 

HOMESTEAD PROOF—TESTMONY OF WITNESS, 

, being called as witness in support of the homestead 
entry of or , testifies as follows: 

8 1. What is your name, age, and post-office address? 


swe 
8 2. Are vou well 9 with the claimant in this case 
m 
A 


the land embraced in his 
Question 3. Is said tract within the limits of an incorporated town 
or pected site of a city or town or used in any way 9 or busi- 
Answer. 
is timber, prair aa specifically — ‘cont oe ion Scio neler it 


Question 5. When did claimant settle u 
bear date did he establish actual residence 

nswer. ` 

Question 6. Have claimant and family resided continuousiy on the 
homestead since first establishing residence thereon? (If settler is un- 
married, state the fact.) 

Answer. 

Question 7. For what period or periods has the settler been absent 
from the land since m: settlement, and for what purpose; and if 
temporarily absent, did claimant's family reside upon and cultivate the 
land during such absence? 

Answer. 

Question 8. How much of the homestead has the settler cultivated, 
and for how many seasons did he raise crops thereon? If used for 
grazing only, describe fencing, state number and kind of stock grazed 
and by whom owned. 


Answer. 
eo 9. What improvements are on the land, and what is their 
ue 


n the homestead, and at 
ereon? ' 


Answer. 8 

Questibn 10. Are there any indications of salines, or minerals of 
any kind on the homestead (If so, describe what they are, and state 
whether the land is more valuable for agricultural than for mineral 
purposes.) 

Answer. x 


Question 11. Has the claimant mortgaged, sold, or contracted to sell 
any portion of said homestead? 


Answer. 

Question 12. Are you interested in this claim; and do you think the 
settler has acted in entire good faith in perfecting this entry? 

Answer. 

Si lainly with full Christian name.] — — 
—.— Smee P that the foregoing testimony was read to the witness 
before before me this day of 
in County. 


ng subscribed. and was sworn to 
190—, at my office at 


(See note on fourth page.) 

(The testimony of witnesses must be taken at the same time and 
place, and before the same officer as claimant's final affidavit. The 
answers must be full and complete to each and every question asked, 
and officers taking testimony will be expected to make no mistakes in 
dates, description of land, or otherwise.) 

On the last page of the homstead proof blank appears the following: 

I hereby certify that the foregoing testimony was read to the claim- 
ant before being su and was sworn to before me this ——— day 
of , 190—, at my office at in County, 


(See note below.) 
TITLE LXX.—Crimes.—Ch. 4. 1 

Sec. 5392. Ev person who, having taken an oath before a com- 

tent tribunal, cer, or person, In any case in which a law of the 
Inited States authorizes an oath to be administered, that he will testify, 
declare, depose, or certify truly, or that any written testimony, declara- 
tion, deposition, or certificate by him subscribed is true, willfully and 
contrary to such oath states or subscribes any material matter which 
he does not believe to be true, is guilty of puy, and shall be per 
ished by_a fine of not more than $2,000, and by imprisonment at hard 
labor not more than five years, and shall, moreover, thereafter be in- 
capable of giving testimony in any court of the United States until 
such time as the judgment against him is reversed. (See sec. 1750.) 

FINAL AFFIDAVIT REQUIRED OF HOMESTEAD CLAIMANTS. 


Section — of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


I, ——— „ having made a homestead entry of the - 
section No. „ in township No. . of range No. sub- 
ject to entry at „ under section No. 2289 of the Revised Statutes 
ef the United States, do now apply to ect my claim thereto by virtue 
of section No. of the Revised Statutes of the United States; and 
for that purpose do solemnly that I a citizen of 


the United States, that I have made actual settlement upon and have 
cultivated and resided upon said land since the —— day of f 
19—, to the present time; that no part of said land has been alien- 
ated, except as provided in section 2288 of the Revised Statutes, but 


that I am the sole bona fide owner as an actual settler; that I will 
bear true allegiance to the Government of the United States, and 
further, tbat haye not heretofore perfected or abandoned an entry 


made under the homestead laws of the United States, except 4 
[Sign plainly with full Christian name.] 


I, , of „do hereby certify that the above af- 
davit was subscribed and sworn to before me this day of è 
190—, at my office at in County, 2 


APPENDIX No. 4. 
Pending at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 


Number commuted and final homestead entries 23, 928 
Number of above entries [no Roamer ye er al eee Se ea 3, 
Total number of above entries canceled during the year 


1907. 
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1949 


Which is 2.12 per cent of the whole number protested and three- 
tenths of 1 per cent of the whole number of commuted and final home- 


stead entries. 


Number final desert-land entries_ PR ek. 2, 565 
Number above entries protested_____ — 92 
Total number of above entries canceled during the year 2 


Which is 2.17 per cent of the whole number protested and one-twelfth 
of 1 per cent of the whole number of final desert-land entries. 
Timber and stone entries... ee 
Number of above entries protested --- 44 
Total number of above entries canceled during the year 

Which is one-ninth of 1 per cent of the protested entries and one- 
fifteenth of 1 per cent of the whole number of timber and stone entries. 

Pending at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 
Number commuted and final homestead entries 
Number above entries protested. 
Total number of above entries canceled during the year 

Which is 2.17 of the number Be peg ia and six-tenths of 1 per cent 
of the whole number of commuted and final homestead entries. 


Number desert-land entries_.______.....--..-----...---.-. 2, 055 
Number of above entries protested 237 
Total number of above entries canceled during the year 2 


Which is about 1 


pa cent of the number protested and about one- 
fifteenth of 1 per cen 


of the whole number. 


Timber and stone entries „„ - 5,188 
Number of above entries protested -- — 2,597 
Total number of above entries canceled during the year 13 


Which is about one-half of 1 per cent of the number protested and 
about one-fourth of 1 per cent of the whole number. 


APPENDIX No. 5. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 12, 1907. 
Hon. THOMAS H. CARTER, 
United States Senate. 

Sm: In gente to your verbal request of to-day, I have the honor to 
transmit the neigh statement of appropriations for salaries and 
expenses of certain officers of the Interior Department and Public Land 
Service for the fiscal years 1900 to 1907, inclusive: 


| 1900. 1901. 1902. 1903. 
Salary, special land tor De- 
partment of the Interior $2,500.00 | $2,500.00 | $2,500.00 | $2,500.00 
Expenses of same. 2, 000. 00 2, 212. 80 2,187.20 | 2,000.00 
Salaries, special inspectors De- 
partment of the Interior 4 10, 000. 00 | 10,000. 00 
Expenses of a e . nena avcata’ 6,000.00 | 8,000.00 
Inspectors of surveyors-general 
and district land offices 6, 000. 00 6, 000. 00 „000. 00 6,000.00 
Expenses of Same 7, 000. 00 7,000.00 | 14, 622. 15 7, 000. 00 
Salaries and commissions of regis- 
ters and receivers 575, 835.38 | 589,000.00 601, 723. 75 605,000. 00 
1901. 1906, 1907, 
Salary special land inspector, De- 
partment of the Interior ........ $2,500.00 | $2,500.00 | $2,500.00 | $2,500.00 
Expenses of Same 2,000. 00 2,000. 00 2,000.00 | 2,000.00 
Salaries s ) inspectors, Depart- 
ment of the Interior 10,000.00 | 10,000.00 | 12,500.00 | 12,500.00 
Expenses of S m. 8, 056. 95 8,000.00 | 10,000.00 | 10, 000. 00 
tors of 3 
and district land offices.......... 6, 000. 00 6,000.00 |, 6,000.00 | 6,000.00 
Ex 88S 8, 050. 00 7, 000. 00 7,000.00 | 7,000.00 
Salaries and commissions of regis- 
ters aud receivers 600, 282. 64 | 600, 272. 23 590, 000. 00 565, 000. 00 
Confidential agents, Department 
of the Interior, salaries and ex- 
CCC V e 10, 000. 00 


The above figures include deficiencies, 
Respectfully, yours, 


Appropriations for “ protecting public lands, timber, etc.,” for fiscal 


years 1900 to 1907, inclusive, including deficiencies. 


APPENDIX No. 6. 
WESTERN CANADA HOMESTEAD REGULATIONS, 


The following is a plan of a 9 
Each square contains 640 acres; each quarter section contains 160 
acres. è 
A section contains 640 acres and forms 1 mile 
Goyernment lands o for homestead—that is, for free settlement— 
section Nos. 2, 4, 6, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 22, 24, 28, 30, 32, 34, 36. 
Canadian Pacific Railway lands for sale: Section Nos. 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 
13, 15, 17, 19, 21, 23, 25, 27, 31, 38, 35. 
Sections Nos. i, 9, 13, 21, 25, 33, along the main line, Winnipeg to 
Moose Jaw, can be purchased from ‘Canada Northwest Land Company. 


nare. 


steaded, reserved to 


School sections: Section Nos. 11 and 29 are reserved by Government 

for school 8 
udson Bay Company's land for sale: Sections Nos. 8 and 26. 

Any even-numbered section of Dominion lands in Manitoba or the 
Northwest Territories, excepting 8 and 26, which has not been home- 
rovide wood lots for settlers, or for other purposes, 
may be homestead upon by any person who is the sole head of a 
family, or any male over 18 years of age, to the extent of one-quarter 
section of 160 acres, more or less. 

Entry.—Entry may be made personally at the local land office for 
the district in which the land to be taken is situate, or if the home- 
steader desires, 
Ottawa, the commissioner of immigration, 2 or the local agent 
for the district in which the land is situate, receive authority for some 
one to make entry for him. A fee of $10 is charged for an ordinary 


homestead entry. 


Homestead duties.— Under the present law homestead duties must 
be performed in one of the following ways, namely: 

(1) By at least six months’ residence upon and cultivation of the land 
in each year during the term of three years, 

(2) If the father (or the mother, if the father is deceased) of any 
person who is one to make a homestead entry resides upon a farm in 
the vicinity of the land entered for by such n as a homestead. 
the requirements of the law as to residence prior to obtainin patent 
may be satisfied by such person residing with the father or mother. 

3) If the settler has his permanent residence upon farming land 
owned by him in the vicinity of his homestead, the rements of the 
law as to residence may be satisfied by residence upon the said land. 

Application for patent should be made at the end of the three 
yus before the local agent, subagent, or the homestead inspector. 

fore making application for patent the settler must give six months’ 
notice in writing to the commissioner of Dominion 1 at Ottawa of 
his intention to do so. r 

Information.—Newly arrived immigrants will receive at the immigra- 
tion office in Winnipeg, or at any Dominion lands office in Manitoba or 
the Northwest Territories, information as to the lands that are open 
for entry, and from the officers in charge, free of expense, advice and 
assistance in securing lands to suit them; and full ormation respe¢t- 
ing the land, timber, coal, and mineral laws, as well as respecting Do- 
minion lands in the railway belt in British Columbia, may obtained 
nt of the interior, Ot- 


upon application to the secretary of the de; 
tawa; the commissioner of imm. tion, W rT Ay Manitoba, or to any 
of the Dominion lands agents in anitoba or the Northwest Territories, 


James A. SMART, 
Deputy Minister of the Interior. 


N. B.—In addition to free grant lands, to which the regulations above 
stated refer, thousands of acres of most desirable lands are available for 
lease or purchase from railroad and other corporations and private firms 
in western Canada. 

Customs—FKree entrics.—The following is an extract from the customs 
tariff of Canada, specifying the articles that can be so entered: 

Settlers’ effects, viz.: Wearing apparel, household furniture, books, 
implements and tools of trade, occupation or employment; ns, mu- 
sical instruments, domestic sewing machines, typewriters, live stock, 
bicycles, carts and other vehicles, and agricultural implements in use 
by the settler for at least six months before his removal to Canada; 
not to include machinery or articles imported for use in any manu- 
facturing establishment or for sale; also books, pictures, family plate 
or furniture, personal effects, and heirlooms left 1 bequest: Provided, 
That any dutiable articles entered as settlers’ effects may not be so 
entered unless brought with the settler on his first arrival, and shall 
not be sold or otherwise disposed of without payment of duty until 
after twelve months’ actual use in Canada: Provided also, That, under 
regulations made by the com ller of customs, live stock, when im- 
ported into Manitoba or the Northwest Territories by 3 settler, 
shall be free until otherwise ordered by the governor in council. 

Settlers arriving from the United States are allowed to enter duty 
free stock in the folowing e gyn ens a One animal of neat stock or 
horses for each 10 acres o purchased or otherwise secured under 
homestead entry, up to 160 acres, and one sheep for each acre so se- 
cured. Customs duties Pr on animals brought in excess of this pro- 
portion will be. refunded for the number applicable to an additional 

olding of 160 acres when taken up 

The settler will be required to fill up a form (which will be supplied 

him by the customs officer on application) giving description, value, ete. 
of the goods and articles he wishes to be allowed to bring in free o 
duty. He will also be required to take the following oath : 
— „ do hereby solemnly make oath and say, that all the 
goods and articles hereinbefore mentioned are, to the best of my knowl- 
edge and belief, entitled to free entry as settlers’ effects, under the 
tariff of duties of customs now in force, and all of them have been 
owned and in actual use by myself for at least six months before re- 
moval to Canada; and that none of the goods or articles shown in this 
entry have been imported as merchandise or for any use in manufac- 
turing establishment, or for sale, and that I intend becoming a per- 
manent settler within the Dominion of Canada, 

Sworn before me at day of , 190—. 

The following oath shall be made by intending settlers when importing 
live stock into Manitoba or the Northwest Territories free of duty: 

I, —— „ do solemnly swear that I am now moving into 
Manitoba (or the Northwest Territories) with the intention of becoming 
a settler therein and that the live stock enumerated and described in 
the entry hereunto attached is intended for my own use on the farm 
which I am about to occupy (or cultivate) and not for sale or spem 
lative purposes, nor for the use of any other person or persons whom- 
soever. 

Quarantine of settlers’ gattle.— Settlers“ cattle, when accompanied by 
certificates of health, to be admitted without detention; when not so 
accompanied they must be inspected. Inspectors may subject any cat- 
tle showing symptoms of tuberculosis to the tuberculin test before 
allowing them to enter. Any cattle found tuberculous to be returned to 
the United States or killed without 3 Sheep for breeding and 
feeding purposes may be admitted subject to inspection at port of entry, 
and must be accompanied by a certificate, signed by a Government in- 
spector, that sheep scab has not existed in the district in which the 
have been fed for six months 8 the date of importation. 
disease is discovered to exist in them, they may be returned or slaugh- 
tered. Swine may be admitted, when forming part of settlers’ effects, 
when accom ied by a certificate that swine plague or hog cholera has 
not existed in the district whence they came for six mon preceding 
the date of shipment; when not e . by such certificate they 
must be subject to inspection at . of entry. If found diseased, to 
be slaughtered without compensation, 


he may, on N to the minister of the interlor, 
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FREIGHT REGULATIONS. 


A. Carload of settlers’ effects, within the meaning of this tariff, may 
be made up of the following-described property for the benefit of actual 
settlers, viz: Live stock, any number up to but not exceeding ten head, 
all told, viz, horses, mules, cattle, calves, sheep, hogs; household goods 
and personal loge 4 (second hand); wagons or other vehicles, for 
personal use (second hand), farm machinery, implements, and tools (all 
second hand); lumber and shingles, which must not exceed 2,500 feet 
in all, or the equivalent thereof; or in lieu of, not in addition to, the 
lumber and shingles a portable house may be shipped; seed grain; 
small quantity of trees or shrubbery; small lot live poultry or pet ani- 
mals; and sufficient feed for the live stock while on the journey. 

B. Less than carloads will be understood to mean only household 
goods (second hand); wagons or other vehicles, for personal use (sec- 
ond hand); and second-hand farm machinery, implements, and tools. 
Less than carload lots should be plainly addressed. A 

C. Merchandise, such as groceries, provisions, hardware, etc, also 
implements, machinery, vehicles, etc., if new, will not be regarded as 

settlers’ effects, and if shipped will be charged the company's regular 
classified tariff rates. 

D. Should the allotted number of live stock be exceeded, the addi- 
tional animals will be taken at the ordinary classified rates, over and 
above the carload rates for the settlers’ effects, but the total charge 
for any one such car will not exceed the regular rate for a straight 
carload of live stock. (These ordinary tariff rates will be furnished by 
station agents on application.) 

E. Passes.—One man will be passed free in charge of live stock when 
forming parts of carloads, to feed, water, and care for them in transit. 
Agente will use the usual form of live-stock contract. 

` Top loads.—Settlers are not permitted, under any circumstances, 
to load any article on the top of box or stock cars; such manner of 
loading is dangerous, and is absolutely forbidden. 

G. Carloads will not be stopped at any point short of destination for 
the purpose or unloading part. The entire carload must go through to 
the station to which originally consigned. 

H. Carload rates—The rates shown in the column headed “ Car- 
loads“ apply on any shipment 8 car and weighing 24,000 
pomas ( tons) or less. If the carloa weigh over 24,000 pounds, 

e additional weight will be charged for at proportionate rates. (Ex. 
ample: $205 Pe car” is equivalent to 85% cents per hundred pounds, 
at which rate the additional weight would charged.) 

STOP-OVER PRIVILEGES. 


Intending settlers are siyon the privilege of stopping over at sta- 
tions where they wish to inspect land. Application should be made to 
the conductor before reaching station where stop-over is required. 


FUEL FOR SETTLERS. 


Any homesteader having no timber on his homestead may, on ap- 
plication to the local agent of Dominion lands, get a permit to cut 
what he requires for building material, fencing, and fuel for use on 
his homestead. 


CHANGES IN DISTRICT STREET-RAILWAY TRACKS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
(S. 6147) authorizing changes in certain street-railway tracks 
within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, be now 
considered. z 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill named 
by him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, first, I ought to ask unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill named by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has heretofore been read 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr GALLINGER. I offer a substitute for the bill, which I 
ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
proposes an amendment in the nature of a substitute for the 
bill, which will be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
kindly indicate to the Senate to what the bill relates? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It provides for the extension of the street 
railway tracks to the Union Station, and the substitute which I 
have offered will be read. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

That the City and Suburban Railway of Washington be, and it 
hereby is, authorized and required to construct a double-track extension 
of its lines from New Jersey avenue and G street NW. northeastward! 
through reservation 77 to existing tracks along G street to Nort 
Capitol street, thence southwardly to Massachusetts avenue, thence east- 
wardly . avenue with such deviation as may be nec- 
essary to bring the tracks immediately in front of and adjacent to the 
main entrance to the Union Station to junctions with the existing 
tracks at Third and D streets NE. and at the northwest corner of 
Stanton square. 

Sec. 2. That the Washington Railway and Electric Company be, and 
it hereby is, authorized and required to construct a double-track exten- 
sion of its line from Delaware avenue and C street NE. northeastwardl 
along Delaware avenue to Massachusetts avenue, there to connect with 
the tracks of the City and Suburban Railway of Washington, herein- 
before authorized; also a double-track loop on the Union Station plaza 
connecting with the four tracks periran for in section 6: 

Provided, That existing transfer arrangements between the Washing- 
ton Railway and Electric Company and the Metropolitan Coach Com- 


pany, a corporation of the District of Columbia, shall not be termi- 
nated except by authority of Congress; and unless said Metropolitan 
Coach Company shall within one year after the passage of this act sub- 
stitute motor vehicles, to be ph — by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for the herdics now used by it its right to operate 
its line shall cease and determine. 

Provided further, That all transfers issued by the Metropolitan Coach 
Company shall be properly dated and punched as to time limit, and 
that unless said transfers are so dated and punched the Washington 
Railway and Eleetric 88 shall not be required to receive them. 
No transfer shall be issued on a transfer. 

Sec. 3. That the Capital Traction Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and it horeo is, authorized and required to construct a 
double-track extension of its lines from C street and Delaware avenue 
NE. northeasterly along Delaware avenue to the laza, connecting with 
the four tracks provided for in section 6 in front of the proposed 
Union Station, together with a double-track loop passing in front of 
the station on said revue and northwestwardly alon; [assachusetts 
avenue to North ap tol street, thence along North Capitol street to 
K street NW. over the existing tracks of the City and Suburban Rail- 
way of Washington, thence along K street to a junction with present 
tracks of the Capital Traction 9 at Seventh and K streets NW. 

Sec. 4. That the companies hereinbefore named be, and they hereby 
are, permitted to lay duct lines on such streets as may be necessary for 
the proper operation of their lines, the location of such duct lines to be 
Spproved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

EC. 5. That the construction of the aforesaid street railway lines 
shall be commenced within six months and completed within eighteen 
months from the date of the passage of this act; and in default of such 
commencement or completion within the time in this section 4 —9 
all rights, franchises, and privileges granted by this act shall imme- 
diately cease and determine. 

Sec, 6. That where the route or routes provided for in this act co- 
incide with each other or with the route or routes of existing street 
railways one set of tracks shall be used in common, upon terms mutu- 
ally agreed upon, or, in case of disagreement, upon terms determined 
by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, which is authorized 
and directed to give hearing to the interested parties, and to fix the 
terms of the joint trackage: Prorided, That there shall be at least two 
sets of double tracks immediately in front of the main entrance to the 
Union Station facing Massachusetts. avenue, the most northerly rail 
being not more than 50 feet south of the said main entrance, 

Sec. T. That the railway companies affected by this act shall have 
over and respecting the routes herein 23288 for the same rights, 
7 and privileges as they respectively have or hereafter may have 

y law over and respecting their other routes and shall be subject in 
respect thereto to all the other 8 of their charters and of law. 

Sec. 8. That authority is hereby given the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to use all or such portions of reservation 77 as may, 
in their judgment, be necessary for sidewalks and roadways and for 
street-railway use. 

Sec. 9. That whenever, in the construction of the new tracks herein 
authorized, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia deem it nec- 
essary, in order to reasonably accommodate vehicular traffic, to widen 
the roadway of any street or streets in which such track or tracks are 
to be laid the cost and expense of such widening, including the laying 
of new sidewalks, the adjustment of all underground construction, and 
of every penne appurtenance, shall be borne by the said railway com- 
pany, and the said railway company shall deposit with the collector 
of taxes of the District of Columbia the estimated cost of changing and 
widening the said street or streets, the work to be done by said Com- 
missioners; and whenever, at any future time, the said Commissioners 
deem it necessary to widen the roadway of any street or streets occu- 
pe by the extensions herein authorized, said railway company shall 
dear one-half the cost of widening and improving such street or streets, 
to be collected in the same manner as the cost of laying or repairing 
pavement lying between the exterior rails of the tracks of said street 
railroad and for a distance of 2 feet exterior to such track or tracks 
is collectible under the provisions of section 5 of an act entitled “An 
act to provide a permanent form of government for the District of 
Columbia.” approved June 11, 1878. 

Sec. 10. That whenever, in the construction of any of the tracks 
herein authorized, it is necessary, in the opinion of the Commissioners, 
to improve, by paving or otherwise, the roadway of any street occupied 
by such track on tracks, said company shall adjust the grade of its 
tracks to the new grade of the street or streets, the cost thereof to be 
borne by said company in the same manner as the cost of paving be- 
tween the exterior of the tracks of the street railroad companies, as 
referred to in the preceding section. 

Sec. 11. That the wage lar ad of all tracks herein authorized within 
the lines of the plaza in front of the Union Railroad Station shall be 
in accordance with the plans approved by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, and all work of constructing the extensions herein 
authorized shall be executed in accordance with plans to be approved 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and under a permit 
or permits DF the said Commissioners. 

Sec. 12, That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are 
hereby repealed. - 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it will be remembered that 
on two former occasions when this bill has been called up for 
consideration certain Senators made objection to it. The Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. Carrer] insisted that there ought to be 
a provision in the bill for a transfer arrangement between the 
railroad company and the herdic line at Fifteenth and H streets. 
That has been cured by the insertion of a provision which is 
satisfactory to the Senator from Montana. So there is no fur- 
ther objection on that point. 

Mr. SPOONER. That has been approved by the President? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Probably so. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] and the Senator from 
Montana [ Mr. Carter] objected to the provision that contemplated 
a line from Florida avenue and Seventh street down New Jer- 
sey avenue to the Union Station, and the property owners and 
those who occupy houses on that avenue, I think mistakenly, 
signed a large petition by way of protest. That has been elimi- 
nated. 

I desire to say that in the substitute I have offered the least 
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possible trackage construction has been provided for, and 
I think it is well enough for me to say that the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate], who is greatly interested in all these projects, 
and is always helpful, has gone over the substitute with great 
particularity and approves of it. 

Mr. President, I wish very briefly to explain precisely what 
the proposed substitute does. It provides the legislation, and no 
more, which is absolutely necessary to give the public com- 
fortable access to the Union Station, now nearing completion 
and soon to be occupied and used. 

By the first section of the substitute the City and Suburban 
Railway is required to extend its line from New Jersey avenue 
and G street along G street and North Capitol street past the 
Union Station to junctions with existing lines at Third and D 
streets NE. and at Stanton Square, thus giving the business 
and shopping districts direct communication with the station. 
This construction means in all about 4,300 feet of single track, 
the length of double track being less than seven city blocks. 

Section 2 requires the Washington Railway and Electric Com- 
pany to extend its line from Delaware avenue and C street NE. 
along Delaware avenue to the station front, connecting with the 
City and Suburban line authorized in the preceding section. 
This extension of 1,270 feet of single track will give a direct 
line to and from the Capitol, a little more than three blocks 
distant. 

The amendment requiring transfers between the Washington 
Railway and Electric Company and the Metropolitan Coach 
Company explains itself, and is satisfactory to those who have 
advocated that arrangement. 

Section 3 gives the Capital Traction Company rights on Dela- 
ware avenue from C street to the plaza and the station, so that 
the cars running on Pennsylvania avenue may have an abso- 
lutely necessary connection. This company’s construction on the 
plaza means 570 feet of single track. Furthermore we provide 
facilities for the Capital Traction Company’s passengers from 
the northern and northwestern portions of the city by re- 
quiring a deflection eastward at Seventh and K streets NW., 
continuing on K street to North Capitol street, and thence over 
the tracks of the City and Suburban Railway to the station 
plaza. The total length of these connections is 3,604 single- 
track feet, about seven blocks, and this eliminates the proposed 
occupancy of New Jersey avenue by railroad tracks, to which 
objection has been made. 

Section 4 is essential and self-explanatory. 

Section 5 sets the time limit; in some instances unnecessary, 
because the public demands and the natural desire of the com- 
panies to do business will hasten construction and operation, so 
that the margin allowed, while much shorter than is common in 
legislation, will surely be ample. 

Section 6 is a safeguard of existing law, except in the proviso 
as to the number and location of tracks immediately in front of 
the main entrance to the station. The proviso is wholly in the 
interest of the traveling millions who will of necessity use the 
street cars. 

Section 7 is essential and self-explanatory. 

Section 8 gives the District Commissioners authority to re- 
move an obstruction which would be a dangerous obstacle to 
traffic. It is deemed desirable by a number of Senators that the 
Massachusetts avenue western approach to the station be kept 
as clear as possible of car tracks and of all highway features 
likely to interfere with general traffic, which is accomplished. 

The remaining sections place upon the railway companies 
whatever burdens may be by reason of the widening of road- 
ways or changes of street grades, and give to the District Com- 
missioners the necessary authority to supervise and approve all 
plans. 

From the measure submitted eyerything has been eliminated 
as to which there could possibly be any controversy, leaving for 
future consideration other extensions deemed by some to be de- 
sirable. The railroad companies are not urging this measure, 
but the public interests require it, and the railroads can be de- 
pended upon to proceed energetically with construction. 

The immediate necessity for haste is, however, with us and 
not with them. I have been informed that everything that can 
be done in advance of legislation has been done. Until there 
is a governing statute they can not order necessary steel, for 
until the new lines are authorized—by law and by the District 
Commissioners—no one knows how much of straight track and 
how much of curves, switches, crossings, crossovers, and other 
“special work” will be needed. The number of mills turning 
out this “special work” is very small—not more than three or 
four in the whole country—and these assert, so I am informed, 
that they can not guarantee delivery in less than three or four 
months. Allowing thirty days for construction and the time 
necessary for the preliminary engineering upon which all meas- 


urements and orders must be based, we can not, if this bill is 
finally approved within a week, expect these lines to be in use 


much before December 1 of this year. Yet the Union Station 
will be doing more or less business within four months. In fact, 
the Baltimore and Ohio is now anxious to get in so that the deep 
and broad valley now occupied by its tracks may be filled and 
become, as it will, a large and important section of the plaza 
and its western and southwestern approaches. 

Anyone can therefore see that however expeditious we may 
be in the matter of legislation, the traveling public must inevi- 
tably suffer great inconvenience for a considerable period. Some 
of us haye seen it in sessions past and have striven to prevent 
such a condition. Prevention is now impossible, but by prompt 
action we can at least prevent the condition from becoming 
intolerable. 

In view of these facts, I trust that amendments will not be 
pressed to the bill and that it may be at once passed by the 
Senate so that the other House may have an early opportunity 
to consider it. 

With this brief statement, Mr. President, I submit the matter 
to the candid consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska pro- 
poses an amendment to the amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 
3 the following: 

Also a double-track extension of its lines, beginning at Florida 
avenue and Seventh street NW., southeasterly along Florida avenue 
to its intersection with east Eighth street, thence in a southerly direc- 
tion along east Eighth street to its intersection with the said com- 
pany’s tracks at Pennsylvania avenue SE., also a double-track exten- 
sion beginning at the intersection of Eighth and F streets NE., west- 
wardly on said F street to the Union Station, there to connect by such 


route as may be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia with the double-track loop hereinbefore mentioned. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is very serious -ob- 
jection to the amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then I will explain it. 

Mr. GALLINGHR. I will give way to the Senator if he de- 
sires to make an explanation. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I will not take much time 
myself in making a statement, but I desire to have one or two, 
letters read in connection with this matter. 

The amendment is intended to take care of the great north- 
east section of the city which to-day is very inadequately sup- 
plied with street-car facilities. Anyone at all familiar with 
all the great northeast section of the city. knows that it is 
practically impossible to reach that section of the city by 
street car. The matter of getting this very identical street car 
line as outlined in the amendment has been before Congress a 
great many years. To-day there is practically no objection to 
the amendment. 

The citizens, I may say, so far as I can learn, are unanimously 
for it. The street car company, which it is provided shall build 
the line, has agreed to build it. It is ready to build it. The 
trouble comes, as I understand, and we may as well be plain 
about it, from the fact that the other street car company does 
not want this street car company to get into that section of the 
city. That is the only objection, and if it were not for that, as 
I think the chairman of the committee will agree, the amend- 
ment would go on without any objection. 

The only reason why it was not put on is that it would raise 
some controversy on the part of the other street car company by 
their filing objections to it, and that sort of thing, and possibly 
delay the measure. But it occurs to me that the matter might 
just as well be ironed out now as at any other time. Here is a 
matter that has been pending a long time, and there are thou- 
sands of people in that section of the city who are walking and 
riding in herdics and buggies and in every other way to get 
down into town, with no street car service, practically speaking. 
We are providing now for certain street car extensions by this 
yery company, and it occurs to me that the Northeast Citizens’ 
Association is right in its demands that now is the time when 
this extension should be authorized. 

I will say that Doctor Gallaudet, of the Columbia Institution 
for the Deaf and Dumb, is very anxious about it, and he has 
written a letter which I will ask the Secretary to read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THe COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB, 
KENDALL GREEN, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1907. 
Hon. ELMER J. BURKETT, 
United States Senate. 
Dear Sin: The officers, students, and employees of this institution 
have learned with great interest of the amendment which you have pro- 
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posed in the Senate to Senate bill 6147, this amendment being 
stood to provide for the construction of a street railway along Florida 


under- 


avenue, passing in front of the grounds of this institution. 

The residents of Kendall Green have hoping for several years 
that their facilities for reaching the city by street cars might be im- 
proved. No street corer passes nearer to Kendall Green than four 
squares, and in unpleasant weather or in the heat of summer it is no 
small trial to be compelled to walk the distance of these squares in 
order to secure a ride in a street car. The proposed-line will be most 
acceptable to the residents of Kendall Green and they earnestly hope 
that Congress will take action favorably upon this measure at its pres- 


ent session. 
Very respectfully, yours, E. M. GALLAUDET, President. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I should like to say before I 
have read the statement which I hold in my hand, as the ques- 
tion has been asked me privately, that the amendment contem- 
plates the extension of the street car tracks that come down 
Florida avenue as far as Seventh street and then down Seventh 
street to Pennsylvania avenue. The amendment provides that 
they shall extend the tracks along Boundary street, or Florida 
avenue, over as far as Eighth street NE., then come down 
Eighth street to Pennsylvania avenue SE., with spur from 
Eighth street up to the new Union Station, giving the whole 
northeast section a direct line to the Union Station. 

I now ask the Secretary to read a statement which was filed 
here with reference to this matter, covering the ground quite 
conclusively. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there is no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


{Memorial in support of the amendment to Senate bill No. 6147, entitled 
“A bill authorizing changes in certain street railway tracks within 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” ] 

About ten years ago the residents in the vicinity of Florida avenue 
east of Seventh street NW. began to urge the extension of the U street 
line easterly along Florida avenue to North Capitol street, as provided 
in its charter. (Act of Apr. 30, 1892, 27 Stat. L., 23.) As this sec- 
tion of the city was at that time sparsely settled the street car com- 
pany did not build east of Seventh street, except a short spur used for 
switching purposes. 

During the winter of 1897 a petition signed by about 1,000 persons 
was presented to the railwa company asking for the construction of 
the road as far cast as North Capitol street, but as the authority had 
lapsed by nonuser, although the company was willing to construct the 
road, the Commissioners of the District declared ey were without 
authority to grant the permit for such construction. During December, 
1898, the CEE totii power house at Fourteenth and E streets NW. was 
8 b, re. nee then the company has felt unable until very 
recently to build this extension, 

In October, 1905, the company decided that if authority was obtained 
for the work it would build e extension along Flori avenue and 
Eighth street to Pennsylvania avenue SE., and so complete a cross- 
town car line which had been so earnestly urged for many years by the 
various citizens’ organizations of the District. As soon as this deci- 
sion became known petitions to Congress were circulated along Florida 
avenue and vicinity, and within a single week about 4,000 persons, 
patrons of street cars, * the We asking Congress to authorize 
the desired extension. e petitions were signed by the residents on 
Florida avenue from Seventh street NW. to Lendalf Green, at Eighth 
and Florida avenue NE., almost without an 5 These petitions 
and a large number of personal letters urging the extension’ were filed 
last winter with the District Committee through Senator HANSBROUGH, 
chairman of the subcommittee having the street car bills in charge. 


PRESENT STATUS. 


Senate bill 43, which was introduced at the request of the Capital 
Traction Company, contained a provision for the extension desired 
5 the petitioners and the writers of the letters referred to. This 
bill was reported favorably, but some amendments relating to taxa- 
tion were added which, after discussion, caused the bill to be recom- 
mitted by the Senate. Meanwhile Senate bill 6147 was introduced 
by Senator GALLINGER, which contained the street car extension form- 
erly reported favorably by the committee, with the exception of the 
one 7 28 Florida avenue and Eighth street. This bill was reported 
back to the Senate in lieu of the one previously reported, and Senator 
HANSBROUGH at once offered several amendments to it, including the 
one providing for the Capital Traction extension herein referred to, 
with an extension along New Jersey avenue. The amendment now 
offered relates only to the extension along Florida avenue and leaves 
New Jersey avenue undisturbed. 

Congress should authorize the extension of street car tracks along 
Florida avenue and Eighth street to Pennsylvania avenue SE., for the 
following reasons: 

1. It will afford the patrons of the Capital Traction Company for one 
fare to approach the great terminal freight station and freight yards 
lying immediately north of Florida avenue NE., which can not be 
reached by this company without such extension. 

2. It will afford convenient facilities for one fare to thousands of 
upils residing in the territory served by the 8 Traction Company 
‘or reaching the Armstrong Manual Training High School, at Second 
and P streets NW., who can not now reach there without paying two 
car fares or being subjected to great exposure during inclement weather. 

3. It will afford convenient facilities for one fare to thousands of 
pens residing in the territory served by the Washington Railway and 

ectric Company for neame the McKinley Manual Training and 
Central High schools without the payment of two fares or being sub- 
jected to exposure dur inclement weather. 

As the Central and the McKinley and Armstrong Manual Training 
High schools include about two-thi of all high school students in the 
District not in the Business High School (whi the car lines now 
reach), the importance of reasons two and three will be at once seen. 

4. It will afford reasonably direct and convenient street-car facilities 
for one fare for all navy-yard employees residing east of Seventh street 
and north of Pennsylvania avenue. 

5. It will afford reasonably direct and conyenient street-car facilities 
for one fare for fully one-third ef the residents of Washington to reach 


the Glenwood, Prospect Hill, St. Mary's, and Mount Olivet cemeteries, 
which many thousands are obliged to visit every year. 

6. It afford direct and convenient street-car facilities for Ken- 
dall Green, the only institution of its kind in the United States, with 
its large number of pupils and instructors, and many visitors, who are 
always embarrassed by the present lack of facilities to reach this 
famous Government institution. 

7. It will afford the first and only real cross-town street-cay line in 
the city, and the only north and south line east of the Capitol and 
north of Pennsylvania avenue. It is simply an extension of the same 
track in northeast Washington of the present north and south line in 
southeast Washington. 

8. It will afford great convenience to from 35,000 to 50,000 people 
who must travel over three sides of a are to reach their destination 
on the other side of it. This applies with great force to persons resid- 
ing in either north or east Washington who may wish to reach other 
8 in those A eken of the city. r example: A person residing on 

welfth, near street NE., in order to reach any point on Twelfth 
street near East Capitol must travel west, then south to the East 
Capitol line, and then east to Twelfth street again, and pay two fares 
to reach his destination, while if physically able he can walk down 
Twelfth street in one-third of the time required to travel the three 
sides of the square. The same is true in going from ang Pec rac in 
north Washington as, say, Park road to Eleventh street an ‘olumbia 
road. Many other illustrations might be given for different parts of 
the city usually requiring two car fares. 

9. This extension is asked for by every citizens’ organization through 
whose territory it passes, and has been approved by the District Com- 
epg Ada It was also approved some years ago by the late Senator 

ch an, 2 

10. More than 95 per cent of the residents on Florida avenue along 
the proposed route ve signed the petition asking for it. Conse- 
uently there is practically no opposition to it from residents along 
the ue as there has been for other proposed routes for a cross-town 


11. Florida avenue is especially gear for a cross-town line, by 
both geographical location and by its width, and is practically the only 
street that is so adapted. 
12. The Washington Railway and Electric 8 is opposing this 
nt, but has never offered to build a cross-town line in this vicin- 
fey. It now proposes a bus line as a substitute, which can in no sense 
be deemed commensurate with this t public demand, and which 
could have been put on without legislation at any time that suited 
the management, but has never been done. 
13. This extension to North Capitol street provides a direct route 
for the Capital Traction Company to the Union Passenger Station b 
ing over the present tracks on North Capitol street, and thus will 
leave New Jersey avenue entirely undisturbed as a driveway, if Con- 


gress so desires. 
14. We are authorized to say that the Capital Traction Company is 


ready now to build this extension if empowered to do so by Congress. 
CONCLUSION. 


Florida avenue and . street, as above described, and thus meet 
the needs as well as t 
dents of and taxpayers in the District of Columbia. 
Respectfully submitted, 
R. SERVEN, 


A. 
President North Capitol and Hekington Citizens’ Association, 
5 A W. J. HUGHES, 
Vice-President North Capitol and Eckington Citizens’ Association. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I had not before seen the 
document that has been read—Senate Document No. 190—and 
so am unable to determine the accuracy of the various state- 
ments that are made in it. My attention was called to one 
statement as it was being read, which certainly is not true so 
far as I am in possession of any information, and that is that 
the Washington Railway and Electric Company is opposing this 
grant. No man connected with that company has eyer suggested 
to me anything concerning this proposed legislation. 

Mr. President, the bill which is now under consideration has 
been before the Senate for a long time—since last June—and sey- 
eral attempts have been made to pass it, the chief objection he- 
ing on the part of certain Senators that we were proposing ex- 
tensions which were unnecessary because of their undue length. 
This amendment contemplates the construction of practically 2 
new line of railway in the District of Columbia, and it seems to 
me a singular circumstance that the Senator from Nebraska, 
who is a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
has not during the present Congress offered a bill which would 
in proper course of time come to that committee and receive the 
consideration of the committee. £ 

Mr. BURKETT. Does the Senator want an answer? 
I will give it to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. BURKETT. I did not get the permission of the chair- 
man of the committee until last week to introduce this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, Mr. President, no member of that 
committee ever gets the permission of the chairman to do any- 
thing. The Senator has the same right the chairman has to 
offer a bill and send it to the committee. If he had done so, it 
would have been sent to the Commissioners, and I haye no 


If so, 
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doubt if it had come back the Senator himself would have 
been made chairman of a subcommittee, if he desired it, to 
give it consideration. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say in seriousness that the matter 
was not presented to me until last week. I then carried it to 
the chairman of the committee, for whom every member of 
the committee has great respect, and asked permission, and ob- 
tained it from the committee at our last meeting, to offer it here. 
I did not want to do anything, I will say to the chairman, as 
he knows, without acting in harmony with his committee. The 
matter was not brought to my attention until last week. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no doubt, and I will be entirely 
frank about this matter, that there ought to be some extension 
through that territory; there is need of it; but whether or not 
this amendment is a wise amendment I am utterly unable to 
say. It does this: It makes an extension from Seventh and 
Florida avenue NW. to east Eighth street and then to Penn- 
Sylvania avenue SE. of 3 miles and 360 feet of railroad 
track. It makes an extension on F street, a double track, 
on a street only 34 feet wide, of 2,800 feet, or over half a mile. 
So, if this amendment is adopted, on a bill which proposes to 
extend the tracks of existing street railways to the Union Sta- 
tion, we are going to charter the construction of 4 miles of 
street railway in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM. In addition? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In addition. It is not wise legislation 
on this bill. It never has had the consideration of the chair- 
man of the committee, certainly, and, I think, not of many mem- 
bers of the committee, before. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Practically this same amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska was contained in a bill 
which I had the honor to report to this body last winter. It 
was put into that bill after the most careful consideration and 
upon the petition of some 5,000 people in that section of the 
city. 
I had the honor at that time to be chairman of the subcom- 
mittee on street railroads, and I gave it fullest consideration 
and so did other members of the subcommittee. The amend- 
ment, or what is offered now as an amendment, was placed in 
the bill that was reported out of the full committee at last 
winter's session of the Senate. 

So, Mr. President, there has been notice of this amendment, 
and it has been before this body heretofore, and also before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator is right, and he 
is wrong. The Senator knows the history of that proposed legis- 
lation, and I am not going to repeat it. It was reported by a 
majority of 1 when only half of the committee was present, 
and when there was an entire misunderstanding as to the 
nature of the bill 

Now, I say for myself, and I assume the responsibility and 
am willing to take it, that I have never been over a foot of this 
ground. I do not know whether these streets are proper streets 
on which to construct a street railway or not. Neither have I 
seen the numerous petitions the Senator from North Dakota 
speaks of. He may have them in his committee room; I haye 
never seen them. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. ‘They came through the Senate to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and were referred by 
that committee, I assume by the chairman of the committee, 
to the subcommittee on street railroads. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will take the responsibility of 
saying that I should like to see those 5,000 names to those 
petitions. . 

But I want to emphasize the fact that here it is proposed to 
construct 4 miles of new street railway in the District of Co- 
lumbia on a bill that proposes to construct, I think, less than 
half a mile to get to the Union Station. Upon that statement I 
am ready to submit the matter to the Senate. If the Senate 
thinks this is a wise thing to do, of course the chairman of the 
committee will have to submit. But I think it is utterly un- 
wise and that it ought not to be done. If a bill shall be offered 
in the Senate at the next session (it could not of course receive 
consideration in the few days that remain of this session) and 
is sent to the Committee on the District of Columbia proposing 
to construct a railway in the northeast section of the city, I 
will give my personal guaranty that it will have every proper 
consideration, and that if it is thought to be a wise measure 
we will then have this extension provided for. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I regret that we have not 
fuller information of this subject. It is one in which I have no 
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interest whatever except to respond to a request made to me by 
the ‘Northeast Washington Citizens’ Association through their 


president, Mr. Evan H. Tucker. I am not familiar with the 
subject myself, and had I received his letter earlier than this 
morning I would have taken occasion better to inform myself. 

It seems, however, from what has been stated in the debate, 
that this matter has been for two sessions before Congress and 
that the members of the committee are fully able to enlighten 
the Senate about it. The chairman, who is generally exceed- 
ingly attentive to all business in his hands, to whom I have no 
sort of antagonism whatever, says he has not gone over the 
ground and does not know about it. The only opportunity for 
people who live a little aside from the main stream of things to 
get legislation is on occasions like this, when pertinent matters 
are being considered, or at least it is their best opportunity to 
get some attention. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator suggests that this has been 
before Congress for two years. My impression is, and I think 
I am absolutely correct, that no bill has ever been offered in the 
Senate which proposed to build this extension. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understood the Senator from North Dakota 
to say it was reported to the Senate as an amendment to a bill 
by the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was. 

Mr. DANIEL. It could not have been reported by the com- 
mittee without the committee considering it, and it was, there- 
fore, a matter duly submitted for the consideration of the com- 
mittee, duly considered, and duly commended to this body, ac- 
cording to the statement of the Senator from North Dakota, 
now concurred in by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will suggest to the Senator that that 
bill, immediately after being reported, was recommitted to the 
committee by a very large vote of the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then the committee has had since the recom- 
mittal, when asked by the Senate to reconsider it, up to the 
present time. It has had two opportunities to consider this 
matter and report the pros and cons. I yield to the Senator 
from North Dakota for a question. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to say that two bills were re- 
ferred to the subcommittee on street railroads at the last session 
of the Senate, which were, I think, introduced by the Senator 
from New Hampshire himself. I know, of course, that the Sen- 
ator can not keep track of all those things, because he is a very 
busy Senater—one of the busiest Senators in this body—but, if 
I am not mistaken, one of those bills contained the provision 
which is now under discussion. It was not put in the bill as 
an amendment, according to my recollection. I think it was 
contained in one of the bills that was introduced in this body. 
I do not recall whether the Senator from New Hampshire intro- 
duced it or not, but I am quite sure that it came to the subcom- 
mittee in that form. 3 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say, if the Senator from Virginia 
will permit me—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ascertain the fact about that. I 
think the Senator is mistaken, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The fact can be ascertained. I may 
be wrong about it, but I think I am right. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the letter which I have in my hand 
may be read as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


NORTHEAST WASHINGTON CITIZENS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1967. 
Hon. Jonx W. DANIEL, 


Dran SENATOR: In behalf of the people who I represent, who have 
been striving for fifteen years to secure legislation for a cross-town 
street-car line, I respectfully solicit your support for the inclosed amend- 
ment. The eastern section of the city, with a population of 75,000, 
has no north-and-south line whatever, while the western section has 
six such lines. The thousands of employees of the navy-yard are un- 
ble to ride to the northeast section without first going uptown and then 
paying another fare to go northeast. 

Please pardon me for making this request, but as we citizens of the 
District have no voice in our government we are compelled to appeal to 
our lawmakers for needed legislation. 


Yours, very truly, 
Evan H. TUCKER, 
President Northeast Washington Citizens’ Association. 
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Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I will only observe that a let- 
ter of that character, coming from so large and representative a 
body, appealing to such just considerations, is entitled to the 

-fair and full consideration of this body when it passes upon 

this matter. I do not make any criticism of the committee. I 
know what immense business they have before them; I make 
no unpleasant animadversion whatsoever; but the fact is that 
this matter has not been sufficiently considered to fully en- 
lighten our minds upon this subject. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to ask the Senator in just 
what particular he now wants information. There is not any 
question about this being a proper route, I will say, for the 
street car traffic. We know exactly the only objection there is 
to it and we know exactly who wants it. It has been before 
the committee, and after consideration by the subcommittee it 
was recommended to the full committee, and then by the com- 
mittee recommended to this body, when there was some discus- 
sion on account of a taxation clause. I will say, and I think 
the chairman will bear me out in it, there was considerable 
time spent on the discussion of a provision for taxing the 
railroads, which was an amendment added to it, and after con- 
siderable discussion the chairman of the committee moved to 
recommit the bill and it went back. As I understood at that 
time, for nothing was said particularly about the other provi- 
sion, it went back altogether for further investigation upon 
the taxation amendment proposed to the bill. 

After it went back to the committee last June this bill was 
introduced as a substitute for the old original Senate bill 43, 
which contained this provision and which had been considered 
by the subcommittee and the committee. When the new bill 
was introduced it was referred fo another subcommittee, I 
think, or at least it was brought before the committee by the 
chairman, and upon fair consideration they recommended that 
as a substitute. There is no question, I think, about this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. The committee recommended what as a sub- 
stitute? 

Mr. BURKETT. They recommended the bill which is now 
before us as a substitute. 

Mr. DANIEL. Omitting the amendment? 

Mr. BURKETT. Omitting the amendment. I may say to 
the Senator that the matter is entirely frank and fair between 
us, the chairman taking the position that it was better not to 
encumber this bill with that kind of an amendment. He said 
here a moment ago that it is a good proposition, probably, al- 
though he has not given it personally enough attention to in- 
dorse it, but that he does not want to encumber this bill. That 
is the whole difficulty. He does not want to encumber this bill. 
There had been sufficient investigation to know that this is a 
proper route as far back as Senator McMillan’s time, I may say. 
This route around Florida ayenue—the natural cross-town street 
over in this section of the country, to get a north and south line 
east of the Capitol—has been determined on for years. There 
is not a single foot of north and south line east of this Capitol 
in the city of Washington. f 

I say to the Senator I did not want it to go unchallenged 
that this matter had not been given any investigation. If there 
is any particular point that has not been covered in the Sena- 
tor’s mind or upon which he wishes information, perhaps some 
of the Senators who listened to the hearings can enlighten him. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator is giving us information. He has 
just given us information that was not before the Senate. He 
states, for instance, what we are not informed of in any report 
and which I had not heard stated in any observation that had 
been made, that this is known and conceded to be a proper 
route for this railroad. May I ask the Senator, then, what is 
the objection to putting it in this bill, and how it would en- 
cumber the bill to do anything that everybody agrees in? 
What is the objection to it? 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator that so far as } 
am concerned in my judgment there is not any objection to it. 
I am advocating it. But there were some members of the com- 
mittee who thought it would encumber this bill to attach to it 
the building of this additional track out there, as the Senator 
said; that it is a good deal of trackage; that there would be ob- 
jection on the part of some other street car line to this company 
building the track, and it would raise discussion and dispute 
and possibly delay the bill, and possibly defeat the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I inquire if any company has objected to 
this before the District Committee? 

Mr. BURKETT. So far as I know they have not, but there is 
running all through the thing a general feeling that the other 


street car company, whateyer its name may be, will object to 
this company building that car line. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would this company object to the other com- 
pany building that car line? 

Mr. BURKETT. I am not advised. They have not the con- 
nection. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator is not advised either way? 

Mr: BURKETT. The other car line has not the connection, 
I will say, for Florida avenue. This is an extension of the ex- 
isting Florida avenue line that runs from Eighteenth street 
clear down to Seventh street, and then turns down Seventh 
street, and it contemplates building all around Boundary street, 
Florida avenue. It is a proper line to build there. It is just a 
continuation of the present line, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am not on the committee, and 
naturally I am not conversant with what may be the real or 
supposititious rivalries or competitions of the various companies. 
So far as we are informed, the Washington and Electric Com- 
pany has made no objection—no official objection, at least—to 
this, and so far as we are informed this company has made no 
objection to the other company coming around that way if it 
chooses to do so. Some day Congress has got to decide this 
matter, if the people of the District who wish street car ac- 
commodations are going to get them. 

Here is a statement undenied that 73,000 people in a large 
section have not the facilities which they should have for com- 
munication with this great city. Is there any difficulty about 
this company being able and ready to build this line? That is 
a question which it might be proper to ask. If we require them 
to do it, are they in a situation in which they can do it? All 
these questions naturally occur to one who is going into a case 
which he has not examined.“ 

It is with great diffidence that I say anything, but I think 
these people ought to be heard, and I think it would be prefer- 
able, if agreeable to the Senator from New Hampshire, to have 
this amendment considered now, to have it considered at this 
session of Congress with reference to this bill, and to have a 
full report made to this body, so that it could form an intelli- 
gent and considerate judgment. 

It seems that this very amendment once had the indorsement 
of the District Committee and reported it here; that it was 
referred back to the committee, and that it has been omitted 
from this bill, or left out in their consideration of this question, 
for fear that it might raise some trouble. Of course those uncon- 
versant with the hearings which they have had and the informa- 
tion which has been conveyed to them can not pass upon it with 
the intelligence or the fair regard for all considerations which 
they can, but that strikes me as being the best conclusion of 
the matter now. If the committee were to agree upon this bill, 
embrace this matter, and report it back, the probability is that 
‘the bill could be passed before the end of the present session. 

The more we extend other accommodations to other railroads 
and to other interests the stronger they are to compete with any 
interest which might occupy a field on which they have their 
eyes for the future. It may be that it is a serious question 
whether the present railroad company, upon which this amend- 
ment would impose the duty of building this track, is strong 
enough to do it, and if that were true it would present a phase 
of the subject that would require at least very grave considera- 
tion. $ : 

I have stated, Mr. President, all I know about this subject, 
and I only did that at the instance of the letter which was ad- 
dressed to me. 

While we are upon the subject 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. DANIEL. In a moment, with pleasure. I should like to 
inquire if this bill makes any charge upon the District of Co- 
lumbia or upon the Government of the United States? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all, I will say to the Senator, 

Mr. DANIBL. I thought not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to make another inquiry, as to 
whether the subject of transfers is fairly and justly encom- 
passed here? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The committee has not taken that matter 
under consideration at all. That is one of the controverted 
questions that it will require a very considerable time to con- 
sider when it is properly before the committee. In reporting in 
favor of this extension we have not gone into extraneous mat- 
ters, such as taxation, transfers, construction of new lines, and 
all those things. As chairman of the committee, I thought they 
were too serious to be taken up on a matter that was as urgent 
as this is in order to get these tracks extended to the Union 
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Station. I do not want to have the traveling public walking 
two or three squares after the station is opened. 

Mr, DANIEL. Mr. President, it seems to me, as 73,000 people 
are walking 4 miles, some other people can wait and walk half 
a mile while the 73,000 are trying to get over 4 miles. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should like to get a little 
information on this subject. The first point on which I desire 
information is this: How is it that 70,000 people, who have been 
clamoring for these privileges for several years, have neglected 
to make their influence sufliciently and strongly felt to get a 
bill before Congress to be acted upon as an independent meas- 
ure? Why has this matter been delayed until the closing days 
of a Congress with no bill having been introduced, and these 
people suffering for the lack of proper street railway facilities? 

This bill, as I understand, was introduced for the sole object 
of connecting the present existing lines of street railway with 
the new railway station, and with no other object whatever. 
It was not intended to go into the subject of the proper place for 
locating new lines of street railway for the service of the people; 
and, therefore, anyone interested in a new line would naturally 
understand that this bill was hardly the appropriate place for 
legislation concerning it, and that it should not be attached 
to a bill having for its single object the connection of existing 
lines with the new station. That is something that I certainly 
can not understand. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Burkerr] has also stated 
that the objection is an objection on the part of other street 
railways, so I wish the Senator would alse inform us what that 
objection can be. What business is it of the other street rail- 
ways, who are not furnishing service to this section of the 
District, that others might or might not go in there and give 
the service? If there is any objection of that kind, I think we 
are entitled to know exactly what it is. 

I certainly am in favor of voting in some manner for proper 
service for every section of the District; but I do not under- 
stand how any company that is not furnishing these facilities 
can consistently object to some other company, that desires to 
do so, furnishing them; and if any one of the three or four Sena- 
tors who haye spoken on this subject can give us any light on 
either of those two propositions, I think we should all of us be 
glad to hear from him. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, in view of what my 
colleague [Mr. McCumser] has said, I think I ought to explain 
that the pending bill, as I understand, contains practically the 
provision contained in the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. Burkert]. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], the chairman of the committee, has 
offered a substitute for that bill. That substitute does not pro- 
vide for the street railway extension sought by the Senator from 
Nebraska. The bill which came from the committee last year 
contained this same provision. It was considered by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, came here to the Senate, and, 
after some discussion, it was recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGHR. If the Senator will permit me, I will 
simply say that the bill for which this is a substitute does not 
contain that provision. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The bill for which the Senator from 
New Hampshire has offered a substitute, as I understood it, 
contained a provision of that kind. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then it was in the bill of last winter. 
The provision which the Senator from Nebraska seeks to have 
incorporated in the Senator’s substitute, was in the bill of last 
winter, was considered by the Committee on the Distriet of 
Columbia, considered by the Senate, and recommitted to the 
committee. So that the Senate has had ample notice of this 
proposed extension. z 

One of the street railway systems here, as I understand, op- 
poses the extension because it will get no advantage from it. 
The other street railway system seeks to make the extension 
because it would derive advantage from it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If my colleague will pardon me, I will ask 
ee will the other street railway companies 

neur? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. None whatever. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then, why should they oppose it because 
they get no advantage? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. If my colleague were on the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia he would find many reasons 
why the street railway companies here oppose legislation which 
they do not want. 

Mr. GALLINGHR. If the Senator will permit me, I will say 
to him that neither of the railway companies nor any person con- 
nected with either railway company has eyer spoken to me 
about this extension, 


Mr. BURKETT. I would say to the Senator from North 
Dakota that the question has not been answered as to what 
this has to do with connecting with the new depot. It does 
connect with the new depot, and that is the reason why the 
amendment should be adopted here. It is proposed to run a 
line down Florida avenue to Eighth street, down Eighth street 
to F street, and thence to the depot. It does connect the 
eastern part of the city of Washington and provides the means 
for the people of that section to get to the terminal. That is 
why the amendment was offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Burkert]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Is the proposed substitute open to 
amendment now, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk, to be inserted after section 12. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Dakota to the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After section 12 it is proposed to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Sec. 12. Every railway company now authorized by law, or which 
may hereafter be authorized by law, to operate cars on any of the 
streets, avenues, or highways of the District of Columbia, and all other 
public-service corporations of said District, including the Chesapeake 
and Potomac Telephone Company, Potomac Electric Lighting and Power 
Company, and the Washington Gas Light Company, shall annually pay 
to the collector of taxes of the Distriet of Columbia, as a franchise tax, 
in addition to the taxes now imposed upon them by law, an amount 
equal to 12 per cent of their respective net earnings, which said net 
earnings shall be ascertained by educting from their respective gross 
receipts from all sources only the current Ai oh and expenses for the 
same year, excluding interest, dividends, sink fund, and enlargement 
of plant: Provided, That on or before the 1st day of August, 1906, the 
board of assessors of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized 
and directed to appraise and assess the personal property of all such 
Pount corporations, and in making such pA epee tm the said 
oard shall appraise the value of the franchises of each of said com- 
panies and include the same in the said personal property pe bra 
ment: Provided further, That any of such corporations as may elect so 
to do may pay to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia an 
amount equal to 14 per cent of said appraised value, as now provided 
for by law for general taxation of personal property in said District, 
which shall be in lieu of the 12 per cent per annum tax on net incomes, 
as above provided, and of the Frome earnings tax now provided by law: 
And provided further, That the real estate of all said street railway 
companies in the District of Columbia shall be taxed as other real 
estate, but the tracks thereof shall not be taxed as real estate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 
from North Dakota whether he desires to speak to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not care to speak at length on the 
amendment, because a similar amendment was in the bill of last 
winter and was discussed in the Senate on two or three occa- 
sions prior to the recommittal of the bill to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. Unless Senators desire some information 
on the subject I do not care to debate it. 

I will say, however, that I think the provision is a very just 
one. It is the result of very deep research on my part and on 
the part of at least one other person who is connected with the 
Government in this Capitol, who is a very accurate and thorough 
mathematician. He went into this subject as thoroughly as was 
possible and worked at it many days. I am satisfied that the 
provision is a just one and that it ought to be incorporated in 
this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Would the Senator object to an amendment te 
his amendment providing for a general income tax throughont 
the United States? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, a general income tax is 
an altogether different branch of legislation, as it seems to me, 
and raises an entirely different question. 

Mr. HALE. I think it does, but I think it would be equally 
germane to offer that as to offer the amendment which the Sen- 
ator has proposed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Does the Senator from Maine pretend 
to say that an amendment to this bill providing for a right of 
way for street railroads in Washington is not germane which 
provides for the taxation of those railroads? And does the 
Senator from Maine pretend to say that an income-tax amend- 
ment would be germane? The Senator is very unhappy in his- 
simile, if I am not mistaken. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the bill in charge of the Senator from 
New Hampshire has a single object, and that is to adapt the 
present railway system in the District to communication with 
the new station—something in which everybody is interested. 
It does not involve the gas company, nor the electric-light com- 
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pany, nor the telephone company, nor income taxes of any kind 
upon them. I should say that the wisest thing is to confine the 
bill to the object sought by the committee and to perfect it on 
those lines. 

When the Senator offers an amendment of the kind he has 
offered he opens every question which is not involved in the 
original bill. I do not suppose that we will add to the bill a 
provision for a general income tax throughout the country; 
but if we should do so, I do not think the departure from the 
original bill would be any greater than the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the Senator would be an innovation on 
the original bill. I do not offer the amendment. I only made 
the suggestion to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to lay the amendment on 
the table. [Putting the question.] The “ayes” seem to have 
it. The “ayes” have it; and the motion is agreed to. The 
question recurs on the amendment in the nature of a substitute 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLTNGER]. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay the amendment of the Senator from North 
Dakota on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Virginia de- 
mands the yeas and nays on the motion to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. BACON. I ask that the amendment be again read. I was 
out of the Chamber temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment, at the request of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not want to be factious 
about this matter, but it occurs to me that the demand for the 
yeas and nays came too late. The Chair had made a declara- 
tion and then proceeded to put another question to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the point is raised, the Chair 
will be compelled to hold that the demand came after the deci- 
sion, and the Senate had proceeded to other business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do make the point, Mr. President. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to withdraw his motion to lay on the table, so that we may 
vote directly on the proposition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the question be put. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To the amendment that was agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes; it is to come in before section 8. It can 
be called“ section 74.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new section, to 
be known as “ section 74,” the following: 

That all street railway companies within the District of Columbi 
both now and hereafter to be chartered by Congress, shall receive an 
exchange tickets with each other, and shall also e to ngers free 
transfers which shall be received by all street railway companies at one 
intersection and connection with all other street railway lines; and 
also give to and receive from each passenger paying one cash fare of 5 
cents a free transfer good for more than one exchange at one intersec- 
tion, and good cerry at all intersections with all street railways 
and from intersection to intersection, within the said District of Co- 
— či but transfers on tickets or cash fares shall not be good for a 
big ee r officer or agent of any street cpp ay 8 and every 
street railway company, for every violation of the provisions of this 
section, shall be punished by a fine of not more than $10 by the police 
court of the District of Columbia on 8 by information brought 
by the corporation counsel or any of his assistants, and any person or 
corporation interested shall have the right to apply to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia for a mandamus to enforce the free 
transfers by this act provided. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, that amendment was consid- 
ered by the subcommittee of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. I was a member of that subcommittee, and it was 
unanimously agreed to. My recollection is that it was also 
unanimously agreed to by the full committee. It seems to me 
to be a yery proper proyision and one that ought to be put on 
this bill. 

We are legislating in the interests of the street railway com- 
panies, and, in my opinion, the amendment is germane, We are 
giving them additional facilities, and I think everyone knows 
that the facilities which they give the public are very inade- 
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quate. I do not know of any street railway lines in the country 
that are less adequate than those in Washington. There ought 
to be some time and some place where we can legislate a little 
in the interests of the Washington public, and I do not believe 
there can be any proper objection to this amendment providing 
for transfers being incorporated in the pending bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. Dunors!] is quite mistaken when he suggests that the full 
committee approved this provision. 

The Senator’s amendment is foreign to the bill; it has no 
relevancy to it whatever. It is a question that may properly be 
considered at some time by the committee, if a bill shall be 
offered; but I do hope that no serious effort will be made to en- 
cumber the pending bill with a provision of that kind. 

It has become the fashion of late to decry the street railway 
service of Washington. I do not agree at all with the gentlemen 
who make those criticisms. I believe we haye got the best 
street railway system here that there is in this country, if not 
in the world, and any proper effort that is made to improve it 
will certainly receive my cordial cooperation. 

The matter of universal transfers is one that is not to be de- 
termined off-hand. I have said once or twice before what I am 
going to repeat, notwithstanding I know that certain Senators 
have passed it off with a wave of the hand, that this is the only 
city, so far as I know—lI believe there is one other in the country, 
though I have forgotten which one it is—that requires the street 
railways to sell six tickets for 25 cents. The difference be- 
tween the straight 5-cent fare, which I pay in Boston, New York, 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, and other cities, and six tickets for 
25 cents in Washington is over $400,000 a year, which goes into 
the pockets of the people of the District of Columbia and the 
people who visit this capital. 

Now, to place another burden upon the street railway compa- 
nies without any investigation, without any hearing, to my 
mind is not the right thing to do. So I move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire to withhold that motion until I make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not want the statement made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire to go unchallenged that this and 
one other city are the only cities in the United States in which 
six fares are sold for a quarter. In the city of Cleveland, thanks 
to Tom Johnson, the street railway company has voluntarily re- 
duced fares to 34 cents, with transfers at nearly all of their 
cross lines. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not all of them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In Detroit about one-half of the street 
railways of that city charge but 3-cent fares, and lately, at the 
last election, the street railway company that had been charging 
5 cents and that owned practically the entire street railway sys- 
tem of Detroit, asked for a franchise in which it proposed that 
for six hours in each twenty-four tickets at the rate of eight for 
25 cents should be sold—that is, should be sold and used for six 
hours of the twenty-four, and that during all the rest of the day 
the tickets bought at the rate of six for 25 cents should be used. 
I am not certain, Mr. President, but that in several other cities 
the six-for-a-quarter ticket system prevails. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I think 
he will search in vain for those several other cities, I should 
like to ask the Senator if this proposed innovation in the city 
of Detroit was not submitted to a popular vote, and was voted 
down two to one? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; and I will state what that meant, 
Mr. President. There is a fight being made in the city of De- 
troit for a flat 3-cent fare, good for twenty-four hours in each 
day, and the street railway company, to combat that, to over- 
come it, and to settle the controversy, made the proposition to 
sell eight tickets for a quarter, good for six hours a day, to be 
used by men and-women going to and from their work, and six 
tickets for a quarter to be used during the rest of the twenty- 
four hours. The people who are demanding a universal 3-cent 
fare voted down by a very large majority this very generous 
proposition upon the part of the street railway company in 
Detroit. À 

It was not because the people of Detroit were unwilling to 
receive such reductions in fare as the railway company volun- 
tarily offered, but because the people of Detroit realized that 
even such rates are too high, in view of the enormous profits the 
railway companies in such cities as Detroit are making all over 
the country. j 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator is not as accu- 
rate as he usually is. They did not vote it down upon any such 
ground. I have sent for a letter from the mayor of Detroit 
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which E have in my committee room and which I think can be 
found. I will read that letter and show the Senator that the 
people of Detroit voted it down upon an entirely different 
ground. 

Mr. PATTERSON. - Mr. President, my statement-was made 
upon the basis of the Associated Press dispatch that was sent 
from Detroit giving the result of the city election, the election 
being held upon the same day that the regular State election 
was held. I am also inclined to think that the same mayor was 
overwhelmingly defeated in the city of Detroit because he stood 
for the propositions advanced by the railway companies and 
opposed the attitude that was taken by the mass of the people. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator to say that 
the people of Detroit voted down the proposition to reduce the 
fare on the street railways because it did not reduce them 
enough ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
and so voted? 

Mr. PATTERSON. They have got a fighton. The franchises, 
Mr. President, of the street railway companies of Detroit are 
about expiring, and the people of Detroit are determined that 
they shall haye something to say as to the provisions of the 
franchises when they are renewed or extended, and they did not 
propose, and they do not propose, as the people of no city 
should be willing to admit, that the street railway companies 
alone shall be consulted in determining what they shall charge 
the traveling publie for riding. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course we all agree with the Senator 
on that point. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; and I have never before heard con- 
troverted the statement that that was the real issue in the re- 
cent election between the people of Detroit and the street rail- 
way companies. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say a word with reference to 
the boast made by the Senator from New Hampshire about the 
magnificent service of the street railways of the city of Wash- 
ington. I do not know much about any other line except the 
line that I have ridden on for two or three winters, and that 
is the Connecticut avenue line; but I want to say that such a 
service as that is an outrage. In the mornings and in the 
evenings, time and time and time again, I have ridden on the 
ears of that line. I counted upon one occasion seventeen people 
standing on the front platform and nearly a like number stand- 
ing on the rear platform, and the interior was crowded as would 
haye been a cattle car before Congress undertook to legislate 
upon that subject. It seemed to me that if there ever was a 
city in which the antistrap hangers’ association should be or- 
ganized—the fundamental doctrine of which is that unless a 
passenger upon a street car can get a seat he will pay no fare— 
it ought to be organized in the city of Washington. 

The ears are good, Mr. President. There is no complaint to 
be made about the cars that are furnished, and I suppose that 
the fact that they are operated by underground electric lines 
is very much to the credit of Congress and very much to the 
credit of the railway companies. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should think the Senator ought to take 
that into account. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But I want to say that they do not com- 
mence to furnish the service that the traveling public of Wash- 
ington is entitled to receive. But, then, this is the history of 
the dealings of the municipal corporations, as a rule, with the 
people of all the cities of the country. Until the body possessing 
the legislative power, whether it be a State legislature or Con- 
gress or a city council, shall be controlled and governed by the 
interests of the people, and not by-the interests of the railway 
companies, we are going to continue to have these impositions 
placed upon city travel that we find existing in every city of 
any size in the country. 

I have no disposition to interfere with this particular bill, 
but I do not want statements that will affect controversies of 
this kind in the future and in other localities to go unchallenged. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to read the letter 
I alluded to a moment ago. It is from Hon. George P. Codd, 
mayor of the city of Detroit, and dated December 10, 1906: 


Replying to your letter of the 7th instant relative to the sale of 
street car tickets Detroit, would say that for about fifteen days prior 
to our last election (November 6) the Detroit United Railway, owner 
and operator of all of our city railway lines, placed on sale in its cars 
industrial tickets, so called, ten for 25 cents, the same to be used be- 
tween the hours of 5.30 and 8 a. m. and 4.30 and 6.30 ble m.; at other 
hours tickets to be sold six for 25 cents were available; single cash 
fare, as at present, 5 cents. : 


Yes, sir. 
They were unwilling to take a reduction 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


1957 


These fares were in accordance with the provisions of an ordinance 
pared by the mayor, submitted by him to the common council, and 
turn to the electors for their approval at the election heretofore 
mentioned. The ordinance was defeated by a vote of approximately 


20,000 to 10,000. 
I wouid say in this connection that the rates of fare paid under the 


existing franchise held by the company are, for about 40 per cent of the 
track mileage, between the hours of 6 a. m. and 7.30 p. m., eight tickets 
for 25 cents; during the remainder of the day, six tickets for 25 cents; 
soga fare, 5 cents. For all of the remainder of the lines, which in- 
clude all the principal streets of the city, the fare is straight 5 cents. 
with no tickets except between the hours of 5 a. m. and 6.30 a. m. and 
4.45 p. m. and 5.45 p. m., when so-called workingmen’s tickets,” eight 
for 25 cents, are accepted for fare. 

It seems that most of the lines in Detroit are at present get- 
ting a straight 5-cent fare, which is a very different proposition 
even from six tickets for 25 cents. According to my informa- 
tion, Detroit, after a trial for a short time, went back to the 
5-cent fare, or at least practically so, although they have for 
an hour or two in the morning and evening workingmen's 
tickets at a lower rate. - 

I meant when I was on my feet to say that it does make a 
very great difference whether we have overhead wires in our 
streets, as they haye in most other cities, or this magnificent 
underground system, which costs approximately three times as 
much. I repeat that while there are strap hangers in Wash- 
ington, as there are in Boston and in every other city, and always 
will be as long as street railways are run, in my judgment we 
have the best street railway system in Washington that there is 
in the United States. That is my opinion, and I have ridden 
on them all. j > 

Mr. PATTERSON. The letter of the mayor of Detroit does 
not controvert the statement I made and which the Senator 
from New Hampshire intended to controvert. I think he dis- 
covers on reading the letter that my position is exactly correct. 
The letter does not give the reason for defeating the ordinance 
presented to the people of Detroit by the mayor of Detroit, 
which provided for eight tickets for a quarter during six hours, 
or practically a 3-cent fare, for the benefit of workingmen and 
working women, and six tickets for a quarter during the rest 
of the twenty-four hours, The people of Detroit voted that 
proposition down, although it had been put into practical effect 
by the company in order that the voters of Detroit might haye 
knowledge of what it meant to them. They voted it down by 
two to one, and, as I stated, the reason they voted it down is be- 
cause they are struggling in Detroit, as Tom Johnson is strug- 
gling in Cleveland, for a 3-cent fare straight. 'Tom Johnson has 
about won out. 

With reference to the history of the street railway struggle in 
Detroit let me say this: According to the letter of the mayor, 40 
per cent of the street railways in Detroit give ten tickets for a 
quarter. 


Mr. GALLINGER. No. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Then eight. Let me have the letter. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 


Mr. PATTERSON. The mayor says: 

Replying to your letter of the 7th instant, relative to the sale of street- 
car tickets in Detroit, would say that for about fifteen days prior to our 
last election (November 6) the Detroit United Railway, owner and op- 
erator of all of our city railway lines, placed on sale in its cars indns- 
trial tickets, so called, ten for 25 cents, the same to be used between the 
hours of 5.30 and 8 a. m. and 4.30 and 6.30 p. m.; at other hours 
tickets to be sold six for 25 cents were available; single cash fare, as 
at present, 5 cents. 

These fares were in accordance with the 8 of an ordinance 
prepared by the mayor, submitted by him to the common council and, in 
turn, to the electors for their approval at the election heretofore men- 
tioned. The ordinance was defeated by a vote of approximately 
20,000 to 10,000. 

Now, what do we find there? A yoluntary offer by the street 
railway company of Detroit 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It must have been, because the street 
railway companies put these tickets on sale ten for a quarter for 
fifteen days before election, voluntarily and not as the result of 
any ordinance. N 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was in obedience to an ordinance, as 
the Senator will see, if he will read the letter. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. They submitted an ordinance making 
that arrangement permanent, but the railway company had ex- 
perimented before the election with tickets—ten for a quarter 
or 2} cents a ride for six hours of the day, three in the morning 
and three in the afternoon—in order to bait the voting public 
to accepting that proposition. 3 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not quite six hours, I will say to the 
Senator. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Six for a quarter, to be used during the 
rest of the twenty-four hours; ten for a quarter, to be used for 
six hours. The people of Detroit voted it down because, as I 
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know they are going to get it. The mayor says further: 


I would say, in this connection, that the rates of fare paid, under 
the 8 ranchise held by the company, are for about 40 per cent 
of the track mileage between the hours of 6 a. m. and 7.30 p. m. eight 
tickets for 25 cents; during the remainder of the day, six tickets for 
25 cents; single fare, 5 cents. For all of the remainder of the lines, 
which include all the principal streets of the city, the fare is straight 
5 cents, with no tickets, except between the hours of 5 a. m, and 6.30 
a. m. and 4.45 p. m. and 5.45 p. m., when so-called“ workingmen’s ” 
tickets, eight for 25 cents, are accepted for fare. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to him that the straight 5-cent 
fare on the remainder of the lines makes a great deal more 
difference than the.small fare during those few hours. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is the condition existing in Detroit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is from that condition that the railway 
company of Detroit desired voluntarily to depart, to eliminate 
all 5-cent fares practically, becuuse when the people can get 
six tickets for a quarter and ten tickets for a quarter, only 
those who do not happen to have a quarter to buy tickets are 
going to pay 5 cents for a ride. The railway company would 
continue the old 5 cents’ extortion were it not for the fact 
that the people of Detroit have been educated to the meaning 
of the extortion as it is practiced there and practiced in nearly 
every other city of the country by the street-railway com- 
panies—the same extortion that was practiced in Cleveland 
until Tom Johnson became its mayor, and he has at last suc- 
ceeded practically in eliminating it, as the result of a six years’ 
hard, consistent, and persistent fight. In my opinion Washing- 
ton, next to Denver, is the best street railway city in the world, 
and if there is any city in the world in which a 3-cent fare 
could be given to the traveling public with a good profit, it is 
the city of Washington. 

I was heartily in favor of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hanssrover] providing for 
the payment, in lieu of the tax on gross receipts, of one and one- 
half per cent of the assessed valuation of their property as that 
value may be discovered. But I realized that it was idle to 
make a struggle for that now, and I also realize the force of 
the suggestion made by the Senator from New Hampshire that 
to a certain extent it was not germane. But, in view of the 
statement made by the Senator from New Hampshire, I wanted 
these facts to be brought out clearly and explicitly, because 
this fight is going to come on in Washington some day and not 


very far in the future, as it will come on in every other city of 


magnitude in the United States; and it is going to be with the 
street railways as it is going to be with the great railroads of 
the country, that they will either do the right thing by the tray- 
eling public or the cities themselves will own and operate the 
lines and do what is being done in Great Britain and France 
and Germany and Spain—give the traveling public not 3-cent 
fares, or 24-cent fares, but 1-cent and 2-cent fares, in proportion 
to the distance traveled. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single observation. It 
has been stated that it is proper to load down this bill with 
extraneous matter for the reason that we are in this legislation 
granting favors to the street railways, That is not correct. 
The street railways, when they get to the Union Station, will 
probably not get a single passenger more in a month than they 
get in going to the two stations under existing arrangements. 
We compel them to change and extend their tracks at an ex- 
penditure, I judge, of about a half a million dollars, for which 
they will get no return. 

The matter of transfers is a very serious one, Mr. President. 
We will take the Washington Electric Company for an illustra- 
“tion. It is composed of thirteen different companies, I believe, 
ten or eleven of which were bankrupt.a few years ago. They 
were consolidated, and money was obtained in New York to 
finance them. If the Senator will look at the market reports 
to-day, he will find that their 4 per cent bonds are selling at 854, 
and their stock is way below par. Now, that company will 
doubtless be a profitable company some time in the future. I 
have no doubt of it. I think they have a splendid chance to 
develop in the city of Washington and to make some money. 
They are not making it now. It does seem to me that it would 
be unwise to impose this additional burden upon that corpora- 
tion, comprising thirteen street railways, consolidated now, 
financed by foreign money, paying no dividends on their com- 
mon stock, their 4 per cent bonds selling at 854, or thereabout, 
when we, in the little State of New Hampshire, sell our 33 per 
cent city bonds above par. a 

I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
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aia will withdraw his motion, so that I may offer just a few 
words. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
speak briefly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, if the local press is to 
be relied upon there is a statute requiring these street railway 
companies to exchange transfers in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the amendment offered by the Senator from Idaho [ Mr. 
Dvunors}]. I myself have not had the opportunity to look up the 
statute, for I have not had the time. But I have seen it stated 
in at least two of the newspapers of this city, and have not seen 
it denied, that there now is a statute compelling a free exchange 
of transfers, but that Congress, when it enacted that statute, 
neglected to put a penalty clause therein, and so the street rail- 
way companies have refused to obey it simply because there is 
not a clause in connection therewith under which they might 
be prosecuted and fined. I do not vouch for this at all, but I 
give it as I have read it in the newspapers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will suggest to the Senator that I believe 
when a street railway called the “ Capital Railway Company“ 
was chartered, which was a little sore-thumb line across the 
river here somewhere about half a mile in length, a provision 
requiring transfers between that company and one of the exist- 
ing lines in the District was put in the charter. I do not sup- 
pose anybody on earth noticed it, as the company which had 
that provision in its charter went out of existence in a little 
while. The provision was not for universal transfers by any 
means. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, to lay on the 
table the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Donols]. 8 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH OF WASHINGTON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6338) to amend 
section 2 of an act entitled “An act to incorporate the Convention 
of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Wash- 
ington.” which was, on page 2, line 22, to strike out all after 
“in” down to and including “ securities,” line 24, and insert: 
bonds of the United States, or of the District of Columbia, in first- 
class State or municipal securities; in first mortgages or first deeds 
of trust on real estate not exceeding 60 per cent of the value of such 
real estate or in the first mortgage bonds of any railroad corporation, 
which has for five consecutive years immediately preceding such invest- 
ment paid dividends on its common stock. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

IMPERIAL VALLEY AND COLORADO RIVER IRRIGATION PROJECTS. 


Mr. FLINT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7776) to provide for protecting the in- 
terests of the United States on the lower Colorado River, for 
the establishment of the Imperial Valley and the Colorado 
River irrigation projects, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Irrigation with an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the sum of $2,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of the Interior to survey, 


examine, and acquire necessary rights and property, and to construct 
and maintain such works as may necessary to strengthen and pro- 


I withdraw if if the Senator wishes to 


tect the banks of the Colorado River, and confine its waters within 
the same, and to prevent the overflow thereof, and in connection with 
such embankments and works to construct such reservoirs, headworks, 
canais, and waterways as may be requisite in connection therewith 
for the N of lands in the Imperial and other valleys adjacent 
to said Colorado River: Provided, at if, in the construction and 
maintenance of such works, it is found necessary to enter the Republic 
of Mexico, authority so to do is hereby granted when the Republic of 
Mexico shall have pba consented to the construction, maintenance, 
and operation of said works within its territory: And provided further, 
That such portion of the money hereby appropriated as the President 
of the United States may deem equitable may be paid to reimburse 
private parties for money actually expended su uent to December 
20, 1906, in repairing the banks of said river so as to successfully pre- 
vent overflow thereof into the 8 Valley. 

Sec. 2. That such portion of the cost of the works and maintenance 
of same provided for in the 3 section as the Secretary of the 
Interior may determine to be of direct benefit to any irrigation project 
shall be by him equitably apportioned to such project as a part of 
the original cost thereof under the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved June 17, 1902, and acts amendatory thereof. The amount 
so apportioned shall be assessed against the lands benefited in conform- 
ity with the provisions of said acts, and shall be repaid to the Treas- 
ury as collected from the water users under the provisions thereof. 
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Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
perform any and all acts and to make such rules and regulations as 
may be necessary and proper for the purpose of carrying the provisions 
of this act into full force and effect. 


Mr. KEAN. I desire to ask the Senator from California when 
he expects the $2,000,000 to be returned? 

Mr. FLINT. I expect the $2,000,000 to be returned at the end 
of ten years from the time the work is commenced under the 
terms of the bill. : 

Mr. KEAN. The people have already paid for this land, have 
they not? 

Mr. FLINT. No; the land is all practically public land of the 
United States. 

Mr. KEAN. But it has been assessed once? 

Mr. FLINT. They have paid a water tax to a private cor- 
poration; none to the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. s 


MANAGEMENT OF PANAMA RAILROAD. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 6539) to control the direction and 
management of the Panama Railroad. 

Mr. WEYBURN. I call for the regular order. Then I will 
be willing to yield to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I suggest that this bill be permitted to 
pass, and then the Senator from Idaho can call for the regular 
order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho calls for 
the regular order. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I withdraw the call if this is a bill which it 
will take but a moment to pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 

asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
indicated by him, which will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 
The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. It proposes that the Panama Railroad and all the prop- 
erty and rights thereof, or appurtenant thereto, shall be placed 
in the charge of the Isthmian Canal Commission, to be managed, 
used, controlled, and accounted for by the Commission, under the 
direction of the President of the United States, as other property 
of the United States connected with the Isthmian Canal is con- 
trolled, managed, directed, and accounted for. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ISSUANCE OF LAND PATENTS. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I call for the regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho calls for 
the regular order. It will be stated. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CARTER on 
the 9th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That under the homestead laws of the United States a 
duly qualified entryman furnishing competent evidence of full compli- 
ance with said laws and ali rules and regulations promulgated by au- 
thority thereof is, in the absence of contest or of any charge or evi- 
dence of frand or mistake, legally entitled to a patent for the land em- 
braced in the entry as to which final proof has been so furnished, and 
no executive officer is authorized to forbid and prevent the issuance and 
delivery of such patent. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it is not my intention at this 
late hour of the day to do more than to present some pre- 
liminary remarks upon the pending resolution. I desire to con- 
sider it briefly from the standpoint of the President’s message, 
which advises us officially of the order that has been discussed 
by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] to-day. I refer to 
the President’s message of December 17, in which he advises 
us, among other things, that he has issued an Executive order 
directing “the Secretary of the Interior to allow no patent to 
be issued to public land under any law until by an examination 
on the ground actual compliance with that law has been found 

to exist,” That is the complete sentence, which it coupled with 
others. 

I call attention to the fact that Congress has provided by law 
when and under what conditions a patent shall issue for public 
lands, and that this is a declaration by the President that he 
has instructed one of his Cabinet officers to stay the operation 
of the law of Congress. The United States Supreme Court, as 
early as 1801, was called upon to pass on the power of the 
President to make such an Executive order. Congress, at its 


first session, enacted a law imposing a certain duty upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States. It became the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, upon thé happening of 
certain things, to execute an instrument, to place the seal of 
the Government upon it. The President of the United States 
directed him not to do it for reasons that are set forth in the 
opinion of the Supreme Court. The question came squarely be- 
fore the Supreme Court of the United States whether the Presi- 
dent could suspend either the execution or the operation of a 
law merely because the officer directly intrusted with the exe- 
cution of the law happened to be a member of the President's 
executive council. 

It was undertaken to sustain the act of the President upon 
the ground that the Secretary of the Treasury, being merely 
the agent or representative of the President in the execution 
of the law, the President's command was supreme, and that he 
had a right to stay his own hand; consequently he had a 
right to stay that of a Cabinet officer. The Supreme Court held 
that when Congress enacted a statute upon a subject, it was 
from that time on beyond the power of the President to stay 
the hand of the official to whom Congress delegated the duty of 
putting the law into execution. 

The case came up again about 1825, and the United States 
Supreme Court reaffirmed the doctrine of the case, which is 
reported in 1 Cranch, decided in 1801. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the title of the case? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The case in Cranch is Marbury v. Madison. 
The other is the case of Kendall v. The United States, in 12 
Peters. = 

I would refer to them more in detail, but I think that at 
least at this late hour it will be sufficient for the purpose to 
merely state the force and effect of the decisions. 

Now, a question is presented to the Senate by a message from 
the President in which he recites the act. It is not a question 
to be proven outside of the record at all. He tells us officially 
that he has made this order and directed the Secretary of the 
Interior not to execute the existing land laws, because the 
refusal to issue the patent is equivalent to a refusal to execute 
any of the preliminary steps that lead up to a patent, for they 
are futile except that they result in the issuance of a patent.“ 
So the Executive order has practically stayed the hand of every 
homesteader, of every person claiming title to land under any 
public-land act. 

LEGAL PHASE OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE FIRST. 

It was stated by the Senator from Montana to-day that a sub- 
sequent order had relaxed this rule as it affected mining claims, 
I have not had that subsequent order called to my attention. I 
will examine it between now and the time when I resume the 
consideration of this question. But I present this legal phase 
of the President’s message first, and with the indulgence of the 
Senate I will take up each provision of the message, because it 
is on the table and it is germane to the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Montana. 

I desire to say, Mr. President and Senators, that no question 
before Congress at this or any other session involves in a larger 
measure the interests of the people, either as that interest 
affects their happiness and prosperity or as measured in dollars 
and cents. The value of the public lands of the United States 
against which the rights of the settlers are stayed by this order 


represents hundreds of millions of dollars. The force and 


effect of this order is directed against our own citizens at home. 
It is directed against those who are living in that western 
country to-day, and it is directed against the surplus popution 
of the East, to whom that land is the only land and the best 
land of promise in the world to-day. It is the land to which 
the sons of our ancestors went and bettered themselyes because 
of the opportunities that that new frontier offered to them. It 
affects us. It affects the people of New England and of the 
Middle States and of the Southern States as much as it affects 
the people who are living there kaiting for the right to rsume 
their efforts to secure a home, because every day every train 
that goes to the West bears away from this eastern country men 
who go there for the purpose of taking advantage of those great 
natural resources. 

The march has been unbroken since the earliest settlement on 
the banks of the Delaware and the Hudson and upon the bays 
of Massachusetts and the rivers of Virginia. When our ances- 
tors landed upon these shores they started westward almost with 
the same impulse. I was reading the other day of the conditions 
that presented themselves to the pioneers who landed at the vari- 
ous points, and the author—and it was a very old work, and a 
very creditable one—said that the country from Massachusetts 
to North Carolina was practically one solid dense woodland, that 
the great majority of it was covered with forests, some of it 
valuable and some of it of no value. 
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We are too apt to think that these beautifully cleared and | The percentage of fraud in the coal entries is so slight as to 


cultivated fields always existed. We are too apt to think that 
when our ancestors landed there was here and there a woodland 
patch, with the great majority of the land cleared. It was not 
so. They had to hew their way from the very margin of the 
river back, making the little acre plot one year and the larger 
tract another and pressing the forest ever back before them until 
you have the conditions that exist here to-day. 

The people who belong to the West, those who are there and 
those who haye a desire to go there, only want an equal chance 
with those who made this civilization. This Executive order 
has absolutely destroyed the opportunity of at least one genera- 
tion to avail themselves of that right. I say one generation, 
because I want to call your attention to the other declaration in 
the Executive order that is coupled with that, and which is 
crystallized in the request that is now before the Committee on 
Appropriations to give them hundreds of thousands of dollars 
for the purpose of emphasizing and rendering more odious this 
Executive order, 

I do not desire to be charged with being purposely disrespect- 
ful or of attacking the Executive, but I may and I intend to 
criticise this order in unstinted terms. That is our function, 
our right, and our duty. This is the phrase coupled with it. I 
will read this paragraph in order that it may be more intelli- 


hy The President says: 
a taf concerned at the extremely unsatisfactory condition of 
the public-land laws. 


Those land laws have been in force for fifty years. The 
population of the country where those land laws have been in 
force in that fifty years has grown to the extent of about 
20,000,000 people. The wealth of the country represented by 
the application of those laws during that time can only be 
counted in the figures of multiple millions. Yet we find one 
branch of this great Government gravely concerned at the “ ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory condition” of the laws. 

Now, if the concern of the President was as to the extremely 
unsatisfactory condition of the execution of the laws, he might 
also be induced to look to the details of the manner of their 
execution. But we know those laws. They are older than the 
public experience of any man in this body. We know them, and 
there is slight ground for complaining of the land laws. There 
never was a more perfect system of settlement, the building up 
of States, conceived by mortal man than is embodied in those 
land laws, and I so speak because we have the results before us, 
and it is not a conjecture, but an experience, 

And at the prevalence of fraud under their present provisions— 

Well, you heard here to-day from the official figures of this 
Department of the Government, you heard it stated here to-day, 
and it was a fact, the figures of which I also have before me, 
that the percentage of fraud, mistake, and misadventure in 
compliance with the law under the homestead act is less than 
one-third of 1 per cent. As was said by the Senator from 
Montana, one might be led to believe from the hue and ery and 
the newspaper statements that the whole system was honey- 
combed with fraud; that the honest, true settlement was the 
exception. Yet we find that out of an expenditure of $2,000,000 
available to the Department for the purpose of detecting and 
punishing fraud and correcting entries because of fraud we had 
eighty-four cases of proven fraud last year. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator, outside of the 
question of fraud, whether he thinks the public-land laws as 
now framed are suited to the economic requirements of the 
West? Does he think that they are so guarded as to prevent 
timber lands and coal lands from falling into the hands of 
great trusts and combinations? Does he think they are so 
framed as to permit the proper use of the grazing lands of the 
West? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Those questions are all presented by this 
message, and I propose later in the discussion of this subject to 
take them up in their order. I will say, generally, in answer to 
the question asked by the Senator from Nevada, that I think 
the homestead law is as applicable and as beneficial as it was 
when it was enacted. It is applicable to a certain class of land. 
It never was applicable to any other classes of land. Conse- 
quently wherever that class of lands exists human necessity is 
the same; the conditions under which men want homes and take 
them are the same, So the homestead law needs very little 
changing. It was a better law before it was tinkered with a 
few years ago, when the commutation clause was framed in the 
language in which it is now written. I shall have occasion to 
discuss that later. 


be not worth mentioning. This fraud exists largely in the 
imagination. No larger per cent of fraud exists to-day than 
existed twenty, thirty, or forty years ago. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My question involves considerations en- 
tirely outside of the question of fraud. My question was 
whether these laws have met the economic requirements of the 
West, so as to prevent monopoly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would ask the Senator on his suggestion, 
what he means by economic conditions or requirements? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So far as the homestead law is concerned, 
my answer is that that was framed for a humid region, and 
that almost all the public lands now remaining are in the arid 
and semiarid region. That law is not suited to the requirements 
of that region. My next proposition is—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let us deal with that, if the Senator does 
not object. The homestead law, as I suggested, is applicable to 
exactly the same class of land as it was made to be applied to at 
the time of its enactment; and if those same lands still exist, 
then the law is beneficial. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘To the same class of people. 

Mr. HEYBURN. To the same class of people. American 
citizenship has not changed in that time. Its needs are the 
same and its ambitions are the same. The Senator speaks of 
that class of lands being exhausted. I can say to the Senator 
that in the section of the United States I have in mind, where 
1 live when I am at home, those lands are not exhausted by 
many millions of acres, If there are lands that do not come 
within the purview of the homestead laws, that are desert, arid, 
or semiarid, then they come within other laws. As we approach 
those different subdivisions classified in this message I will 
take occasion to discuss them, and I will be glad at the time 
when I take them up to hear any interruption the Senator may 
desire to make. I want to finish reading this paragraph. The 
President says: 

For much of this fraud the present laws are chiefly responsible. 

That is the reference to the prevalence of fraud under the 
present provisions of the law. Congress has made one great 
mistake and it is making it every day. It will enact a statute 
up to a certain point of sufficiency, and then it will say “ subject 
to such rules and regulations as may be made by the Secretary 
of the Interior,” or another officer. We are getting to be too 
much a Government of rules and regulations. It is my inten- 
tion at a convenient time to introduce and ask the Senate to 
pass a resolution ¢alling for a report from each Department of 
the Government of every rule and regulation that is in force in 
those Departments. 

Now the fraud where fraud exists, or to the extent that it 
exists, and to which the President refers in this message, is 
not fraud occurring under the law, but it oceurs under rules 
and regulations, either uncertain in their meaning, difficult to 
be complied with, or where the parties are under rules and 
regulations made pursuant to a general grant of power given 
by Congress which should never haye been given. 

RULES AND REGULATIONS, 

We are quite as competent to make rules and regulations 
within the statute in this body as any body of executive clerks 
is to make them, and we have ability enough to do it. We 
have the ability and the time and the legal obligation to make 
what are called rules and regulations ourselves. 

Now, I will finish reading that paragraph, because no more 
important message ever came to this body than that. To tell 
us that men who haye spent five years upon their homesteads, 
expecting that at the end of that time they would receive 
patents and be able to establish themselves as responsible citi- 
zens in a community, that they would have substantial property 
as a capital with which to do business, the day before they go 
to the office to receive their muniment of title that the hand of 
the officials shall be stayed, and they shall be told “until we 
have an appropriation from Congress that will enable us to 
send special officers to examine these facts that you have sworn 
to and that your neighbors have sworn to, we can not give you 
that patent.” 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no qualification? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There is no qualification whatever. There 
is no ‘exception to this refusal. There are 4,000. I have the 
exact figures. I have an official statement here of the number 
of patents that are tied up. 

Mr. FULTON. There are 52,000 and some. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. These figures will probably astonish 
Senators as showing the number of entries affected by this 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1961 


order. I have the exact figures in the shape of a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and perhaps I 
had better turn to it. I will give the figures: There are 
52,481 land cases pending that are tied up by this Executive 
order on that day. There are probably that many more by this 
date, because they are coming in at an average rate of about 
104,000 a year. There are of coal entries, tied up by this 
order, 327; of final desert-land entries there are 2,606 pending 
in the recorder’s office that haye been examined, passed upon 
favorably, reduced to the patent—to the written instrument— 
needing only the act of delivery. There are 6,570 patents in 
that shape that are suspended, tied up by that order. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 


question? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. I ask it for information only. I have not 


examined the order at all. Does the Senator intend to be un- 
derstood as saying that it applies to homestead cases, the entry 
of agricultural land upon which a person has moved and taken 
his family, made his improvements, and lived the requisite 
period and obtained his final certificate? : 

Mr. HEYBURN, It says so in terms. 

Mr. SPOONER. And uncontested by anybody? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It says so in terms. This is the lan- 


guage—— 

Mr. FULTON. Let me say it not only says so in terms, but 
it is so administered. My mail is burdened every day with let- 
ters of homesteaders who have resided on their lands during 
the requisite time, made the requisite proof, and yet—— 

Mr. SPOONER. There has been no contest? 

Mr. FULTON. No contest; no intimation or contention of 
fraud. Their patents are withheld. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Idaho al- 
low me a moment? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am informed and am compelled 
to believe it is true that under this order thousands of patents 
which have been already written out in the General Land Office, 
waiting only to be recorded, haye been held up, and the record- 
ing force are about to be put at something else. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would say that in the class just referred to 
of such cases there are 6,570, and in addition to those pending 
in the recorder's office, which have been approved for patent but 
that patent has not yet issued, there were 5,531 pending in the 
special agents’ division. Now, that first class of 6,570 has 

the scrutiny of the special agents and of eyery other 
class of investigation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me just a moment? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator from Wyoming, in speaking 
of patents which have been made out and only waiting for rec- 
ord, mean to imply by that that the patent has been signed, has 
been executed, and is only waiting for record? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am not advised as to that. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will permit me, I will say I 
understand that there are fully 5,000 patents written up, ready 
for signature, or waiting record only, that were suspended under 
this order. There is no charge of any kind or character. 

Mr. HEYBURN. This is an official letter which I have re- 
ceived in response to my inquiry. I shall detain the Senate but 
a few minutes more to-day. I call the attention of Senators to 
it because it is important: 

Replying to your verbal 


many land cases are affected 
rior of December 18, 1906— 


That is the day after the official order was issued— 


which order directed that no patent be hereafter issued to public land 
under any law until by examination on the ground by a special agent 
of your office or such other officer or nt of this Department as ma 

be designated by the Secretary of the Interior, actual compliance with 
that law has been found to exist, I have to advise you that the report 
for the month ended December 31, 1906, showed 52,481 land cases pend- 
ing in this office— : 


That is, the office of the Commissioner of the General Laad 
Office. That does not include those pending in the Secretary’s 
office. 


Of this number 1,582 were mineral entries, 327 coal entries, and 
2,606 final desert-land entries, 

There were pending in the Public Lands Division 23,938 entries, 
which entries are final five-year and commuted homestead entries and 
timber and stone entries. É 

That is, in that branch of the Department. 


The 7 of each is not definitely known, and can not be ascer- 
tained in time for this report, as I understand you desire it at once. 

There were also 6,570 entries of all classes pending in the recorder’s 
office which have been approved for patent— 

That is the official language— 


but patent not issued— 


uest of to-day for information as to how 
y the order of the Secretary of the Inte- 


Those patents are signed. They do not go to the recorder’s 
office until they are signed. If you look at the record of a 
patent you will find that it bears the signature of the President. 
When you get a certified copy you always get it from the re- 
corder’s office to show the signature. So those 6,570 patents 
have been signed by the Chief Executive or his authorized agent. 


ial agents’ division 


but patent not issued, and 5,531 entries in the s 
ies also embrace all 


under various stages of examination. These en 
different characters of entries. 


That is in the one department. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the Senator from Idaho does not 
contend that even after a patent had been signed, if the Presi- 
dent had become satisfied, or had been informed in a way which 
warranted him in the belief, that fraud had been perpetrated 
on the Government and that the patent ought not to be deliv- 
ered he would be obliged to deliver it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I do not contend that he would be 
obliged to deliver it at all if there was a specific reason of that 
character why he should not. 

Mr. SPOONER. If he was satisfied that a state of facts ex- 
isted under which, if a patent were delivered, the Government 
could maintain a bill in equity to cancel it for fraud, would he - 
not be at liberty to withhold it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Entirely so. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not contended in this case, or in any of 
these cases, that such a condition exists. They have been 
passed to patent. The officer who participates in the final func- 
tion makes that statement. If they had been suspended because 
of irregularities charged or suspected, he would have said so 
in his report. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of course. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am very much interested in the Senator's 
remarks, which are very able and clear; but if a person who was 
entitled to enter land has entered it under the homestead law, 
made the requisite improvements, and has even obtained his 
final certificate, and information is communicated to the Govern- 
ment that he has made that entry under contract to deed it to 
somebody else, that would be a fraud upon the homestead law 
which, if a patent had issued, would warrant the Government in 
filing a bill to set it aside. In such a case I suppose the Sena- 
tor admits that the President, if the patent had not been de- 
livered, need not deliver it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SPOONER. But you do not apply your observation to 
any such case? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Not to any such case; but I think the Sena- 
tor was perhaps not present this afternoon when the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. Carrer] read certain official documents set- 
ting forth the percentage of that class of frauds. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was present part of the time. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was upon that I based my statement that 
the percentage of canceled entries, not only for fraud but for 
fraud and mistake combined, was less than one in three hundred 
in homestead entries, and less than one in a hundred in regard 
to coal lands or some timber lands. 

Mr. CARTER. That was as to final homestead entries. 

Mr. HEYBURN. As to final homestead entries. 

Mr. SPOONER. But they were not sufficient in number to 
warrant this general hold-up. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, inasmuch as these homestead 
entries are scattered throughout twenty-one odd States, it is not 
reasonable to believe that, if the President had been directly and 
reliably advised that the people in some one of those States were 
perpetrating a fraud, he ought to have held up the issuance of 
patents in all the other States. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will permit me, I will say that I 
am interested in what he is saying, and all the more because in 
some way this matter later will come before the Committee on 
Appropriations as a matter of appropriation, and I am being 
educated upon a subject upon which I have not much general 
information—the public lands. I was going to ask the Senator 
a question in the line of that asked by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Spooner]. Setting aside what might be true in any 
given case, even where patents had been signed and sent to the 
recorder’s office, is there anything in this case, in this investiga- 
tion, that shows what I may call such pervasive fraud or wrong- 
doing that it affects these thousands of patents; that it puts all 
of them under a ban, so that, in order to arrest what may be 
fraud, there has got to be such a general and sweeping exclusion 
as there has been? What is the ground taken by the Depart- 
ment as a justification for this broad falling of the ax on the 
heads of these applications? 
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Mr. HET BURN. Mr. President, there is no ground that 
would satisfy the Senator’s mind that there was any necessity 
for the making of this order. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Secretary of the Interior say is 
the reason for issuing this sweeping and deadly order, which 
does not affect simply the cases that are marked by distinction 
as being personally fraudulent, but applying to thousands and 
thousands of men in a very large territory? 

Mr. HEYBURN. We have no way of knowing what the Sec- 
retary of the Interior said to the President; but we know what 
the President said to the Secretary, and said it in this language, 
a pist of which I have already read: 

np 1 concerned at the extremely unsatisfactory condition of 
the publ land 1 


aws and at the prevalence of fraud under their present 
provisions. 


This is what the President says to us, and that is what he 
said to the Secretary: 

For much of this fraud the present laws are chiefly responsible. 
There is but one way by which the fraudulent acquisition of these lands 
can be definitely stopped: and therefore I have directed the Secretary 
of the Interior to allow no patent to be issued to public land under 
any law until by an examination on the ground actual compliance with 
that law has been found to exist. 

Congress did not provide for an investigation on the ground. 
It provided for the facts required to be established being estab- 
lished, as other facts are established, by sworn testimony. 

Mr. HALE. And under that they are all held up. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; they are all held up. The attempt is 
made here to substitute a different class of proofs than that 
provided by the act of Congress to be made as a basis upon which 
a patent should issue. In other words, to substitute the testi- 
mony of one man, one agent, who shall go upon the ground for 
the testimony of two neighbors, who live convenient, to testify 
to the facts. It is a complete substitution, or an attempt to sub- 
stitute, a new method of proof for the method provided by Con- 
gress. Nobody will contend that the executive department of the 
Government ean do that. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to ask the Senator if even the 
sworn testimony of these agents is to be substituted? My under- 
standing is that the Department simply requires a report, and 
that report is made not as a witness. He is not subjected to 
cross-examination, but he brings in a report that the homesteader 
has no opportunity whatever to meet. He goes out, under the 
authority of the Department of the Interior, with the understand- 
ing that the continuance of his employment depends upon the 
discovery of fraud, as he would call it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; his employment depends on his dili- 
gence. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes. He makes a report. That report is not 
submitted to the homesteader. It is simply withheld. The 
settler does not meet the witnesses against him. He has no op- 
portunity to refute their statements with other testimony. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is a very cogent suggestion of the 
Senator from Oregon. The homesteader does not participate in 
the investigation by the agent. The proof that he has to sub- 
mit is under oath—his own testimony and that of two of his 
neighbors. That covers every possible requisite of the law. 

Perhaps I should not have used the word “ substitute,” but 
it is in effect a substitute, because the Department disregards 
the proofs, which the law provides shall be sufficient, and sub- 
stitutes, as a matter of practice, another class of proofs. The 
agent may go there in the absence of the settler. I feel at lib- 


„erty to say that a few weeks since I had a complaint by letter 


from a man who says that an agent had reported that he had 
been to his homestead twice and had not found him living there; 
and he states that on both occasions he was away on business. 
The agent goes there in the settler’s absence and then goes 
away and makes a report saying, “I visited the homestead of 
John Jones yesterday; I made an examination, and I found no 
evidence of residence; I found no one in occupation of the prem- 
ises.” The man interested never sees the agent. There is no 
one to question or to cross-examine him. He makes his report 
and files it here. If you write to the Department to ascertain 
what is the status of a certain entry that is under investigation, 
you are apt to be told that the report of the examiner is not 
in; and the practice of the Department, when an examiner goes 
into the field, is to have him make fifteen or twenty or fifty 
examinations, but he often does not make a report upon any one 
of them until he has got his season’s work done and comes back 
to his office. The result is that the title is tied up in the mean- 
time. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 


at that point I desire to call attention to the practice as it is 
further inflicted upon these people.. The report of the special 
agent is regarded in the Department as confidential, and the 
homestead entryman whose property is about to be swept away 
is denied the privilege of inspecting the report or ascertaining 
the nature of the charge preferred against him. In other cases 
I have known of favorable reports having been made—and I 
will venture the assertion to-night that there are hundreds of 
such pending in the Department—where a favorable report of 
the special agent has been pigeonholed and disregarded for 
years, and now the Department will not issue further patents 
or any evidence of title until in its own sweet pleasure and 
time it may elect so to do. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senater from Idaho does not care to go on 
further this evening, I will move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 


+ Mr. HEYBURN. Very well; I will resume my remarks to- 
morrow. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 


eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’elock 
and 20 minntes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 31, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 30, 1907. 
MARSHAL. 


M. Hubert O’Brien, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United 
States court for China. 


PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. E 
Second Asst. Engineer California Charles McMillan to be first 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from August 22, 1906. 
POSTMASTERS. 
COLORADO. 
Hockley T. Hamill to be postmaster at Georgetown, In the 
county of Clear Creek and State of Colorado. 
Carrie James to be postmaster at Loveland, in the county of 
Larimer and State of Colorado. | 
Francis M. Tague to be postmaster at Las Animas, in the 
county of Bent and State of Colorado. 
GEORGIA. 
Henry C. Newman to be postmaster at Eastman, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 
Carson T. Metcalf to be postmaster at Greenfield, 
county of Greene and State of Illinois. 
Peter A. Nelson to be postmaster at Lamont, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois. 
William H. Pease to be postmaster at Harvey, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois. 
Rollin Waite to be postmaster at McHenry, in the county of 
McHenry and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 
George W. Patchell to be postmaster at Union City, in the 
county of Randolph and State of Indiana. 
Thomas Rudd to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of De- 
kalb and State of Indiana. 
Amanda Sullivan to be postmaster at Garrett, in the county of 
Dekalb and State of Indiana. 
KANSAS. 
James S. Alexander to be postmaster at Florence, in the 
county of Marion and State of Kansas. 
Nelson M. Cowan to be postmaster at Kensington, in the 
county of Smith and State of Kansas. 
Thomas H. Earnest to be postmaster at Cherryvale, fa the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kansas. 
James J. Evans to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Kansas. 
James S. Price to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Louis L. Campbell to be postmaster at Northampton, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 
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Walter L. Shaw to be postmaster at Palmer, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 
* MISSOURL. 
Thomas Sharp to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Missouri. 
Wesley W. Wehrli to be postmaster at Mound City, in the 
county of Holt and State of Missouri. 
NEW YORK. 
Frank R. Utter to be postmaster at Friendship, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York. 
> OREGON. 
W. T. Bell to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the county of 
Wallowa and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
William A. Boyd to be postmaster at Sandy Lake, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 
W. D. MeGinniss to be postmaster at Emlenton, in the county 
of Venango and State of Pennsylvania. 3 
PORTO RICO. 
Eugenio C. Manautou to be postmaster at Caguas, in the 
county of Guayama, P. R. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Thomas B. McLaurin to be postmaster at Bennettsville, in the 
county of Marlboro and State of South Carolina. 
TEXAS. 
Leander A. Canada to be postmaster at Morgan, in the county 
of Bosque and State of Texas. 
May Harrison to be postmaster at Rising Star, in the county 
of Eastland and State of Texas. 
Theodore Miller to be postmaster at Rusk, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 30, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. There appeared in yesterday’s issue of the 
Public Ledger—a journal which I have been brought up to ven- 
erate, a journal great in the history of Philadelphia, a journal 
great in its present usefulness and reputation for accuracy and 
fairness—an article which, while perhaps unintentional, yet 
practically accuses each and every one of the Members of the 
Pennsylvania delegation of being supine in their efforts to obtain 
what was desired by the citizens of Pennsylvania for the im- 
provement of Pennsylvania's waterways, and at the same time 
lending their best efforts to obtain an appropriation for an im- 
provement in another State. First, let me say that I do not 
begrudge any sister State obtaining all that she can in the way 
of appropriations, nor do I consider myself, as I have not heard 
them discussed up to this time, sufficiently informed to judge 
of the merit or demerit of different items in the river and her- 
bor bill for improvements outside of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the article now read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the article. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A PENNSYLVANIA ENTERPRISE, 


The Cape May harbor of refuge project, for which Congress ma vi 
$1 200,000, is practically a Pennsylvania enterprise. fe second ite 
principal backing from Pennsylvanians. The New Jersey Represent- 
atives advocated it as a matter of course, but a member of the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee declared to-day that it was Pennsylvania in- 
fluence that made the grab possible. It could not be learned whether 
the relatively huge sum thus poured into the purse of a private cor- 
poration accounts for the niggardly Pennsylvania allowance. It is 
certain that hard work and influence that belonged to Pennsylvania 
went for the purpose of building up a yachting rendezyous at Cape 


It is true that Pennsylvania Congressmen individually and col 


May. 

lectively fell down hard on every project they advocated for their own 
State. They succeeded splendidiy in their efforts to aid the Cape May 
Real Estate Company. They failed to get the survey for the Dela- 
ware, to secure m No. 7 in the Ohio River, essential in a logical 
1 of the Ohio and of incalculable value to the vast com- 
mercial interests of western 1 and to secure adequate im- 
provement to the Erie Harbor and its approaches. 

Every one of this trio of failures injures Pennsylvania. The achievo- 
ment of Pennsylvania Representatives for Cape May actually repre- 
sents what the delegation can do when it tries. It reveals what a 
3 3 organisation io Suu 5 5 Bo 8 It is a basis 

r the hope that something really mig accomplis eet 
their home State if they got time for it. p y- them for 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I would also—— 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the gentle- 
man presents no question of personal privilege, and I am un- 


I am 


willing that this should be a precedent in that direction. 
perfectly willing to agree that the gentleman should have unani- 
mous consent to make a statement, but I dislike to have it come 
in as 2 question of personal privilege, as it does not present one. 
Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I then ask unanimous consent 
that I may make a statement. A 
Mr. WILLIAMS. How much time does the gentleman desire? 


Mr. PAYNE. For how long? 

Mr. MORRELL. It will take about three minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have five minutes to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may have 
five minutes to make a statement. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORRELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, it was circulated on the 
floor yesterday and through the halls of Congress that the indi- 
vidual members of the Philadelphia delegation had appeared be- 
fore the River and Harbor subcommittee advocating this item 
in the bill. Now, I want to say, as far as I am concerned, that 
I personally am wrongfully accused. I never appeared before 
the general committee of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
nor have I appeared before the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, nor have I spoken to any member of a 
committee or subcommittee adyocating any other measure except 
that which belongs to the State of Pennsylvania. I never knew 
the existence of such a place as Cold Spring Inlet or harbor, or 
whatever it is, until my colleague [Mr. Moore] called my atten- 
tion to it on last Saturday afternoon in Philadelphia. I confess 
I was surprised yesterday to be told by a prominent Member of 
the House that it was considered a Pennsylvania enterprise, and 
that it would be charged up against the State of Pennsylvania. 
As soon as I learned this, in company with my colleague [Mr. 
Moore], I immediately sought an interview with the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, who 
told us that there had been considerable backing from Pennsyl- 
vania citizens for the item for Cold Spring Inlet. I then asked 
him whether the granting of this item had affected the amount 
awarded to Pennsylvania? To which he replied that he “did 
not think that it had.” 

Now, what I want to impress upon the minds of the Members 
of this House is that I had nothing whatsoever to do in any way, 
shape, or form with urging, directly or indirectly, any appropria- 
tion in this bill outside of the items which affected the State 
of Pennsylvania. In every matter affecting my district or the 
State of Pennsylvania, I think, my record of the last seven 
years will show zeal and earnestness of purpose on my part 
for what was desired. In connection with the improvement of 
the Delaware River, from the time I first became a Member of 
this distinguished body, my efforts haye been unrelaxing, and 
I have left no stone unturned to obtain what was desired by 
the people of Philadelphia and the State of Pennsylvania. 

The amount carried in the present bill for the Delaware 
River, double that estimated for by the engineer in charge, 
and the enlarging of the original scheme by widening, I may 
safely say, are due to the unremitting efforts of the Philadelphia 
delegation, and I think that the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors is prepared to prove 
that the statement that “in the meantime not a cog is turning 
for the Delaware“ is, at least, somewhat unwarranted. 


DAM ACROSS THE PEND D'OREILLE RIVER. 


Mr. JONES of Washingon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24760) 
authorizing the constriction of a dam across the Pend d'Oreille 
River, in the State of Washington, by the Pend d'Oreille De- 
velopment Company, for the development of water power, elec- 
trical power, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Jones] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to, and it shall be lawful for, the Pend d’Oreille Development Com- 
pany, a corporation duly incorporated under the laws of the State of 
Washington, its successors or assigns, to construct and maintain a 
dam across the Pend d'Oreille River at a int at or about where 
Pierwee Creek empties into the Pend d’Oreille River, near the inter- 
national boundary line in the county of Stevens, State of Washington, 
at such point to be selected by the said Pend d'Oreille Development 
Company, its successors or ass „at the mouth of the said Pierwee 
Creek, or within 1,000 feet above or below the same, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construc- 
tion of dams across navigable waters,“ approved June 21, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


1964 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 30, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER. 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24821) to authorize 
the Georgia Southwestern and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Chattahoochee River between the 
States of Alabama and Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Grices] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Georgia Southwestern and Gulf Railroad 
Company, a corporation organized under the laws of thé State of 
Georgia, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized 
to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and 5 
thereto across the Chattahoochee River at or near Steammill, in De- 
catur County, in the State of Georgia, in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
over navigable waters.“ approved March 23, 1906. 

Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have the gentleman explain the bill, giving a brief 
statement of what the bill seeks to do. 

Mr. GRIGGS. It does not seek anything in the world except 
to build a bridge across the Chattahoochee River. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not hear what it was. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. ‘ 

On motion of Mr. Gnidds, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL TERM OF COURT, CITY OF QUINCY, ILL. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 19752) amending sec- 
tion 10 of the act approved March 3, 1905, providing for an ad- 
ditional division in the seventh district of Illinois and an aqdi- 
tional term of court at the city of Quincy, and ask that the 
amendment be read only, as it is in the nature of a substitute 
for the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
and asks that the amendment in the nature of a substitute be 
read in lieu of the bill. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That an additional term of the circuit and district courts in and for 


said southern district of Illinois shall be held at the city of Quincy on 
the first Monday of March of each year. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to know what the bill does. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Prince] yield? . ot 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir; I yield to the gentleman for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. I wanted some information as to what this bill 
was. It seems to create a new district. 

Mr. PRINCE. The object of the bill is to give an additional 
term of court at Quincy, Ill. At present there is only one term 
of court held there. 

Mr. MANN. Does it create any additional districts? 

Mr. PRINCE. It does not create any additional districts, it 
does not create any office, and does not create an expense of 
one cent to the Government. 

Mr. MANN. There was a statement made in reference to it 
that it created an additional district. 

Mr. PRINCE. No, sir; it does not, 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended as follows: 

A bill for an additional term of court at Quincy, III. 


ROBERT J. DEWEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 21043) 
entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 
Dewey,” with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM H. MOSER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill H. R. 
19105, an act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Moser, with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


SARAH R. HARRINGTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bil H. R. 
21579, an act granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. Har- 
ington, with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
disagree to the Senate amendment, and request a conference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: 

7 Mr. LoupexNsLaGER, Mr. Draper, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Ala- 
ama. 
ESTHER A. CLEAVELAND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 7099) 
granting an increase of pension to Esther A. Cleaveland, with 
a House amendment agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
recede from its amendment, 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

FLOYD A. HONAKER. 


By unanimous consent reference of the bill (S. 5374) granting 
a pension to Floyd A. Honaker was changed from Invalid 
Pensions to the Committee on Pensions. 


WILLIAM H. FEASTER. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of William H. Feaster, H. R. 9677, Fifty- 
ninth Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the agricultural ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Foster of Vermont 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 24815—the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

BUREAU OF ENTOMOLOGY. 


Salaries, Bureau of Entomology : One Entomologist, who shall be chief 
of Bureau, $3,500; one chief clerk, $1,800; four clerks class 2, $5,600; 
one artist. $1,400; three clerks class 1, $3,600 ; five clerks at $1,000 
each, 85,000; one messenger, $840; one messenger, $720; in all, $22,460. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order to 
the language “ $3,500,” in lines 12 and 13 of page 49. That is 
an increase of salary. 

Mr. WADSWORTH.: Mr. Chairman, I concede the point of 
order. That strikes out the provision for “one Entomologist, 
at $3,500.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I now move to amend by inserting “ One 
Entomologist, who shall be chief of Bureau, $3,250,” 

The Clerk read as follows: È 


Insert in lines 11 and 12 the words “ One Entomologist, who shall be 
chief of Bureau, $3,250.” 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Entomological investigations: General expenses, Bureau of Entomol- 
ogy: Promotion of economic entomology ; investigating the history and 
habits of insects injurious and beneficial to agriculture, horticulture, and 
arboriculture; ascertaining the best means of destroying those found to 
be injurious, including an investigation into the ravages of insects affect- 
ing field crops; investigations of the insects affecting small fruit, shade 
trees, and truck crops, forests and forest products and stored products; 
investigation of insects in relation to diseases of men and domestic ani- 
mals, and as animal parasites ; miscellaneous insect investigations, includ- 
ing the introduction of beneficial insects, quarantine work, and the study 
of fungous and other diseases of insects; for the ex ses of insect labo- 
ratory, collections, and experimental garden ; investigations In apiculture 
and in silk culture; investigations of cides and insecticide machin- 
ery ; purchase of chemicals, insecticide apparatus, and other materials, 
supplies, and instruments required in conducting such experiments and 
investigations; for the employment of local a special agents, clerks, 
assistants, and other labor required in conducting experiments in the 
city of Washington and elsewhere, and in collating, digesting, reporting, 
and illustrating the results of such experiments; freight and express 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1965 


charges and necessary traveling expenses; rent of buildings; for office 
fixtures and 5 telegraph and telephone ee gas and gor 
tric current; preparing, illustrating, and publishing t he results of thi 


work of the Bureau, $75,000. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the 
point of order against the clause 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is being raised. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to raise the point of order on 
the clause beginning after the word “ products,” in line 4, page 
50, down to and including the word “ parasites,” on the same 
page. Now, I want to make the point of order against the 
clause, but I desire to do that with the purpose of eliminating 
from the bill the words “ men and,” in line 5. 

The clause is investigation of insects in relation to diseases 
of men and domestic animals and as animal parasites.” I want 
to get out the words “men and.” I want to confine the investi- 
gation to insects in relation to domestic animals, not men. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman give a reason for 
that? It was found that insects are injurious, and the mos- 
quito transmitted the yellow-fever germ. Why ought not they 
to be investigated by the entomologists? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The question in my mind is whether I 
can confine my point of order to the two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there is no doubt about 
that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then I will modify my point of order 
to apply to the words men and,” in line 5, page 50. I think 
it is subject to the point of order, because there is no law 
authorizing the Agricultural Department to investigate insects 
and parasites in relation to the diseases of men. I think it is 
a dangerous precedent to establish. It opens the door for the 
establishment by this Bureau or in this Department of a bureau 
of human anatomy and physiology, pathology, and therapeutics 
and the elements of surgery, with which it has nothing to do; 
and we ought not to start such a bureau in the Agricultural De- 
partment. It should confine itself to the investigation of sub- 
jects relating to agriculture and stock raising, and leave ques- 
tions relating to medicine and surgery and investigations of 
insect parasites in relation to human diseases to others. I 
think the point of order ought to be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York de- 
sire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, these investigations have 
been going on for years under the appropriation bill, and have 
never been objected to, nor has the point of order ever been 
raised against them. I think it is a part of the work of the 


entomologist to inquire into insects injurious to man as much 


as to plants and animals. It was an entomologist, I believe, 
who discovered the mosquito transmitted the yellow-fever germ. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That was done by a physician. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly; he was not strictly an ento- 
mologist, but was a man who made a great study of those mat- 
ters. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from New York point 
out any law authorizing this? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is no law authorizing it except 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, before the Chair makes a de- 
cision, the law authorizing the Bureau of Entomology does not 
say what that Bureau shall do excepting investigate the yarious 
insects. That is a part of its duty 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman produce the law? 

Mr. LACEY. Now, if in the investigation it is found that a 
certain insect does affect animals and the human species, 
and 

The CHAIRMAN. 
there on hand? 

Mr. LACEY. No; I do not have it; but I assume that there 
is authority for the Bureau of Entomology under existing law. 
Now, the question 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to have the 
law pointed out. A lot of these things have grown up without 
any law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in the early part of the 
bill I called attention to the fact that this whole Department 
has been built up by legislation on appropriation bills. I have 
been chairman of the Committee on Agriculture for twelve 
years, and this is the first time that that appropriation has 
been objected to or the point of order made against it. 

I only mention this to show you, as I said yesterday, the un- 
certain status of legislation on appropriation bills. No one 
seems to know exactly what it is or how far it goes. 

The CHAIRMAN, When this bill was under consideration 
a year ago the Chair indicated how unsatisfactory a condition 


Has the gentleman from Iowa the law 


existed with reference to many matters involved in this appro- 
priation bill. The Agricultural Department has grown up very 
largely without any general legislation. Many of the provisions 
in the appropriation bill have been there year after year, but 
nothing in the general law can be found justifying them, and 
therefore if a Member sees fit at any time to object to them, 
there is nothing for the Chair to do, in his judgment, but to 
sustain the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I hope the gentleman will not under- 
stand me as questioning the justice of the Chair or the technical 
right of the gentleman from Indiana to make the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds no law for this appro- 
priation. 

Mr. OLMSTED. With the permission of the chairman, I de- 
sire to suggest that all the law there seems to be on this subject 
is section 522 of the Revised Statutes, providing for one ento- 
mologist, at a salary of $2,000 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all the law that the Chair has 
been able to find, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “ seventy-five thousand,” in es 22, pi 
lien esr the words “one hundred and t 


ard ge O ter insert in 
d eight hun- 
dred 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment 
is to increase the appropriation for entomological work to the 
amount asked for by the Department. This is a big country, 
and $75,000 for entomological investigations does not reach very 
far. There have been some conferences between the Pacific 
coast Members of this House and the Department of Agriculture 
in regard to work that we desire to have done upon the Pacific 
coast. If this appropriation is cut down as the committee de- 
sires to cut it down, it will cut out that work. The State of 
California has never had any work done for it in this line by 
the Government, and we feel that we are entitled to it. The 
State of California maintains entomologists of its own, and I 
do not wish to detract at all from the excellent work that they 
have been doing and are doing, but the entomologists connected 
with the Agricultural Department haye a much wider ex- 
perience; and wé want the experience, knowledge, and skill 
which they possess to supplement the efforts of our own ento- 
mologists to deal with insect pests which are new to us. I am 
advised by the Chief of the Bureau of Entomology that without 
the full appropriation asked for by the Department not only 
this, but other very important work will be cut out. 

It seems to me that no work of the Department is more neces- 
sary or more important than this; and while, as a general rule, 
I do not object to economies, I feel that this would not, in fact, 
be an economy. Two years ago the prune orchards of Santa 
Clara County, Cal., where I live, were attacked by the thrips, 
which is an insect pest new to us, and I think I speak con- 
servatively when I say that 25 per cent of the crop for that 
year was destroyed. In some sections it was totally destroyed. 
Our entomologists did not know how to deal with this, to us, 
new pest and were helpless. This is one of the things that we 
desire to have investigated. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is California so poor that she can not 
employ a competent entomologist? 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, we employ two or three, as I 
have stated. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I understood the gentleman to say that 
they were incompetent, and therefore you wanted Government 
help. 

Mr. HAYES. I did not say they were incompetent. They 
are very competent, but they have not had the wide experience 
of the entomologists of the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If they are competent, they ought to be 
able to deal with the subject. 

Mr. HAYES. No; not so able to deal with it as the Bureau, 
because they have not had the wide experience of the Washing- 
ton officials. These pests are new to them. Now, I will state 
that the Bureau of Plant Industry, last year for the first time, 
sent men out to California to assist in combating the pear 
blight, which bade fair to destroy all the pear orchards of the 
State of California; and I am glad to be able to state that as 
a result, I suppose, of the combined efforts of our own ento- 
mologists and of the Bureau of Plant Industry that blight has 
been checked, if not entirely eradicated, so that the pear 
orchards of California will, we hope, be saved. I say that the 
few thousand dollars appropriated at the last session of Con- 
gress for that purpose was a mere bagatelle, amounting to 
nothing compared to the value of the results obtained from it. 
I belieye the same thing will be true if this amendment is 
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adopted. It is not only in California that there is work which 
ought to be done, but there are similar needs in other sections 
of the country. For instance, the rootworm in the grape vine- 
yards in the Central West threatens to destroy the vineyards, 
and they need somebody who has had experience to combat 
that pest; and so with the white fly in Florida. An effort 
should be made to find some way to fight that. In view of the 
enormous value of the fruit products of California and the 
Pacific coast, I believe we are entitled to this small appropria- 
tion, and I hope the gentleman from New York will not op- 
pose it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago, while the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Indiana was under con- 
sideration, the broad statement was made that the whole au- 
thority of the Department of Agriculture for the study of para- 
sites of domestic animals had grown up out of legislation in ap- 
propriation bills; that it was a sort of continuous work, and 
that there was no other authority. I find in the original act 
establishing the Department of Agriculture on the 15th of May, 
1862, the first section provides: 

That there is hereby established at the seat of the Government of the 
United States a a ps at E of Agriculture, the general. designs and 
duties of which shall be to acquire and to diffuse among the people of 
the United States useful information on subjects connected with agri- 
culture in the most general and comprehensive sense of that word, and 
to procure, propagate, and distribute among the people new and valu- 
able seeds and plants. 

Now, it seems that the last clause of this sentence has struck 
the ‘average Member of the House of Representatives—that in 
regard to the propagation and distribution of seeds and plants— 
and the other comprehensive language, “ useful information on 
subjects connected with agriculture in the most general and com- 
prehensive sense of that word,” they haye entirely lost sight of. 

Again, section 3 says: 

That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to 
acquire and preserve in his Department all information concerning 
agriculture which he can obtain by means of books and correspondence 
and by practical and scientific experiments (accurate record of which 


experiments shall be kept in his office), by the collection of statistics, 
and by any other appropriate means within his power. 

And that is obscured still further by the clause in relation to 
the distribution of seeds, which, it seems, has attracted more the 
attention of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if the pro- 
vision authorizing the establishment of the Bureau of Entomol- 
ogy does not give Congress authority to make an appropriation 
and direct him what to do, providing the investigation was upon 
the subject of insects? 

Mr, PAYNE. I think it fully covers that point. The only 
way it can cover the point raised by the gentleman from In- 
diana is to regard the farmers as animals, and for the protec- 
tion of them the appropriation would be in order. I do not 
class farmers as animals, and I think the point of order was 
well decided. 

Mr. Chairman, to go a little further than that. In the act 
passed on the 29th of May, 1884, for the establishment of a 
Bureau of Animal Industry I find: 

That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall organize in his Depart- 
ment a Bureau of Animal Industry, and shall appoint a chief thereof, 
who shall be a competent veterinary sw n, ana whose duty it shall 
be to investigate and report upon the condition of the domestic animals 
of the United States, their protection and use, and also inquire into and 
report the causes of contagious, inf us, and communicable diseases 
among them, and the means for the prevention and cure of the same, 
and to collect such information on these jects as shall be valuable to 
the agricultural and commercial interests of the country; and the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ a force sufti- 
cient for this purpose not to exceed twenty persons at one time. 

Section 2 provides: 


That the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to appoint two 
competent agents who shall be practical stock raisers or experienced 
men familiar with questions ae ing to commercial transactions in 
live stock, whose duty it shall be, under the instructions of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture, to examine and report upon the best methods 
of treating, transporting, and caring for an s, and the means to be 
adopted for the suppression and extirpation of contagious pleuro-pneu- 
monia, and to provide the spread of other dangerous conta- 
gious, infectious, and communicable diseases. 

And then another section gives permission to the Secretary of 
Agriculture—or the Commissioner of Agriculture, as he was 
then—to cooperate with the States to carry out the provisions of 
this act. 

Now, this act is not obscured by the distribution of seeds, and 
it seems to me there is authority for Congress to appropriate for 
the purpose of carrying out the part of the act that referred to 
infectious diseases. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I think the point made 
Ly the gentleman frem Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] referred to 
an investigation of insects injurious to man. 


Mr. PAYNE. That is true, and I so stated, and I thought 
that point might be well taken; but the statement was made in 
connection with that that this matter had grown up out of the 
annual appropriation bill from year to year. Instead of that 
being true, it is authorized by this law. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I was unable to hear the reading of the 
statute, and ask the gentleman from New York if it is his 
understanding from the statute he read that it does authorize 
this appropriation for the investigation of insects in their rela- 
tion to animals, but not in relation to diseases of man? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it says for farm animals, and I do not 
class man as a farm animal. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then it does authorize it, in the gentleman's 
judgment, as it stand now relating to farm animals. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Hayes], I want to call the attention 
of the committee to the growth of that Bureau in the last ten 
years. In 1896 and 1897 the appropriation was $29,500. It re- 
mained at that figure until 1899, when it was increased to 
$30,700, then to $33,200, then to $57,450, then to $77,450, then 
to $82,450, then to $84,470 then to $94,610, and this bill carries 
$97,460, so that it has more than trebled in ten years. In addi- 
tion to that, whenever there is an emergency arising, like the 
cotton-boll weevil in the South and the gypsy moth in New Eng- 
land, we have allowed emergehcy appropriations in large fig- 
ures—oyer $100,000—and this bill carries for the Bureau of 
Entomology, for further investigation into the cotton-boll weevil, 
an item of $50,000, and $150,000 for the gypsy moth. Mr. Chair- 
man, in our hearings we developed the fact that this Bureau 
has twenty-four entomologists at work in Texas and Louisiana 
on the cotton-boll weevil. I am not a scientist, but I can not 
imagine, as a business man, how twenty-four entomologists can 
be kept at work all through the winter months to any advantage 
when all insects are hibernating. When the gentleman asks 
for an increase to haye an entomologist sent to California to 
make certain investigations in cooperation with the State ento- 
mologists, I do claim that the Department certainly could send 
some of the men who are now at work in Texas. The other 
day the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bates] went over 
to the Department and asked them to send an entomologist to 
the western part of Pennsylvania to investigate a root worm 
that was attacking the grapevines in that country. The De- 
partment already had a man in that section examining some 
insects that were attacking the apple and peach trees. Yet they 
said they could not send a man to examine the grape worm 
without an additional appropriation. To me, as a business man, 
that seems simply ridiculous. 

I do hope that this committee will not grant one dollar more to 
this Bureau. They have every dollar that they can judiciously use 
within the year, and if I may be pardoned by the members of 
this committee for repeating what I haye so often said, I hope 
they will remember this fact in making these appropriations for 
these scientific bureaus, that this is not the first appropriation, nor 
will it be the last. These appropriations and these investiga- 
tions have been going on for years and years and years, and 
they will go on when we are all dead. The only thing for this 
committee to decide is how much money can this Bureau expend 
wisely and judiciously within this year. I hope the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California will not prevail. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH], the chairman of the com- 
mittee, if the twenty-four entomologists that are now examining 
the cottcn-boll weevil in Texas are paid for out of the special 
fund or out of this general fund? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘They are in the employ of the Bureau 
of Entomology and they are paid for from the special fund, from 
the boll-weevil fund. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment offered by 
my colleague will prevail. There is such a thing as crippling a 
department or bureau by not giving enough money at the begin- 
ning, so as to enable that department or bureau to carry on its 
work properly. Take the case of the gypsy moth, to which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WapswortH] has just al- 
luded. That was a pest that made its appearance in Massachu- 
setts some fifteen or twenty years ago. A professor at Har- 
yard, I believe, was experimenting with these moths with the 
view of procuring a cheap substitute for the cocoon of the silk 
worm. A storm arose and blew down the netting which in- 
closed a few of the caterpillars of this insect pest, and the moth 
began to spread. It was some years before it attracted much 
attention, but the first thing that Massachusetts knew the shade 
trees and the orchard trees of that State were being devastated by 
that pest. Ultimately the legislature of Massachusetts came to 
the aid of the people of that State and made an appropriation 
for the purpose of exterminating the nuisance. : 
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But finally the legislature got tired of appropriating this 
money annually, and between 1901 and 1905 it made no appro- 
priation. In 1901 the infected region covered only 300 square 


miles. During the five years which intervened it spread so 
rapidly that the infected area now covers 3,000 square miles 
and extends into the States of Rhode Island, New Hampshire, 
and Maine. Finally they had to come to Congress, and they 
now ask for an appropriation of $150,000 to stamp out this pest. 
Now, it seems to me that an appropriation might have been 
made giving this Bureau the proper amount of money at the De- 
ginning, and in all likeliliocd the officials of this Bureau would 
have stopped any spread of this insect pest at the very outset. 

There is a pest in Florida at the present time—the “ white 
fly,“ I believe they call it—which is doing great damage to the 
orange trees of that section. We have in the State of California 
probably the largest orange groves in the world. We do not 
want that fly to be allowed to spread out there and do the 
injury on the Pacific coast that it is now doing in the other 
oravge-growing sections of the country. We believe that this 
expenditure of money at this time is in the interest of true 
economy. It will be much easier to exterminate this “ white- 
fiy ” pest now, before it has had a chance to spread much far- 
ther. Otherwise it may become necessary, just as in the case 
of the gypsy moth, to come to Congress with a request for 
$100,000 or $150,000 to fight this destructive insect. The amend- 
ment offered by my colleague is in the nature of an ounce of 
prevention, which has at all times been considered to be worth 
more than a pound of cure, and I sincerely hope that it will be 
adopted. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. One thing in answer to the gentleman 
from California. I turn to the hearings, on page 426, when we 
had Doctor Howard before us, and I put this question: 


The CHAIRMAN. But there is the State of California. Her greatest 
interest, you might almost say, is in her fruit industry. 

Doctor HOWARD. Yes. 

The CHarnmMan, And I imagine, from what I can get from the data 
of the Agricultural Department here, that the Agricultural Department 
is song more work in the State of California than in any other State 
in the Union. 

Doctor Howanrp. They are doing a great deal. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the Department of Agriculture has un- 
doubtedly entomologists in the State of California to examine 
the ravages done by other insects, and they will take up this 
special line of work that the gentlemen from California seem to 
want, There is no need for any more money for it. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from California will pre- 
vail. I feel confident that it will accomplish much good and 
that no harm will result from it. I can at least speak with 
confidence as to one item which is embraced within the amend- 
ment. The proposition is to increase the amount for the Bureau 
of Entomology some $38,000. Of that $38,000, some $10,000 are 
to be used for an investigation, or rather for the continuation 
of an investigation now going on, of the white fiy, one of the 
greatest orange-tree pests that has ever invaded the orange 
groves of Florida. In the last agricultural bill a provision was 
inserted providing for the use of $5,000 of the amount placed 
at the disposal of the Bureau of Entomology to be used for such 
an investigation. Under that provision work has been started 
in that State, but with no definite results as yet. It, how- 
ever, promises much, and the- people there, as well as the De- 
partment officials, are very hopeful that an effective remedy 
will be found for this pest, provided, of course, they are not 
hampered from a lack of funds. Without this amendment the 
work will very likely have to stop; but if it is adopted, I am 
assured that $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
will be used for the further prosecution of the white-fly in- 
vestigation. 

Now, as I have said, this white fly is one of the greatest ene- 
mies with which the Florida orange grower has to deal, and it 
appears to be spreading over the orange-growing portions of the 
State. No means of completely destroying this fly has ever 
yet been discovered once it has found a lodgment in a grove. 

Now, it is estimated that an orange grove when once attacked 
by this fly will only yield one good crop of oranges out of each 
two or three; so that the damages from this pest may be seen 
at a glance. It is estimated, for instance, that a normal crop 
of oranges in Florida for this year would likely amount to 
5,000,000 boxes, bringing some six millions or more dollars, but 
if all the groves were attacked by this insect we should take off 
at least one-third of this normal yield, causing the orange grower 
to lose at least $2,000,000. 

Who, then, can say we ought not have the small sum for which 
, we are asking in this amendment, and I have no doubt but that 
the reasons for adding the residue of the $38,000 to the amount 
which this bill carries for the Bureau of Entomology are equally 
‘as tenable. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, we haye $40,000, I believe, in this bill set 
aside specifically for the purpose of continuing the boll-weevil 
investigation ; $150,000 for the Egyptian moth, and other large 
sums for specific purposes. I have no criticism of the bill to 
make on this score, as I have no doubt but that great good will 
come of the expenditure of these sums; but while $200,000 and 
upward are being appropriated for these purposes, it would 
seem that as much-as $10,000 can be spared to investigate, 
and, if possible, find some means of either destroying the white 
fly or reducing the injury done by it to a minimum. Already 
it has been discovered that a measure of relief can be afforded by 
spraying the trees with various compounds. Then, too, nature 
seems to have created some enemies to the insect. Certain 
parasites feed upon it, and two or three different kinds of fungi 
have been found destroying it. But these, while promising 
something, have yet afforded but little relief. So that, among 
others, it will-be the province of the Department of Agriculture 
to devise, if possible, some means of distributing and utilizing 
these natural remedies or to discover some artificial means by 
which the pests can be thoroughly eradicated. I do not think it 
will require many such appropriations as this to bring about 
the desired results, but whatever is necessary should be freely 
given by Congress. 

The people throughout the country are interested in the de- 
velopment of the citrus-fruit industry in the two or three States 
in which it may be carried on, and I feel confident, Mr. Chair- 
man, that no criticism will eyer be heard coming from the peo- 
ple against the adoption of this amendment. 

The chairman of the committee has informed the Heuse as to 
the growth of the appropriations for the Bureau of Entomology ; 
how that, in a period of perhaps twenty years, the appropria- 
tions haye grown from a few thousand dollars until now they 
are in the neighborhood of some ninety-odd thousands. But 
that, Mr. Chairman, is not the question. The question is 
whether the amount called for by this amendment is necessary. 
If it is, there should be no hesitancy in voting it, no matter how 
rapidly expenditures have grown. 

I hold in my hand a letter from Doctor Howard, Chief of the 
Bureau of Entomology, dated since the introduction of this bill, 
in which he shows very clearly the necessity for the increase, 
and with the permission of the House I will insert it in the 
Recorp. I hope, Mr. Chairman, the amendment may be adopted. 

The letter is as follows: q 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ENTOMOLOGY, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1907. 


Hon. STEPHEN M. SPARKMAN, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Sin: In response to your telephone request for information 
rekate the appropriation for the white fly, I hasten to send you the 
‘ollowing : 

Previous to the beginning of the present fiscal year our knowledge 
of the white fly was, briefly, that summarized in Farmers’ Bulletin 172, 
copy of which I send you with this. The portion on the white fly 
occurs on pages 36 to 38. 

There was inserted into the appropriation bill last year an item pe 
viding that “$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
used by the Secretary of Agriculture in investigating the insect affect- 
ing orange groves, and known as the white fly.“ This appropriation 
became ayailable on July 1 of the present fiscal year, and one of my 
best assistants, Dr. A. W. Morrill, was selected to conduct the investi- 
gation. He immediately proceeded to Florida, and has since been at 
work, part of the time with a competent assistant. These investiga- 
(ions have excited interest and aircon among the citrus fruit 
growers, and I hope and expect that they will be continued to the 
practical advantage of those engaged in the industry. 

The Secretary of Agriculture, in his estimates for appropriations for 
the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1907, asks for an increase to the fund 
for entomological investigations of the sum of $38,810, for the pur- 
pose of conducting certain new investigations and enlarging the scope 
of other investigations already undertaken. In the House bill reported 
no part of this increase was made, and there is no mention of the in- 
vestigations of the white fly. While it would be possible under the 
lump sum appropriated (which is the same as that of last year) to 
continue in a small way these white fly investigations, the additional 
sum recommended by the Secretary of Agriculture in his official esti- 
mates is greatly needed for the urgently demanded increase in investi- 
gations under way and equally urgently demanded new investigations. 
Should this amount be appropriated the Bureau will be able to give 
more attention to the white fly problem and to hasten the attainment 
of practical results. 

Senator TALIAFEREO has asked the advice of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture in regard to the desirability of a Senate amendment, and has 
been told that should an amendment be made appropriating $10,000 
additional to this specific investigation the money could be well. ex- 
pended, but this sum could not be taken from the standing lump fund 
of the Bureau without jeopardizing other equally important investiga- 
tions already under way. 

Yours, very respectfully, L. O. HOWARD, 
Chief of Bureau. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I believe in the policy 
of appropriating sufficient amounts of money for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to make necessary investigations to dis- 
cover remedies for insect pests and parasites, to protect the 
crops and fruits of the country against their ravages, but, after 
an adequate remedy has been discovered, I believe the Federal 
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Government ought to leave it to the States to apply the remedy. 
An investigation shows that in the State of Indiana there are 
sixty counties out of the ninety-two where the orchards are 
ravaged by the San Jose scale, and the State legislature is now 
considering the enactment of an amendment to the existing law 
providing that the State entomologist shall inspect orchards 
that may possibly be infected, and, where the orchard is found 
to be infected, to notify the owner to apply the remedy, and 
if he fails to do so, the State entomologist is authorized to 
destroy the orchard and charge the expense to the owner of the 
property ; this expense is to be collected by putting it on the tax 
duplicate and collecting it in the same manner as other taxes 
are collected. That proposed law embodies the policy that 
should be adopted in all the States. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. For just a question. I have only a 
brief time. 

Mr. KAHN. In the State of California the pear blight ray- 
aged the pear orchards of that State, and the Department 
undertook to carry out the gentleman's proposition, and they 
found it would not work. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is an argument against the pol- 
icy. If the gentleman wili wait until I have finished he may 
have an opportunity to give the experience of the State of Cali- 
fornia upon that subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I belieye it is the business of the State 
to apply the remedy. I believe it is proper for the Federal 
Government to make such tests and such investigations and 
experiments as may be necessary in order to discover an ade- 
quate remedy, but when the remedy has once been discovered, I 
think the activity of the Federal Government and its responsi- 
bility ought to cease and terminate and allow the several States 
to provide for the application of the remedy. The State of 
Indiana might as well come to Congress and ask for an appro- 
priation for twenty-five thousand or fifty thousand, or even a 
hundred thousand dollars, to assist its fruit growers in ridding 
their orchards of the San Jose scale, but it is not asking it. I 
do not believe it ought to ask it. 


I rose chiefly, Mr. Chairman, to ask permission to incorporate 


in the Recorp an editorial published in ‘the Indianapolis News 
on the 28th instant, on this particular question. The Indianapolis 
News is one of the cleanest and ablest papers in the entire 
country, and this editorial discusses the San Jose scale partic- 
ularly and the remedy proposed in the pending bill before the 
State legislature, and emphasizes the justice of imposing the 
burden of the expense upon the men who receive the benefit of 
. the services of the State entomologist. I ask unanimous consent 
to publish the editorial in the Recorp in connection with my 
remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUM- 
PACKER] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record and incorporate therein the editorial to which he has 
referred. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The following is the editorial referred to: 


AGAINST SAN JOSE SCALE, 


ead of the San Jose scale in Indiana has alarmed fruit 
orticulturists generally and all have combined to urge 
the 9 by the present legislature of more drastic protective laws. 
While these agree that the future of the fruit industry of the State is 
at stake, they do not agree on the form | lation should assume. 
Some think that the present law would be adequate with the annnal 
appropriation in from $1,000 to $5,000; others think this stat- 
ute of little value, and that a successful campaign against the scale 
and other destructive insects can be waged only by the enactment of a 
new law providing an entirely different method of attack. 

present law was passed March 1, 1899. It came into being as 
a defensive rather than an actively offensive measure, for at the time 
of its passage the San Jose scale was just beginning to appear in 
Indiana. 0 a few counties were affected, and in these the scale 
was found only on young trees imported from adjoining States. The 
law, therefore, concerned itself largely with the inspection of nur- 
series and sought to prevent the introduction of the scale by rigid 
examination of young stock. Nurserrmen were obliged to submit to 
inspection and to provide themselves with certificates from the State 
entomologist which declared the young trees to be free from disease 
and pest. But one clause in this law applies its provisions in part. at 
least, to the owners of orchards or any trees or shrubs infested by 
seale or similar destructive insect. It gives the entomologist power 
to.order the owner to spray such trees under pain of penalty for dis- 
obedience. 

During the eight years under this law the San Jose scale has steadily 
spread, and to-day over sixty counties are affected, and the pest is be- 
ginning to appear in other counties. Orchard values have depreciated 
everywhere, as the fruit growers have been put to much expense in 
combating the pest. During these eight years the entomologist, al- 
though he has observed the annual enlargement of the affected terri- 
tory, has recommended no change in the law, and until this year has 
asked for no increased appropriation. He has conducted the work of 
nursery inspection, and has made sure that nurseries are unaffected, 
and recently he has made practical demonstration of the approved 
methods of spraying. In short, it seems that the law has done all it 
was intended to do—cleaned up the nurseries—but it has not waged 
successful warfare against the scale in private orchards, 
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The blame for this failure is placed on the insufficiency of the appro- 
priation. Still no larger appropriation has been sought until now. 
And if it is obtained this year and no other change is made in the law, 
the State entomologist will do on a larger scale what he has already 
done and what has apparently proved ineffective. He says: 

In case the appropriation is made, I propose to get experienced 
men to have charge of the work (spraying in different parts of the 
State). They will have their spraying outfits and not only give demon- 
strations as to how spraying should be done, but actually do the work 
in infested orcha his, of course, will be similar to what the 
horticultural society has attempted. but on a much more extensive 
scale. Our work would not be confined to the San Jose scale alone, 
but would be extended to all kinds of injurious insects.” 

From this it would seem that the State is to bear a large portion of 
the burden of cleaning private 1 arch of scale and other pests. 
Demonstrations are to be made, it is true, and perhaps are of value, 
but there are, after all, very few orchard ‘owners in Indiana to-day 
who do not know thoroughly every detail of spraying. If they fail to 
spray, it is due not to ignorance of spraying methods, but to careless- 


ness or indifference. 
It is for such persons that the new bill makes provision. It does 
ectively by declaring the San Jose scale a nuisance. 


this simply and 
For the quicker eradication of the pest it divides the State into north- 


ern, central, and southern districts, and provides for a deputy State 
horticulturist in each. It empowers this deputy to inspect orchards or 
trees of any sort on farms or town or city lots anywhere and to order 
the owner to take the proper steps to eradicate the scale. If, after 
due warning and proper instruction, the owner fails to follow the ad- 
vice of the inspector, the affected trees are to be destroyed—by the 
owner himself or by the deputy and his assistants, who charge for the 
work and fix the charge against the owner's property, to be paid with 
his taxes. It is readily seen that this measure, if passed. would enable 
active operations to be conducted against nonresident land or lot own- - 
ers as well as against those who live on their own pro R 

Moreover, it places the expense where it belongs—on the shoulders 
of the man whose trees are infested by scale or other injurious insect— 
and at the same time guards his neighbors against the nuisance that 
he maintains. It is, in short, an offensive as well as a defensive meas- 
ure, and to its own effective provisions it adds all the features of 
the old law. Its operation will prove cheaper in the long run to 
State, and for that matter cheaper to the orchardist, farmer, and land- 
owner who may have some regard for the health and vigor of his fruit 
or shade trees, his shrubs or vines. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reply briefiy to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPARKMAN]. In 
the current appropriation bill for this year there is a provision 
that $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the sum 
appropriated for general expenses shall be used by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to investigate the insect infecting the orange 
groves and known as the white fly. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
this provision is omitted from the present bill upon the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary himself. In the Book of Estimates 
submitted to the committee this provision is expressly elimi- 
nated and attention called to the fact that it is eliminated. 
This seems to me to indicate very clearly that in the judgment 
of the Secretary the work needed to be done in that particular 
field either has been accomplished or will be accomplished at 
the end of the fiscal year when this special appropriation ex- 
pires by limitation. If that work is not all done, all that re- 
mains to be done can be done within this fiscal year, in the 
opinion of the Secretary, and can be done under the general 
authority conveyed by the appropriation act. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. If the gentleman will permit me, I under- 
stand that the Secretary recommended that that be left out of 
this bill because he did not want any diversion of this $75,000, 
probably thinking it would be too small to justify any such 
diversion. 

Mr. SCOTT. No; I would call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that this item was omitted in the estimate. 
The recommendation that it be omitted was made when the 
Secretary had no reason to believe that the sum of $75,000 
would be all that would be granted. He made that recom- 
mendation when he expected that the appropriation would be 
$113,810. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Then he may have thought that if the 
$113,810 were allowed, he could take care of the White-fly in- 
vestigation out of that reserve without special direction. At 
all events, in the letter just mentioned Doctor Howard says 
that it is necessary and that $10,000 is needed for the white- 
fly investigation in addition to the $75,000. He says, speaking 
in reference to this investigation: 

There was inserted into the appropriation bill last year an item 
providing that 85,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used by the Secretary of Agriculture in investigating the 
insect affecting orange groves and known as the ‘white fly.“ 

This appropriation became available on July 1 of the present fiscal 
year, and one of my best assistants, Dr. A. W. Morrill, was selected 
to conduct the investigation. He immediately proceeded to Florida, 
and has since been at work, part of the time with a competent 
assistant. These investigations haye excited interest and approbation 
among the citrus-fruit growers, and I hope and expect that they 
0 continued to the practical advantage of those engaged in the 
industry. 2 

The Secretary of Agriculture, in his estimate for appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1907, asks for an 
increase to the fund for entomological investigations of the 
sum of $38,810, for the purpose of conducting certain new in- 
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vestigations and enlarging the scope of other investigations 
already undertaken. In the House bill reported no part of 
this increase was made, and there is no mention of the inves- 
tigations of the white fly. While it would be possible under 
the lump sum appropriated (which is the same as that of last 
year) to continue in a small way these white-fly investiga- 
tions, the additional sum recommended by the Secretary of 
Agriculture in his official estimates is greatly needed for the 
urgently demanded increase in investigations under way and 
equally urgently demanded new investigations. 

Then he goes on to say that he considers the $10,000 neces- 
sary for the investigation of the white fly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I haye never heard that particular letter before, 
but it is of a type that has grown very familiar to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. With all due deference to the distinguished 
gentlemen who are conducting the work in this Department along 
scientific lines, I wish to say that it is very easy for any Mem- 
ber of Congress to get an opinion from any one of them that a 
special appropriation for extending work in his bureau is ur- 
gently needed. But the gentleman will concede at once that 
in a matter of this kind the judgment of the committee and 
Congress must rule. The Committee on Agriculture considered 
all this subject very, very carefully. Doctor Howard was be- 
fore us 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like consent to continue five minutes 
longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SCOTT. Doctor Howard, the Chief of the Bureau, was 
before the committee and was carefully interrogated as to the 
work he had been doing, is doing, and what has to be done; and 
everything that he said was given the attention which it mer- 
ited by the committee. Yet it was the judgment of the commit- 
tee that the work of this Bureau could be carried forward satis- 
factorily with the sum which we have recommended, and I 
very much hope that this sum will not be increased. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I would like to say to the gentleman that 
his views of economy are very commendable, no doubt, but I 
think in this instance a mistake has been made. I believe, as I 
said before, that a full understanding of this subject would lead 
to the adoption of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman's argument is very plausible, of 
course, and it could be made to support a proposition to increase 
nearly every appropriation that is carried in this bill. I have 
no doubt 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I happen to be one of the sufferers from 
the white fly and know something about it. I know, too, that 
some measure of relief ought to be afforded as soon as possible. 
The people are very much encouraged at what has already been 
accomplished, and I hope that nothing will be done by this House 
to impede the Bureau in the investigations it is now undertaking 
in Florida. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman, of course, recognizes that this 
appropriation goes in a lump sum, and it is wholly within the 
discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture to spend it where 
the need is greatest. It is his custom to meet emergencies 
where they exist by diversion of the general fund placed at his 
disposal. I again venture to remind the gentleman that if the 
urgency in his State were so great, as he no doubt thinks it is, 
the Secretary would not have recommended the discontinuance 
of this special appropriation which is carried in the current 
lay for that purpose. 

Vr. SPARKMAN. We are told here, in substance, by Doctor 
Howard that none of that would be used for that purpose. At 
least there is a very strong intimation to that effect. 

Mr. SCOTT. If he makes that statement, it must be because, 
in his judgment, there is greater urgency in some other part of 
the country and a greater danger from some other 

Mr. SPARKMAN. We want to set him right, because if that 
is his view he is wrong. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is a matter which the gentleman must dis- 
cuss with the Chief of the Bureau. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the members of the committee 
have given careful consideration to this very proposition, and 
we feel that there is no reason for the increase asked for by the 
gentleman from California. As far as the Florida proposition 
is concerned, the bill carries ample authority to take care of 
that work down there. The bill carries ample authority to 
take care of the work in California, and, as a matter of fact, the 
Department of Agriculture is doing a great deal of work already 
-in California. 

Mr.. SPARKMAN. It is not the lack of authority, but it is 
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the lack of sufficient funds to do the work, of which we com- 
plain. 

Mr. LEVER. I am coming to that. Now, I feel that the 
committee report ought to stand. We had Doctor Howard be- 
fore the committee, we cross-examined him carefully, and we 
felt satisfied that the amount carried in this bill was sufficient 
to do the legitimate work of this bill. Now, let me read to you 
from a statement of Doctor Howard. The chairman of the 
committee, Mr. WADSWORTH, asked this question: 

What about this rootworm in grapes in western Pennsylvania, Doc- 
tor? Mr. Bates, a Member of Congress, came to see us the other da 
and said he went down to see 1 people and that you said you cont 
not do a thing without an additional appropriation; that your plans 
were all laid and that you could not change them without an addi- 
tional appropriation. That struck the committee as rather extraor- 
dinary—that you had no elasticity to your plans to enable you to 
meet an emergency or to meet a case like this. What about it? 

Doctor Hawanb. There is, of course, a certain amount of elasticity; 
and we could meet a certain emergency, but, you see, it is very difficult. 


That is the testimony of Doctor Howard, and if this trouble 
in California is so bad and if this trouble in Florida is so bad, 
they have the power here and the elasticity in their plans to 
meet these very cases and cases of that kind. I am usually in 
sympathy with these increases, but I am confident that there is 
absolutely no necessity for the increase in this item. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina if the committee knows better how to distribute 
this money and how to carry on this work than the Bureau does? 
Is that the contention of the gentleman? 

Mr. LEVER. In answer to the gentleman’s question, I pre- 
sume his logic would be to allow the Agricultural Department 
to make its own appropriations and take that power away from 
Congress. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The gentleman does not answer the 
question. Now, I will ask him this question: Is the gentleman 
willing to amend this provision of the bill so as to divert $10,000 
of that money and provide that they shall use that in the inves- 
tigation and suppression of the white fly. 


Mr. LEVER. I have no objection to that at all, as far as I 


am concerned. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the spirit of fairness 


of the chairman and gentlemen of this committee that if one 


blight which affects an industry in this country can command 
twenty-four expert entomologists in one section of the country, 
the grape interests of northwest Pennsylvania ought to be ac- 
corded at least one expert to inquire into the ravages of the 
grape-root worm, which threatens an entire industry. I have 
the honor to represent Erie County, Pa.;.and the city of North 
East is the greatest grape-shipping point in the world. There 
are some $20,000,000 invested in the grape industry at that par- 
ticular point. The sandy shores of Lake Erie for mile after 
mile are planted entirely with grapevines. It is their entire in- 
dustry, and whatever affects that industry affects all of the 
people, and if it is wiped out it will injure thousands of families 
and thousands of homes. I have urged the Department of Agri- 
culture to send an expert there to investigate this grape-root 
worm, which has decreased the output of this locality some 25 
per cent in the last year. I read the answer of the Secretary of 
Agriculture: 
JANUARY 14, 1907. 


Hon. ARTHUR L. BATES, 
House of Representatives. 


Sin: I have your favors of January 11 and 12, with n 
letters from grape growers at North East, Pa., relative to an inyestiga- 
tion by the Bureau of Entomology of the pe rootworm and other 
grape pests in that section, and contents of same have been carefully 
noted. 

The oe I have asked of Congress for the Bureau of Ento- 
mology is based on a careful estimate of the funds needed to meet ex- 
penses of work in progress or planned, and the entomologist informs 
me that it will not be practicable to take up new lines of work unless 
additional funds are provided. If a special cag hy riation of, say, 
$5,000, be made for this work at North East, or if the amount asked 
for by the Bureau of Entomology be increased by that sum, I shall have 
pleasure in ordering that the desired investigation be undertaken. 


Yours, respectfully, 
. JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 

Now, I will confess, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this 
committee, I for one do not understand why he can not divert 
one of the examiners, who, I understand, is now, or has been 
during the past year, in that locality studying the ravages to 
the peach and apple industries, in order that he may take up 
this most important work. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the one who directs the work—the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, and under him the Chief of the Bureau of 
Entomology—say they have not sufficient funds to do this. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
state the fact that they have at North East, Erie County, a sta- 
tion for the investigation of insect enemies to fruits and shrubs? 

Mr. BATES. I have already stated, Mr. Chairman and 
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gentlemen, that they haye a man who is investigating, as he 
says, and as Doctor Howard says, a particular line of work, 
that they haye had it under investigation for two or three years, 
and that this man is engaged still in a particular line of work, 
and they are not willing to divert him for the purpose we need 
him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. : 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that he may have three minutes more. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BATES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to criticise 
this committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman 
question? 

Mr. BATES. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman how 
large an individual industry there is in this grape-growing 
country? In other words, is the industry confined to small 

wers? 

Mr. BATES. Both. The farmer with 5 or 10 acres has put 
every foot of arable land into grapes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. How many concerns are there? 

Mr. BATES. Several thousand heads of families. 

Mr. SHERLBY. How many concerns are there engaged in 
the industry on a large scale? . 

Mr. BATES. Some twenty firms. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What are they doing toward investigating 
the trouble? 

Mr. BATES. They are doing all they can; but they are not 
scientists and specialists, and as a knowledge of science in- 
creases in this country, we ought to have the benefit of that 
knowledge in coming to the rescue of the grape growers and 

agriculturists, and that seems to be a further argument for the 

increase of this appropriation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Are these large concerns employing scien- 
tists to help their business? 

Mr. BATES. I do not know that they are. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The point I am trying to bring out is this, 
whether or not the concerns engaged in growing grapes are 
large enough and doing business enough to enable them to ap- 
propriate funds from their own private business to investigate 
this matter. 

Mr. BATES. Why, the gentleman from Kentucky I am sure 
is aware that the expert scientists who know of this subject 
and have ability to investigate properly the subject are in the 

- employ of these very bureaus. They are the men who are de- 
sirable, but they are not available by private firms. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania fails to 
catch the point. Government aid may be appropriated in cer- 
tain cases, but is it not proper to inquire and ask where con- 
cerns are engaged in work of such a magnitude as to have 
plenty of capital to control that work that they themselves 
should undertake the investigation for their own special benefit? 

Mr. BATES. Why, Mr. Chairman, I have just stated to the 
gentleman that they are not scientists and they can not make 
these investigations. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman fails again to catch my 
point. If these concerns have the means and if the magnitude 
of the business warrants it, why can not they establish and 
pay for a scientific bureau to do the work for their own benefit? 

Mr. BATES. I have understood the gentleman perfectly. I 
have just informed the gentleman from Kentucky that the 
scientists who are capable of investigating a subject of this 
kind are not obtainable by private firms. Does the gentleman 
from Kentucky understand the distinction I make? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not 
willing to state to this House that the only scientists capable of 
doing the work are all employed in the Department of Agricul- 
ture. Surely the gentleman will make no such statement as that. 

Mr. BATES. I am not; but the gentleman well knows that 
the men who are outside the Department and are capable and 
willing to be employed in such a work as this are nevertheless 
employed; their time is all mortgaged to colleges and various 
State institutions. The gentleman from Kentucky knows that 
he could not go out and easily obtain a specialist in this particu- 
lar subject to investigate the grape-root worm itself, which is 
threatening to devastate a great industry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has again expired. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
three minutes more, as I haye been interrupted. 


allow me to ask him a 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for three minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I desire not to be interrupted 
again, because I think I understand the point made by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. The men who are engaged in these en- 
terprises in Erie County, northwest Pennsylvania, desire the 
best equipped men to inyestigate this subject. These men are 
or ought to be employed in the United States Bureau of Ento- 
mology. I think they are employed there, and these are the 
men we desire to give us the benefit of their technical knowledge 
and experience. This Department of this great Government 
ought to haye, and I believe they do have, the best men for this 
particular purpose. They are not easy to obtain. I submit, Mr. 
Chairman, that this industry, if it is wiped out, or if it is se- 
riously impaired, will affect the well-being of a great number of 
people who have put all their eggs in one basket, who haye invested 
all their capital in one enterprise. I do not understand why 
the Bureau can not send men under the present appropriations 
nor do I wish to criticise the committee. I believe the com- 
mittee is doing the best it can, but I do believe that as these 
special emergency calls come to the Department and come to the 
House of Congress from California, from Florida, from Penn- 
sylvania, and different parts of the country, asking for special 
aid and investigation, it is the part of wisdom on the part of the 
Department and the Agricultural Committee and this House to 
respond in a moderate measure and assist wherever they can as- 
sist, especially where their assistance is so much desired and 
needed. I have the letters and petitions here from twenty-two 
firms of grape growers, representing a great industry in that 
section, where, in the arable lands of northwestern Pennsyl- 
vania on the Lake Erie shores by reason of the delayed frosts 
in the fall until late October, grapes by the hundreds of thou- 
sands of tons can ripen and be shipped to all parts of the world. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has said that 
the grape growers in his locality, even if they would expend 
the money, could not get any expert to investigate this particu- 
lar worm. Now, suppose we increase the fund here, where is 
the Government going to get a man to do just that work that 
he wants done right away? It seems to me that when he has 
one stationed up there for another purpose, examining fruits 
and flowers, he ought to be satisfied and not want to increase 
this appropriation for his express benefit. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has asked no 
question, and I am obliged to him for his interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BATES. I desire to say that there is no station at this 
point. A traveling expert has merely been investigating other 
subjects touching the devastation to the peach and apple in- 
dustry. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to cor- 
rect the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. 
Bates], who says there is no station up there. I read from the 
Secretary's report: 

For the investigation of insect enemies of deciduous fruit trees field 


stations have been established in the spring of 1906 -at Myrtle, Ga., 
and Northeast, Pa. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman this 
question: Are grapevines fruit trees? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; but entomology is entomology. 

Mr. BATES. But I desire to point out that this expert is 
investigating fruit-tree ravages, and the Department does not 
recognize grapevines as fruit trees. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘Then, under that argument, the gen- 
tleman would allow a man in a stable to clean a horse, but 
would not permit him to curry a mule. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. BATES. Well, there might be something in that, too; if 
he was only engaged to clean the horse I would not blame him 
if he did not clean the mule. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, on the 4th day of January, 1907, 
there appeared in the Washington Post, a newspaper published 
in this city, an editorial entited “A free-seed proposal,” which 
is as follows: 

A FREE-SEED PROPOSAL. 

It is now intimated that an effort will be made in Congress to in- 
crease the free-seed appropriation instead of 8 it. The reason- 
ing is ingenious. In the first place, it is argued that the free-seed 
“graft” is a fixture. Whether the farmers like it or not, Con men 
have long exercised the sovereign privile; of distributing worthless 
garden seeds to their constituents, and they propose to cling to the 
ancient right. Now it is n that this appro riation be left as 
it is, and that an additional sum be appropriated for the purpose of 
procuring and distributing really rare and valuable „ as was con- 
templated when the first free-seed appropriation was made. In this 
manner, it 111 mas both Congress and the public will be served, and 
vT e whole 89838 is a disgrace to Congress and a re- 
roach to the farmers of the country. Petitions by the thousand have 
ater filed in both Houses, protesting against making further appro- 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1971 


priations for such purposes. The seeds distributed are declared to be 
worthless in many cases. When not actually worthless, they are not 
rare or valuable, and even if records were kept of the results of their 
cultivation nothing of value would be ascertained. Rut it is impossible 
to induce 2 considerable number of farmers or others to report the 
result of their cultivation. upon which to determine the relative value 
of The free-seed distribution has been proved to be practically 
valueless. But it is supposed by some politicians to be politically help- 
ful. This presumption is 1 as erroneous as the assumption 
that science can reap benefit from reports on the cultivation of * r- 
den sass.” The farmers of this country long ago passed from the class 
of-hayseeds. They are not to be hoodwinked or “ soft-soaped” by the 
gift of a few seeds. They are far more likely to turn around and vote 
against a Congressman who places such an estimate upon their intelli- 


gence. 

The proposition: to increase the free-seed appropriation in order to 
carry out the orien idea of distributing rare seeds is intrinsically 
wrong. It would nothing less than a contribution from the Treasury 
to the electioneering expenses of Members of Congress—and foolish ex- 
penses at that. Let the whole rotten business be pitched overboard 
and forgotten as quickly as possible. 

On yesterday, the 29th day of January, 1907, in the same paper 
there appeared another editorial entitled“ Free-seed distribu- 
tion,” which is as follows: 

FREE-SEED DISTRIBUTION. 

The debate in the House on the subject of free seeds has thrown much 
new light on a subject that has . been purposely darkened uF con- 
flicting interests. It is evident that Members of Congress are trying in 
good faith to provide for the distribution of valuable tested seeds in re- 
sponse to a genuine demand from all parts of the country. The safe- 
guards which have been thrown about the free-seed distribution during 
this debate and the probable improvement that will be made during 
further discussion leave the 5 free from the objectionable 
features which caused most of the public condemnation. Nobody, so 
far as we are aware, is opposed to the distribution of really valuable, 
tested seeds to bone fide farmers for the 81 of causing two blades 
to prow where one grew before, or to introduce into this country new 
and valuable plants. Instead of meeting with public ridicule and pro- 
‘test, Congress will find its action approved if it so contrives its legisla- 
tion as to secure this result. Abundant evidence is available of the 
par good accomplished by the Department of Agriculture in this 

ranch of work. ome of the great agricultural and horticultural prod- 
ucts of the country are the outgrowth of research and experiment by the 
. followed by widespread distribution of s and cuttings. 

‘ongress will doubtless improve the free-seed provision by making 
certain that the seeds sent to individuals shall be tested and that greater 
care shall be exercised than heretofore in obtaining reports of the ex- 

riments conducted in various parts of the country under Met dnd con- 

tions. If the Government is able to find a new and valuable plant 
anywhere, the discovery belongs to every farmer in the country, and he 
should be given an opportunity to ayall himself of it if he desires. 


In the first editorial I find the following: 

The whole free-seed business is a disgrace to Congress and a reproach 
to the farmers of the country. * ° * Let the whole rotten business 
be pitched overboard and forgotten as quickly as possible. 

In the second editorial, which I read as a deadly parallel, we 
find the following: 

The debate in the House on the subject of free seeds has thrown 
much new light on a subject that has perhaps been purposely darkened 
by conflicting interests. * Nobody, so far as we are aware, is 
opposed to the distribution of really valuable, tested seeds to bona fide 
farmers for the purpose of causing two blades to grow where one grew 
before, or to introduce into this country new and yaluable plants. 

Mr. Chairman, I read this to show how the editorial mind of 
one of the greatest papers in the country can change while you 
wait, and, further, as a testimonial from one of the ablest edited 
papers in the country that Congress does sometimes know a few 
things and can enlighten even so great a source of information 
as the Post. [Applause.] I hope that those papers which so 
industriously copied the first editorial, in which it was charged 
that Congress had disgraced itself and also the farmers, and 
which demanded that the whole “rotten business” be pitched 
overboard, will also copy the second editorial. It will show both 
to the people and to Congress just how much weight should be 
attached to editorials when they are written on the side of great 
special interests. The papers are no doubt furnished by those 
interests with information, or alleged information, bearing only 
on one side of the question, while the people, having no lobby to 
represent them and no money to spend on newspapers in haying 
facts published bearing on their side of the question, are often 
charged with being either grafters or as being too ignorant to 
really know their own interests. 

If the able editor of the Post had read the debates on 
this question in this House when this bill was considered a year 
ago, he would have learned that everything in the way of safe- 
guards and tests of seeds was fully disclosed and that noth- 
ing really new was developed in the discussion of this measure 
at this session. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the 
House but a moment or two, but I desire to correct one or two 
misapprehensions that the House may labor under. If I am not 
correct, these gentlemen on the Committee on Agriculture of 
course can correct me; but my understanding is, Mr, Chairman, 
that the Secretary of Agriculture recommended to the committee 
some $38,000 more in this item than has been reported. Now, 
then, the House understanding that, I want to read this letter 
from Doctor Howard to my colleague [Mr. SPARKMAN]. 


In response to your telephone request for information regarding the 

appropriation for the white fly, I hasten to send you the following: 

vious to the beginning of the present fiscal year our knowled 

of the white fly was, briefly, that summarized in Farmers’ Bulletin 172, 
copy of which I send you with this. The portion on the white fly 
occurs on pages 36-38. There was insert into the appropriation 
bill last year an item providing that “ $5,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be u by the retary of Agriculture in in- 
vestigating the insect affecting orange ves and known as the ‘ white 
fly.’ This.appropriation became available on July 1 of the present 
fiscal year, and one of my best assistants, Dr. A. W. Morrill, was se- 
lected to conduct the investigation. He immediately proceeded to 
Florida, and has since been at work, part of the time with a competent 
assistant. These investigations have excited interest and approbation 
among the citrus-fruit growers, and I hope and expect that they will be 
continued to the practical 9 of those engaged in the industry. 

The Secretary of leulture, in his estimates for appropriations 
for the fiscal year beginning July, 1907, asks for an increase to the fund 
for entomological investigations of the sum of $38,810, for the pu 
of conducting certain new investigations and enlarging the scope of other 
investigations already undertaken. In the House bill reported no A paia 
of this increase was made, and there is no mention of the investigations 
of the white fiy. While it would be ible under the lump sum ap- 
propriated (which is the same as that of last year) to continue in a 
small way these white fly investigations, the additional sum recom- 
mended by the Secretary of Agriculture in his official estimates is 
greatly needed for the urgently demanded increase in investigations 
under way and equally urgently demanded new investigations. should 
this amount be appropriated the Bureau will be able to give more at- 
tention to the white-fly problem and to hasten the attainment of 
practical results. 

I want the House, Mr. Chairman, particularly to hear this 
last paragraph, because statements have been made that are not 
exactiy in accordance with the facts. Now, he says: 

Senator TALIAFERRO has asked the advice of the Bounty, of - 
culture in regard to the desirability of a Senate amendment, and 
been told that should an amendment be made appropriating $10,000 
additional to this specifie investigation, the money could be well ex- 
pended, but this sum could not be taken from the standing lump fund 
of the Bureau without jeopardizing other equally important investiga- 
tions already under way. 

Now, it appears, Mr. Chairman, that unless an addition is 
made to this appropriation there will be no further investigation 
along this line, which the Department says has proven so inter- 
esting and profitable up to date. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. LEVER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In just a moment. I want to call 
attention to a paragraph in a letter which I have received from 
a very large orange grower in Florida, who says this: 

The first amount named— 

That is, the amount which they thought would be necessary— 
was $20,000, but it was cut down at the su tion of Secretary Wilson 
to $5,000. They have two men at work here now, and doing fine 
work, too. But they should have not less than $12,000 for the next 
year. - . 

So, Mr. Chairman, the fact is that the Department recom- 
mended $38,000 more than this $75,000. The committee cut 
out the $38,000, and that $38,000 was intended to cover the white 
fly inyestigation and the investigation referred to in California. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I simply desire to append to my re- 
marks a communication from orange growers of Orange County, 
Fla., which is here presented : 

Hon, FRANK CLARK, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin: The board of horticultural commissioners of. Ora 
County, Fla., earnestly request your best efforts in procur a suffi- 
cient appropriation for the continuation of the field work in the white 
fiy district of the State, now going on. 

We need, pena. not to further call attention to the importance of 
this work. The partment is aware that a loss of over $400,000 
annually is caused by this pest, and their presence closes the Pacific 
coast against nursery-stock shipments from the whole Gulf coast of 
the United States. lorida has special advantages for raising nursery 
stock, and she has lost this entire trade on account of the white fly. 

The appropriation for the present year is sufficient to = a 
foundation for the thorough investigation, and progress is being made. 
Professor Morrill, of the Department, is here now doing and efi- 
cient work. The needed work for another year can not done with 
less than $12,000, and more could used to good advantage. These 
estimates are based on a careful study by this board on the entire 
situation, and the statements made herein we believe will be fully sus- 
tained by the Bureau of Ethnology at Washington. It is especially im- 
portant that the fund should be available at once. 

We therefore most 9 beg that you pre this matter your 
eo attention and take such action as you think best in the prem- 


es. 
V tfull bmitted. 
„„ E. H. WALKER, Chairman, 
THEO., L. Mnab, Secretary, 
W. L. Story, 
JOHN A. SMITH, 
Gero. H. FERNALD, 
Commissioners. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to çonsume half a 
moment. I desire no controversy with the gentleman from New 
York, but I only desire to say most positively that this Bureau 
has never spent one dollar in the State of California. I desire 
further to state, if the Department of Agriculture has spent 
anything on the horticultural interests of California until last 
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year, when that small appropriation was made to study the 
pear blight, I do not know of it. . 

They have never spent any money in California. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I quoted what Doctor Howard said. 
I do not know. g 

Mr. HAYES. I do know. I know that none has been spent. 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the value of the fruit products 
of California, according to the last census, amounted to $28,- 
000,000. More than one-half of this value is to be credited to 
the deciduous fruits of the State. The following small table 
will show more in detail the facts as to this great industry: 


The deciduous fruit interests of California, 


Name of fruits and | Number of 


Rank of California with other 
nuts, trees. States. 


Acreage. 


Produces 97 per cent of all in 
United States. 

Eighth. 

Third in number of trees; first 
in production of fruit. 


First. 

First, producing more than 50 
per cent. 

First. and produces all in United 


States. 
Produces all in United States, 
10,619,975 pounds. 


20 2 59 cent of total product of 
nited States. 


Total number of vines, 90,686,458. Ranks first, and produces 
three times more than New York, which ranks second. 

Total annual value of deciduous fruit products of California, 
exclusive of vines, according to the census of 1900, $14,526,786, 
20 per cent of all produced in the United States. 

Total annual value grapes produced in California, accord- 
ing to census of 1900, $5,622,825, 35 per cent of all produced in 
the United States. Total value of canned fruits produced in 
1906 in California, according to statement of the California 
Canners’ Association, about $25,000,000. 

This industry is possibly 25 or even 50 per cent greater to- 
day than it was in 1900, and in view of the enormity of the in- 
terests involved, I think we are entitled to some consideration, 
especially since we have never had any assistance heretofore. 
Now; Mr. Chairman, what we ask, so far as California is con- 
cerned, is in the spirit of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker]. We only ask that these entomolo- 
gists of the United States help us to find the remedy for our 
pests. That is all we want. We will apply it, and we will 
pay the expense of doing so. We only want them to help us 
to find the remedy, because in some cases our entomologists 
haye not yet been able to find it. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope 
that we may have a vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I make the same 
request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAYES. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 31. 

Mr. LAMB. ‘Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Hayes and Mr. LAMB took their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers announced— 
ayes 75, noes 36, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH (pending the count). I understood that 
the first vote was in favor of the amendment and those now 
voting are against it. I am inclined to think that some gentle- 
men went through here under a misapprehension. Quite a num- 
ber of gentlemen went through here that voted “aye” when 
they intended to vote “ no.” 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
James] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after the word “ including,” in line 6. page 50, 
the, Topueco worms and tobacco insects in the dark-tobacco district of 
Kentucky and Tennessee.“ 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I merely wanted to say a few 
words relative to that amendment. The amendment, as the 
committee will observe, does not seek to 


Mr. WADSWORTH. That is absolutely unnecessary. It is 
covered by the powers granted to the entomologists, and if the 
gentleman from Kentucky will listen I will convince him of 
that fact. It says: 

Entomological investigations: General expenses, Bureau of Ento- 
mology: Promotion of economic entomol ; investigating the histo: 
and habits of insects injurious and beneficial to agriculture, horticul- 
ture, and arboriculture; ascertaining the best means of destroying 
those found to be injurious, including an investigation into the ravages 
of insects affecting field crops. 7 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have of- 
fered to the bill now under consideration reads as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “including,” In line 6, page 50, 
the words “tobacco worms and tobacco insects in the dark-tobacco 
district of Kentucky and Tennessee.” 

I want to say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 
WORTH] that I have read the provisions of the bill, and in my 
judgment it does not include tobacco worms and tobacco insects. 
If it does, the Agricultural Department has never so construed 
it, or, to say the most of it, no part of this appropriation has 
ever been expended along this line, and as this sum of $125,000 
is to be expended for purposes of this character I do not see 
any good reason why the people of the dark-tobacco region of 
Kentucky and Tennessee should not have some benefit from it. 
The Government has expended thousands of dollars in having 
scientists make experiments attempting to kill the Mexican 
cotton boll weevil and prevent its appearance in the Southern 
States to preserve the cotton crop; this money has been ex- 
pended in fighting the gypsy and the brown-tail moth in Massa- 
chusetts; it has been used in war upon the mosquito, and upon 
eattle ticks to prevent cattle from catching the southern cattle 
fever, and this amendment which I have offered directs the at- 
tention of scientists and experimenters to the dark-tobacco 
patch in an effort to discover some way to help the tobacco 
growers of this region in their fight against the ravages of 
tobacco worms and tobacco insects. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that no more deserving people 
inhabit this Union than those patient, long-suffering, hard- 
working farmers of the dark tobacco region of Kentucky and 
Tennessee. They not only have to fight the ravages of tobacco 
worms and tobacco insects in crop time, toiling through the 
field, plant by plant, to pull these worms off with their own 
hands and till it in order to preserve their crops, but they 
have a more insidious, a more cowardly, a more destructive 
foe to meet even than tobacco worms and tobacco insects. This 
foe is the tobacco trust, which attempts to destroy the price of 
the farmer’s tobacco when he brings it to market. This trust 
has been feeding and fattening on the tobacco growers for the 
last few years. In all the towns of the dark tobacco region 
only a few years back there were many purchasers and con- 
tending buyers for the farmers’ tobacco, but the trust went 
into this region, bought up all these independent and contend- 
ing factories and consolidated them, and where once were 
contending buyers and that rivalry which an open and un- 
stifled market always gives was transformed into a trust 
market with idle houses, empty barns, and only one purchaser 
for the farmers’ tobacco. They partitioned off the different 
counties and sent out their buyers, and one purchaser would 
not invade another’s territory; all of them were acting for the 
same head. This stifled the law of supply and demand; they 
fixed absolutely, arbitrarily, the price the farmer had to take 
for his tobacco. And so this condition continued with the de- 
mand for dark tobacco better in foreign countries than it had 
ever been before. They forced the price of dark tobacco down 
to the miserably low sum of not more than $3.50 per 100 pounds. 
They were enabled to do this—that is, to organize this tobacco 
trust—largely by the aid of the Government itself. This Re- 
public, that all our people love, places a tax of 6 cents per 
pound on the farmers’ tobacco, and it can not be sold to the 
consumer by any person until the tax of 6 cents a pound is 
first paid to the Government. In this manner the farmer was 
denied the market he would have for his tobacco if it were not 
for this tax. The best smoking tobacco in the world is home- 
spun, or, as we call it,“ home-made” tobacco, as it is the best 
chewing tobacco. And thousands and millions of people all 
ever the South prefer this tobacco to the adulterated manu- 
factured tobacco that is put up in sacks and mixed with other 
ingredients. But as it is now, the trust is the only purchaser. 
If this tax of 6 cents per pound were removed from tobacco in 
the “hand,” even a great market in this country would be 
afforded. ° 

The farmers could sell it by retail to the thousands of people 
who would use it, and this would destroy the trust, because it 
would force the trust to pay the farmer a living price for his 
tobacco. A bill was introduced in the Fifty-eighth Congress 
providing for the removal of this tax. Hearings were had on 
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this question before the great Committee on Ways and Means, | is added to the price of the article, and when they purchase 
these articles, which are the necessaries of life, they are required 


and after a thorough and complete hearing on the whole ques- 
tion a bill was presented to the House taking off the tax of 
6 cents per pound upon tobacco in the “hand,” and it passed 
the House without a dissenting vote. It went to the Senate 
and was referred to the Finance Committee, and there it died. 
Again, in this Congress, the Fifty-ninth, the same bill was re- 
introduced, referred to the same committee, presented to the 
House of Representatives, and of these 386 Members, fresh from 


the people, not one man could be found who had an objection to | 


urge against the passage of such righteous legislation. Again 
this bill made its way to the Senate, and the hopes of the farm- 
ers were high. They saw, as they thought, the breaking of a 
new dawn, the realization of their hopes that the Government 
was going to withdraw its aid from the trust. The bill was re- 
ferred to the Finance Committee of the Senate, and there it 
sleeps. So twice this bill has passed through the House of Rep- 


resentatives, and the Senate has been the rock against which | 


their hope for relief has been wrecked. Why should this tax not 
be removed? Tobacco is the only thing grown out of the earth 
by the farmer which he is denied the right to have sold without 
first paying a tax to the Government. The farmer harvests his 


wheat and grinds it into flour and sells it; no tax is required; | 


he cuts his cane and grinds it into molasses and sells it; no 
tax is demanded; he plants his cotton and gins it, and no tax 
is demanded; he cuts his hemp and makes it into rope; noth- 
ing is said about any tax; he takes his corn to the mill and 
grinds it into meal, and revenue officer holds out no hand de- 
manding tax. But tobacco, the hardest of all agricultural 
products to raise, requiring more labor, that of the entire year, 
is brought to market, and when the farmer goes to have sold 
this tax is required. This tax is the greatest ally that the trust 
has, and can anyone urge in common fairness that it is a just 
tax? The money from the tax upon hand tobacco turned into 
the Treasury amounts to practically nothing. Therefore as a 


revenue producer it is of no aid to the Government Whatever. 


Then the only purpose and the only benefit it could possibly be 
said to have is the benefit to the trust and in denying competi- 
tion in the purchase of the farmer's tobacco. 

The tobacco produced in the dark-tobaceo region, for which I 
offer this amendment, is now sold as export tobacco. These 
unbearable and awful conditions that have prevailed there have 
been partially met, but met only by. the farmers themselves. 
They saw the price of their tobaceo forced by this trust down to 
where they could not make meat and bread for their families. 
They have appealed to Congress for remedial legislation by 
repealing this tax, and that appeal, I regret to say, has been in 
vain. They knew that tobacco was the most universally used 
stimulant and narcotie in the world. They knew that as the 
population of the country increased the demand for tobacco 
increased. They knew that a radius of 150 miles square in 
Kentucky and Tennessee constituted the only soil upon the 
earth which would grow dark tobacco. They knew that the 
reyenues of most of the countries of Europe were derived 
largely from the tobacco which they grew. They knew that the 
revenue derived from the sale of this tobacco in European 
countries was about an average of $1.28 per pound. They knew 
that in some of these countries across the sea the governments 
themselves sold this tobacco and derived their revenues there- 
from. They reasoned to themselves that the only hope for 
them was to organize and pool their tobacco and sell it directly 
to the foreign countries without consulting the trust. These 
farmers met and organized and commenced this warfare on the 
trusts in defense of themselves. They have succeeded to some 
extent, and, I may say, to a very great extent, in helping them- 
selves. If this great Government would only treat them fairly 
by removing the tax, the tobacco trast would be destroyed and 
the tobacco growers of the dark patch would call you blessed. 
The tax upon this tobacco was originally a war measure. Up 
to the civil war no tax was on tobacco. The tax was increased 
to 12 cents a pound during the war with Spain. It was reduced 
from 12 cents to 6 cents per pound after the war closed, but 
this gave no relief to the farmer, as the 6 cents which was 
taken off only went to the benefit of the trust. The trust, 
which was selling manufactured tobacco and paying about 
$40,000,000 a year to the Government, when the tax was reduced 
to 6 cents, never lowered the price of tobacco in the slightest 
degree to the consumer. By this legislation the trust was re- 
lieved from paying $40,000,000 a year on tobacco and had to pay 
only $20,000,000. Thus it was to their advantage to the sum of 
$20,000,000 that the last legislation resulted. 

Mr. Chairman, the farmers of my country ask no legislative 
aid to enhance the price of their tobacco. They are quite 
aware that manufacturers from whom they have to buy have 
the prices of their products enhanced by a high protective tariff 
that shuts out competition and that the amount of this tariff 


to pay this tax. Groaning and protesting against this wrong, 
they loudly proclaim the unrighteousness of a law that is a tax 
upon their tobacco and which enables the trust to fix the price 


| for which they have to sell. For the manufacturer you place 


a tariff tax to make his product sell high, for the tobacco farmer 
you place a tax to make his product sell low. All they want, all 
they ask, is that they shall be allowed to stand out in that 
market—which is older than protective tariff, older than the 
rapacity of the trust, as old as civilization itself—the open mar- 
ket of supply and demand, and be allowed to gell their product. 
They know, Mr. Chairman, that a bill has just passed the Senate 
which has for its purpose the giving of $15,000,0C0 purely as a 
gratuity or subsidy to the great shipowners. They know they 
help to pay this tax. They know-it is the people's money, 
gathered from the cottage and the hut and the home of the 
people. This is done, as the friends of the measure proclaim, to 
encourage shipping. They ask no gratuity or subsidy to encour- 
age tobacco growing. They do not ask that you ram your hands 
into the public Treasury and pull out the gathered taxes of the 
citizens of this Republic and distribute the money among them. 
They know such a subsidy, by whatever honeyed phrase dis- 
guised, would be by the plutocrats who own the stock in the 
ship trust denounced as socialism. And yet, Mr. Chairman, I 
could make out a more righteous case fer these men than can, 
be made out for the ship trust in their fight for a subsidy. 
Upon the side of the farmers would be their poverty, their hun- 
gry families, their ragged children, their thatched roofs, their 
mortgaged farms, and their wrecked hopes—all would be silent 
yet eloquent witnesses in their behalf. Those to whom the 
ship subsidy goes have everything that gold can buy, spend 
their summers in the cool breezes by the seashore and their 
winters in the sunny clime of the South. 

I would oppose a subsidy to tobacco growers as I oppose a 
subsidy to shipowners, because the genius of our Government 
and the spirit on which it is founded and on which it can only 
be made perpetual is that you shall not take from one citizen 
for the benefit of another, nor shall you take from a citizen for 


| the benefit of a corporation, nor shall you injure one to aid the 
| other. 


Yet, Mr. Chairman, under the benign policies that are 
now in force in this Government the Republican party stands 
for a tax upon the farmers’ tobacco to aid the trust and a tariff 
tax upon the goods of the manufacturer to aid the manufacturer. 
It seems to go upon the theory that if you take from the treas- 
ury of the people's money to give it to the trust or to a great 
corporation this they declare to be subsidy or subvention to 
encourage business. But the fathers of this Republic would 
call it robbery of the many for the benefit of the few. If the 
present policy of the Republican party is continued they will 
have a new slogan for the campaign of 1908 and will change 
the stand-pat phrase to the euphonious shibboleth, “Help the 
rich; the poor can beg;” and this may be supplemented by em- 
ploying the doctrine “For thosoerer hath, to him shall be given, 
and he shall have more abundance; but achosoerer hath not, 
from him shall be taken away eren that he hath.” The tobacco 
growers are willing to go into the fields under the beams of the 
hot sun and bend over the hills of their tobacco and tend it, and 
sucker it, and worm it, and cut it, and cure it, and house it. 
They are willing to sweat and work thirteen months out of the 
year to raise this tobacco; no subsidy aid do they require. All 
they ask of you and of this Government is that the heavy hand 
of governmental taxation which is put on their tobacco and 
which redounds solely and only to the benefit of the trust be re- 
moved and allow them to sell in an unstified market. Mr. Chair- 


| man, I wish it were possible for the Members of this louse to 


know these conditions as I do and to see these people who have 
been forced to want by reason of the heartless rapacity and con- 
scienceless greed of the tobacco trust. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. What bill is that? 

Mr. JAMES. It is the bill taking the 6-cents-a-pound tax off 
of leaf tobacco. 

Mr. BANNON. 
that? 

Mr. JAMES. I am willing to include Ohio. 

Mr. MUDD. And Maryland also? 

Mr. JAMES. I will include Maryland, and I will include 
North Carolina, and I will include any tobacco-growing region 
in the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Pennsylvania? 

Mr. JAMES. I will include Pennsylvania. I drew my amend- 
mend making it applicable to the dark-tobacco region of Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee, because of my familiarity and knowledge 
of conditions there, and if there is any aid that can be given 
them, I want this Congress to adopt it. This House has done 


Why does not the gentleman include Ohio in 
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its duty in the passage of the bill to take the tax off of tobacco, 
and I hope you will pass the amendment which I have offered. 
I sincerely trust that the time is not far distant when the Con- 
gress of the United States shall pass through both Houses a 
bill removing this tax from tobacco, divorcing this Government 
from partnership with the trust, and these glad tidings will be 
greeted by these sturdy farmers with joyous acclaim. Mr. 
Chairman, the farmers of the dark-tobacco belt stand under 
the flag of equal rights to all and special privileges to none. 
In the swift battle of life they only ask that in this contest 
for bread for themselves and their wives and children that this 
Government shall not be against them. They ask that the Gov- 
ernment shall be divorced from partnership with this mo- 
nopoly, and as this Republic can demand of all citizens alike 
their lives in defense of the flag in time of war, these men 
believe, and believe sincerely, that in times of peace the same 
chances and opportunities should, like sunshine, fall upon all 
alike. With a cause so just these tobacco growers have hoped 
and prayed for relief. This cause was so righteous that no 
one dared to come into the open light and oppose it. They knew 
the powerful opposition they would encounter, the cowardly 
stealth of greed and gold, and yet they hoped. j 

Mr. Chairman, I yet entertain the hope that in the remain- 
ing days of this session, which are but few, the Senate will 
enact this bill into law. It is true it is but half a loaf. The 
farmers should have the right to twist their tobacco and sell 
it without tax, but under this bill the only right they get is the 
right to have it sold in the “hand” without tax. Let the 
Senate enact this bill, and, half a loaf as it is, it will help to 
overthrow the most heartless band of pirates that ever pillaged 
or captured, overthrow a meaner set of men than those who 
gambled for the raiment of Christ, overthrow a crowd of vam- 
pires whose greed for money would drive into penury 3,000,000 
struggling people. The Bible tells us that when Gideon was 
thrashing wheat by the wine press to hide it from the Midian- 
ites, into whose hands he had been cast, that an angel of the 
Lord appeared unto him and said: “The Lord is with thee, 
thou mighty man of valor.“ The tobacco growers of the dark- 
tobacco region have been cast into the hands of the trust with- 
out doing any evil, they haye been pooling their tobacco to 
hide it from the trust, they have trod the wine press alone. 
Let the Senate pass this law and say to the struggling, ragged, 
oppressed farmers: “ Uncle Sam is with you, you mighty men 
of valor.” With the scientist and experimenters discovering 
a way to exterminate tobacco worms and tobacco insects, the 
Attorney-General’s office busy discovering and prosecuting the 
men who have brought this condition upon this country, placing 
the stripes of infamy upon them, the tax removed from to- 
bacco, the trust denied governmental support, supply and de- 
mand again the arbiter and king of prices, then, Mr. Chairman, 
the people of that trust-cursed, monopoly-oppressed land can 
say, and say truly— 

My country, tis of thee, 
Sweet land of liberty. 

Applause. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the House should adopt this amend- 
ment I have offered. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I offer an amendment to 
come in on line 25, page 50. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Alabama that that paragraph has not yet been reached. 
The reading closed with line 23. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The Clerk read “ $75,000,” 
and then the amendment came in increasing the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, does the gentleman wish it to come 
in at the end of line 23? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ dollars,“ in line 23, page 50, insert: “Provided 
That the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall 
be used by the Secretary of the Department of Agriculture for the pro- 
motion of economic ornithology and the investigation of the food- 
habits of North American birds in relation to agriculture, horticulture, 
and forestry, and for the protection and preservation of useful birds, 
as provided for under existing law, and to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of an act approved May 25, 1900, entitled“ An act to enlarge 
the powers of the Department of Agriculture, prohibiting the transpor- 
tation of interstate commerce of game killed in violation of local laws.“ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I reserve the point of order on that, Mr. 
Chairman. : 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to offer an amend- 
ment to that? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from New York to have reserved the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. L will ask the gentleman from Alabama if he 
will allow me to offer as a substitute the existing law? 


Yes, sir. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
if the gentleman from Alabama will yield to propose an amend- 
ment to his amendment which has just been read. 


The gentleman from Iowa desires to know 


Mr. LACEY. I desire to offer the existing appropriation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not yield for that pur- 
pose at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, the reason for offering this amendment in this 
connection is simply this: I was adyised and informed by the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Wapswortn] that this para- 
graph, or this Bureau of Entomology, took care of and proyided 
for the functions and the duties of the Bureau of Biological 
Survey. That being the case, it seemed to me that the point of 
order would not be well taken; but, however, the distinguished 
chairman of the committee further admits there is no provision 
whatsoever made for the protection or preservation of game, 
including birds. In other words, Mr. Chairman, I want this 
committee to understand that if this bill now under considera- 
tion becomes a law, that it annuls directly “An act to enlarge 
the powers of the Department of Agriculture, to prohibit the 
transportation by interstate commerce of game killed in yiola- 
tion of local laws, and for other purposes;” approved May 25, 
1900, and I desire in that connection to read a paragraph or so 
from the existing law which this bill repeals and annuls by 
reason of. the fact that it makes no appropriation for carrying 
out the provisions of this act, passed May 26, 1900, as follows: 

That the duties and powers of the Department of Agriculture are 
hereby enlarged so as to include the preservation, distribution, intro- 
duction, and restoration of game bir and other wild birds. The 
e of Agriculture is hereby authorized to adopt such measures 
as may be necessary to carry out the purposes of this act and to pur- 
chase such game birds and other wild birds as mny be required there- 
for, subject, however, to the laws of the various States and Territories. 
The object and purpose of this act is to aid in the restoration of such 
birds in those parts of the United States adapted thereto; where the 
same have become scarce or extinct, and also to regulate the introduc- 
tion of American or aro E birds or animals in localities where they 
have not heretofore existed. 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall, from time to time, collect and 
ublish useful information as to the propagation, uses, and preserva- 
ion of such birds; and the Secretary of Agriculture shall make and 
publish all needful rules and regulations for carrying out the purposes 
of this act, and shall expend for said purposes such sums as Congress 
wir appropriate therefor. 

hat it shall be unlawfal for any person or persons to deliver to any 
common carrier to transport from one State or Territory to another 
State or Territory, or from the District of Columbia or Alaska to any 
State or Territory, or from any State or Territory to the District of 
Columbia or Alaska, any foreign animals or birds the importation of 
which is prohibited, or the dead bodies or parts thereof of any wild ani- 
mals or birds where such animals or birds have been killed in violation 
of the laws of the State or District in which the same were killed: 
Provided, That cern J herein shall 3 the transportation of any 
dead bird or animals killed during the season when the same may be 
lawfully captured, and the export of which is not prohibited by law 
in the State, Territory, or District in which the same were killed. 

Mr. LAMB. I was just going to ask the gentleman if he 
would not withdraw his amendment, as it is clearly subject to 
a point of order, and the object you have in view could be ob- 
tained without that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I appreciate the sugges- 
tion made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lams]. I 
want to make my remarks and then will discuss the point of 
order if the same is necessary. I admit that I do not care much 
to discuss the point of order; but I say, Mr. Chairman, that a 
law of as much importance as this one I haye just read ought 
not to be repealed and annulled in this way. $ - 

Its object and purpose is so plainly wise, proper, and prudent 
that we ought to maintain it. I have asked the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture if it is not true that the Secre- 
ary of Agriculture recommended a 25 per cent increase in the 
amount appropriated in the last Congress for carrying on the 
biological surveys. I have not received any answer to that 
question, and I propound it.again to the chairman of this 
committee if the Secretary of Agriculture did not recommend 
an increase of the appropriation? Silence gives consent. In- 
stead of that the entire appropriation for the Biological Survey 
has been stricken out, including this important provision in 
reference to game. The statute I have read does not invade 
any State law. It stands, Mr. Chairman, in the same attitude 
to the State, in principle, theory, and spirit, as the pure-food 
law that we have passed during the first session of this Con- 
gress, and from which we expect such great benefits for the 
public. As the pure-food law, by creating or authorizing the 
establishment of standards, is intended to aid any State law 
that is in foree for the preservation of the purity of food, so 
this Federal statute is intended to aid in the preservation and 
protection of game. It seems to me totally unwise and unneces- 
sary at this time to strike that down and to make no provision 
for it, especially as no reason is given in the report of the 
Committee on Agriculture for its action. The committee has 
not give us the benefit of the information asked for, whether the 
Secretary of Agriculture made that recommendation of an in- 
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crease of the appropriation for the Biological Survey. I am re- 
liably informed that he did make it. Yet it is contended that 
the preservation of game is such a “ scientific’ question that 
it belongs to some other Department than the Department of 
Agriculture. It does not seem that Congress thought so when 
it passed this law that I have just read, Mr. Chairman, if 
I understand the point of order, it is that the proposition must 
be germane to the subject that it is intended to amend. It must 
have some connection with it; must be of the same family of 
subjects provided for in the bill sought to be amended. What 
is this paragraph here? I call the attention of the Chair to it. 
It is a very well admitted fact that there is no greater pro- 
tection to “ field crops” when they are planted and when they 
are germinating than a certain class of birds which destroy the 
“insects” that interfere with the “field crops.” In addition 
to that, Mr. Chairman, the law that I have read, page 188 of 
the Statutes at Large, uses this language, which it seems to 
me brings the amendment that I have offered within the pur- 
view of the Entomological Bureau provision: 


Iajurious to the interests of agriculture or horticulture. 


Those are the words of the existing law. 

What is the bill that I hold in my hand? Why, it is “to in- 
vestigate the history and habits of insects injurious and bene- 
ficial to agriculture, horticulture, and arboriculture.” Now, I 
contend, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment which I have of- 
fered, under these circumstances, is germane to this paragraph. 
It does not say that $30,000 shall be unconditionally appropri- 
ated, but it says as much thereof as is necessary. I ask what 
reason can be offered why it is not? The report of the commit- 
tee makes no statement nor gives any facts. It does not say 
that the Biological Survey was inefficient. * It does not say that 
they had any hearing about it in which witnesses were examined. 
It does not say that there was a single witness called on the 
question either of abolishing this Bureau or of taking from the 
birds the protection that the law ought to give them. I say it 
is not only a question of great benefit, but it is a question of 
sentiment, and we ought to take care of the birds. 

As I recall it, but a short time since there was a bill passed 
here to take care of the birds of the District of Columbia, and 
I voted for it with a great deal of pleasure. I am thoroughly 
convinced that a law of this kind is absolutely necessary. Why? 
There is spreading to-day throughout all the States of the Union 
a growing sentiment that the birds and the fish and the game 
ought to be protected. Only a few days since, in my own State 
of Alabama, a law was passed, with practical unanimity, pro- 
viding for the preservation and protection of game. 

This law, existing as it does to-day, which the Committee on 
Agriculture, by refusing to make an appropriation, has repealed, 
gives Government officials the power, not to go into the States 
and interfere with the rights of the States, but simply to prevent 
persons who are shipping birds illegally captured or killed under 
State law into other States. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. LACEY. I am in hearty sympathy with the gentleman's 
general proposition, but I should like to call his attention to the 
fact that the place where he offers this amendment is not the 
proper place. There are two lines to dispose of yet under the 
Bureau of Entomology, and then we come to the Bureau of 
Biology, which has been wholly omitted from the bill. Just at 
this particular point the gentleman's proposition is not germane, 
but when we pass to the next two lines I was intending to offer 
as n substitute the provision of last year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am very much obliged. to 
the gentleman for his cooperation and sympathy in this matter, 
and I believe if the question comes fairly and pointedly before 
this committee they will never suffer that provision in the 
Biological Survey with reference to game to be destroyed or un- 
protected. Now, the reason I offered the amendment at this 
place was that the chairman of the committee advised me that 
that paragraph provided for the very thing that I am contend- 
ing for, and yet there isn’t a paragraph nor a word nor a 
syllable in it that can possibly be construed as protecting 
game or birds. But, Mr. Chairman, on the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], haying made the explanation 
I desired to make, I withdraw my amendment as applicable to 
the paragraph referred to and ask that the amendment apply 
to the last paragraph of the Entomological Bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama withdraws 
his amendment. Without objection, the amendment will be 
withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
extend my remarks in the RECORD, 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama desires to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. OLMSTED having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of tlie following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

S. 7908. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Julian; 

S. 7917. An act to authorize the Interstate Bridge and Termi- 
nal Railway Company, of Kansas City, Kans., to construct a 
bridge across the Missouri River ; 

S. 7812. An act to amend section 591 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relative to the assignment of district judges 
to perform the duties of a disabled judge; 

S. 7760. An act to authorize the Albany Railroad Bridge Com- 
pany or the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company to re- 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River ; 

S. 7674. An act to survey and allot the lands embraced within 
the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Montana, and to open the surplus lands to settlement ; 

S. 7427. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
L. Danforth; and 

S. 7247. An act to provide for the establishment of an immi- 
grant station at New “Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, and 
the erection in said city, on a site to be selected for said station,- 
of a public building. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 23927. An act excepting certain lands in Pennington 
County, S. Dak., from the operation of the provisions of section 
4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled “An act to provide 
for the entry of agricultural lands within forest reserves ;” 

H. R. 22135. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Ashley River, in the counties of Charleston and Colle- 
ton, S. C.; 

H. R. 21197. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, by ex- 
tending the provisions of the first section thereof to the port of 
Brunswick, Ga.: 

H. R. 20988. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved 
February 21, 1903; and 

H. R. 714. An act for the relief of Charles B. Bentley. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 24538. An act making appropriation for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908; 

H. R. 23821. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to bill of the 
following title: 8 ; 

S. 1726. An act making provision for conveying in fee the 
piece or strip of ground in St. Augustine, Fla., known as “ The 
Lines,” for school purposes, asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. NELSON, Mr. McLaurin, and Mr. Dunois as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. ' 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

S. 7170. An act to amend an act relating to service on foreign 
corporations, approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the District 
of Columbia; 

8. 6470. An act in relation to the Washington Market Com- 
pany ; 

8. 5698. An act to regulate the practice of veterinary medicine 
in the District of Columbia ; and 

S. 4267. An act to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors near 
the Government Hospital for the Insane and the District alms- 
house. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following House concurrent resolution : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 


That there be printed 6,000 copies of the report of the Postal Commis- 
sion appointed under the provisions of the act making appropriation 
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for the service of the Post-Office Department, approved June 26, 1906, 
being House Document No. —, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, to 
be accompanied by the testimony taken by the said Commission, to- 
gether with the accompanying exhibits and digest, 2,000 copies for the 
use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 44. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause a survey to be made of the Little Contentnea River, 
North Carolina, from the mouth of same to the town of Ridge Springs, 
in Greene County, N. C., with a view of dredging, cleaning out, and 
widening the channel, and to submit a plan and estimate for such 
improvement, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 9577. An act for the relief of Charles H. Stockley; and 

H. R. 24104. An act transferring Phelps County to the eastern 
division of the eastern judicial district of Missouri. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Total for Bureau of Entomology, $97,460. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will 
offer my amendment again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest the total ought to 
be changed. Without objection, the Clerk will be directed to 
change the total. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as a 
8 for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 

ama. . 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert at the end of line 23, page 50, the following: 
“BUREAU OF BIOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


“ Salaries, Bureau of Biological Survey: One biologist, who shall be 
chief of Bureau, $3,000; one clerk, class 1, $1,200; two clerks, at 
1,000 each, $2,000; one clerk, $900; one messenger or laborer, $480; 


all, $7,580. 
mses, biological 3 
ibu- 


“ Biological inves General ex 
tions, including the geographic distr 


tions : 
ions: For biological investi ogre 
tion and migrations of animals, birds, and plants, and for the promotion 
of economic ornithology and mammalogy; for an investigation of the 
food habits of North American birds and mammals in relation to agri- 
culture, horticulture, and forestry; for the employment of local and 
special seny clerks, assistants, and other labor required in conduct- 
ing experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in col- 
lating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experi- 
ments ; for freight and express charges ; for office fixtures and supplies, 
gas and electric current, telegraph and telephone service; for prepa- 
ration and publication of reports, and for illustrations, field work, and 
ee and other expenses in the practical work of the Bureau, and 
to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provi- 
sions of an act approved May 25, 1900, entitled ‘An act to enlarge the 
powers of the Department of Agriculture, prohibit the transporta- 
tion hy interstate commerce of game killed in violation of local laws, 
and for other poo 44,420. 

“Total for Bureau of Biological Survey, $52,000.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the 
point of order against the amendment on the ground that it is 
new legislation and changes existing law. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. To ask the chairman of the 


committee one question. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman from Indiana has the 
floor. . 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman withhold 
his point of order until I can ask the gentleman from New York 
one question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The point of order is made, and I have 
no objection to the gentleman asking a question. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York, chairman of the committee, if this provision 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa is the legislation of last 
year? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Iowa? Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am referring te the sub- 
stitute proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the gentleman 
from Alabama withdrew his amendment, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I did, Mr. Chairman, with- 
draw it until the next two lines of the bill were read, and then 
I reoffered it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the 
gentleman from Alabama had reoffered his amendment. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I did, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. LACEY. And I offered the provision as a substitute 
for the gentleman's amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair for the first time understands 
that the gentleman has reoffered his amendment, and the Clerk 
will report it. . 

Mr. LACEY. It has already been read, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And I make the point of order against 
the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, I 
have the right to withdraw the amendment, because the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is broader 
and more comprehensive and accomplishes exactly what I desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire 
to withdraw his amendment now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do, for the reasons stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama will be withdrawn, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. And now, Mr. Chairman, I offer as an original 
amendment the substitute which I offered. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, And I make the point of order against 
the amendment that it is a change of existing law and is new 
legislation. 

Mr. LACEY. In what respect? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In a good many respects. 

Mr. LACEY. If there are any, I would like to know what 
they are. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, there is no law author- 
izing any such investigation as that proposed by the gentleman 
from Iowa. I do not know of any law, although I have not had 
time to look up the original statute authorizing an appropriation 
for the chief of the Bureau of Biology. I do not know of any 
general statute that creates a bureau of biology or a biological 
survey. There may be. Now, the amendment providing for gen- 
eral expenses for biological investigation, including geographic 
distribution and the migrations of animals, birds, and plants, 
and for the promotion of economic ornithology and mammalogy, I 
submit are subjects that do not pertain to agriculture. They do 
not come within the definition of agriculture. 

Mr. Chairman, the original act creating the Department of 
Agriculture confines the work of that Department to agriculture 
in its most general and comprehensive sense. It provides for 
certain bureaus, and I think nowhere does it provide for a bu- 
reau of biological survey. I think that is one of the growths, 
perhaps, that has come up through various appropriation bills. 
I submit that the investigation here is not agricultural in its 
nature. It does not have relation to agriculture within the sense 
of the law. Agriculture has reference in its most comprehensive 
sense to the growing of grains, vegetables, and fruits from the 
soil. It has no connection with ornithology or mammalogy. This 
amendment authorizes independent investigation, including the 
geographic distribution and migration of animals, birds, and 
plants for the promotion of economic ornithology and mam- 
malogy. That is its purpose. It does not say it is for the pro- 
motion of agriculture, and if the amendment so said it would not 
bring it within the spirit and the sense of the law. Rather, it is 
for the investigation of the food habits of North American birds 
and mammals in relation to agriculture, horticulture, and for- 
estry. That particular clause undertakes to connect simply an 
investigation of the food habits of North American birds and 
mammals in relation to agriculture, horticulture, and forestry. 
The relation of the investigation to agriculture, horticulture, and 
forestry is confined to that particular clause of the amendment 
alone. 

For the employment of local special agents, clerks, assistants, 
and other labor required, etc., collecting, digesting, reporting 
and illustrating the results of such experiments, and so on. 

I make the point that there is no law authorizing the bureau 
in the first place, nor an appropriation for the chief of the bu- 
reau. I make the point further, that the investigation author- 
ized by the amendment is not agricultural in its most compre- 
hensive sense. It belongs entirely to a different division of our 
scientific research investigation. It belongs more to the natural 
history than it does to agriculture. i 

Mr. LAMB. Has tbe gentleman the organic act? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have it here. 

Mr. LAMB. That is covered emphatically right there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Let me call it to the gen- 
tleman’s attention—“or such other birds or animals as the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture may from time to time declare injurious 
to the interests of agriculture or horticulture.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes, but this amendment does not con- 
nect the investigation with agriculture or horticulture at all. 


Read the first clause. For biological investigations, including 
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the geographical distribution and migration of animals, birds, 
and plants, for the promotion of economic ornithology and mam- 
malogy. That is not agriculture. It is for the promotion of 
economic ornithology and mammalogy. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman is not reading from the law. 
He is reading from the original organization of the Department 
of Agriculture. That was enlarged in the year 1900 by the in- 
sertion of a very broad paragraph indeed, which, if the gentle- 
man will yield a moment, I will call to his attention at this 
time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In what law? 

Mr. LACEY. The act of May 25, 1900. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What act is that? Is it the bird law? 

Mr. LACEY. -Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Oh, we have got a good deal of law for 
yarious things. 

Mr. LACEY. There is a specific law intended to cover this 


direct question. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Read the law. 

Mr. LACEY. I had the honor to draw the law, and I think 
it is broad enough to cover this paragraph, because this para- 
graph has been put in the appropriation from time to time since 
this law was enacted for the purpose of carrying out this law. 
It starts out with the statement that— 


The duties of the Department of Agriculture are hereby enlarged so 
as to include the preservation, distribution, introduction, and restora- 
tion of game birds and animals, and that the Secretary of Agriculture 
is hereby authorized to adopt such measures as may be necessary to 


carry out the 8 of this act and to purchase such game birds and 


other wild birds as may be uired therefor, subject, however, to the 
laws of the various States and Territories; that the object and purpose 
of this act is to aid in the restoration of such birds in those parts of 
the United States adapted thereto where the same have become scarce 
or extinct, and alse to regulate the introduction of American or foreign 
birds or animals in lo tles where they have not heretofore existed, 
and the Secretary of Agriculture shall m time to time collect and 
publish useful information as to the propagation, uses, and preserva- 
tion of such birds, and the Secretary of Agriculture shall make and 
publish all needful rules and regulations for carrying out the purposes 
of this act, and shall expend for said purposes such sums as may be 
appropriated therefor. 7 


Now, under this power he organized a Division of Biology, 
selected men to carry out the purposes of this act, and an ap- 


. propriation was made for that purpose. It has been reappro- 


priated, and this is the fourth time that Congress has been 
ealled on to make an appropriation to carry out the regulations 
that have been made by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

That is only a small portion of the act. The Chair, I infer, 
has the whole act before him, and it is very broad and compre- 
hensive in its terms, and this paragraph now offered by me is 
the one that has been approved by the Congress heretofore as 
being authorized by this act. Now, if the gentleman observes, 
we have already made appropriations for various bureaus which 
are not specifically authorized by law, and this is the only one 
that is omitted entirely from the proposed bill, and it is fully 
and completely authorized by law. Now, I understand from the 
chairman of the committee that this omission was not made 
with a view of abandoning the execution of this law, but was 
made on the suggestion that there might be some duplications 
that ought to be looked into before the appropriation was made. 
If the gentleman from Indiana will point out wherein this pro- 
posed paragraph is not authorized by the act of 1900 in con- 
nection with acts amendatory to the original organic act, I 
will be glad to hear from him and I have no doubt the Chair 
would. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER.. I can do that. 

Mr. LACEY. Of course, if this had been authorized by the 
original act in the Revised Statutes, the act of 1900 would not 
be necessary. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I can very readily do that. I have the 
act here creating the Department of Agriculture, making pro- 
vision for various bureaus and divisions, and providing, among 
other things, that there be a Secretary, chief clerk, a Chemist 
and an Assistant Chemist, an Entomologist, a Microscopist, a 
Botanist, a Statistician, a superintendent, but nowhere is there 
any provision in this law for a Biologist or for a bureau or 
division of biological survey. The statute the gentleman read 
from contains no such provision as that. The organic act con- 
tains no such provision as that. It can not be, after there is a 
statute creating a Department and providing for certain sub- 
divisions of the work of administration, specifying what bu- 


. reaus there shall be, that a subsequent act conferring additional 


authority upon the Department authorizes him to create new 


‘bureaus without providing for heads or chiefs of the bureaus, 


and I say it would not give him by implication any power to 
create bureaus and appoint chiefs and chief clerks in any sense 
of the term. And, furthermore, if the Chair pleases, the pur- 
pose and spirit of the amendment is not within the law from 


which the gentleman quoted. The object of that law is the 
preservation of game, birds, and animals. The object of this 
investigation is to investigate the geographical distribution of 
animals, birds, and plants and for the promotion of economical 
ethnology and mammalogy. Where is there any statute author- 
izing an investigation for those purposes? If the amendment is 
new legislation in any sense, of course the point of order should 
be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to 
be heard? 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman,-the Secretary is authorized to 
adopt such measures as may be necessary. The Secretary is 
“authorized to make such rules and regulations,” and he can 
publish all needful rules and regulations.” Now, Congress 
has created a new work for the Department of Agriculture, and 
the only thing the Secretary of Agriculture has done is to give 
ita name. There was no name given it in the act of 1900, but 
it is the thing that the Chair is discussing now and not the 
name by which it goes. The Secretary having adopted that 
name and having called the officials having charge of this work 
a Biological Survey, it is not a change of existing law to accept 
the name which he adopts in describing it in the report of the 
Department. In short, call it whatever you may, everything 
that is provided in this proposed amendment, and which the 
House adopted in the last session, is authorized by the act of 
1900, unless, perchance, the question of the name that is given, 
and that is not the material thing. I will make one further 
suggestion to the Chair, and that is that this act is perhaps the 
broadest under which the Secretary has been acting. Ordinarily _ 
we have created bureaus by a specific act. This being a new 
departure, the power was relegated to the Secretary to adopt 
such measures as might be necessary to carry out the purposes 
of Congress embraced in the act; consequently we delegated to 
him that particular power. It is not an enlargement of the act 
in any way, but merely in furtherance of it and within its 
limitations. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Ormstep). The Chair would ask the 
gentleman from Iowa where he finds authority for the establish- 
ment of the Bureau of Biological Survey? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, the authority would be to adopt rules and 
regulations to carry out those purposes. He has to make a divi- 
sion, at least, and suppose we provide for a division? Then the 
question would be, What authority has he to make the division? 
He has authority to enforce this law and make rules and regu- 
lations. He has made rules and regulations, and we have ap- 
proved of them for three successive times by act of Congress. His 
duties are defined by this law. The names under which he per- 
forms these duties are not defined by this law. He might call 
him a clerk; he might call him a chief of division; might call 
him a chief of a bureau; but he is nothing more nor less than 
the man designated to carry out this law under its terms as 
authorized by act of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Otmstep). The Chair finds that the 
act of May 25, 1900, is quite broad in its provisions. It de- 
clares— 

That the duties and powers of the Department of 8 are 
hereby enlarged so as to include the preservation, distribution, intro- 
duction, and restoration of game birds and other wild animals. The 
Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to adopt such measures 
as may be necessary to carry out the purposes of this act and to pur- 
chase such game birds and other wild birds as may be uired there- 
for, subject, however, to the laws of the various State and Territories. 
The object and purpose of this act is to aid in the restoration of such 
birds in those parts of the United States adapted thereto where the 
same have become scarce or extinct, and also to regulate the introduc- 
tion of American or 5 birds or animals in localities where they 
have not heretofore existed. 5 

Then it requires the Secretary to collect and publish informa- 
tion as to their propagation, uses, and preservation; and it dis- 
tinctly authorizes him to make and publish all needful rules 
and regulations for carrying out the purposes of the act. 

Now, this proposed amendment has two divisions, the first 
establishes a bureau of biological survey, provides a biologist 
who shall be the chief of the bureau, with a salary of $3,000, 
and provides certain clerks. It establishes a bureau fully 
officered. The second division, entitled “ Biological investiga- 
tions,” appropriates in a lump sum for biological investigations 
of the character therein set forth in some detail. The Chair 
finds that “ biology,” as defined by Webster, has to do with 
the “origin, structure, development, function, and distribution 
of animals and plants,” and is inclined to think, and would hold, 
that the second portion of the amendment is supported by au- 
thority found in the act of 1900 and therefore in order. But 
the first division of the amendment, establishing the Bureau of 
Biological Survey, seems to hamper the discretion which the 
act of 1900 confers upon the Department of Agriculture. 
Whether that act confers upon the Secretary of Agriculture au- 
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thority to establish such a bureau need not be discussed. The 
proposed amendment does not contemplate its establishment by 
him, but by Congress. It is the attempted establishment of a 
new bureau in an appropriation bill without any previous au- 
thority of law. The Chair therefore holds that the first divi- 
sion of the amendment is subject to the point of order, and, 
part of the amendment being so subject, thé Chair is compelled 
to sustain the point of order against the entire amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I will offer the second para- 
graph, striking out the words “forty-four thousand four hun- 
dred and twenty ” and inserting “ fifty-two thousand“ and leav- 
ing out the words totally to the bottom of the line. That would 
leave the second paragraph by itself, and the appropriation the 
same, without the creation of a bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Leave the item as it is, $44,420. I will offer 
that item just as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after line 25, page 50, the following: 

“ Biological investigations: General expenses, biological investiga- 
tions: For biological investigations, including the 8 distribu- 
tion and migrations of animals, birds, and plants, and for the promo- 
tion of economic ornithology and mammalogy; for an investigation of 
the food habits of North American birds and mammals in relation to 
agriculture, horticulture, and forestry; for the employment of local 
and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required in con- 
ducting ie g ments in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in 
collating, igesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such ex- 
periments; for freight and express charges; for office fixtures and sup- 
plies, gas and electric current, telegraph and telephone service; for 
preparation and publication of reports, and for illustrations, field work, 
and traveling and other expenses in the practical work of the Bureau, 
and to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the 
provisions of an act approved May 25, 1900, entitled An act to enlarge 
the powers of the Department of e v the trans- 

rtation by interstate commerce of game kill in violation of local 

ws, and for other purposes,’ $44,420.” 


Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill [Mr. WapswortH] whether he would not ac- 
cept the amendment in that form? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman z 

The CHAIRMAN. Just one word. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Iowa, in view of the fact that the portion 
relative to the Bureau has gone out on a point of order, to omit 
from his amendment the words “ practical work of the Bureau.” 

Mr. LACEY. In what line? Strike out the word Bureau” 
and insert “ Department.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. yi 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Committee on Agriculture left the 
entire item out of the bill, because in the course of investigation 
we were informed that there were certain duplications of work 
going on. Now, I would like the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis], who made examination, to state to the committee 
the reason why it was left out and what action we hope for in 
the Senate? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on 
Agriculture this year had very extended investigations upon 
nearly everything contained in this bill. Near the close or at 
the close of the investigation this question of the Biological Sur- 
vey came up. They had not given it any special investigation 
other than the investigation that was had one year ago. The 
committee was then informed that a considerable portion, or at 
least some portion, of the work that was being done by the 
Biological Bureau was being duplicated in the Smithsonian In- 
stitution and other branches of the Government. That being 
the case, the committee thought at that time, and they consid- 
ered some of the questions that have now been argued by the 
gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Indiana, as to 
the proper place that this work should be done. They there- 
fore decided to omit the entire appropriation for that Bureau at 
that time. Since then I have seen and personally interviewed 
the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, who is particularly in- 
terested in this branch, and he informed me no later than 
yesterday that he thought it advisable for the House at this 
time to allow the bill to be passed regarding this subject as the 
committee had seen fit to report it; that an investigation would 
be had in the Senate when this bill was reported to that branch 
along that particular line, and particularly along the line as to 
what particular portion of this work was being duplicated by 
any of the other bureaus, and that in his judgment it would be 
wise for the House at this time to pass the bill as the committee 
had seen fit to report it, and he advised that that course be 
taken. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Agriculture does not 
desire to strike from the Biological Bureau any of the matters 
they have seen fit to investigate, or one single item that would 
be of benefit to the people. But as we are informed that there 


was duplication, which I think has been prevalent in some of 
the bureaus, we had better leave this out of the bill and let that 
matter be settled by investigation by the Senate committee. I 
still think it would be better if the House would not adopt the 
amendment, but act as the Secretary of the Agriculture desires. 
We do not desire to strike one thing that is beneficial; neither 
do we desire that two or three bureaus should duplicate the 
work which ought to be done by one. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it is a good 
example which has been suggested or a wise practice to follow 
to leave to the Senate or any conference committee to do the 
work which should be done in this House. I believe that if 
there is any bureau of the Department of Agriculture that has 
made good by its work, it is this one. I do not know what they 
may have done in other States, and how much good it may have 
done along other lines of investigation, but I do believe that 
what has been demonstrated through the field agents of the 
Biological Bureau in the State of Texas alone more than justi- 
fies the existence of the Bureau and many times over the cost of 
it. I have here a list of some thirty birds which have been found 
to be destructive of the boll weevil. The boll weevil is an in- 
sect which in Texas eats up each year probably from five to 
ten million dollars’ worth of cotton. Certainly a very great 
contribution to the wealth of this country, which goes to bring 
up and make favorable our trade balances, is worth preserving. 
Certainly so great a contribution of science toward the preser- 
vation of that great industry and its development as this Bu- 
reau has made is worthy the attention of this House. I hope 
that we will not leave to the Senate nor to conference com- 
mittees the duty of constructing the legislation which we want. 
There may be duplication in a small degree of the work done 
in the Biological Survey and Entomological Bureau; but, as 
my friend the gentleman from Iowa said to me the other day, 
the Entomological Bureau devoted its study to the insect and 
the Biological Survey has devoted its study to the wide work 
of discovering birds that consume the insects. One is studying 
the birds and the other the insects. I do not believe that the du- 
plication has amounted to much. But if there be duplication, let 
the Senate take the time and find out wherein that duplication 
is, and reduce the appropriation and the work of the Bureau, 
so that it will not go on. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 7 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman from Texas have 
in mind the fact that this bill carries an appropriation of 
$190,000 to eradicate the cotton boll weevil in addition to this? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will say, in reply 
to the gentleman, I understand it provides for that work, but 
it is along an entirely different line; and I must say from my 
own observation, and from information I have received from 
farmers, there seems to be more hope coming from the work 
done by the Biological Survey, and more reason to believe that 
these birds can relieve us from the boll weevil, than anything 
else done in any other line of the work of discovering a means 
to eradicate the boll weevil. 

Mr. FIELD. What is the bird or birds that the Department 
supposed destroyed the boll weevil? Is it the American oriole? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I understand the oriole is one of thirty. 

Mr. FIELD. Did you ever see an oriole in Texas? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I do not know whether I would know an 
oriole if I saw it. But, Mr. Chairman, I will say that they 
report thirty different kinds of birds in Texas that do consume 
the boll weevil. 

Mr. FIELD. How about the quail? 

Mr. SLAYDEN, I have not looked up that subject, and I 
can not say. 

Mr. FIELD. They should also be included in the list. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. -According to the statement of my colleague, 
the quail is also a consumer of the boll weevil. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, I do not think it is very important 
whether we put that in or refuse to put it in. It does not 
make much difference. In any event the Senate will have to 
amend it, because we have stricken out the salary roll. There- 
fore, to expedite the work of the Committee of the Whole, I 
hope this will be adopted so that we can get along. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert at the end of the paragraph : 
“And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to investigate 
and report to the next session of Congress to what extent, if any, the 
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work now being done by the Bureau of Biology is duplicated by any 
other Department of the Government, and to what extent the work of 
this na is of practical value to the agricultural interests of the 
coun . 

Mr. SCOTT. I think it is unnecessary to argue at any length 
the propriety of this amendment. It has abundantly appeared 
here that there is reason to believe that there is a duplication 
in the Department, and my amendment is intended to bring a 
report to Congress which will give us an authoritative statement 
on that question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Allow me to make a suggestion to the 
gentleman. His amendment requires a report as to duplications 
by any other Department, but it does not include a possible 
duplication by some other bureau in the same Department. It 
was said that the Smithsonian had been duplicating work. Is 
that in the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. SCOTT, The Smithsonian is not. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is there any other bureau in the De- 
partment that might possibly be duplicating this same work? 

Mr. SCOTT. I think not. I think the amendment will bring 
the information we desire. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman had said “ Depart- 
ment or bureau” it would have covered it, but his amendment 
may be sufficient. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think it is sufficient, and I ask for the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 


fered by the gentleman from Kansas, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DIVISION OF ACCOUNTS AND DISBURSEMENTS, 


Salaries, Division of Accounts and Disbursements: Chief of Division 
and disbursing clerk, 82.750; one Assistant Chief of Division, 82.300: 
one auditor, 52.000; one cashier and chief clerk, $2,000; one clerk 
class 4, $1,800; tive clerks class 3, $8,000; seven clerks class 2, 
$9,800; three clerks class 1 (one of whom shall be a stenographer and 
typewriter), $3,600; three clerks, at $1,000 each, $3,000; one clerk, 

00; two clerks, at $840 each, $1,680; three clerks, at $720 each, 
2,160; one custodian of records and files, $1,000; one messenger, $600. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the words “ two thousand.“ in lines 6 and 7 on page 51, 
being an increase of salary. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I concede the point of order. It is one 
of the increases of salary mentioned in the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In lieu of what has been stricken out, 
I move to insert the words “ one cashier and chief clerk, $1,800,” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to reserve a point of order 
against the words “and chief clerk.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I thought the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas made the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He made it on the increase of salary. 
I did not do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas state 
his point of order? 

Mr. MACON. My point of order is against the words “ two 
thousand dollars,” in lines 6 and 7 on page 51. The salary is 
fixed by law at $1,800. 

The CHAIRMAN: That point is sustained. Now, will the 
gentleman from New York state the language covered by his 
point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My point of order is against the words 
“and chief clerk.” Why is that language inserted? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. As I understand it, the point of order is 
made against the cashier “and chief clerk” in the division of 
accounts and disbursements. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The former provision was one cashier, 
$1,800. We changed it to one cashier and chief clerk. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why did you make that change? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Simply at the request of the chief of 
the division, in order to improve the service. This man now 
performs the duties of a chief clerk in fact as well as the duties 
of a cashier. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will not the next request be to give 
them a cashier and a chief clerk separately? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not if one man can do the work. Why 
make two offices if one man can do the work? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think I will insist on the point of or- 
der, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WADS RTH. Very well, I will concede it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to insert 
the following words: “ One cashier, $1,800.” i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insort in line 6 the words “one cashier, $1,800." 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. In this particular division there is an increase of 
seven clerks. At present they have eighteen clerks, and in this 
provision it gives them twenty-five clerks, an increase of very 
nearly 40 per cent. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York what occasions this rather remarkable increase in the 
clerical force in that division? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman will readily see that by 
the passage of the meat-inspection bill and the pure-food bill the 
accounts of the Department are greatly multiplied. This is the 
division which keeps all the accounts and keeps track of the 
appropriations. This is a perfectly legitimate increase to take 
care of the additional work imposed upon the Department by 
the enactment of these two great measures. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is perfectly satisfactory, and I 
withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Publications, Department of Agriculture : General expenses, Division of 
Publications: For the preparation, illustration, publication, indexing, and 
distribution of documents, bulletins, and reports; for additional assist- 
ants, editorial, proof reading, indexing, and other necessary help in the 
city of Washington and elsewhere; for the pay of artists, draftsmen, and 
engravers ; the purchase of manuscript for publication ; for tools, instru- 
ments, and artists’ materials; for drawings, engravings, photographs, 
paintings, lithographs, and other illustration work; for electrotypes, 
and for traveling expenses when necessary; for labor and material re- 
quired in the distribution of documents, including wagons, harness. and 
horses, and maintenance of same, and for repairs; for rent of buildings 
for the storage and distribution of publications; for the pay of watch- 
men and charwomen; for all necessary office fixtures and supplies; for 
gas and electric current, telegraph and telephone services, and for such 
other expenses as may be necessary, $35,000. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to explain the change in the provisions of this paragraph 
with reference to the farmers’ bulletins. The corresponding par- 
agraph in the old law made specific provisions for these bulle- 
tins. . 
Mr. WADSWORTH. That is all done under the printing bu- 
reau by a law passed last year. The gentleman will see that in 
the note in the estimate it says that the item of $98,750 for the 
farmers’ bulletins has been transferred to the appropriation for 
printing and binding under an act approved June 30, 1906, 

This reduction is only an apparent reduction; the amount is 
carried by another bill. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. As I understand it, then, the 
distribution of these bulletins will go on as before? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Absolutely the same as it did formerly; 
there will be no diminution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Bureau of Statistics: One Statistician. who shall be Chief 
of Bureau, $3,500; one Assistant Statistician, who shall be Assistant 
Chief of Bureau, $2,500: one editorial assistant, $2.800; one chief 
clerk, $1,800; six clerks class 4, $10,800; nine clerks class 3, $14,400; 
twelve clerks class 2. $16,800; two clerks, at $1,300 each, $2,600; 
eleven clerks class 1, $13,200; ten clerks, at $1,000 each, 810.000; four 
clerks, at $900 each, $3.600; four clerks, at $840 each, $3,360; ten 
clerks, at $720 each, $7,200; six clerks, at $600 each, $3,600; two 
messengers, at $840 each, $1,680; In all, $97,340. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the words “ two thousand five hundred dollars” in line 
17. page 54. That is an increase of salary. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I concede the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. It is one of the increases mentioned in the report. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in lines 16 and 17 “one Assistant Statistician, who shall be 
Assistant Chief of Bureau, $2,200.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Nutrition investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
investigate and report upon the nutritive value of the various articles 
and commodities used for human food, with special suggestions of full, 
wholesome, and edible rations less wasteful and more economical than 
those in common use, 3 special investigations on the nutritive 
value and economy of the diet in public institutions; and the Secretary 
of Agriqilture is hereby authorized to employ such assistants, clerks, 
and other persons as he may deem necessary in the city of Washington 
and elsewhere; and the agricultural experiment stations are authorized 
and directed to cooperate with the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying 
out said investigations in such manner and to such extent as may be 
warranted by a due regard to the varying conditions and needs of the 
respective States and Territories and as may be mutually agreed upon; 
and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to require said 
stations to report to him the results of any such investigations which 
they may carry out, whether in cooperation with the said Secretary of 
Agriculture or otherwise, $20,000. - 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point 
of order to the paragraph just read. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
same paragraph went out last year on a point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Irrigation and drainage investigations: To enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to investigate and report upon the laws of the States and 
Territories as affecting irrigation and the rights of appropriators and 
of riparian proprietors and institutions relating to irrigation and upon 
the use of irrigation waters, at home and abroad, with especial sugges- 
tlons of the best methods for the utilization of irrigation waters in 
agriculture, and upon plans for the removal of seepage and surplus wa- 
ters by drainage and upon the use of different kinds of power and ap- 
pliances for irrigation and irma and for the preparation, printing, 
and illustration of reports and bulletins on irrigation and drainage, in- 
eluding employment of labor in the city of Washington or elsewhere; 
and the agricultural experiment stations are hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cooperate with the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying out 
said investigations in such manner and to such extent as may be war- 
ranted by a due regard to the varying conditions and needs and laws 
of the respective States and Territories as may be mutually agreed 
upon, and all necessary expenses, $150,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of or- 
der against this paragraph. There is no law authorizing the 
Secretary of Agriculture to investigate as to the laws of the 
various States and Territories. The same point of order will 
lie against this as other paragraphs which bave been stricken 
out. There is no general law for it. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be 
heard on that point of order. It may be, and no doubt is, true 
that the rulings that have been made this afternoon on the va- 
rious points of order, so far as they apply to the general work 
of the Department, are correct, although they are rather strict 
in their application. But I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that we are now dealing with the experiment stations, and 
whatever is done here under these specific appropriations is done 
in cooperation with the experiment stations. Now, it is clear 
that we have the general law organizing the Department and 
the specific law under which these stations are organized and 
established, and by the terms of this legislation these proposed 
items are to be judged. 

In the first place, these stations are to be conducted in coop- 
eration with and are a part of the Department of Agriculture, 
and the primary function of the Department of Agriculture, as 
prescribed in the act establishing the office of Commissioner of 
Agriculture in 1862, is “to diffuse among the people of the 
United States useful information on subjects connected with ag- 
riculture, in the most general and comprehensive sense of that 
word. Then further in the third section of that act it is en- 
acted that— 

It shall be the duty of the Commissioner to acquire and preserve In 

„his Department all information concerning agriculture which he can ob- 
tain by means of books and correspondence and by practical and scien- 
tific experiments, accurate records of which experiments shall be kept 
in his office. 

And how? 

By the collection of statistics and by any other appropriate means— 

Mr. Chairman— 
within his power. 

So much fer the general law. But, again, the agricultural ex- 
periment stations are incorporated and operated under three 
specific acts—first, the Wade Act of July 2, 1862, and under 
this the General Government makes provision for work in con- 
nection with colleges in the several States, where the leading 
objects shall be as provided in section 4 of this act: 

Without excluding other scientific and classical studies, and includ- 
ing military tactics, to teach such branches of learning as are related to 

iculture and the mechanic arts, in such manner as the legislatures 
of the States may respectively prescribe, in order to promote the liberal 
and practical education of the industrial classes in the several pursuits 
and professions of life. 

That is the Wade Act. The next act is the Hatch Act, which 
was passed March 2, 1887. This act provides for appropriations 
of money to establish and maintain experiment stations in con- 
nection with colleges established or conducted under the Wade 
Act. Its purpose, according to its lines in section 1 was: 

To aid in acquiring and diffusing among the ee of the United 
States all nett and practical information on subjects connected with 


agriculture and to promote scientific investigation and experiments re- 
specting the principles and application of agricultural science. 


All this is agricultural science, as distinguished from practical 
agricniture. But, again, section 2 provides “ that it shall be the 
object and duty of such experiment stations to conduct original 
researches or verify experiments on the physiology of plants and 
animals,” and many other practical experiments and tests, and, 
finally— 

Such other researches or experiments bearing directly on the agri- 


cultural industries of the United States as may in each case be 
deemed advisable, having due regard— 


and I eall the Chair’s especial attention to this language— 


ha due regard to the varying conditions and needs of the respec- 
tive States and Territories. k 
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These experiment stations are those for which we are now 
legislating. 

Now, finally the last expression on this subject is the Morrill 
Act, of 1890, and if words can be found broader in the Bnetish 
language to define and limit the scope of these agricultural 
experiment stations and the work of the Department in colabo- 
ration therewith, I would like to have the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Haucen] point them out. After setting out how these col- 
leges and experimental stations shall be aided from the Federal 
Treasury, the language of the Morrill Act goes on as follows, to 
define to what purposes the moneys thus obtained shall be ap- 
plied, viz: 

To be appia only to instruction in agriculture or mechanical arts, 
the English language, and the various branches of mathematical, physi- 
cal, natural, and mechanical science, with special reference to their 
. in the industries of life and to the facilities for such instruc- 

These are the institutions in connection with which these 
experiment stations are established and conducted, as is shown 
by section 4 of the Morrill Act. 

The Chair will bear in mind first, that this is all under the 
broad, general powers of the Department to do work connected 
with “agriculture in the most general and comprehensive sense 
of that word;” second, that it is in the language of the Hatch 
Act “having due regard to the varying conditions and needs of 
the respective States and Territories; third, it is to agriculture 
and the mechanical sciences in their hroad application to the 
activities and pursuits of industrial life, and to the assistance 
of the agricultural population in applying science to the various 
phases of agriculture that this work is directed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Colorado desist 
for a moment. The Chair has no difficulty down to line, 7, 
beginning with the words “and the agricultural experiment 
stations,” etc. Beginning at that point we haye a provision 
which authorizes and directs the experiment station to cooper- 
ate with the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying out certain 
investigations. It would seem to the Chair that the real ques- 
tion involved is whether that is new legislation or a change in 
existing law. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. 
that which precedes? 

The CHAIRMAN. That which follows, which I quoted.“ and 
the agricultural experiment stations are hereby authorized and 
directed to cooperate with the Secretary of Agriculture in car- 
rying out said investigations,” etc. Now, if the law provides 
now for such cooperation, then there is no need of it here; if 
the law does not provide for such cooperation, it would seem to 
the Chair that this would be a change in existing law. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I desire to read from one more 
section, to which my attention has just been directed, and which 
I had omitted. This is section 3 of the Hatch Act, and gives to 
the Secretary of Agriculture authority— 
to indicate from time to time such lines of inquiry as to him shall 


seem most e and in general to furnish such advice and as- 
sistance as will best promote the purposes of this act. 


That is again with reference to the agricultural experiment 
stations, and illustrates the broad powers given to the De- 
partment. : 

Now, referring to the question which the Chair asked, and I 
want to understand it, I am inclined to think that this lan- 
guage, from the seventh line, on page 64, down through to the 
language “as mutually may be agreed upon,” which I under- 
stand the Chair considers obnoxious, is surplusage; but the 
point of order is made against the whole section, and if a part 
goes out it carries the whole. 

I do not believe it is necessary for us to say here in Congress 
that the agricultural stations shall cooperate with the Depart- 
ment, because the organic law of their being provides they shall 
so cooperate and shall be under the control of the Secretary of 
Agriculture for that purpose. But referring to that which pre- 


Whether that which follows or 


-cedes the lines mentioned by the Chair, the general purpose of 


this irrigation investigation is connected with agriculture and 
the economic arts in the highest sense of the term, and that 
work this bureau is doing has become of the utmost importance 
to the sections of the country to which it peculiarly relates and 
that I wish to preserve. Now, if the gentleman will limit the 
point of order to those few lines suggested by the chairman I 
have no objection. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado, Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask the gentleman from Colorado 
whether, in his judgment, the provision in lines 21, 22, and 23, 
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“for an investigation and report upon the laws of the States 
and Territories as affecting irrigation and the rights of appro- 
priators and of riparian proprietors,” is an agricultural experi- 
ment? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Oh, indeed, yes; and I am very 
glad the gentleman asked that question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. You must assume that the legislators are 
all farmers and the bills they pass are agricultural products. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Not at all. I think that ques- 
tion can be very easily answered, but I am not surprised at its 
suggestion. This work of investigation is not, as the gentleman 
thinks and other gentlemen might very properly think from 
the language employed, a legal treatise at all, but it is a dis- 
cussion of the practical effect of the law as it exists in the 
several States upon the tangible right of the irrigator to the 
water in his ditches, and that is very important for us in the 
locations to which this applies. It is entirely disassociated 
from an abstract legal discussion. It is truly an investigation, 
and the results constitute just such information as the Secretary 
is here authorized 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is not that more to assist these persons in 
settling their legal rights as proprietors and appropriators, 
rather than in connection with agriculture? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. No; not necessarily and not 
hardly primarily ; certainly not essentially. I will be very frank 
to say that some of the reports of this Bureau are classics on 
irrigation law, and there is no law office in the irrigated dis- 
tricts which would think of being without Mead's Institutes, 
but the primary purpose is by no means a legal one, and it is 
not a legal treatise, it is a practical treatise on the application 
of water to the soil as that is affected and qualified by the 
yarious State enactments with respect thereto. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Now, why should the Agricultural Depart- 
ment investigate the legal rights of parties under that pro- 
vision any more than the rights of farmers to have water taken 
out of the streams running through their farms by water com- 
panies in Pennsylvania, which is a very pressing question just 
now? 5 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Simply because this refers to irri- 
gation in its relation to the application of the water to the soil by 
the individual appropriators, not to the abstract legal proposition 
whether under a particular state of facts A’s right is inferior to 
B's right or B's right is superior to C's. The relation of A, B, 
and C to each other as appropriators and the agricultural 
propositions involved are the subject-matter of this work. Mr. 
Chairman, under the five-minute rule there is hardly time to go 
into this whole subject, but notwithstanding apparent incon- 
sistency it is true that there are a great many very practical, 
very distinctly agricultural, questions involved here. As a 
simple instance, what would be sufficient in one section of the 
country to satisfy the irrigation requirements of a given area 
might be utterly insufficient in another section of the country. 
Now, with that fact as a premise it can be seen that what would 
be an interference with the use by A of water to irrigate a 
given amount of land in one section of the country might not be 
at all an infraction of the use by B in irrigating the same 
amount of land in another section of the country. This is purely 
an agricultural proposition, and not a legal question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I contend that we had better 
leave to the Department of Justice the question of handling the 
construction of the laws of this country, and, as I have con- 
tended before, there is no law authorizing the Secretary to in- 
vestigate or report on the laws of the States or Territories. 
The gentleman has failed to point it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair there can be no 
question as to the fact that the language “ the agricultural ex- 
periment stations are hereby authorized and directed to cooper- 
ate with the Secretary of Agriculture,” and so on, is new legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The point of order is sustained 
as to that section, beginning with line 7, on page 64? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained and covers 
the whole paragraph. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Brooks] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Irrigation and drainage investigations: To enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to investigate and report upon the laws of the States and 
Territories as affecting irrigation and the rights of appropriators and 


of riparian proprietors and institutions relating to i tion and upon 
the use of irrigation waters, at home and abroad, with especial diet ony 


tions of the best methods for the utilization of irrigation waters in 
' agriculture, and upon plans for the removal of seepage and surplus 


waters by drainage and upon the use of different kinds of power and 
appliances for irrigation and and for the preparation, print- 
ing, and illustration of reports and bulletins on ir tion and drainage, 
including employment of labor in the city of Washington or elsewhere, 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado, And taking up again “all neces- 
sary expenses,” in line 13. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And all necessary expenses, $150,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The question is now on the adoption of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Brooxs]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words on 
a subject which is not especially germane to this particular sec- 
tion, but it is germane to the bill and has been injected into it in 
the general debate. I refer to a proposed pure-seed law. I lis- 
tened with much interest to the remarks made last Saturday by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] on the subject of adul- 
terated and misbranded seeds. His speech contained very useful 
information on Kentucky blue-grass seed, Canadian blue-grass 
seed, alfalfa seed, adulteration of seeds, dead seeds, the dodder 
plant, the catchfly, and other pernicious enemies to farmers. 
It would be a valuable document for circulation among seeds- 
men and farmers, to put them on guard against impositions and 
fraud. It did not occur to me that he was contemplating the 
idea of legislating upon the subject until he so indicated in re- 
sponse to a question, and later on offered an amendment to this 
appropriation bill providing for the inspection by the Treasury 
Department and the Department of Agriculture of all seeds im- 
ported into this country. It appears that the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, or, at all events, certain 
members of that committee, are seriously contemplating the 
idea of enacting a pure-seed law, for the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN], chairman of that committee, only the day be- 
fore yesterday introduced a very long and elaborate bill along 
the lines of the pure-food bill as a pure-seed bill, and the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
is substantially a copy of the tenth section of Mr. Hersurn’s 
bill. 

I made the point of order against that amendment not so 
much because I am opposed generally to new legislation in 
appropriation bills, which is being done constantly, as for the 
reason that I am opposed to this particular piece of legislation. 
I quite agree with the gentleman from Towa, the chairman of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, that if 
legislation on the subject of pure seeds is necessary at all, it 
is necessary for the protection of farmers against adulterations 
in domestic-grown seeds as well as adulterations and mis- 
brands in the case of imported seeds, and it should be brought 
in as an independent bill for full and careful consideration, 
and not be rushed through as a rider or amendment to a general 
appropriation bill. The Members of the House should have 
notice of it in advance, and there should be time to consider 
it carefully and deliberately and pass it or reject it on the 
merits. I therefore insisted on the point of order, and under- 
take to give a few of the reasons why I am opposed to this 
legislation. 

First. There is no general demand for it. Our farmers and 
agriculturists throughout the country are well informed. Their 
granges and other organizations keep abreast of the times and 
know the needs of their business. The pure-food law was 
enacted in obedience to a strong and prevailing public senti- 
ment throughout the country. There had been a continuous 
agitation for it for several years. The demand for it was im- 
perative, and it was passed in obedience to that demand. The 
same was true with reference to the meat-inspection law after 
the publication of the Jungle by Upton Sinclair and after 
the investigation at the instance of the President. Who de- 
mands the enactment of a pure-seed law? I have not up to date 
received a letter or postal card advocating such a bill, and I 
dare say the same is true of a great many of the Members on 
this floor. And it is safe to say that if such a law were neces- 
sary for the protection of our agricultural interests it would be 
demanded by our agricultural societies and papers. 

Second. A pure-seed law is not necessary. What good will 
it serve? What end will it accomplish which may not be ac- 
complished by the present laws of the several States? The 
seedsmen and farmers can take care of themselves and of their 
business without the enactment of such a Federal law. The 
pure-food law was defended and justified perhaps on the ground 
that impure foods were manufactured, adyertised, and went 
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into trade and commerce which were deleterious to health and 


injurious to human life. The State is always justified in pro- 
tecting its people from fraud and dangers of that character. 
The meat inspection law may be defended on the same grounds, 
for it is in effect a pure-food law. No such argument can be 
made in support of the pure-seed law. It is not claimed that 
the health of the people is being impaired, or that the lives of 
our citizens are being endangered or jeopardized in any way by 
the planting or sowing of adulterated or even dead seeds. Nor 
is it claimed that the agricultural lands of our country are being 
permanently damaged. The substance of the claim and justi- 
fication of this law are that cheap grades of seeds are sold for 
high-priced grades. That Canadian blue-grass seeds are sold 
for Kentucky blue-grass seeds, which are much higher priced in 
the market. That dead seeds are sold for live seeds. That 
adulterated seeds are sold for pure seeds. That dodder plant 
seed, catchfly seed, and seeds of other pernicious plants are 
mixed up with grains and become nuisances to farmers. That 
farmers and dealers are imposed on and defrauded, and that 
they pay for what they do not get. Now, the damage in all 
those cases is monetary damage. It may be measured in dollars 
and cents. There is no permanent injury or damage, and there 
is no loss which can not be made good under the law as it is in 
the several States. Do we need a national seed inspection law 
or other seed law to protect our farmers against such threatened 
damage? Certainly not. That trade has regulated and will 
regulate itself, and the farmer has ample protection under the 
common law. 

The seed jobber or wholesaler is an expert, else he could not 
continue in his business. He is apt to be a better judge of seeds 
than the man who would be employed by the Government at a 
moderate salary. He is interested in the reputation of his 
house and in the success and expansion of his trade. Honesty 
is the best policy in the seed as well as in other business, He 
will examine with more care and ability the seeds which he 
buys and expects to sell to his customers than will the Govern- 
ment expert, because he is naturally interested. The retail 
dealer is also a judge. It is his life work, his business. He is 
interested. He is also apt to be a better expert than the Goy- 
ernment employee, and he is apt to give the examination of 
seeds which he buys and sells greater care. He, too, has a 
reputation to maintain. He will not knowingly buy or sell 
fraudulent seeds. If he did his business would not last long. 
If the wholesaler and retailer are honest men the farmers are 
apt to get what they bargain for, and if they are both crooked 
and disposed to impose upon him then he has his redress. If 
he buys and pays for Kentucky blue-grass seed and the crop 
produced is Canadian blue grass then he has a cause of action 
against the retailer and also, I think, against the wholesaler, 
and can recover all the damage he has suffered. So, too, if a 
farmer bargain for pure seeds and he gets an adulterated article 
and pernicious weeds, of which the gentleman spoke, or other 
foul stuff comes up with the crop, he has a cause of action 
against the seedsmen for damage. 

But I do not think there is much of this fraud practiced, and 
there are but very few mistakes made in this line of business. 
It would not pay. The imposition would be discovered too 
promptly. The fraud could not be concealed for long and the 
damage would be too great. There is every business reason and 
motive that the seedsman deal honestly with his customers. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] said: 

But the adulteration or misbranding of seed, while it is not in one 
way so extensive—and my information leads me to believe that not 
more than 10 to 20 per cent of the seed which is sold is adulterated— 


yet 10 to 20 per cent of the seeds sold, if adulterated, is a very large 
proportion. 


That is an adroit statement. It may be inferred from it that 
from 10 to 20 per cent of the seeds sold are adulterated or mis- 
branded, while the gentleman does not say so. He says that 
his information leads him to believe that not more than from 10 
to 20 per cent are so adulterated or misbranded; but he did not 
say that his information leads him to believe, or that he does be- 
lieve, that from 10 to 20 per cent are adulterated or misbranded. 
I do not believe it. I should want strong proof to convince me 
of that fact. Some farmers may want adulterated seeds—that 
is, they may desire a mixture of Canadian blue grass and Ken- 
tucky blue grass. If they want it they should have it. In my 
early days the grass commonly known as “ quack ” was a terror 
to some farmers. It has deep roots and wonderful vitality. 
When it once got a permanent hold on a field it was very diffi- 
cult to kill it. It certainly was a nuisance and a pernicious 
enemy to the farmer and the farm. Yet there were farms on 
which clover or timothy would not grow or prosper, and the 
owners of such farms sometimes deliberately bought and sowed 
quack seed. Such a farmer may have been foolish, but I know 
of no reason why he should be stopped by law. A pure-seed 


law, or a seed-inspection law, is unnecessary, and an unnec- 
essary law is a bad law. 

Third. Such a law, not being necessary, would be an undue 
interference with the commercial and business affairs of our 
seedsmen and farmers, and undue paternalism in a matter which 
can be easily regulated by the laws of the several States. 

The commerce clause of the Constitution would perhaps give 
Congress jurisdiction to legislate on this subject, as in the 
matter of pure foods. At all events, I would not venture an 
opinion on this question. It is being stretched yearly and is in 
danger of being overworked. It has its uses, but should not be 
invoked in ordinary business affairs which can otherwise be 
regulated. The farmers and seedsmen are protected by the 
common law of the several States, and if perchance they are 
not, each State may enact a statute for the protection of its 
own citizens. 

The power of the central Government is rapidly increasing 
relatively to the power of the several States. Almost every new 
Federal law, and certainly every new appropriation, increases 
that relative power. Every appropriation for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors, every appropriation for the isthmian 
canal, every appropriation for the irrigation of arid lands, 
eyery appropriation for the purchase of forest reserves, every 
appropriation for a national quarantine law, every appropria- 
tion for the Army and Navy, every appropriation for rural free- 
delivery service, every appropriation for the meat-inspection and 
pure-food laws, and every new Federal law and every appropria- 
tion for the enforcement of such law tends to increase the 
power of the National Government relative to the power of the 
several State governments. Paternalism and centralization are 
growing too fast. Let us not help them along by the passage 
of an unnecessary pure-seed law. 

Fourth. A pure-seeds law as outlined in the bill referred to 
would be expensive. It provides that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture shall make uniform rules and regulations for carrying 
out the provisions of that law. That may mean a new bureau 
in the Department. At all events, it will mean a force of clerks, 
agents, and inspectors throughout the country to see to it that it 
is obeyed. The present bill carries an appropriation of $500,000 
for the administration of the pure-food law, and the statement 
was made that if a large part of the work were not done by 
the officials of the several States and municipal divisions 
thereof and all the work had to be done by the United States 
officials it would cost several times that sum. This bill car- 
ries an appropriation of $3,000,000 for the enforcement of 
the meat-inspection law. Our Treasury is full this year and 
we do not mind it; but times may not always be so pros- 
perous and the revenue may not always be so abundant, and the 
expense of executing these several laws may become a burden. 
We know by experience that the cost of every kind of public 
service continues to increase. Each bureau and division mag- 
nifies the importance of its own work. It wants to spread out 
with greater jurisdiction and more work and constantly de- 
mands larger appropriations. The expense of the administra- 
tion of a pure-seed law will increase from year to year, as in 
the case of every other law and every other line of public service. 

If we are to legislate under the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution for the protection of our people against fraud and 
imposition, which can only result in monetary damage, then 
there are many other laws which might be made which are 
more important, because they are more necessary if the Goy- 
ernment undertake to keep all business men honest. Why not 
enact a pure-clothing law to prevent the sale of shoddy for all 
wool? Why not enact a pure-silk law to prevent the sale of 
fabrics made partly of cotton for all silk? Why not have a 
pure-furniture law to prevent the sale of a bedstead made only 
a year ago for an antique? That fraud is very much more 
difficult of detection. Some of our people who have more 
money and vanity than good sense or good taste like to think 
that they sleep on a bed on which some fringe of royalty re- 
clined centuries ago. The new piece of furniture is made to 
look so much like the old that the imposition is easy and the 
proof of fraud difficult. It does not grow up or develop within 
a year, as does the fraud in the case of adulterated seeds. 
Why not make a law to protect such people from being cheated 
by foreign frauds and keep the money at home? Why not 
pass laws to protect every man, woman, and child in the pur- 
chase of the thousand and one articles which are bought in 
the market and which go into interstate and foreign com- 
merce? We know there are dishonest men in this country, as 
well as elsewhere, and that they are disposed to get the best 
of a bargain and cheat and misrepresent and get more than 
thelr commodity is reasonably worth. Why not pass a law to 
regulate all those lines of trade, and create bureaus, and appoint 
inspectors, agents, and clerks, to the end that all men may be 
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kept honest? We might elaborate those laws and refine them 
and proyide for their execution, so that every man may have a 
job as inspector, until our system would become so top-heavy 
that there would be no business to inspect. 

In closing, I repeat that a law of this kind is not demanded 
by the people interested. It is not necessary. It would be an 
undue extension of Federal power. It would be expensive, and 
should not be enacted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF PUBLIC ROADS. 

Salaries, Office of Public Roads: One Director, who shall be a scient- 
ist and have charge of all scientific and technical work, $2,750; one 
chief of records, $1,600; one editorial clerk, $1,200; two clerks, class 
1, $2,400; three clerks, at $1,000 each, $3,000; two clerks, at $720 
each, $1,440; in all, $12,390. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the words “seven hundred and fifty dollars,” in line 
20, page 64, the existing law being a salary of $2,500. This 
gives an increase to $2,750. I make the point of order against 
that. S 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The point of order is conceded, Mr. 
Chairman. That is another one of the promotions mentioned 
in the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move to amend by inserting “ one Di- 
rector, who shall be a scientist and shall haye charge of all 
scientific and technical work, $2,500,” and then amend the total. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to 
insert $500 in place of $750, which were stricken out, so as to 
make the salary $2,500. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Public roads: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make in- 
F voted in regard to systems of road management throughout the United 

tates; to furnish expert advice on road building; to make investiga- 
tions in regard to the best methods of road making, and the best kinds 
of road-ma materials in the several States; to investigate the chem- 
ical and physical character of road materials; for the employment of 
local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required in 
the city of Washington-and elsewhere; for collating, digesting, report- 
ing, and illustrating the results of such investigations and experiments ; 
for preparing, pub isna and distributing bulletins and reports; for 
reut and repairs of buildings not to excee 2,000; for necessary office 
fixtures and supplies, apparatus, and materials; telegraph and telephone 
service, traveling and other necessary expenses, and to enable him to 
assist the agricultural colleges and experiment stations in disseminating 
information on this subject, $57,660. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after the word! States,“ in line 8, page 65, the following: 
“to cooperate with the Post-Office Department in suggesting methods 
for maintenance and improvement of rural-route roads.“ 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order on the amendment, 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amend- 
ment is simply to authorize the Office of Public Roads to co- 
operate with the Post-Office Department in making suggestions 
for the maintenance of rural-route roads. Many of the rural routes 
are being discontinued on account of the bad condition of the 
roads; and this cooperation will permit the Good Roads Office 
to offer suggestions that may prevent their further discontinu- 
ance. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me say to the gentleman that 
already the Post-Office Department are in consultation with 
this Bureau on this entire subject. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly; and the object of this amend- 
ment is simply to give specific authority and encouragement to 
this cooperation. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I prefer that that should not be done in 
this bill. I raise the point of order that it is new legislation. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does not 
confer on the Good Roads Office any additional authority; it 
does not attempt to extend its jurisdiction, it simply directs its 
attention more, particularly to the roads used as rural routes. 

Mr. FIELD. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly. 

Mr. FIELD. Do I understand your amendment provides that 
this Bureau shall cooperate with the Post-Office Department 
in the maintenance of public roads? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. No; it only authorizes the Good Roads 
Office to make suggestions with respect to the improvement of 
roads that are rural routes. 

Mr. FIELD. It does not contemplate their maintenance? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. No, sir; the object is only to suggest meth- 
ods of maintenance and improvement. 

Mr. FIELD. Why should they cooperate with the Post-Office 
Department? 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Because it has special jurisdiction over 
rural routes and has a special interest in their preservation. 

Mr. WALLACE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly. 

Mr. WALLACE. On the line suggested by the gentleman, I 
have already gotten information from the Post-Office Depart- 
ment that good roads were very necessary for the permanency 
of rural routes, and on this information I have been trying to 
impress on the people on routes in my district to look particu- 
larly after the conditions of their roads rather than an increase 
of carriers’ pay. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The object of my amendment is to help 
the people preserve their routes. I will say to the gentleman 
that I am in favor of increasing the pay of the carriers. At 
present they are undoubtedly underpaid. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OLMSTED). The Chair would ask the 
gentleman from New York if there is any authority of law for 
the paragraph itself? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I was just about to say to the Chairman 
that there was no organic law providing for that Bureau of 
Public Roads at all, and this whole paragraph is subject to the 
point of order; and if a point of order were made, it would be 
taken out of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that the whole 
paragraph of the bill would be subject to the point of order if 
made; but not having been made, it is in order to perfect the 
paragraph with an amendment that is germane. Therefore the 
Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is it too late to make a point of order 
against the whole paragraph? 

i The CHAIRMAN. After an amendment is offered it is too 
ate. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I would not do so, but I call attention 
to the absolutely confusing status of legislation upon an appro- 
priation bill. That is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Division! 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 55, noes 83. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. ‘Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEP- 
PARD] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] 
will take their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
52, noes 109. 

Accordingly the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the totals 
be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the totals will 
be corrected later. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And, hereafter, the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to 
make such appointments, promotions, and changes in salaries, to be 
paid out of the lump funds of the several bureaus, divisions, and 
offices of the Department as may be for the best interests of the serv- 
ice: Provided, That the maximum salary of any classified scientific inves- 
tigator in the city of Washington, or other employee engaged in scientific 
work, shall not exceed $3,000 per annum. And the Secretary of Agriculture 
is hereby authorized and directed to pay the salary of each employee 
from the roll of the bureau, independent division, or office in which 
the employee is working, and no other: Provided, however, That details 
may be made from or to the office of the Secretary when necessary and 
the services of the person whom it is proposed to detail are not re- 
quired in that office; and he is further authorized and directed to 
submit to Congress each year a statement covering all appointments, 
88 or other changes made in the salaries pua from lump 
unds, giving in each case the title, salary, and amount of such change 
or changes, together with reasons therefor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the word “ hereafter,” in line 1, page 66. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


EMERGENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Cotton-boll-weeyil investigations: For the Bureau of Plant Industry: 
To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency caused 
by the continued spread of the Mexican cotton boll weevil in the South- 
ern States by encouraging the diversification of crops, improved cultural 
methods, breeding of new cottons, and to study the diseases of cotton, 
$150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of which sum $40,000 
shall be immediately available. And the Secretary of Agriculture is 


hereby authorized to expend said appropriation is such manner as he 
shall deem best, in cooperation with P 
practical cotton growers. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


he State experiment stations and 
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order against the words, in lines 4 and 5 of page 67, “of which 
sum $40,000 shall be immediately available.” 

Mr. BURLESON. I ask the gentleman from New York to 
reserve the point of order. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve the point of order against 
those words. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I make the request that the 
gentleman from New York reserve the point of order in the hope 
that I may prevail upon him to withdraw it. The insect pest, 
against which this item in the bill is directed, invaded the 
United States about fourteen years ago. It entered in the ex- 
treme southwestern part of Texas. It has traveled northward 
about 600 miles. It is now extending its operations eastward. 
It is gradually covering the cotton area. It can now be found 
in the lower tier of counties in the Indian Territory and in several 
counties in the southern part of Arkansas. For two years it 
has been in Louisiana, and can now be found in several parishes 
of that State. This year has been particularly favorable for 
the boll weevil, and experienced scientists fear that it will 
widely extend its operations next season. At this time this 
pest is hibernating on the banks of the Mississippi River. The 
Department of Agriculture is ready to inaugurate a vigorous 
warfare against it next year. Careful thought has been given 
the situation and a plan has been made to resist its progress in 
all the counties adjoining or abutting the Mississippi River. 
Mr. Chairman, before the first appropriation was made to make 
warfare upon this pest it had cost the farmers of Texas who 
are engaged in raising cotton from $10,000,000 to $30,000,000 
every year. After they had received the aid of the scientists 
of the Agricultural Department they knew what steps to take 
to circumvent it or to measurably protect themselves. I do not 
want others to suffer the Joss Texas farmers suffered. ‘Texas 
is not particularly interested in the item against which the point 
of order is made, because it is intended to benefit those where 
the pest has only recently developed. The counties in Arkansas, 
in the Territory, and certain parishes in Louisiana are especially 
interested in it, because there they need to be shown how to 
fight it. 

I will say to the gentleman from New York that the scien- 
tists of the Department of Agriculture think it is important and 
necessary that this provision should remain in the bill, and as- 
surance has been given that it will save the people who are 
engaged in the production of cotton in the counties which are 
now being invaded by this pest, and where it will reach next 
year, millions of dollars. Mr. Chairman, if a few thousand dol- 
lars appropriated at this time and made immediately available 
will accomplish so much good, no technical point should be in- 
terposed to prevent it. This $40,000 will help to teach the 
farmers engaged in the production of cotton how to circumvent 
this damaging pest. It will enable them to produce from 25 to 
40 per cent more cotton than they could without the lessons 
which can be easily taught by the scientists of the Department 
of Agriculture and which should be given to them at the most 
opportune time. 

Mr. Chairman, for these reasons, I do sincerely hope the gen- 
tleman from New York will not insist upon the point of order. 
I insist upon this in the interest of those who are to be affected 
by this weevil next year, and not one person of those seriously 
menaced resides within the limits of my State. This pest will 
never be entirely destroyed, but the damage it can do can be 
largely minimized, but this can only be accomplished by such 
appropriations as the one to which the point of order is di- 
rected. I do not hesitate to say that the American people have 
benefited a thousand fold by the appropriations which have 
been made to enable the cotton producers to obtain a fair cot- 
ton yield in spite of this weevil. Years ago, when I asked for 
the first appropriation for this purpose, I spoke for and pleaded 
for my own people; now I ask that this appropriation be con- 
tinued for the benefit of those who are just being affected by 
the ravages of this pest. A few dollars expended at the proper 
time will save the farmers in the region the weevil is now in- 
vading thousands and thousands of dollars. I sincerely hope the 
gentleman from New York will not press his point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what the gentle- 
man from Texas has said, I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from New York to this state of affairs: Heretofore 
we have been spending in this work, through the Bureau of 
Plant Industry, $105,000 a year. This year we have transferred 
from the Bureau of Entomology an amount sufficient to make 
the total of the Bureau of Plant Industry $150,000, and in doing 
so we thought that the Bureau of Plant Industry offered a 
better solution of the boll-weeyil problem than we were getting 
from the work of the Buseau of Entomology. Now, of course, 
the gentleman understands that the method of dealing with the 
boll weevil through the Bureau of Plant Industry is to take a 
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farm and cooperate with some individual, and teach him how 
to raise this cotton in spite of the boll weevil; and they have 
accomplished some wonderful results along that line. The gen- 
tleman understands, also, that we begin to plant cotton in the 
South, or begin preparation for it, as early as the 1st of March. 
We have increased this appropriation for this purpose very 
largely, because we want to broaden the scope of the work being 
done by this Bureau. Hence we have made this $40,000 imme- 
diately available in order that the Department may go to work 
and lay its plans and get its demonstration farms in working 
order, and in time for the crop for this year. If the gentleman 
insists upon his point of order, the fund which is intended to 
initiate additional demonstration and diversified farms—and 
this seems the only solution of the weevil problem—can not be- 
come available in time to be of much service during the present 
year. We must begin this work, and these funds must be imme- 
diately available. Otherwise this work can not begin before 
the Ist of July, when it is too late to do so. I trust that the 
gentleman from New York will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I concur in what the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] and the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever] have said in making the appeal to the gen- 
tleman from New York, and I desire to call attention to the fact 
that this appropriation has the indorsement of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. I hold in my hand a letter written by Secretary 
Wilson in reference to this very matter. 

The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE oF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 18, 1996. 
Hon. GORDON RUSSELL, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dran Sir: I have your favor of December 13, transmitting copy 
of a bill which you have recently introduced, having for its object t 
appropriation of $50,000, to be cxpended in an extension of the demon- 
stration work now being carried on in the Southern States where the 
boll weevil is already at work and where it is likely soon to make its 


appearance. 
The ent has been spending annually about $40,000 of the 


Departm 
$105,000 appropriated for meeting the ravages of the boll weevil in 
The work has been conducted under the 


this farm demonstration work. 

direction of the Chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry and is in direct 
charge of Dr. S. A. Knapp, with headquarters at Lake Charles, La. 
From all the evidence I have at hand, it would seem that this work has 
resulted in much 8 good in arousing the farmers to the necessity 
of better cultural methods, the introduction of early maturing crops, 
and better farm practices generally. I understand that, directly and 
indireetly, in the neighborhood of 100,000 farmers have been reached by 
this work during the past season. 

Necessarily this work has been confined to regions invaded by the boll 
weevil and to those just in advance of the pest. The expenditures so 
far made have been almost entirely for the pay of experienced men who 
visit the farmers in the regions indicated and int out a way for im- 
proved methods of crop growing. With the $40,000 available a certain 
ee territory has been covered each year, and with the additional 
$50, of course just so much more territory could be reached. 

While the item is one not included in my estimates, I think the work, 
if authorized, would result in benefit to the entire region. 

Very truly, yours, 
JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 

Now, I have also a letter from Doctor Knapp on that subject 
which I will ask permission to insert in the Recorp, and he gives 
it as his opinion that the $50,000 which I have sought to be 
made available in the bill which I introduced for this purpose, 
if it can be had now, would be worth $5,000.000 for the next 
year to the cotton planters. Doctor Knapp further shows that 
the money he then had on hand only enabled him to have one 
man in sixteen counties for this demonstration farm work, and 
therefore he could only reach a very small percentage of the 
farmers. He says that if he can get this fund it will enable 
him to give the demonstration farm work in every neighbor- 
hood of the South now being ravaged by the boll weevil. So, 
Mr. Chairman, I join in the appeal made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina and the gentleman from Texas in asking the 
gentleman from New York not to press the point of order, in 
view of the fact that the farmers of the South are facing such 
an impending calamity because of the boll weevil. Experience 
shows that the only opportunity they have to make a cotton 
crop is to pursue such methods as will enable them to make the 
crop before the middle of July. After that time the cotton crop 
is gathered by the boll weevil and not by the farmer. Now, I 
am not familiar with the rule that the gentleman invokes; but it 
strikes me that it is not the proper time to make such applica- 
tion of the rules as will prevent the appropriation of $40,000 
which is provided for in this bill being made immediately avail- 
able. n 

Mr. FITZGERALD.. Mr. Chairman, my friends seem to be 
unnecessarily alarmed. I have no doubt that the work is very 
important and very necessary, and if it were not possible to 
obtain in a proper manner the funds required I should be in- 
clined not to inyoke the rule. At the last session of Congress 
the Revised Statutes were so amended as to preyent the making 
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of deficiencies by Departments. Contingent appropriations were 
required to be apportioned so that in no part of the year should 
there be a greater sum expended than in any other part. If the 
apportionment is not to be followed the head of the Department 
is required to waive the apportionment in writing and certify 
to Congress his reasons for waiving the apportionment. 

This agricultural appropriation bill will not become a law un- 
til very near the 4th of March. This $40,000 is a deficiency ap- 
propriation for the present year. It should be carried in the 
general deficiency appropriation act. The general deficiency 
bill will be a law almost as quickly, if not as quickly, as this 
particular law. <A deficiency appropriation for this purpose 
should be carried in that bill, and the Secretary of Agriculture 
should be compelled to certify to Congress in writing, as pro- 
vided by the statutes, his reasons for waiving the apportion- 
ment, if he has waived it. It may be that he has not waived 
it; that he has disregarded the law, as that Department has 
done on other occasions, and expended the appropriation with- 
out any attention whatever to the limitation placed upon his 
power by Congress. Since this appropriation can be made in 
ample time, as quickly as if carried in this bill, and under proper 
supervision and investigation, I believe the point of order 
should be insisted on. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I wish to appeal 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzcrravp] on this mat- 
ter. I believe if he will look at it properly he will not make 
the point of order. I live in the northern part of Texas. In 
my section and in the section across the river in the Indian 
Territory—the Red River Valley—which is a great cotton coun- 
try, there has never been any boll weevil until last year. That 
was after this appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1907 had 
passed. Our necessities have arisen since that bill was passed. 
We need this appropriation, which is in the nature of an urgent 
deficiency, as the gentleman says; and now I submit to the 
gentleman that a matter which affects our people to the amount 
of millions of dollars—a thing to which in itself he is not op- 
posed—should not be jeopardized in this manner by his point 
of order. Why should it be put over? Why should we be com- 
pelled to take our chances on an appropriation to be engrafted 
on another bill? We need this money now. The cause is just 
and urgent. I hope he will not make the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, if I did not make this 
point of order this money would not be available at this time. 
It will not be available until this bill is enacted into law and it 
will not be a law until approximately the 4th of March. It 
should be carried in the proper bill for many reasons. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentle- 
man insists on his point of order. I concede it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against a portion of the paragraph commencing with the word 
“and,” the last word in line 5, page 67, and including the bal- 
ance of the paragraph. I will reserve the point of order if any- 
one desires to discuss it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. What point of order does the gentle- 
man make against it? 

Mr. NORRIS. That it is new legislation. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That was contained in the bill last year 
and it is simply directory of an appropriation made by this act. 
That is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. NORRIS. It simply directs the Secretary of Agriculture 
as to how he shall expend the money. It is in conflict with the 
general law on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that the point of 
order comes too late. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that there has been no discussion on this paragraph 
excepting what took place on another point of order, and of 
covrse the Chair could not entertain two points of order at once. 
I made my point as soon as the other one was decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York reserved 
his point of order. 

Mr. NORRIS. The reserving of a point or order, Mr. Chair- 
man, to one portion of a paragraph, and discussion upon that, 
would certainly not preclude the making or the reservation of a 
point of order against another part of the paragraph; otherwise 
by making a fictitious point one might very easily prevent the 
making of genuine and valid points of order against a paragraph 
or a portion of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that where 
a point of order is reserved and the merits of the question in- 
volved are discussed in addition to the point of order, that con- 
stitutes discussion of the paragraph. In this instance the point 
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of order was not discussed at all. The merits of the proposition 
involved in the portion to which the point of order was raised 
was discussed. 

Mr. NORRIS. Then the Chair holds that that kind of a dis- 
cussion upon the reservation of a point of order would prevent 
the making of another point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so holds. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the Bureau of Entomology: To enable the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to meet the emergency caused by the continued spese of the Mex- 
ican cotton boll weevil in the Southern States by further studies of the 
habits and damage of the pest, the collection of data regarding its 
status, the study of parasites and diseases, the testing of remedies sug- 
gested, and the completion of experiments now under way, $40,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. And the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is hereby authorized to expend said appropriation in such manner 
as he shall deem best, in cooperation with the State experiment stations 
and practical cotton growers. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the part of the paragraph commencing in line 18 with 
the word “ and,” including the balance of the paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. On what ground? 

Mr. NORRIS. On the ground that it is new legislation. I 
will reserve it, Mr. Chairman, if some one wants to be heard 
on the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Prevention of spread of moths: To enable the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to meet the emergency caused by the continued spread of the 
gypsy and brown-tail moths, $156,000. or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated and made immediately available. 
And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to expend said 
appropriation by establishing a quarantine against such further spread 
in such manner as he shall deem best, in cooperation with the authori- 
tton or the diferent States concerned and with the State experiment 
stations. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the language on page 68 in lines 1 and 2, “to be made 
immediately available.” 

baie ROBERTS. Will the gentleman reserve his point of 
order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, after the appeal that was 
made by the colleagues of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FTrTZGERALD] on the provision concerning the boll weevil I have 
little hope that I can persuade the gentleman to withdraw the 
point of order he indicates in this instance, but I want to point 
out to the gentleman this, and let the responsibility be upon 
him. If he desires to get the best results from the expenditure 
of Government money, I will say to him that every dollar ex- 
pended now in the gypsy-moth work and to be expended between 
now and the ist day of June will produce better results, will 
go farther toward eradicating this pest than $5 expended after 
the ist of June, by reason of the life habits of the pest. The 
small appropriation that was made last year has made it neces- 
sary to ask that this amount be made immediately available if 
we are to produce the best results in this work, and I take it 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzcrrarp], with all 
other members of the committee, is only ans jous to see the 
best results produced from the appropriation of public funds. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman withhold his point of 
order? Did the gentleman reserve his point of order? 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

Mr. McCALL. I trust the gentleman will not make the point 
of order, because I happen to have some practical experience 
with the gypsy moth and can testify something as to the habits 
of that pest. I have an interest in a small tract of land, per- 
haps of 30 or 40 acres, covered with trees. Last year we spent 
upon it something like $3,000, and we will have to go over the 
work almost entirely this year. It is very necessary to expend 
this money, and I am inviting the attention of the gentleman 
from New York especially k 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am unable to hear the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, on account of the confusion. 

Mr. McCALL. And I will say it is very necessary for the 
proper expenditure of this money most effectively to have it 
spent between now and the Ist of July. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Now will the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts yield for a question? 

Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
knows this money is not ayailable when this bill passes this 
House. 

Mr. McCALL. I understand that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And it will not be available until this 
bill is enacted into law. 

Mr. McCALL. And I understand that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, And the gentleman has been in this 
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House long enough to know that appropriation bills do not 
become law in the short session until within a few days of 
adjournment. 

Mr. McCALL. It will be about the 4th of March. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; and if this is carried in the proper 
bill, the general deficiency act, it will be available just as 
quickly as if it were carried in this bill, which is an improper 
place under the rule. 

Mr. McCALL. Well, I would say that the appropriation is 
properly in this bill. Now it seems to me it is standing on 
rather a small point as between jurisdictions of committees to 
object in case of a clear emergency to inserting the words 
“immediately available” in this act. There is no question but 


that whatever of this money is spent between the 4th of March 


and the ist of July will do five times the good it would do if 
not spent until after the 1st of July. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have a good deal of confidence in the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. Is this a particularly urgent 
matter? 

Mr. McCALL. In my opinion it is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman explain why the 
Secretary of Agriculture did not ask to haye it appropriated 
in the urgent deficiency bill passed last week? 

Mr. McCALL. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, what was in 
the mind of the Secretary of Agriculture, but I was giving some 
of my experience to the gentleman, which he did not hear. I 
gaye my experience with these gypsy moths. They are abso- 
lutely destructive of the trees, and the work must be done soon 
or it will not do much good to do it during the current year. I 
trust the gentleman will not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from New York this does not come in the nature of a 
deficiency appropriation at all. We have a small appropriation 
under which the Department is working that has been prorated 
over the fiscal year, and whether or not this takes effect imme- 
diately the authorities are still working and have money to 
work until the Ist day of July. It is only a question of making 
the $150,000 we are now appropriating of the utmost possible 
service, and to do that a large part of the money should be ex- 
pended at the time of year when the leaves are not on the trees, 
when the egg clusters of this pest can be readily seen and 
destroyed. I want to say to the gentleman that it is much 
easier to destroy the clusters of five or six hundred eggs with 
one dip of a brush of creosote than it is to destroy five or six 
hundred caterpillars when they are hatched out, and they do 
not begin to hatch out until along in May or June; so that 
eyen if this money does not become available until the 4th of 
March, as suggested by the gentleman, we will then have.sey- 
eral months to work before these egg clusters hatch out, and 
that is the period when the most eflicient work can be done 
against these pests. With this explanation I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that next to Na- 
poleon the boll weevil is the most illustrious tactician the world 
has ever known. [Applause.] Now, I shall go no further with 
him, but I want to state briefly the facts that confront the peo- 
ple of my district and of the district of my friend from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. RANSDELLI and districts in Texas. We all join in 
that. This fact confronts us: The boll weevil has entered the 
Seventh district of Arkansas. [Applause.] It has entered sey- 
eral counties of that district, and my information is that they 
came from the next district adjoining, which is the district of 
my friend Mr. RANSDELL, And my information further is that 
some came from the southeast corner of Texas. Now, the ob- 
ject is that by cultural and scientific investigation in the very 
earliest possible time you can meet this tactician and you can 
accomplish the most effective work. My district runs parallel with 
the districts of my friends from Louisiana, Mr. WATKINS and 
Mr. RANSDELL, from the Red River, which at this point is ap- 
proximate to Texas and to the Mississippi River on the east. That 
is the gateway to the cotton belt of the State of Arkansas. [Ap- 
plause.] Now, sir, we are in a condition where we need this 
money at the very earliest possible time. In view of those cul- 
tural conditions and those ideas of agriculture that the Depart- 

. ment has sent into our district, establishing demonstration 
farms and asking for this money for cooperation with the prac- 
tical farmers there, I do not think, gentlemen, that it ought to be 
delayed one moment. . 

The gentleman here says that some of the committee can do 
it. We do not know it, sir. This committee is ready to do it; 
this House, T believe, is ready to do it, and I do not believe in 
putting off for another day what you can get to-day. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


FrrzcERaLp] insist on his point of order? 
I insist on the point of order. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Eradicating cattle ticks: For Bureau of Animal Industry: To enable 
the Secretary of Agriculture to undertake experimental work in coop- 
eration with State authorities in eradicating the ticks transmitting 


southern cattle fever, $150,000; of which sum $25,000 shall be imme- 
diately available. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the language in lines 11 and 12. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And hereafter the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to 
furnish, upon application, prints and lantern slides from negatives in 
the possession of the Department and to charge for the same a price 
to cover the cost of preparation, such price to be determined and es- 


tablished by the Secretary of Agriculture, and the money received from 
such sales to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
against that paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I concede it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Clerk be empowered to correct all totals. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to return for a moment to page 14, the meat-inspection por- 
tion of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WavswortH] asks unanimous consent to return to page 14. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, last June, when the - 
meat-inspection legislation was under consideration by Con- 
gress, the Chief Executive of the nation saw fit, in a letter ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives, in unmeasured terms, and in language 
conveying a threat, and in words intimating a doubt as to the 
sincerity and honesty of purpose of the members of that com- 
mittee, to condemn the meat-inspection bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture for the consideration of the House. 

I send to the desk the Executive's letter, and ask that the 
Clerk read it as part of my remarks, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I concede the point of order, Mr. Chair- 


The point of order is sustained. The 


Tun WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1906. 


My Dear Mr. WapswortTH: I have gone over your bill very care- 
fully, and not only obtained a report from Mr. McCabe, as I told you 
I would, but also obtained a report from Mr. Reynolds on it. I am 
sorry to say the more closely I investigate your proposed substitute the 
worse I find it. Almost every change is one for the worse; so that it 
hardly seems necessary for me to enumerate them. Perhaps the amend- 
ment as you have now drafted it is not quite as bad as it was when 
you submitted it to me in the first instance; but it is very, very bad. 

here seems to be one point in which it is possible that the amendment 
is even worse than the original amendment, if, as seems likely, there 
is no provision for making plants accessible at all hours to the in- 
spectors. In any event, I am sorry to have to say that this strikes me 
as an amendment which, no matter how unintentionally, is framed so 
as to minimize the chance of rooting out the evil in the eats | busi- 
ness. Doubtless it suits the packers, who object to a thoroughgoing 
inspection, much better than the Senate amendment, and I have no 
doubt that not only the packers, but their allies in business and those 
stock growers who are influenced by them, would prefer it. But I am 
convinced it would in the long run be a heavy blow to the honest stock 
raiser and the honest packer to adopt these provisions rather than the 
far better ones contained in the Senate amendment; for, as compared 
with the Senate amendment, this proposed amendment, which you tell 
me is that of the majority of the House committee, would hamper in 
the most grossly improper fashion the Secretary of Agriculture in doing 
the work which you have appointed him to do, and will prevent even so 
much of this work as can be done at all from being well and thoroughly 
done. If the bill should through in the form that the majority of 
your committee proposes, it might be that I should sign it as working a 
certain slight improvement over the present law; but if so, I should ac- 
company it by a memorandum explicitly stating how grave the defects 
were; and I can not even promise to sign it, because the provisions 
(about the courts, as well as about other matters) are so bad that, in 
my opinion, if peo | had been deliberately designed to prevent the 
remedying of the evils complained of they could not have been worse. 

It seems to me that the surest ney to keep our foreign trade from us, 
and, indeed, our interstate trade likewise, in a thoroughly unsatis- 
factory condition, and to preyent its resuming the position which it 
formerly had, is to enact the law in the shape proposed in the amend- 
ments submitted to me by you. 

Sincerely, yours, 

Hon. James W. WADSWORTH, 

Chairman Committee on Agriculture, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In justice to the Committee on Agri- 
culture of the House of Representatives I wrote the following 
answer to that letter, which I send to the desk and ask the 
Clerk to read as a part of my remarks. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., June 15, 1906, 


My DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I received your letter last night. You are 
wrong, very, very wrong,” in your estimate of the committee's bill. It 
is as perec a piece of legislation to carry into effect your own views 
on this question as was ever prepared by a committee of Congress. 
Every member of the commitiee is absolutely as honest and sincere as 

ourself in his desire to secure the 38 of a rigid meat- inspection 
ill. They know the meaning of the English language. 

To show you how unreliable the information is upon which you base 
oe opinion of the bill, I call your attention to the following language 
n your letter: 

“There is no provision for making the plants accessible at all hours 
to the inspectors.” 

If you will turn to page 4 of the bill (copy inclosed), line 2, you will 
find the following words: 

“And for the purposes of such examination and ins 
ae ie Shall have access at all times to every part o 
ment.” 

Can the English language be-made any ree Poy 

Turn also to page 6,-line 16, and you will find this language: 

“The Secretary of Agriculture shall cause an examination. and in- 
spection of all cattle, sheep, swine, and goats, and the food products 
thereof, slaughtered and prepared in the establishments hereinbefore 
described for the pox of interstate or foreign commerce, to be made 
during the nighttime, as well as during the daytime, when the slaughter- 
ing of said cattle, sheep, swine, and goats, or the preparation of said 
food products, is conducted during the nighttime.” 

Therefore in at least one of the two criticisms you make of the bill 
you must admit that you are absolutely wrong. 

ou say: . 

* 8 it suits the packers, who object to a thoroughgoing in- 
spection.” 

I told you on Wednesday night, when I submitted the bill to you, that 
the packers insisted before our committee on having a rigid inspection 
law Their life 2 75 upon it, and the committee will bear 
me out in the statement that they placed no obstacle whatever in our 
way, but, on the contrary, gave us many valuable suggestions, based 
upon their practical knowledge of their business. 

Your other actual criticism of the amendment refers to the “ court- 

. review’ clause. The worst that can be said of this clause is that it is 
perhaps unnecessary—that it is already covered by existing law. I have 
always been taught to honor the 3 of my country. I have 
always been taught to nooner the rights of its citizens and to respect 
the rights of property, and I can not believe that the mere repetition 
of a provision which guarantees to the citizen the privilege of an appeal 
to the courts of the land when he believes his property rights are 
threatened can be justly or properly objected to. 

The rest of your letter deals with generalities and a general con- 
demnation of the committee's bill. If you or your advisers will point 
out specifically wherein it 1 fails to accomplish your purpose, 
I can assure you it will be promptly remedied. 

You say further along in your letter: 4 

“And I can not even promise to sign it, because the provisions are so 
bad that, in my opinion, if they had been deliberately ale to pre- 
vent the remedying of the evils complained of, they could not have 

n worse,” 

I penret that you, the President of the United States, should feel 
justified, by innuendo at least, in impugning the sincerity and the com- 

petency of a committee of the House of Representatives. You have no 

warrant for it. 
Very truly, yours, 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 

President of the United States. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. As the House well knows, the very bill 
condemned so severely by the Executive in his letter to the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, with few amend- 
ments in its verbiage, amendments which in no way—and I 
measure my words—increased its effectiveness, was signed by 
him on June 30, 1906, and is now the law of the land. In fur- 
ther justice to, and in vindication of, the Committee on Agricul- 
ture of the House of Representatives, and in view of all the 
circumstances and the use that has been made of the Executive's 
letter, I may be permitted to say, in justice to and in vindication 
of myself, I offer the testimony of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
as given by Doctor Melvin, of the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
the Bureau having in charge the execution of that law. I read 
from the hearings of that committee on January 9, pages 228 
and 243, the testimony of Doctor Melvin. 

I now read from page 228 of the hearings: 


Doctor Metyrn. The general action of the bill has been found to 


tion said in- 
said establish- 


J. W. WADSWORTH, 


be very effective, and there is no doubt that it has resulted in a 
great eal of good, and I would not like to endanger it by suggesting 
changes, 


And now from page 243: 


Mr. Lever. If you will pardon me a moment, Mr. Chairman, I 
want to get this clear. We will take Doctor Melvin back a little bit. 
We had a severe agitation last year about this meat business—the 
packing business. I want to ask the doctor whether or not, in his 
opinion, that agitation hurt seriously our export trade in meat and 
meat products? 

Doctor Metyrn. There is no doubt but what it did for a time. 

Mr. Lever. For a time. Now, I want to ask you this—if this bill 
prepared by this committee has had any effect whatever in restorin 
the confidence of our foreign buyers of meat and meat products, an 
oe re, seemai to get back on a normal basis in the export of these 

ucts 
: Doctor MELVIN. Yes; I-think we are, quite rapidly. 

Mr. LEVER. Is it your opinion that it is the result of this bill? 

Doctor MELVIN. Yes. 

Mr. LEVER. Prepared by this committee? 

Doctor MELYIN, Yes. 
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So that after seven months of study of its provisions, dur- 
ing which time many questions arose and had to be settled and 
many rules and regulations promulgated, and after four months 
of active enforcement of the bill, the Secretary of Agriculture 
has not found it necessary to suggest or recommend a single 
amendment to make it more effective—not one. So far, at least,. 
the bill has been found to be an honest one and an effective one, 
just as I promised you gentlemen last June on behalf of the 
Committee on Agriculture, when, without reading it, you passed 
it under suspension of the rules, it would be. That is all. [Loud 
and long-continued general applause. | 

I now moye that the committee rise and report the bill with 
the amendments to the House, with the recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to, and the bill as amended do pass, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Foster of Vermont, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
24815, and had directed him to report the same with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate yote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the yote will be taken on the amendments in 
gross. 

A separate vote was not demanded. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to 
in gross, Z 3 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WapsworrH, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

IMPOSING TAX ON BAY RUM BROUGHT FROM PORTO RICO. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 25122) to impose a tax on bay rum brought 
from Porto Rico into the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the diplomatie and 
consular appropriation bill, and ask unanimous consent that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for a 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill, disagree to the Senate amendments, 
and ask for a conference. 

Mr. MANN. How many amendments are there? 

Mr. COUSINS. I think five. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
conferees; Mr. Coustns, Mr. CHARLES B. Lanpis, and Mr. How- 
ARD. 


SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up House resolution 739, reported from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. It is a privileged resolution, and I ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


House resolution 739. 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General is. directed to report to the 
House, as early as may be practicable, a statement of the number of 

unds and cash receipts from matter of the second class annually 
rom July 1, 1877, to June 30, 1906; also the total cash receipts 
annually from all other sources for the same period, in such form as 
to show for each fiscal year the relative per cent of increase or decrease 
of receipts from matter of the second class to the per cent of increase 
or decrease of receipts from all post-office sources. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move the passage of the reso- 
lution. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT CLINTON, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 7760) to 
authorize the Albany Railroad Bridge Company or the Chicago 
and Northwestern Railway Company to reconstruct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River, a similar House bill being on the 
Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


An act (S. 7760) to authorize the Albany Railroad Bridge Company 
or the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company to reconstruct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River. 


Whereas the Albany Railroad Bridge Company, a corporation, o 
and the Chicago and Northwestern ilway . a corporation, 
has leased and is using, a railroad bridge across the Mississippi River 
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permesa the city of Clinton, Iowa, and an opposite point on the main 


k in the State of Illinois, and by reason of the age of said bridge 
and its inadequacy to present conditions and needs it is proposed to en- 
large such bridge or replace it with a larger and more serviceable struc- 
ture: Therefore 

Be it enacted, ctc., That said Albany Railroad Bridge Company, or 
with its consent said Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company, its 
successors and assigns, are hereby authorized to enlarge said existing 
bridge across the n River, with its approaches, or to replace 
said bridge and its approaches with a new bridge and approaches in the 
same location as the existing bridge or south of such location and not 
more than 100 feet therefrom, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906; and said enlarged or 
Sopanen bridge may be maintained and operated as a railroad 

ridge. 

Sec. 2. That this Act shall be null and void unless the work of en- 
larging or replacing said bridge is begun within two years and is com- 
pleted within five years from the date of the passage of this Act. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this Act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Mr. LOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend this bill. In 
section 3, on page 2, line 22, strike out the words“ two years” 
and insert one year,” and strike out“ five” and insert“ three,” 
which is in accordance with the terms of the bill as reported by 
the House committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 22, strike out the words “two years” and insert 
“one year,” and in the same line strike out “ five’ and insert three ; ” 
so that it will read: “said bridge is begun within one year and com- 
pleted within three years from the date of the passage of this act.” 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lowpen, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The similar House bill will lie on the table. 


REPRINT OF REPORT ON LIQUOR BILL. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a reprint of House 
Report No. 6708, including part 2, the views of the minority, 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, in regard to the bill to 
regulate interstate commerce in certain cases, which is known 
as the “ liquor bill.” 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
McLacutan indefinitely, on account of serious illness in family. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 24991—the 
river and harbor bill. Pending that motion, I would ask unani- 
mous consent that any Member may have leave to print remarks 
germane to the river and harbor bill for five days after the bill 


is disposed of. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would also ask that an arrange- 
ment be made as to the disposition of time. So far as the 
committee is concerned, it has been agreed between the senior 
Democratic member, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD], and myself that the control of the time shall rest with 


me. 

Mr. KEIFER. All the time? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. For general debate, of course. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what 
length of time and what opportunity we are to have for general 
debate. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Well, of course, I can not forecast 
that. I am not asking for a limitation of time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
whether the senior member of the committee with whom he 
has agreed is opposed to the bill? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. No; he is not. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is not the custom of the House to put the 
contro] of the time for debate entirely in the hands of the 
party in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that so far no assignments of time have been 
made. The requests that have been made are almost entirely 
by those who desire to advocate specific projects, who are indi- 
rectly opposed to the bill, opposed to it because the items which 
they favor are not in it; and it will be my desire to give such 
time as can be given to all who desire to be heard. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Would it not be desirable to make an 
arrangement as to the time at once, so that the Members. who 
Spari to speak may be informed as to when they can take the 

oor? 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I do not think that is practicable. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that we have 
certain objections to some features of this bill. Consequently, 
as far as part of the bill is concerned, we are opponents of the 
bill, and possibly a certain amount of time in opposition should 
be controlled by us. According to an arrangement entered into 
between the distinguished chairman of the committee and 
myself and some other gentleman, we were to receive, for the 
speeches to be delivered on our side, six hours, and I wish that 
arrangement could be sanctioned by the House at this time, so 
that we may know what we can expect. . ‘ 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will say that if I have control of 
the time I shall make every effort to give to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] and those who, with him, favor 
two projects six hours. The gentleman from Missouri, how- 
ever, will realize that that is a very generous apportionment 
of time, and I would suggest to him and to the House that if 
those who favor all these projects, which are not in the bill, 
will get together and agree among themselyes and take half 
the time, it will be extremely gratifying to the committee as 
well as to its chairman. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio that I shall probably not want any time myself, and 
I baye no doubt at all that he will be entirely just and generous 
in the disposition of the time; but what I object to is the estab- 
lishment of a precedent; unheard of in this House up to this 
time, of turning over the control of all of the time on both sides 
to one gentleman. The custom, of course, under such circum- 
stances, is to have the time controlled by the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole, and its seems to me that it would be 
very unwise for the House to depart from that custom. I re- 
peat what I said; I have no doubt the gentleman from Ohio 
would be entirely just in his treatment of those who are opposed _ 
to the bill, and that I do not know that I should want any time 
myself. 

Mr. MANN. 
yield—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Of course the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, under the rules, can only recognize a man for an hour— 
no less time and no greater time—and for that reason it is often 
desirable to haye some one in control of the time who can give 
less than an hour, so that there may be orderly procedure. 

Mr. DALZELL. The Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole can recognize for a less time, and the occasions are very 
few when the Committee of the Whole does not allow additional 
time on request. 

Mr. MANN. He can make an agreement to recognize for less 
time, but under the rules anybody who obtains the floor from 
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole is entitled to one 
hour’s time in general debate, and the Chairman can not limit 
it. He may refuse to recognize a Member unless he says he 
will take less time, of course. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman from Illinois will not dispute 
my proposition that there is no precedent 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. If the gentleman will kindly yield, 
that was the method pursued two years ago on this same bill. 
The time was entirely under the control of the Chairman. That 
was the method employed, also, in the bill of 1899. 

Mr. MANN. I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
he can reach the same purpose by asking that the time be con- 
trolled by himself and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANEK- 
HEAD]. The gentleman from Alabama can then place his time 
in the control of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not think so. I do not think two parties 
can be recognized to control the time, both of whom favor the 
bill. That is not the custom in this House and never has been. 
If there is a precedent, such as the gentleman from Ohio has 
just mentioned, it is a bad precedent, and one that ought not to 
be followed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask my colleague if he 
intends to proceed with the discussion of the bill to-night? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I think not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then would it not be wise to go into 
Committee of the Whole and take up the bill, and then adjourn 
until morning, with a view of accommodating all these different 
interests and coming to an agreement before we meet to-morrow? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would suggest that I have no ob- 
jection to that, except that we desire to make all possible 


progress, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will not that be in the interest of prog- 
ress? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 


If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 


The request that the time be con- 


trolled by the chairman of the committee is not upon my initia- 
tive, but in view of the peculiar situation. A number of Mem- 
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bers of the House desire to be heard on behalf of specific proj- 
ects. It did not seem to be desirable to divide or apportion the 
time between two persons for that reason, and it was the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] 
that all control be given to the chairman. ‘The effort has been 
made to accommodate, as far as possible, those who desire to be 
heard. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would have no objection at 
all to the proposed arrangement except as a precedent of what 
might follow very much to the damage of the minority party 
upon the floor, whichever it might be. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is mistaken in one thing. He said 
a moment ago that the time had never been put in the control 
of two persons each of whom was in favor of the bill. That 
has very frequently occurred. Agricultural committees and 
other committees have come in when time was controlled by the 
chairman of the committee and the senior minority member, 
both of whom were in favor of the bill reported to the House. 
There is a precedent for that. 

Now, it seems to me that the object sought by the gentleman 
from Ohio can be equally as well attained if the time is con- 
trolled by him and the senior Democratic member on the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee. If we set the precedent asked for, it 
might be inyoked in case of a political committee later on or a 
matter in which politics was involved, and in that way the 
minority might be cut out entirely from the deliberations of 
this body. It is the precedent I object to, and not this request. 
I suggest that the gentleman from Ohio modify the request so 
that the time be controlled jointly by him and by the senior 
Democrat on the committee. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will state that if that is done ar- 
rangements made with the Representatives who advocate the deep 
waterways must be modified or withdrawn. I am entirely will- 
ing and should prefer an arrangement that one-half of the time 
be controlled by the gentleman from Alabama if he will kindly 
share with me the responsibility of meeting the demands. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I think it is fair for me to 
say that the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
requested me in the outset to divide this responsibility with 
him. I declined to do it, or rather I insisted that he should take 
it, as I thought it would be best that the chairman should take 
control of it after making satisfactory arrangements with the 
different gentlemen who seek to discuss this question. I have 
no desire in the world to control and parcel out the time on this 
bill, for I am in favor of every line in it. But if it is thought 
best. I am willing to take my share of the responsibility, 
although I should greatly prefer that the chairman should do it. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to make 
the request for control by myself if there is any opposition; and 
I modify my request so that the time may be equally divided be- 
tween the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] and my- 
self. I desire to say to the gentlemen to whom I spoke about 
allotments of time that it will be necessary to modify any 
promises that I have made. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee whether, in view of the division of time 
between the chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee 
and the minority member, the ranking member of the minority, 
he intends to abrogate the agreement that was entered into be- 
tween myself and a number of gentlemen who are in favor of 
projects not reported in the bill and possibly some projects 
which are reported in the bill? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that I should still be willing to apportion three hours to 
the gentlemen from Illinois and Missouri and others who have 
spoken to me. 

Mr. MADDEN. Can we ask the gentleman from Alabama 
whether he will give us three hours more of his time? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is a question, Mr. Speaker, I have 
not been consulted about heretofore. 

Mr. MADDEN. I assume, Mr. Speaker, that he would have 
been consulted about it if he had not yielded his right to con- 
sultation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman was not yielding up his 
right. I can object and make one objection of it, but I am 
simply objecting from a party standpoint. I do not want a 
preron started that a Republican chairman shall control all 

e time. 

Mr. MADDEN. We have no objection as to who controls 
the time if we can get such time as we desire. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make 
a suggestion to the chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee. He seems to be confining the discussion on this bill to 
the bill itself and to the two projects, one popularly known as 
the Chicago Drainage Canal and the other as the 14-foot 


channel from St. Louis to the Gulf. I want to suggest 
that there are other projects that other people are interested in. 
For instance, I am interested in one for a 14-foot channel from 
St. Louis to the Gulf and one from St. Louis to the Falls of St. 
Anthony, and also one from Alton to Fort Benton. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is interested in the Pennsylvania proj- 


ect, and we all want to get some sort of a hearing. I do not 
haye much doubt about getting the time that I want myself, be- 
cause I know I shall get it. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I think I may say to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] that all- possible 
effort will be made to give the time. I trust the remarks to 
be made will not be quite proportionate to the length of the 
channels that he desires to have improved. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mine may not be, but by the time 
they all get a hearing I fancy the remarks will be somewhat 
elongated. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I wish te say that if there be a 
precedent for what is proposed here—that is, that the chairman 
of the committee shall control all of the time or the chairman 
of the committee and somebody else who agrees with him shall 
control all of the time for debate—it is a precedent that ought 
never to have arisen under any circumstances, and I doubt 
whether it ever arose knowingly in the House. 

Mr. MANN. How about an ordinary appropriation bill? 

Mr. KEIFER. It may be that in the apportionment of time 
when there is an appropriation bill and where it is the purpose 
to haye general debate that sweeps over all the questions of the 
world and shall not be confined to the bill, some such thing may 
have happened. But I now rise to say that if there is anything 
to be inferred by this talk about certain syndicates having six 
hours’ time I want to put in a protest, for I am not in that 
syndicate, and I want to say that I want to organize one of my 
own before we get through with this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if the House declines to 
grant unanimous consent to agree to any division of the time 
and the House goes into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider the bill, is it not a fact that the 
time will then be controlled by the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, as the Chair 
understands it, when the House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union the Chairman of that committee 
recognizes gentlemen to speak to the bill, preferring the com- 
mittee and alternating between those who are in favor of the 
bill and those who are against the bill. If no one rises against 
the bill, then it is the practice of the Chairman to recognize the 
membership of the House outside of the committee, and the 
Chair will say that under a fair construction of this rule the 
time has been heretofore divided as nearly as could be equally 
between those who favor the bill and those who oppose it. l 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then all that is necessary to be done is 
to object to any agreement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, to what request? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] has 
modified his request and asks that the time for general debate 
be controlled, one-half by himself and one-half by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], as the Chair understands the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, unless I can secure a modi- 
fication of this request to the extent that six hours shall be giyen 
to gentlemen representing the deep waterway on the Mississippi 
and Missouri river improvement questions I shall be bound to 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 24991—the river and harbor appropriation bill— 
with Mr. CURRIER in the chair. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 


sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? : 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Currier, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 24991—the 
river and harbor appropriation bill—and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 


Mr. Chairman, I moye that the com- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. R. 86. Joint resolution granting an extension of time to 
certain homestead entrymen ; 

S. 3702. An act for the relief of the Gurley Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses ; 

S. 4267. An act to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
near the Government Hospital for the Insane and the District 
almshouse ; 

S. 5698. An act to regulate the practice of veterinary medicine 
in the District of Columbia ; 

S. 6470. An act in relation to the Washington Market Com- 
pany ; 

S. 7170. An act to amend an act relating to service on foreign 
corporations, approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia;’” 

S. 7028. An act for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers Company, 
of Milwaukee, Wis. ; and 

S. 7147. An act to amend section 2536 of the Revised Statutes, 
relative to assistant appraisers at the port of New York, and 
further defining their powers, duties, and compensation. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR 
HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following joint resolutions: 

II. J. Res. 231. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell certain hay, straw, and grain at Fort Assinniboine ; 
and 

H. J. Res. 230. Joint resolution continuing the Postal Commis- 
sion until the close of the present session of Congress. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolution of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below : 

S. 7247. An act to provide for the establishment of an immi- 
grant station at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, and 
the erection in said’ city, on a site to be selected for said sta- 
tion, of a public building—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

S. 7427. An act granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Danforth—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 7674. An act to survey and allot the lands embraced within 
the limits of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Montana, and to open the surplus lands to settlement—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 7812. An act to amend section 591 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relative to the assignment of district judges 
to perform the duties of a disabled judge—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ` 

S. 7098. An act granting an increase of pension to George N. 
Julian—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Senate concurrent resolution No, 44. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause a survey to be made of the Little Contentnea River, North 
Carolina, from the mouth of same to the town of Ridge Springs, in 
Greene County, N. C., with a view of dredging, cleaning out, and wid- 
ening the channel, and to submit a plan and estimate for such improve- 
ments 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Then, on motion of Mr. Burton of Ohio (at 5 o'clock and 6 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


Lydia Dillard against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for Detour light 
station, Michigan—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Rial Foster against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Attorney-General submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for assistants to United States district 
attorneys in naturalization proceedings—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
C. H. Corn, administrator of the estate of W. W. Sharp, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John W. Keller, administrator of the estate of Eliza J. Ricketts, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
C. H. Corn, administrator of estate of John Chitwood, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary `of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for relief of the Northern Commercial 
Company of San Francisco—to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a letter from the Director of the Geological Sur- 
vey, a recommendation of the repeal of the grant to the Yuma 
Pumping and Irrigation Company of the right of way across 
the Yuma Indian Reseryation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- - 
mate of appropriation for fire control and armament of fortifica- 
tions—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for enlargement and construction of build- 
ings at military posts—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, with a copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, a revised estimate of appropriation to carry into 
effect the law relating to the naturalization of aliens—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. CURRIER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 25133) to amend and con- 
solidate the acts respecting copyright, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7083); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24874) to fix 
the boundaries of lands of certain landowners adjoining the 
Coeur d’Alene Indian Reservation, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7089); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24989) to pro- 
vide for the commutation for town-site purposes of homestead 
entries in certain portions of Oklahoma, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7091) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bills of the House H. R. 20246 and 21198, 
reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 25187) to amend “An act 
to provide for refunding taxes paid upon legacies and bequests 
for uses of a religious, charitable, or educational character, for 
the encouragement of art, etc., under the act of June 13, 1898, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1902, accompanied 
by a report (No. 7092); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
25048) for the restoration, reconstruction, and repair of the 
east front of the Treasury building, Washington, D. C., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
7093) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 25041) to pro- 
vide for the creation of additional land districts in the district 
of Alaska, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 7096) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, to which was referred the resolu- 
tion of the House (H. Res. 739) requesting the Postmaster- 
General for information on second-class mail matter, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
7085); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 
223) relating to the holders of medals of honor, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7086); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. GRONNA, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24473) to de- 
fine the status of certain patents and pending entries, selec- 
tions, and filings on lands formerly within the Fort Berthold 
Indian Reseryation in North Dakota, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7094); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


-REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under nous 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
deliyered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 862) granting an 
increase of pension to James M. Bullard, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6912); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 756) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Niebels, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6913); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1172) granting an 
increase of pension to Asaph H. Witham, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6914); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1397) granting an 
increase of pension to Anna L. B. Walker, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6915); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1495) granting an 
increase of pension to John Holley, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6916); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1511) granting an 
increase of pension to Marvin F. Barton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6917); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1516) granting an 
increase of pension to Orlando O. Austin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6918); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


AND 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


1991 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1594) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret E. Guthrie, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. €919) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1797) granting 
an increase of pension to John E. Henderson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6920); Which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2104) granting an 
increase of pension to Moses Feyler, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6921); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2259) granting 
an inerease of pension-to Charles Duby, alias Louis Deshemean, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6922); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2693) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Wise, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6923); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same Committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2780) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel N. McCarter, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6924); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2994) granting an 
increase of pension to David Harvey, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 6925); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3295) granting an 
increase of pension to Anna Williams, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6926); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to-which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3319) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Croft, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6927) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3320) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias H. Parker, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6928) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3461) granting a 
pension to Helen L. Woodward, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6929); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3583) granting 
an increase of pension to Kate O'Donnell Wood, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6930) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3681) granting 
a pension to Sanford H. Moats, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6931); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3882) granting 
an increase of pension to Delphine Darling, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6932); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4033) granting 
an increase of pension to William Kirkwood, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6933); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4055) 
granting a pension to Nancy J. Mullally, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6934); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4108) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha M. Lambert, reported the same 
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without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6935); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4113) granting an increase of pension to 
Dell E. Pert, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6030); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4509) granting 
an inerease of pension to Anna M. Loomis, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6937) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4681) granting an 
increase of pension to William S. Gray, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6938); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4756) grant-. 


ing an increase of pension to John Kirch, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6939); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4769) granting an increase of pension to 
Rosa Olds Jenkins, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6940); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4813) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Doolittle, reported 
the same. without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6941) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4818) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Peabody, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6942) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5021) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret Kearney, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6943); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5023) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruth E. Olney, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. G+) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5106) granting an increase of pension to 
John Adshead, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6945) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5190) granting 
an increase of pension to Abby L. Brown, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6946) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5292) 
granting an increase of pension to Michael J. Sprinkle, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6947) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5542) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth S. Reess, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6948) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5580) granting a 
pension to Julia A. Vroom, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6949) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5586) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert F. Pepoon, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6950); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5697) granting an 
increase of pension to George H. McLain, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6951) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5699) granting an 
increase of pension to Adelaide D. Merritt, reported the came 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6952) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5836) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Loosley, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6953) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5854) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. McWilliams, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6954); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5886) granting an 
increase of pension to Anna E. Hood, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6955); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5012) granting an 
increase of pension to Nathaniel Green, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6956); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5991) granting an 
increase of pension to George F. Ford, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6957); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6050) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward W. Galligan, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6958) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6137) granting an 
inerease of pension to Fannie L. Pike, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6950); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6139) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Brusie, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6960) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. ° 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6143) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Northrop, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6961); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6145) granting an 
increase of pension to Enoch Bolles, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 0962); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6223) granting an 
increase of pension to William E. Cummin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6963) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6233) granting 
an increase of pension to George E. Vanderwalker, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6964) 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6273) granting an 
increase of pension to William J. Wells, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6965) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6278) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Humble, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6966) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6325) granting an 
increase of pension to David A. Edwards, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6967) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6350) granting 
an increase of pension to Silas G. Clark, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6968) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6351) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. West, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6969) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6372) granting an 
increase of pension to Marvin Osgood, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6970); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6408) granting a 
pension to Mary Louise McLean, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6971); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6481) granting an increase of pension to 
R. Smith Coats, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6972); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6436) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Kelsey, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6973) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6459) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen Carpenter, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6974); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6532) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Daniels, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6975) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6571) granting 
an increase of pension to William I. Ross, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6976) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6573) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. Williams, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6977); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6582) granting 
an increase of pension to Moses Rowell, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6978); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6584) granting an increase of pension to 
John Heath, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6979) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6587) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus M. Currier, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6980); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6588) granting an 
increase of pension to Arthur Hathorn, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6981); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6589) granting an increase of pension to 
Washington D. Gray, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6982); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6590) granting 
an increase of pénsion to Theron Hamner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6983) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6623) granting an 
increase of pension to Mollie J. Mitchell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6984) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6624) granting an 
increase of pension to Alvin N. D. Kite, reported the same with- 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6985); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensiens, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6625) granting an 
increase of pension to Anderson Henry, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6986); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6633) 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Wright, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6987) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6637) 
granting an increase of pension to James J. Eubank, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2 — ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

alendar. 


Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6656) 
granting an increase of pension to Eli M. Skinner, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6989) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6670) granting an 
increase of pension to Dana H. MecDuffee, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6990) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6671) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace P. Marshall, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6991); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6687) granting an 


increase of pension to Henry W. Mahaney, reported the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6992) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6703) granting 
an increase of pension to John IH. Niblock, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6993) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6706) 
granting an increase of pension to James T. Stewart, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6994) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHBAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6708) granting 
an increase of pension to Columbus B. Mason, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6995) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6710) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. Way, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6996) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6722) granting an 
increase of pension to William Arnold, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6997) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6732) granting an 
increase of pension to John Trefry, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6998); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6733) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna D. Barnes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6999) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6736) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Tracy, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 7000) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6769) granting an 
increase of pension to James T. McReynolds, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7001) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6793) granting an 
increase of pension to Simon Peter Wallerson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7002); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6800) granting an 
increase of pension to Esther Eldridge, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7003) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6811) granting an 
increase of pension to James Carpenter, jr., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7004); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6820) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Bullard, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7005); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6823) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Holsey, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 7006) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6827) granting an 
increase of pension to Theodore J. Sweeting, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7007); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6828) granting an 
increase of pension to Walter D. Greene, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7008); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6830) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel L. Seavey, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a repe t (No. 7009); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. - 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6835) granting an increase of pension to 
George Maybury, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 7010); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6875) 
granting an increase of pension to Lemuel T. Williams, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
7011): which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6876) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse L. Pritchard, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7012); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6914) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert T. Barr, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7013); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6915) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel G. Healy, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7014); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6916) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan E. Stover, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7015); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6933) granting an 
increase of pension to Fredrick Middaugh, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. T016) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6935) 
granting an increase of pension to William R. Neil, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 
7017) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6936) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Jenkins, reported the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7018); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6937) 
granting an increase of pension to Michael Rosbrugh, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
7019) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6943) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis A. Grant, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7020); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6947) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Brough, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7021); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6948) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert H. Nash, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7022); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6957) granting an 
increase of pension to Hiram Siegfried, reported the same with- 
out amendment accompanied by a report (No. 7023); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6958) granting an 
increase of pension to Keziah Walker, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7024); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6960) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Ashton, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7025); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6963) granting an 
increase of pension to William B. Sayles, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7026) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6964) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas N. Palmer, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 7027) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7053) granting an 
increase of pension to Solomon Draper, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7028); which 
said bill and report-were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7056) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick Carel, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7029); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7060) granting 
an increase of pension to John. Hager, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompmnied by a report (No. 7030); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7062) granting an 
increase of pension to John Monroe, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7031); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7066) granting an 
increase of pension to Timothy Drew, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7032); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar: 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7067) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund Fillio, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 7033); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7069) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshall Johnson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7034); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7074) granting an 
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increase of pension to William Jenkins, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7035); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7075) granting an increase of pension to 
John, S. Lewis, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. T036); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7094) granting an 
increase of pension to George B. Drake, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7037); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7101) granting an 
increase of pension to Catherine Matimore, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7038); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7105) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Baker, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7039); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7119) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Boxmeyer, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7040) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7157) 
granting an increase of pension to Austin S. Dunning, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
7041) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. - 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7161) 
granting an increase of pension to George A. Tyler, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7042); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7162) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Sheckler, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7043); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7192) granting an 
increase of pension to Noah Jarvis, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7044); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7193) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Benjamin, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7045); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7243) granting an increase of pension to 
Justus B. Coomer, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 7046); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7246) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Berry, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
7047) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7265) granting 
an increase of pension to John R. McCoy, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7048); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7293) granting an 
increase of pension to John White, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7049); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7294) granting an 
increase of pension to William P. Pattison, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7050); which 
Said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7295) granting an 
increase of pension to Gabriel Campbell, reported the same with- 
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out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7051); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7335) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Burt, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 7052) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7337) granting a pension to Henry W. 
Blair, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 7053) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7339) granting a 
pension to Julia C. R. Baird, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 7054) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


‘| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7349) granting an 


increase of pension to Luke M. Lewis, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7055); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7350) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Dodge, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 7056); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7353) granting an 
increase of pension to Augusta T. Eichholtz, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7057) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7358) granting an 
increase of pension to David Turner, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7058); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7361) granting 
an increase of pension to George Downing, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7059) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7377) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha J. Collins, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7060); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7378) granting a 
pension to Giles M. Caton, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 7061) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7384) 
granting an increase of pension to Orson B. Johnson, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
7062) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7398) granting an 
increase of pension to Page G. Potter, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7063); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7402) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis H. De Castro, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a. report 
(No. 7064); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7428) granting an 
increase of pension to Helen C. Lettenmayer, reported the same - 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7065) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7445) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles J. Freese, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 
7066) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. ` 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7484) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel E. Coover, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7067) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7486) granting an 
increase of pension to Byron A. Williams, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7068); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7488) granting an 
increase of pension to William W. Putnam, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7069) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7489) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert C. Wagher, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7070) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred tbe bill of the Senate (S. 7505) 
granting an increase of pension to Michael Bogue, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7071); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7513) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander M. Cowgill, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7072); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7543) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert B. McCumber, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7073) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7554) granting an 
increase of pension to Amelia R. Randolph, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. TOT4) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7556) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Spanton, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7075); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 7558) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Morgan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 7076) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7566) 
granting an increase of pension to John Anslow, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7077): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7617) granting an 
increase of pension to Victor H. Coffman, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7078) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee om Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7623) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah A. Kumler, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7079) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7640) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen II. S. Cook, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7080); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7740) granting 
an increase of pension to Dwight Simpson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7081); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7744) granting a 
pension to Josephine Brackett, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7082); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2189) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Anton Ernst 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 7084); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21857) to cor- 
rect the military record of Jacob Rockwell, reported the same 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7087); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of thé House (H. R. 23630) author- 
izing the President to nominate and appoint Birchie O. Mahaf- 
fey, John A. Cleveland, and Traugett F. Keller as second lieu- 
tenants in the United States Army, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7088); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
24833) for the relief of the Louisiana Molasses Company (Lim- 
ited) and the Louisiana Distilling Company, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7000); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 25182) to amend 
section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 25183) to provide 
for the care of orphan Indian children at the Whittaker Home, 
Pryor Creek, Ind. T.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WASKEY: A bill (H. R. 25184) to relieve the Tanana 
Mines Railroad in Alaska from taxation—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 25185) to fix the salary of 
the United States deputy clerk for the district of Maryland, at 
Cumberland, Md.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 25186) to pro- 
vide for the establishment of an agricultural bank in the Philip- 
pine Islands—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means: 
A bill (H. R. 25187) to amend “An act to provide for refunding 
taxes paid upon legacies and bequests for uses of a religious, 
charitable, or educational charaeter, for the encouragement of 
art, etc., under the act of June 13, 1898, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 27, 1902—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. BENNET'of New York: A bill (II. R. 25188) to safe- 
guard the running of trains on railroads and railways—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 25189) to amend section 
1537 of an act entitled “An act to establish a code of law for 
the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25190) to amend sections 1, 2, and 3 of an 
act entitled “An act to prohibit shanghaiing in the United 
States,” approved June 28, 1906—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. A 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 25191) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house and fog signal at the northerly end 
of the pier at Indiana Harbor, southerly end of Lake Michi- 
gan, Indiana—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 25192) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and provid- 
ing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents,“ approved June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 234) an- 
thorizing the appointment of a commission to collate informa- 
tion and consider and recommend legislation concerning the 
public utilities in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A resolution (H. Res. 800) providing for a 
stenographer for the Committee on Accounts during the re- 
mainder of the session—to the Committee on Accounts. 2 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A resolution (H. Res. 801) requesting 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to institute an investiga- 
tion of the paper trust—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A resolution (H. Res. 802) 
requesting information as to appliances for first aid to the in- 
jured in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 25193) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Soule—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 25194) granting a pension 
to Doroteo Duran—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25195) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25196) granting an increase of pension to 
Nestor Castillo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 25197) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Hortin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25198) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Holderby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25199) granting a pension to James L. 
Hollingsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 25200) granting a pension 
to Edward P. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 25201) granting a pension to 
Robert Thomas Doyle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 25202) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin F. Dunlap—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 25203) granting an increase of 
1 to Dallas Vernam—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 25204) 
granting an increase of persion to Berdsall Cornell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25205) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Fackenthall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25206) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H: R. 25207) granting a pension 
to Esther Gard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 25208) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah F. Barriger—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25209) to correct the military record of 
‘Alfred W. Jewett Cook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 25210) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Fauciei—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 25211) granting an increase of 
pension to Alphonso Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
» sions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 25212) grant- 
ing a pension to Walter Bourke—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 25213) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel D. Hallock—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25214) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert H. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 25215) granting an increase 
of pension to R. O. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 25216) for the 
relief of Fred Fox, jr., of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 25217) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth B. Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 25218) granting a pension 
to Emma C. Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 25219) granting an increase 
of pension to Adam Herzinger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25220) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 25221) granting an 
increase of pension to Jose M. Jarmillo—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 25222) granting an 
increase of pension to John T. Beem—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 25223) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Job J. Whiteman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 25224) granting an 
increase of pension to David C. Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 25225) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Sardis L. Crissey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 25226) granting an increase of 
poron to William Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 

enslons. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 25227) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth S. Hess—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 25228) granting a 
pension 'to James T. Cloud—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 25229) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James T. Blair—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles, which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Abagail Tharp— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 25119) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. McGuirsey—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15452) granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon Stanfield—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22779) granting an increase of pension to J. C. 
Baldridge—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 

apers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the mayor and common council 
of the city of Astoria, Oreg., for legislation to relieve the fuel 
and car shortage in the Northwest—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of railway employees in various portions of the 
United States, for bill S. 5133 (the sixteen-hour bill)—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. N. Anderson and other citizens, for an 
amendment of the free-alcohol law—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Branch No. 3, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Buffalo, for bill H. R. 23579— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of H. McCreary, commander of 
Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 345, of Waterford, Pa., 
and A. W. Merrick, commander of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 70, of Corry, Pa., for more liberal allowance of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Hancock, Me., 
and Reading, Pa., against bill S. 5221, regulating the practice of 
osteopathy in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of H. Rosenberg et al., of South 
Bend, Ind., against the immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Stephen A. Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Edward P. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert 
Thomas Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Hugh Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of citizens of Weston, W. Va., 
against restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Dallas 
Vernam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Petition in the nature of a protest of H. D. 
Routzorg, relative to bill H. R. 21385 (diverting waters of the 
White River)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry J. Bomar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Burson Knitting Company, 
of Rockport, Ill, against restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Milo B. Stevens, against the no-attorney-fee 
clause of the McCumber pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
increase of salaries of post-office clerks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 31, 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William B. Row- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the Hebrew Labor Associa- 
tion, of Providence, R. I., against the immigration bills now 
pending—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of Camp Henry W. Lawton, Army 
of the Philippines, of Grafton, N. Dak., for bill H. R. 1827—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers in support of bill H. R. 
23221—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Petition of E. A. Warwick, secretary 
of Division No. 180, Order Railway Conductors, of Atlanta, Ga., 
for bill S. 5133—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of the Forestry Commission, for 
the forest-reseryation bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of lodges of Hebrew-Americans of New Hamp- 
shire and Connecticut, against further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the Board of 


Trade of Newark, N. J., against amendment in the river and- 


harbor bill to close drawbridges on Passaic and Hackensack 
rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill for 
renar of Beatrice H. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Henry R. Klinedinst and Charles Myers (previously referred to 
the Committee on Claims)—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Richmond, Mich., 
for the Littlefield bill relative to commerce between the States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of the executive council. of the 
Massachusetts State Board of Trade, favoring substitute for bill 
S. 529 (ship subsidy)—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Society of Arts of Massachusetts Insti- 
tute of Technology, for a forest reservation in the White 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the French newspaper publishers of New 
England, for legislation relative to such postage on foreign pa- 
pers as shall fayor French-American publications—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ` 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance of 
the United States, against further amendment of the immigra- 
tion laws—to the Committee on Iminigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the executive council of the State Board of 
Trade, for bill H. R. 7053, for postal-note currency—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Chicago Commercial Associa- 
tion for assignment of the U. S. S. Montgomery as a Chicago 
Naval Reserve ship—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Medical Society, against bill S. 
5221, regulating the practice of osteopathy in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of South Dakota, for 
amendment to the free-alcohol law—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of C. P. Bixler 
et al., favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of Frank Schoble & Co., for amendment to the 
free-alcohol law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of fruit growers of California, 
for modification of the Chinese-exclusion act—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
‘Alexander Mackey, Hindley Patton, and John Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Papers to accom- 
pany bill for relief of Great Salkehatchie Baptist Church—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of B. N. Isaacs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of citizens of Little River 
County, Ark., for an appropriation to improve upper Red 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Paper to accompany Dill for relief 
of Hermilius Kendall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of various Jewish lodges and or- 


ganizations of New Haven, Conn., against further restriction of 
ret be the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
on. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
Newark, N. J., against amendment to the river and harbor bill 
to close drawbridges on Passaic and Hackensack rivers—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, January 31, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

YUMA PUMPING AND IRRIGATION COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Director of the Geological Survey recommending the 
repeal of the act granting to the Yuma Pumping and Irrigation 
Company the right of way for two ditches across that part of 
the Yuma Indian Reservation lying in Arizona, approved Janu- 
ary 20, 1893; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARTILLERY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War submitting additional estimates of 
appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1908, aggregating $9,792,057.99, made neces- 
sary by reason of the act approved January 25, 1907, to reor- 
ganize and increase the efficiency of the artillery of the United 
States Army; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 

report of the Capital Traction Company, of the District of Co- 


lumbia, for the year ended December 31, 1906; which was re- . 


ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chief justice of the Court of Claims, requesting 
that, on account of the discovery of new evidence deemed mate- 
rial in certain French spoliation cases, they be recalled from 
Congress and remanded to the Court of Claims for further 
action; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes : 

In the cause of Maria L. Rodgers, granddaughter of Andrew 
K. Long, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Marie S. Perrimond, widow of Xavier Perri- 
mond, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Christine I. Owen, Kathleen D. Owen, Albert 
T. Owen, and Alfred C. Owen, children of Alfred M. Owen, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Katharine A. Horan, daughter of William 
Langdon, deceased, v. The United States; and 

In the cause of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Keyser, 
W. Va., v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
VISITORS TO MILITARY ACADEMY AT WEST POINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the junior Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] and the senior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] members of the Board of Visitors 
on the part of the Senate to attend the next annual examination 
of cadets at the Military Academy at West Point, N. I., under 
the requirements of section 1327 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented the credentials of SHELBY M. CUL- 

Lom, chosen by the legislature of the State of Illinois a Senator 
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from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907; which 
were read, and ordered to be filed. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. Burkerr was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That Mr. BURKETT be appointed to fill the vacancy in the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Pacific Rallroads. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That Mr. Curtis be 1 to fill the vacancy in the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Indian Depredations. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 7760) to authorize the Albany Railroad Bridge Com- 
pany or the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company to 
reconstruct a bridge across the Mississippi River, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House recedes from its 
amendment to the bill (S. 7099) granting an increase of pension 
to Esther A. Cleaveland. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21043) granting 
an inerease of pension to Robert J. Dewey. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19105) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Moser. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21579) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah R. Harrington; asks a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LoupENSLAGER, Mr. 
Draper, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 24538) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908; asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Cousins, Mr. CHARLES B. LANpis, and Mr. 
Howard managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 19752. An act for an additional term of court at Quincy, 
Tikes 

H. R. 24760. An act authorizing the construction of a dam 
across the Pend d'Oreille River, in the State of Washington, by 
the Pend d'Oreille Development Company, for the development 
of water power, electrical power, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 24815. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908; and. 

H. R. 24821. An act to authorize the Georgia Southwestern 
and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River between the States of Alabama and 
Georgia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 3702. An act for the relief of the Gurley Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses ; 

S. 4267. An act to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
near the Government Hospital for the Insane and thé District 
almshouse ; 

S. 5698. An act to regulate the practice of veterinary medicine 
in the District of Columbia; 

S. 6470. An act in relation to the Washington Market Com- 
pany ; 

S. 7028. An act for the relief of the Allis-Chalmers Company, 
of Milwaukee, Wis. ; 

S. 7147. An act to amend section 2536 of the Revised Statutes, 
relative to assistant appraisers at the port of New York, and 
further defining their powers, duties, and compensation ; 

S. 7170. An act to amend an act relating to service on foreign 
corporations, approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

H. R. 9577. An act for the relief of Charles H. Stockley; 


H. R. 24104. An act transferring Phelps County to the eastern 
division of the eastern judicial district of Missouri; and 

S. R. 86. Joint resolution granting an extension of time to 
certain homestead entrymen. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution of 
the general assembly of the State of Iowa, relative to the call- 
ing of a convention to propose the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Cement 
Users of Ames, Iowa, praying for a continuance of the appro- 
priation to provide for an investigation by the Geological Sur- 
vey of fuels and structural materials used by the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Geological Survey. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manila Press, of Manila, 
P. I., remonstrating against the establishment of an agricultural 
bank in the Philippines; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Philippines. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of-legislation to limit 
the effect of the regulation of commerce between the several 
States and Territories in certain cases; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the State Board of Trade, of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the opening and widening of Oakland Harbor in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the State Board of Trade, of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that the Government recognize Cali- 
fornia structural materials in connection with Government 
work in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the executive council of the 
California Bankers’ Association, of San Francisco Cal., praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate com- 
merce law relative to a uniform bill of lading; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a letter from G. A. Curtice, of 
Contoocook, N. H., relative to certain inaccurate statements 
from those advocating the consolidation of pension agencies. I 
also present resolutions from the headquarters of the Grand 
Army Association of Philadelphia and vicinity. 

I wish to call attention particularly to these resolutions re- 
monstrating against the abolition of the pension agencies of the 
country, a provision for which will be found in the pension ap- 
propriation bill coming from the House. 

I merely want to add, Mr. President, that when the existing 
agencies were established there were upon the rolls 285,697 pen- 
sioners, while on June 30, 1906, there were 985,971 pensioners on 
the rolls. The Grand Army is of opinion that there is no valid 
reason for abolishing those agencies. I commend the resolutions 
to the Committee on Pensions, which has jurisdiction of the 
matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter and resolutions will be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the New Hamp- 
shire Audubon Society and a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Franklin, N. H., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation to abolish the Division of Biological Survey in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Third Maryland Confer- 
ence of Charities and Correction, of Baltimore, Md., praying that 
an appropriation be made for a scientific investigation into the 
industrial conditions of woman and child workers in the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying that a 20 per cent increase be made in the 
salaries of all employees of the executive and judicial depart- 
ments of the District of Columbia other than those in classes 
where salaries have been increased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented the petition of Crammond Kennedy, of 
Washington, D. C., praying that an appropriation be made to pay 
the claims of D. M. Carman, of Manila, P. I., and of Brooks & 
Co., of Santiago de Cuba; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fort 
Edward, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hemp- 
stead, Wappinger, Lyons Falls, and Erwin, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7476) 
granting an increase of pension to Oliver S. Boggs; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Jerry M. White, of Kansas, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Joseph 
V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Civic League and of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Winfield, Kans., and a 
petition of sundry citizens of McPherson, Kans., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bowling 
Green, Mo., and a petition of sundry citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Missouri Lodge, No. 22, Inde- 
pendent Order of B’nai Brith, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigra- 
tion ; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 8, 
American Federation of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for judicial proceedings to 
determine the right of publications to subsidized rates of post- 
age; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of New 
Franklin, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the establishment of a child-labor bureau in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Jeffer- 
son City, Mo., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a 14-foot deep waterway from Chicago, III., to 
the Gulf of Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Missoula, Mont., praying for an investigation into the 
existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Montana, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Ennis, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FULTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rose- 
burg and Saline, in the State of Oregon, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ravens- 
wood, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lin- 
coln County, Tenn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Law- 
renceburg Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KEAN presented the petition of Florence Spencer Hunt, 
executrix of the estate of the late Mordecai Hunt, of Chester, 
N. J., praying that she be granted certain relief on account of 
unlawfully collected legacy taxes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. x 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Haddonfield, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented a petition of Oliver Short Post, 
No. 390, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rossville, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to pension all honorably dis- 
charged soldiers of the war of the rebellion at the rate of $30 
per month; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. MONEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tupelo, 
Miss., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Corinth, 
Me., and a petition of sundry citizens of Fort Fairfield, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the farmers’ institute of 
Carroll County, III., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“parcels-post bill;“ which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Christian 
County, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for a national reciprocal demurrage law penalizing railroads 
for wantonly neglecting to perform their duties as common car- 
riers of freight; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of Bessie Josephine 
Lynch, praying that emolument be paid the children of John A. 
Lynch, late a citizen of the United States, for valuable services 
rendered by him as the projector and promoter of the Inter- 
national American Conference and the Intercontinental Railway 
in the interest of closer commercial and friendly relations be- 
tween the United States and Mexico and the several Republics 
of Central and South America and the Empire of Brazil. I 
move that the petition be printed as a document and referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of Maier Zinder Lodge, 
No. 572, Independent Order of B’nai B'rith, of New Haven, 
Conn., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
further restrict immigration; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

Mr. CARMACK presented the petition of Frank Maloney, of 
the State of Tennessee, praying for the enactment of legislation 
for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the 
Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hollow Rock, 
Savannah, and Sparta, all in the State of Tennessee, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented sundry petitions of citizens of Preston, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Absentee Shawnee Indians, 
praying for a settlement of their claim to a certain tract of land 
in Missouri known as the “Carondelet grant” or the “ Cape 
Girardeau Reserve; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented the petition of Adolph 
Prensler and sundry other citizens of White, S. Dak., praying 
for the adoption of a certain amendment to the present dena- 
tured-alcohol law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7153) for the relief of David McClelland, 
for loss sustained at Chickamauga Park, Georgia, January 29, 
1904, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. ALLER, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3592) permitting the St. Louis, San Fran- 
cisco and New Orleans Railroad Company (formerly the Ar- 
kansas and Choctaw Railway Company), the St. Louis and 
Oklahoma City Railroad Company, the St. Louis, Oklahoma and 
Southern Railway Company, and the Oklahoma City and West- 
ern Railroad Company, and each or either of them, to sell and 
convey their railroads and other property in the Indian Terri- 
tory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company, and 
for other purposes, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7921) for the relief of George A. Arm- 
strong, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Burkett on the 15th instant, pro- 
posing to appropriate $140,000 for the acquisition of about 16,000 
acres of land adjacent to the military reservation of Fort Robin- 
son, Nebr., intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
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priation bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5456) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
C. Cash; 

A bill (S. 7862) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Loughner; and 

A bill (S. 7871) granting a pension to Catharine C. Hayes. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

1 bill (S. 2729) granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 
enry ; 

A bill (S. 7222) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 

Byrne; and 

u A bill (S. 4028) granting an increase of pension to Ann H. 
arnes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 7188) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Martin All, reported it 
with an amendment. 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5169) for the re- 
lief of W. B. Sutter, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5167) for the relief of William H. Stiner 
& Sons, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 15594) for the relief of John B. Brown, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 3577) for the relief of Barclay H. Warburton; 

A bill (H. R. 5195) for the relief of the Milburn Wagon Com- 
pany, of Toledo, Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) for the relief of Miss Bernice Farrell; 

A bill (H. R. 12009) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
M. A. Phelps and the heirs at law of John W. Renner; 

A bill (H. R. 20168) for the relief of F. Kraut, of Leon 
Springs, Tex. : 

A bill (H. R. 6430) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to German M. Rouse informer’s fees for certain 
opium seizures ; 

A bill (H. R. 4300) for the relief of A. J. Stinson; 

A bill (H. R. 4299) for the relief of John Stinson ; 

A bill (H. R. 19493) to reimburse Oscar Fulgham, ex-sheriff 
of Madison County, Ala., for judgment and costs rendered 
against him when acting in the service of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 7746) for the relief of Columbia Hospital and 
Dr. A. E. Boozer ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 8365) for the relief of C. A. Berry; 

A bill (H. R. 11676) for the relief of persons who sustained 
property damage caused by fire at the Rock Island Arsenal; 

A bill (H. R. 1078) for the relief of Hamilton D. South, sec- 
ond lieutenant, United States Marine Corps; 

A bill (H. R. 15909) to reward the widow and minor son of 
Capt. Charles W. Dakin and the widow and minor children of 
Thomas J. Hennessy, late of the San Francisco fire department, 
who lost their lives while fighting a fire on board of the United 
States Army transport Meade; 

A bill (H. R. 18865) for the relief of John and David West; 

A bill (H. R. 9778) for the relief of Philip Loney; and 

A bill (H. R. 3268) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir 
of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 21529) granting a pension to Charlotte 
Game, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 21347) granting an increase of pension to Jean- 
nette M. Guiney ; 

A bill (H. R. 21548) granting an increase of pension to Addi- 
son Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 21524) granting an increase of pension to Elison 
Gatewood ; 

A bill (H. R. 21499) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Weiand; 
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A bill (H. R. 21496) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel B. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 21470) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Rebecea Carroll ; 

A bill (H. R. 21354) granting a pension to Mary Shutler ; 

A bill (H. R. 21343) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Murray 

A bill (H. R. 21335) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey S. Nettleton; 

A ae (H. R. 21332) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 21331) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert O. Bradley; 

A bill (H. R. 21325) granting an increase of pension to George 
O. Tibbitts; 

A bill (H. R. 21322) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Wilson ; 

A bill (H. R. 21320) granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
linda H. Hitchcock ; 

A bill (H. R. 20215) granting an increase of pension to Riley 
J. Berkley ; 

A bill (H. R. 21612) granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Hart; 

A bill (H. R. 21606) granting an increase of pension to Felix 
G. Morrison ; 

A bill (H. R. 21603) granting an increase of pension to Cal- 
vin S. Mullins; 

A bin (H. R. 21564) granting an increase of pension to Dan- 
jel French: 

A bill (H. R. 21551) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
fred E. Lucas; 

A bill (H. R. 21542) granting an increase of pension to Eras- 
tus A. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 21535) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Feeley ; 

Ze (H. R. 21534) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 21532) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Dobson ; 

3 (H. R. 21497) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Hobbs; 
= A Bi (H. R. 21483) granting an increase of pension to George 

ocds ; 

A bill (H. R. 21481) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 21472) granting an increase of pension to Wiley 
H. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 21471) granting an increase of pension to Ada- 
line H. Malone; 

A bill (H. R. 21448) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Jackman; 

A bill (H. R. 21446) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Crum; 

A bill (H. R. 21432) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Bragg; 

A bill (H. R. 21428) granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius H. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 21427) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Moody ; 

A bill (H. R. 21376) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Stiehter; 

A bill (H. R. 21375) granting an increase of pension to John 
S. Cornwell; and 

A bill (H. R. 21335) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cooper. 
Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7143) directing the 
Postmaster-General to credit John A. Bingham, late postmaster 
at Vandalia, Ill., in the sum of $500 on account of stamps lost 
by burglary, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7922) to reimburse Anna B. Moore, postmaster at 
Rhyolite, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1181) to provide for the payment of over- 
time claims of letter carriers excluded from judgment as barred 
by limitation, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

2 A m (H. R. 21122) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
mall; 
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A bill (H. R. 21113) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
M. Chamberlin ; 

A bill (H. R. 21079) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick Kinney ; 

A bill (l. R. 21078) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 21077) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew M. Dunn; 

Sane (H. R. 21061) granting an increase of pension to James 
ns; 

A bill (H. R. 21060) granting an increase of pension to Gott- 
lieb Kirchner ; 

A bill (H. R. 21047) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
J. Melton ; 

A bill (H. R. 21046) granting a pension to Jesse Harral; 

A bill (H. R. 21002) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Wiggins ; 
4 A bill (H. R. 21000) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

vans; 

A bill (H. R. 21277) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 21274) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Buffington ; 

A bill (H. R. 21270) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 21264) granting an increase of pension to Dayid 
J. Wise; 

Kae bill (H. R. 21258) granting an increase of pension to James 
opp; 

A bill (H. R. 21256) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 21255) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McDowell; 

A bill (H. R. 21227) granting an increase of pension to Par- 
thena Lasley ; 

A bill (H. R. 21161) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
J. Rhodes; 

A bill (H. R. 21157) granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Peak; 

A bill (H. R. 21123) granting an increase of pension to Law- 
rence McHugh; 

A bill (H. R. 21303) granting an increase of pension to James 
Edward Bristol; 

A bill (II. R. 21283) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick De eta 

A bill (H. R. 21281) 0 an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Ludwig; 

A bill (H. R. 21280) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Cain; and 

A bill (H. R. 21279) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Heiler. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21808) granting an increase 
of pension to Leyi Mitchell, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 21906) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Bruder; 

A bill (II. R. 21896) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Field: 

A bill (II. R. 21888) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Canova; 

A bill (H. R. 21887) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Hayman; 

A a (H. R. 21886) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bryan 

A 5 ( H. R. 21882) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Breazeale 

A bill CH: R. 21852) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Eaman; 

A bill (H. R. 21843) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

II. Delaney; 

A bill (II. R. 21836) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
C. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 21837) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Kasson; 

A pn (II. R. 21819) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Pea 

A “pil (H. R. 21761) granting an increase of pension to John 
Tims; 

A bin (H. R. 21724) granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Martin; 


W (I. R. 21667) granting an increase of pension to John 

wle 

5 Comes (il. R. 21651) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
u 

A bill (I. R. 21648) granting an increase of pension to Mi- 
chael Gaus; 

A bill (H. R. 21644) granting an increase of pension to Shel- 
don Hess; 

15 bill (H. R. 21636) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
er; 
755 bil (H. R. 21634) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
ckler ; 

A bill (H. R. 21881) granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
hala M. Jones; 

5 A (H. R. 21856) granting an increase of pension to John 

. Viall; 

A bill (H. R. 21848) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Arthur; 

A bill (H. R. 21798) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Spencer ; 

5 A bill (H. R. 21767) granting an increase of pension to George 
oung; 

A bill (H. R. 21630) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Yeargin; 

A bill (H. R. 21626) granting an increase of pension to Cal- 
vin Barker; 

A bill (II. R. 21624) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Willey ; 

A bill (H. R. 21617) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Miller; and 

A bill (H. R. 21615) granting an increase of pension to David 
Yoder, 

f ROBERT D. BENEDICT. i 

Mr. KEAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1443) for the payment of 
Robert D. Benedict for services rendered, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 
The bill is very short, and it involves only $250. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to pay to Robert D. Benedict, of the 
Borough of Brooklyn, N. Y., $250 in full payment and discharge 
of the claim of said Robert D. Benedict, for legal services ren- 
dered by him in a legal proceeding taken by the clerk of the 
district court of the United States for the southern district of 
New York, for an injunction to prevent the clerk from being 
deprived of the necessary accommodations for the records of 
the court. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the bill (S. 2385) for the payment 
of Robert D. Benedict for services rendered, which is now on the 
Calendar and which is the same bill exactly, be indefinitely 
postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

J. J. L. PEEL. 

Mr. FULTON. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1808) for the relief of J. J. L. 
Peel, to report it favorably without amendment, and I submit a 
report thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to pay to J. J. L. Peel, of Spokane, Wash., 
$1,041.76, being the amount advanced by him for necessary clerk 
hire and expenses while acting as postmaster at Spokane, Wash. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STURGEON BAY, ILLINOIS, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res, 
207) declaring Sturgeon Bay, Illinois, not navigable water, to 
report it favorably without amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 8244) to pay to the legal 
heirs of the late John A. Lynch for valuable services rendered 
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Ey him as the projector and promoter of the International Amer- 
ican Conference and the Intercontinental Railway; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8245) granting an increase of 
pension to Gilbert J. George; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 8246) for the relief of 
John H. Lohman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 8247) granting a pension to 
Harvey McKinney; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8248) to amend section 2731 of 
the Revised Statutes, relative to salary of assistant appraisers 
at the port of New York; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8249) to authorize the 
towns of Takoma, Md., and Chevy Chase, Md., to connect their 
water systems with the water system of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce: 

A bill (S. 8250) for the establishment of a light-house and 
fog-signal station at White Shoals, in the Straits of Mackinac, 
State of Michigan; 

A bill (S. 8251) for the establishment of a light-house and 
fog-signal station at the easterly end of Gull Island, Apostle 
Group, westerly end of Lake Superior, Wisconsin; and 

A bill (S. 8252) to construct and place a light-ship at the east- 
erly end of the southeast shoal near North -Manitou Island, 
Lake Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 8253) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Noah Boothby; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 8254) for the relief of 
the estate of Isaac Bloom, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 8255) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Edward J. Gallagher, administrator of 
Charles Gallagher, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 8256) for the relief of the heirs of Charles H. Foy, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is. quite a demand for copies of 
Senate bill 7887, introduced by me on the 16th instant, in refer- 
ence to the shortage of cars engaged in interstate commerce. 
There are besides some verbal inaccuracies in the printed bill. 
I therefore reintroduce the bill with the corrections suggested 
and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

The bill (S. 8257) to require railroad companies engaged in 
interstate commerce to promptly furnish cars and other trans- 
portation facilities, and to empower the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to make rules and regulations with respect thereto, 
and to further regulate commerce among the several States, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 8258) granting a pension 
to Mary B. Yerington; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 8259) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry B. Love; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 8260) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary B. Siviter; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8261) for the relief of Christopher 
Alexander and others; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. DU PONT introduced a bill (S. 8262) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of Lieut. Col. Harry G. Cavenaugh, United States 
Army, retired, on the retired list of the Army with the rank of 
brigadier-general ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CURTIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was meer to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $200 for preparing an index to the report of the 
French-Venezuelan Claims Commission, intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BULKELEY submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
88 3 to the Committee on Commerce, aud ordered to be 
Printed. 

Mr. PETTUs submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. ? 

Mr. MALLORY submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,000 for the remoyal of office building No. 103 from 
its present location to the hill in the rear of building No. 65, 
navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal., intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$4,000 for marking the places where American soldiers fell and 
were temporarily interred in Cuba and China, intended to be 
proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. KNOX submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,000 to pay John M. McDowell, of Council City, Alaska, for 
services rendered in preparing indices of all the records of 
Council City recording district of the second judicial district 
of Alaska, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $4,405 out of the sum allowed to the Eastern Cherokee 
Indians under the judgment of the Supreme Court, October 
term, 1905, to those individuals and councilors entitled to the 
same under resolutions of April 29, 1904, and May 11, 1906, of 
the permanent council of the Eastern Cherokees, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment proposing to 
make immediately available $40,000 of the appropriation of 
$150,000 for the investigation of the cotton boll weevil, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the agricultural appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proyiding that officers 
who now hold the rank of brigadier-general on the active list 
of the Army, having previously held that rank for three years 
or more, shall, when retired from active service, have the rank 
and pay of major-general, intended to be proposed by him to 
the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT AND AMENDMENTS, 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Bureau of Corporations of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor has prepared and had 
printed a document reproducing the old interstate-commerce 
act and the chenges made therein by the act of June 29, 1906. 
The copies of that document have been exhausted, and as it 
is the best I have seen on the subject, showing as it does in 
parallel columns the changes made in the old law by the new 
law, I ask that it may be printed as a public document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ESTATE OF MARCUS P. NORTON. 
Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 8066) entitled “A bill Referring to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication and determination the claims of 
the widow and family o Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at law of 
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on nip A DN for bene Nighy ge ot: es’ sch C. Laws an OBa. oE the. ciah 
ants under the pesam of the said Norton and as agent for the said 
widow and f: ly of the said Norton and the said heirs at law of 
others, now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims in 
3 of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for 
he bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” 
approved March 3, 1887; and the said court shall proceed with the 
same in accordance with the provisions of such act and report to the 
Senate their findings of fact and law. 


LORENZO F. HARMON. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

Resolved by the Senate (the H ta 

olve y the Senate ( ouse e 


tives cinci ie 
That the President be requested to retur (8. 1879) entitled 
“An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo F. Harmon.” 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 19752. An act for an additional term of court at Quincy, 
III., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Jndiciary. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 24760. An act authorizing the construction of a dam 
across the Pend d’Oreille River, in the State of Washington, by 
the Pend d'Oreille Development Company, for the development 
of water power, electrical power, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 24821. An act to authorize the Georgia Southwestern 
and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River between the States of Alabama and Georgia ; 

H. R. 24815. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

5 PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Larra, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On January 29: 

S. 5469. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States; and 

S. 5560. An act for the relief of Matthew J. Davis. 

On January 30: £ 

S. 1894. An act for the relief of P. S. Corbett; and 

S. 1231. An act to reimburse the Becker Brewing and Malting 
Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss resulting from robbery of the 
United States mails. 

SARAH A. CLAPP. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 1738) for 
the relief of Sarah A. Clapp. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to pay to Sarah A. Clapp, formerly Sarah 
A. Chadwick, the pay and allowances of a surgeon of volunteer 
eavalry from the 15th day of November, 1861, to December 27, 
1861, and the pay and allowances of an assistant surgeon of 
cavalry from December 27, 1861, to the 25th day of August, 1862, 
she having served as such surgeon and assistant surgeon for 
the time mentioned, respectively, in the Seventh Regiment of 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, under her maiden name of Sarah A. 
Chadwick. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NYE & SCHNEIDER COMPANY. 

Mr. MILLARD. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10595) for the relief of Nye & Schneider 
Company. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It proposes to pay the sum of $61.13 to Nye & 
Schneider Company, of Fremont, Nebr., being an unpaid bal- 
ance on bill rendered for fuel furnished the United States 
Government by that company during the years 1893 and 1894 
for the purpose of heating the post-office building at Hastings, 
Nebr. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED BURGESS. > 

Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 

-tion of the bill (S. 7163) to correct the naval record of Alfred 


urgess. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I dislike very much to in- 
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terfere with the convenience of Senators. I myself have some 
bills which I should like to have passed; but the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] has given notice that he wants to 
speak at the end of the routine morning business. He is 
limited in time, because he has got to get through before 2 
o'clock; and while he may not take that time, I feel com- 
pelled to object to the consideration of any bill until he gets 
through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from New York. 


EXECUTIVE FUNCTIONS AND RESERVED STATE RIGHTS. 


Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I call up resolution No. 199, 
which was submitted by me on the 17th of last month, and ask 
to have read as a substitute for the original resolution the reso- 
lution which I now send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The substitute resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maryland will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the Se ge of the Senate the functions of the 
Executive should be limited to the 5 of the duties assigned 
to him by the Constitution and by the laws passed in pursuance 
thereof, and there should be no interference by the Executive with the 
legislative or judicial departments of the Government, and the legis- 
lative, judicial, and executive departments of the Government should 
be forever kı te and distinct: And resolved further, That if ad- 
ditional constitutional powers are necessary to carry on the pur- 
poses of the General Government, they must be procured by amend- 
ments to the Constitution and not by a strained construction of the 
delegated powers so as to invade the reserved rights of the States. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, some weeks ago a member of 
the Cabinet, a lawyer of great attainments and profound learn- 
ing, in an address delivered by him, and that has been given 
wide circulation in the public press, gaye utterance to the fol- 
lowing sentiment: 

It is useless for the advocates of States’ rights to inve gainst 
the supremacy of the constitutional laws age United Bie or 
against the extension of nati ogy A in the fields of necessary 
control where the States themselves fail in the performance of their 
duty. The instinct for self-government among the people of the United 
States is too 3 to poa them long to anyone's right to 
exercise a power which fails to exercise. The governmental control 
which they deem just and necessary they will have. It may be that 
such control would better be exercised in particular instances by the 
governments of the States, but the people will have the control 

either from the States or from the National Government, and if 
the States fail to furnish it In due measure, sooner or later construc- 
tions of the Constitution will be found to vest the power where it 
will be exercised in the National Government. 


About a week after this address had been delivered and suffi- 
cient time for further reflection had elapsed, the distinguished 
Secretary of State, in answer to comments and criticisms that 
had been passed upon his remarks, publicly announced that he 
had no intention of changing a word or an idea that he had 
expressed upon this occasion. 

A DANGEROUS DOCTRINE OF CONSTITUTIONAL CONSTRUCTION. 

Speaking now with the utmost deference and respect, and 
with great admiration for the services that he has rendered 
in the various public positions which he has occupied and that 
he has so highly honored, I regard this doctrine thus announced, 
adhered to, and emphasized as a most dangerous and insidious 
attack upon the institutions of the country. I would not attach 
so much. practical importance to the address if it were not for 
the fact that the propositions advanced are being constantly il- 
lustrated in the administration of our Government, and there- 
fore they can not be regarded simply as the expression of a sen- 
timent or a theory, but must be taken as they were intended to 
be taken, as manifesting the purpose of the present Administra- 
tion to carry this new doctrine of constitutional construction 
into execution whenever the opportunity or emergency may 
arise for its exercise. 

Let us therefore analyze it and be prepared to meet it as a 
substantive issue which, for the novelty of its conception, and 
the unmasked boldness of its pretensions, is without a prece- 
dent, and I hope without a following among men of either 
party who have any desire whatsoever to maintain the au- 
tonomy of the States or the inviolable character of our Federal 
institutions. The sum and substance of this revolutionary idea 
is this: There are certain powers which the Federal Govern- 
ment can not exercise and which nevertheless may be con- 
sidered necessary for the welfare of the Union. The States, 
either separately or by concurrent action, could come to the 
rescue of the Constitution and enact legislation that would 
afford full and adequate relief for the want of power in the 
Federal Government, repeating now the identical language that 
was useđ—“ the people will have the control they need, either 
from the States or from the National Government, and if the 
States fail to furnish it in due measure, sooner or later con- 
structions of the Constitution will be found to vest the power 
where it will be exercised in the National Government.” That 


is to say, that this Government is a government of delegated and 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


enumerated powers, and beyond these powers entire and abso- 
lute sovereignty rests with the States. The delegated powers are 


not sufficient to cover the field of national necessity. The States 
must not permit their powers te lie dormant; they must supply 
the deficiency, and if they fail to do this then the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial branches of the Government will supple- 
ment the Constitution and so construe and adapt the delegated 
powers that they will carry with them the dermant powers of 
the States that they have failed to put into practical operation. 
If such a doctrine as this had obtained in the constitutional 
convention the Constitution would never have been ratified 
amd we would never have had a Constitution ef the United 
States. And if either Congress or the President or the Supreme 
Wourt is to undertake this construction now and assume this 
unlawful prerogative, then it would become absolutely neces- 
sary for us to resolve ourselves into a government of inherent 
power, with unlimited jurisdiction, and with the reserved 
rights of the States obliterated and extinguished. 
THE RESERVED RIGHTS OF THE STATES. 
I shall not enter into an academic discussion upon the re- 
served rights of the States and the imperishable distinction 
between these rights and the delegated powers of the Constitu- 
tion. An incessant flood of political Hterature—velumes upon 
volumes, adjudications ranging over a century—and the com- 
mon consent of the American people have settled the question 
that we can not and we dare not do what is foreshadowed in 
this address without subverting the foundation upon which this 
Republic stands. It would be a perfect waste of time for me 
to ronm over the field of judicial history and present to any 
intelligent assemblage the cardinal distinctions of the Constitu- 
tion between delegated and reserved powers. The monotony of 
such mn argument would warn me to desist from pursuing it, 
and its universal acceptance covered and closed forever by the 
decisions of the Supreme Court admonishes me that the Senate 
of the United States desires no presentation upon that subject. 
What we now want is to meet the menace and the threat that 
the States shall gradually lose their reserved rights, not Þe- 
guse they do not exist, but because such a construction shall 
be placed upon the enumerated powers of the Federal Govern- 
ment that the local laws and customs and usages of the States— 


that their constitutions and their statutes, that the will of their 


people as expressed In their conventions and Jegislative assem- 
bieges, that their dormant and unexercised powers, that their 
failure to provide fer the welfare of otber States and for the 
general welfare of the Union—tmust all give way to this new 
rule of interpretation and construction which declares that 
whenever there is a proposition that in the opinion of the ruling 
powers tends to promote the general welfare of the Union, 
the actual Federal powers shoil be enlarged and strained to 


such an extent that this Government shall no longer be a gov- | 


ernment of @elegated powers, but shall resolve itself inte a 
centralize. despotism without any limitation upon its activities, 
without any inhibition upon its authority, and without any 
boundary to its jurisdiction. 


THE CONSTITUTION DOES NOT CHANGE WITH CIRCUMSTANCES. 


Let it not be supposed for a moment that I am opposed to the 
most complete execution of all Federal powers vested in the 
Government under the Constitution. I believe, whenever the 
emergency arises, in the exhaustion of Federal power for the 
purpose ef meeting it, and the Supreme Court ef the United 
States has never hesitated to ratify the doctrine ‘first proclaimed 
by Marshall in McCulloch v. Maryland: 

Let the end be legitimate; let it be within the scope of the Consti- 
tution, and all means which are oF ee which are pep kyi adapted 


to that end; which are not prohibited, but consist with the spirit and 
letter of the Constitution, are constitutional. 


When we come to collect taxes, to regulate commerce, to coin | 


money, to restrain the carriers of commerce from extortion and 
discrimination, to prevent unlawful combinations of centralized 
wealth from plundering the people, and to exercise every power 
vested in this Government, I say, as the Supreme Court in 
‘unnumbered decisions has declared, that these powers must 
keep pace with the development of the country, and as it pro- 
gresses and advances, the subject upon which these powers can 
operate expands and enlarges so that to-day admittedly the field 
of their operations has passed beyond contemporaneous construc- 
tion and covers a territory and a multiplicity of cases that were 
not and could not have been within the contemplation of the 
men who framed the Constitution; and every thought that the 
Secretary has uttered upon this branch of the subject meets 
with my ready consent, and I preceed with him to the utmost 
Innits of his contention. This is not the point at all upon which 


we divide. We divide upon the point that you can inter- 


polate into the Constitution new powers upon the plea of gov- 
ernmental necessity. I may admit that a uniform divorce law, 


referred to by the Secretary, would be highly beneficial to 
society, but I deny that there is any possible method by which 
we can work it into the Constitution, and when he refers to a 
uniform insurance law I may admit that such a plan wonld be 
entitled to eur sericus consideration, but I respectfully chal- 
lenge him to point me to the clause in the instrument that can 
be construed to cover such a grant. 

Let me ask in this connection what about the law that would 
embrace the right of suffrage? There is the practical danger 
that confronts us. There is an illustration that comes right 
within this new canon of construction. Each State has its 
own statutes regulating the suſfrages of its citizens, and without 
infringing upon the amendments, a number of them have pro- 
vided eg am educational test and property qualifications. In 
this regard a State is not controlled by what other States may 
require, nor does the welfare of the Union at all enter into its 
consideration. It is entirely a question of its own welfare and 
its own environment and its own safety and its own moral and 
material progress. I do not for a moment contend that the Sec- 
retary would deprive the States of this right, but under his new 
plan of constitutional construction it would be a simple process 
to accomplish this result. Does it make any difference that in 
the case of Miner v. Happersett, in 21 Wallace, the Supreme 
Court has declared that the Constitution ef the United States 
dees not coufer the right of suffrage upon anyone, and that in a 
subsequent case, that of The United States v. Cruikshank, in 
92 U. S., the Supreme Court, affirming the earlier care, has 
again declared that the right to vote in the States comes from 
the States, and that only the right of exemption frem the pro- 
hibitive discrimination comes from the United States. The 
Honse of Representatives to-day, adopting this new rule of con- 
stitutional construction, can practically repeal these decisions and 
decline to admit any member into its bedy from any Southern 
State that limits its suffrages to the intelligence of its citizens, 
upon the plea of governmental—or to be nere accurate—of party 
mecessity. Thus one by one the reserved rights of the States 
would fall and away would go the decisions of a century. 

In Texas v. White, in 7 Wallace, the Chief Justice declared 
that the “maintenance of the govermnent of the States is ns 
much within the design and care of the Constitution as the 

preservation of the Union and the maintenance of the National 
5 


In Ex parte Milligan, in 4 Wallace, the Supreme Court rang 
this clarion note: 


les 9 to meet the 
doctrine involving more — cious conse- 


the wit of man than that 
can be suspended during any of the great 
ernment. 

All eur judicial history rings with one accord upon this theme 
from the time that Madison declared that the jurisdiction of this 
Government extends to certain enumerated objects, and leaves 
to the several States a residuary and inviolable sovereignty ever 
all other objects, and Hamilton declared that all authority of 
which the States are not explicitly divested.in faver of the 
Union remains with them down to the day when the Supreme 
Court proclaimed that the Constitution, in all of its provisions, 
looks to an indestructible union composed ef indestructible 
States. 

This new dispensation, therefore, is at utter war with judicial 
opinion. It makes a mockery of the unbroken line of adjudica- 
tions upon the subject. It turns the Constitution into a rhap- 
sody of words; and if the heresy is ever to be accepted by the 
coming generations, we might as well apply the flames to that 
gveat edifice of constitutional thought that it has taken over a 
century to ereci, and level it te the earth in all the symmetry of 
its proportions. 


THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


As I said at the beginning, however, Mr. President, I would 
not have arisen here to-day at all if it were not for the fact 


quences was ever Invented 


that this doctrine of constitutional perversion is being put into 


practical operation constantly by those for whom the Secretary 
is speaking, and whose purpose and design he is so clearly up- 
holding and fortifying, and this brings me to the other branch 
of the resolution. 

i would like it understood that I do not intend in anything I 
may now say to assail the President of the United States. It is 
my determined purpose not to do so, and I shall extremely regret 
it if I deviate therefrom. I esteem him too highly in a great 
many respects, individually and officially, to be influenced in the 
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were present, and fully justified it, I should not make use of 
this place for the purpose of creating political capital or foment- 
ing party rancor out of any of the facts with which I am about 
to deal. 
I have a great object in view which must not become involved 
with any element of political bias that would only tend to 
lower the aspect in which I propose to present it. I am looking 


to the future and not so much to the present. No journal in 
the land, if it should honor me by taking any notice of what I 
am about to say, will charge me, I hope, in my analysis of the 
President's official methods, in indulging in any criticism that 
may be objectionable either to him or to that great body of the 
American people who confide in him and admire him for what 
he has accomplished for his country. Thus restrained and cir- 
cumscribed, I shall now proceed to illustrate the proposition 
that the President of the United States, influenced by honest 
motives, has nevertheless set an example for future Presidents 
and future generations that is destructive of our best traditions, 
that challenges the law, and ignores the limitations of the Con- 
stitution, and which, if followed under impulses less sincere and 
patriotic than his own, would ultimately result in an entire mis- 
conception of our form of government upon the part of those 
who may be called upon to administer it, and would effect a 
gradual upheayal of the principles that underlie and form the 
bulwark of our institutions. 

THE DIVISION OF LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL POWER. 

The imperishable distinction of executive, legislative, and 
judicial functions is the basic principle that supports the or- 
ganic law of this land. If there has been any confusion upon 
this subject it ought to be cleared up; if there is a growing mis- 
apprehension among the people in regard to the power of the 
Executive it ought to be arrested before it makes any further 
inroads upon their credulity; if there has been any violation of 


the plain intent and meaning of constitutional requirements it- 


ought to be exposed, and if the people, as has been claimed, 
are utterly indifferent as to the methods employed whether 
unconstitutional or not, provided the accomplishment inures 
to the advantage of the country, then they ought to be aroused 
from their lethargy and confronted with the traditions of the 
Republic and the genius of our institutions. 

The proposition under consideration goes far beyond the 
President personally, because it relates to our entire conception 
of executive duty and of governmental distinctions, and my 
sole object now in entering upon this inyestigation is to prevent 
the present interpretation of Executive authority, as far as it lies 
within my humble power, from becoming without further ques- 
tion or examination a part of the accepted policy of the country. 
The President is laboring under the honest impression that he 
is responsible to the country for the legislation of Congress, 
and that therefore it is his duty to interfere when its pro- 
ceedings do not comport with his own ideas as to what is best 
for the interests of the people, and in accordance with this 
rule he has ignored not the letter, because that can not be done, 
but the substance and spirit of the plan of a division of gov- 
ernmental functions as embodied in the Constitution. Of course 
with an Executive who did not haye the welfare of the people 
at heart such an illusion would be fatal to the stability of the 
Republic. In pursuance of this purpose we haye now for the 
first time in our history a Government practically conducted in 
nearly all of its departments, with the exception of the ju- 
diciary—and even there the encroachment is visible—by the Ex- 
ecutive and in conformity with his own ideals and standards. 
His standards and ideals may be right, and I am satisfied that 
they are in a number of instances, but I believe, with all the 
sincerity. I possess, that the safety and welfare of the Republic 
is in danger if the blight of such a policy should be allowed by 
any insidious process to become engrafted upon our institutions, 

THE TREATY-MAKING POWER. 

I shall now take as the first instance where there has been a 
conflict between executive and legislative functions—the treaty- 
making power of the President and the Senate. Article sec- 
ond of the Constitution provides that the President shall have 
power by and with the advice and consent of the Senate to 
make treaties, provided that two-thirds of the Senators present 
concur. In the Santo Domingo affair the President has eyi- 

.dently made his own treaty. I am not discussing the proposi- 
tion whether his views and purposes are right or wrong in 
reference to Santo Domingo. He may be right—a great many 
persons think that he is. He may have performed a great pub- 
lie service for the people of that island and for civilization and 
humanity in the efforts that he has made to extricate them from 
their difficulties and misfortunes. This is not the point at 
issue. The charge that I make is that he has accomplished this 
in violation of the Constitution, and has set an example for 
his successors which, if followed, would abrogate the provision 


that gives this body the right to be consulted in the treaty- 
making power. 

The principal provision of the Santo Domingo treaty relates 
to the collection of the revenues of the island and their distribu- 
tion among its creditors. All other parts of the treaty were 
subordinate to this. What has been done? The treaty has 
been practically carried into effect without consulting the 
Senate. The appointment of an American agent as an official 
of Santo Domingo to collect its customs was simply a cover 
and an eyasion. Under the principles of international law and 
the comity of nations this Government is morally bound for the 
proper custody of this fund, and would be liable in case of its 
waste or loss. After its collection the only act of any conse- 
quence that remained to be done was its distribution, and even 
this has been practically determined upon, I understand, by 
settlement with her creditors. 

Now, when you add to this the fact that our war ships are in 
the harbors of the island ostensibly for the purpose of protect- 
ing American interests, but in reality protecting the officials of 
the island against any menace from without, and revolution 
from within, you have the establishment of a sovereignty or a 
protectorate without a word from Congress or the Senate sanc- 
tioning the same. This is called a modus vivendi, but the 
phrase modus vivendi has no application to a condition of this 
sort, and is a perfectly meaningless absurdity in this connec- 
tion. What is being done is the maintenance of a status quo, 
but a status quo created by the President at the time of the nego- 
tiation of the treaty, and without any warrant of law whatsoever. 
I do not believe that in all the archives of the State Department 
there can be found any precedent for such a proceeding. Any 
President could at any time, following this example, make an 
agreement with any foreign country, uphold it by armed inter- 
vention, and then if the Senate declined to confirm his action 
simply announce that he proposed to maintain the status quo or 
modus vivendi, as it is erroneously called, and thus practically 
effectuate a treaty whether the Senate consents or not, What 
the President has done in reference to Santo Domingo he can 
duplicate any day with respect to any of the bankrupt and reyo- 
Intionary Republics of Central or South America. They may 
appeal to him for help. He may negotiate a treaty and the 
Senate may decline to act upon the treaty, and in the meantime 
he may enter into an agreement with them to collect their cus- 
toms duties, place them on deposit in an American bank, and in 
the custody of an American representative, and when Congress 
or the Senate calls him to account he can, with absolute defi- 
ance, announce that the work has been done and that it is the 
duty pf this Government to make a proper division of the funds. 

When an appeal comes to him from this quarter he can direct 
our war ships to protect American interests, and incidentally 
the party in power or the reyolutionists friendly to our interven- 
tion, and he can assume control over their custom-houses and 
maintain a financial protectorate over them without a treaty 
and without constitutional or legislative sanction. This policy 
may be all right—perhaps the American people are in fayor of 
this new doctrine; it may be a wonderful accomplishment—Cen- 
tral America may profit by it; it may be a great benefit to us 
commercially and it may be in the interest of civilization, but as 
a student and follower of the Constitution, I deprecate the 
methods that have been adopted, and I appeal to you to know 
whether we propose to sit silently by and by our indifference or 
tacit acquiescence submit to a scheme that ignores the privileges 
of this body; that is not authorized by statute; that does not 
array itself within any of the functions of the Executive; that 
vests the treaty-making power exclusively in the President, to 
whom it does not belong; that overrides the organic law of the 
land and that virtually proclaims to the country that while the 
other branches of the Government are controlled by the Consti- 
tution, that the Executive is above and beyond it, and whenever 
his own views or policies conflict with it he will find some way 
to effectuate his purposes uncontrolled by its limitations. 


THE JUDICIARY AND THE EXECUTIVE. 

Mr. President, I think that the judiciary ought to be entirely 
free from executive interference. Every person of intelligence 
must agree with me upon this proposition. The Executive 
should never, either by approyal or criticism, constitute himself 
a reviewing power over the decisions of the courts. It is, 
therefore, my judgment that the criticism by the President of 
Judge Humphrey with reference to his decision in the case 
known as the Meat Packers’ Case, in the Illinois circuit, was 
uncalled for and an invasion of his judicial prerogatives, I am 
inclined to think that the decision was correct and would have 
been sustained upon appeal if an appeal could have been taken; 
but right or wrong, it did not come within the functions of the 
President to reprove the judge or animadvert upon his opinion. 

We can not tolerate such intrusion upon the rights of the 
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courts. The courts are not responsible to any President of the 
United States for their judgments. The exercise of judicial 
power is just as distinct frem the exercise of executive power as 
is the exercise of legislative power and the Presidents of the 
future should be told once and forever that when they enter 
upon this field they are treading on forbidden ground. I can 
imagine no condition more intolerable than a system under 
which the judiciary would feel that their judgments and sen- 
tences must conform to the wishes of the Executive, and if they 
are objectionable to him, that they are subject to his censure 
and reproof. It was this system that for a time brought shame 
and dishonor upon the administration of the common law, that 
permitted the guilty to escape and the innocent to suffer and 
which filled the courts with cruel, servile judges, and made the 
arm of justice the adjunct of the Crown to fortify the abuses 
of the tyrant and suppress the liberty of the subject. A judge 
would have been perfectly justified if he had declined to submit 
in silence to the rebuke of the Executive. He could well, with 
calm and dignified defiance, have proclaimed from the bench, I 
hm a sovereign here; you have no greater right to interfere 
with me than I have extrajudicially to denounce an act of 
yours as usurpation. 

This is the abode of justice, its ground is sacred, and its altar 
is inviolable. It is like an Anglo-Saxon home, Domus sua cuique 
tutissimum refugium, in which the poorest man, though it be 
the humblest hut or the lowliest hovel, “may challenge all the 
forces of the Crown to enter. It may be frail. Its roof may 
shake, The storm may enter, but the King of England can not 
enter. All his forces dare not cross the threshold of the ruined 
tenement.” 

FEDERAL AND STATE FUNCTIONS. 


There is another act that the Executive should never under- 
take, and that is to intrude his presence upon the States in the 
exercise of their sovereign functions. I send now to the desk of 
the Secretary to be read the report of an incident which the 
country seemed to treat with entire indifference, but which at 
the time it occurred surprised and startled me beyond ex- 
pression, 

Boston, June 11. 


Governor Guild made public to-day a telegram received by him from 
President Roosevelt, in which the President, after pointing out that he 
had been requested to interfere with the execution of Charles L. Tucker, 
declares that, in his judgment, Governor Guild's decision not to inter- 
fere with the carrying out of the sentence on Tucker seemed to him 
entirely sound and commanded his hearty sympathy. 

Tucker is under sentence of death this week, probably to-night, for 
the murder of Mabel Page at Weston, on March 31, 1904. President 
Roosevelt's telegram follows: z 

THR WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, June 10. 
Governor CURTIS GUILD, Boston, Aass.: 


Have been uested on behalf of certain parties in Boston to inter- 
fere with the execution of Tucker, it being alleged that it is my duty 
so to do inasmuch as I have the power under the Federal laws. 

No showing been made to me that I have such power, but, with- 
out regard to this, I desire to state to you that, in my judgment, your 
decision not to interfere with the carrying out of the sentence of Tueker 
seems to me entirely sound and commands my hearty sympathy. It 
seems particularly a case in which there should be no interference with 
the carrying out of the sentence. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

I never knew a communication of this sort to be sent by a 
President to the governor of a State since the foundation of the 
Republic, and, for the President's sake and in his interest, I 
deeply regret and deplore the occurrence. ._ What does this mean, 
and what are we coming to? Certain citizens of Massachusetts 
-had petitioned the President to come to the rescue of a prisoner 
who had been convicted of a capital crime in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and upon whom sentence was about to be executed. I 
know nothing of the guilt or innocence of the person; he may 
have been guilty, or he may have been innocent; if innocent, he 
is not the first innocent man who has been deprived of his lib- 
erty or his life under the laws of the land. What was the 
President’s plain and unmistakable duty in the premises? I am 
willing to admit that the President in his individual capacity 
had a perfect right to examine the case, and if he believed that 
an innocent man had been sentenced to death it would have 
been his duty and his privilege, not as President, but just as it 
would have been the duty and privilege of any person, to inter- 
est himself in his behalf. I have never known the day when I 
would not have been willing, if I thought a man had been un- 
justly convicted, to use every effort to obtain justice for him. I 
believe there is a law of God and humanity higher and more 
imperative than the law of the State. 

But what did the President do in this case? In an official 
or quasi official document, headed at the White House, he indites 
a letter to Governor Guild of Massachusetts, who had not 
written to him at all, in which he intervenes in the proceedings, 
sympathizes. with the governor heartily in carrying out the 
sentence, and decides that it is a case in which there should be 


no interference by the governor, giving practically the official 
sanction of the President of the United States to the act of the 
governor of Massachusetts in declining to interfere with the 
judgment of the court. 

It would have been in extremely good taste for Governor 
Guild to have respectfully remitted this telegram to the Presi- 
dent with a caution that he did not request the President's 
opinion in the case, nor the sanction of his high station, to the 
carrying out of the execution. Now I am not speaking as a 
party man, and surely, as I have said, I am not actuated by any 
feeling of hostility toward the President, because there is no 
one eyen upon the Republican side of this Chamber who is 
willing to give him greater credit for the accomplishments he 
has wrought for the people of this country than I am; but I 
shall turn now to members of the Republican party upon this 
floor, and ask them in all candor whether this was not a grave 
error upon the part of the President. I ask them, if any of 
them occupied the place the President does would they, solicited 
or unsolicited, have sent a communication of this sort to the 
governor of any State in this Union? I will go further than 
this and appeal to the President himself to reflect upon this 
incident and give it his serious consideration, and then deter- 
mine whether as a student of our institutions he would not 
deprecate and condemn an act of this sort upon the part of any 
one whatever connected with any department of the Federal 
administration. 

Of course I will admit that there was no technical violation of 
any provision of the Constitution, but I appeal now not to igno- 
rance, not to drones and idlers slumbering in apathy and indif- 
ference, but to the thought and manhood of my countrymen, ir- 
respective of parties, to know whether we can afford to establish 
a precedent like this or permit it to go unnoticed. In my judg- 
ment it involves a most serious proposition. It practically an- 
nounces that the acts of State officials are subject to the ap- 
proval or displeasure of the Federal Government; it obliterates 
the line between the two; it announces to the governor of every 
State that if he is in doubt about the performance of some act 
confided to his supreme authority that he can appeal to the 
President for guidance; it makes the President the arbiter and 
umpire in controversies beyond the utmost pale of his jurisdic- 
tion; it invests the minds of the rising generation who are. 
studying the framework of our institutions and analyzing their 
delicate combination with an erroneous idea as to their scope 
and character; it extends the President’s influence into spheres 
of action entirely beyond the province of his allotted and dele- 
gated functions; it makes a gaping wound in the heart of the 
Constitution, and if extended to its logical limit it dispels the 
doctrine of reserved rights and enumerated powers and makes 
the functionaries of sovereign States the agents and deputies of 
Executive dictation. . 

CONGRESS AND THE EXECUTIVE, 


We come now to another and a different scene. The pivotal 
point around which the railroad rate bill revolved for months in 
this Chamber was the character of review that the courts were 
to assume under its provisions. One side claimed that the 
courts should only exercise a constitutional review under the 
fifth amendment; the other side advocated a full statutory re- 
view from the proceedings of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

The President came into the game early. We realize that no 
fight is thoroughly equipped upon this floor unless the President 
is in it. He longs for a fight as the hart panteth after the 
water brooks. It was a match to the finish between the senior 
Senator from Rhode Island and the President. They stood re- 
spectively in the foremost ranks of their profession. The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island was an expert in the ring and had upon 
many an occasion in this arena been awarded the victor’s prize. 
The President, also, was a dean in the art, and had reached a 
degree of eminence in his calling that made him a dangerous foe 
to encounter. It was a most interesting spectacle. The Senator 
from Rhode Island time and time again went down beneath the 
ponderous blows of his opponent, but each time he arose like 
Aurora, the goddess of the dawn, arose fiom her chariot in the 
sea. At length science commenced to tell. The Senator from 
Rhode Island had reserved his strength for the last encounter. 
The President had changed his tactics so often that he became 
exhausted and appealed for help. One morning the Senator 
from Rhode Island appeared in this Chamber with a radiant 
smile. The President had never penetrated the meaning of that 
smile. It had lured him like the sirens lure their victims to 
destruction. The smile indicated that the tournament was over. 
The Senator from South Carolina looked upon the other side of 
the Chamber for his promised troops, but they had fled and 
vanished. An ex-Senator from New Hampshire lay dead upon 
the field. The President lay entangled in his armor, and his 
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breastplate and his battle-ax were shattered, and above him 
wayed the pennant of Rhode Island, and the Senator from 
Rhode Island smiled.- If the President had only kept out of 
this fray it would have assumed an entirely different form and 
ended in an entirely different way. It was impossible, however, 
for him to do this. He could not remain quiescent in the White 
House and observe a great struggle like this progressing without 
taking part in it. So that he got into it, it really did not make 
much difference to him upon which side he was enlisted. One 
day he was upon one side and the next day he was upon the 
other. 

Here we were day after day struggling with questions of 
constitutional law, as if we really had anything to do with their 
settlement, laboring under the ‘vain delusion that we had the 
right to legislate; that we were an independent branch of the 
Government; that we were one department, and the executive 
another, each with its separate and well-defined distinctions, 
imagining these things, and following a vision and a mirage, 
while the President was at work dominating the legislative 
will, interposing his offices into the law-making power, assum- 
ing legislative rights to a greater extent than he could possibly 
do if he were sitting here as a member of this body; dismem- 
bering the Constitution, and exercising precisely and identically 
the same power and control as if the Constitution had declared 
that Congress shall pass no law without the consent of the 
President; adopting a system that practically blends and unites 
legislative and executive functions, a system that prevailed in 
many of the ancient governments that have forever gone to 
ruin, and which to-day still obtains in other governments, the 
rebellious protests of whose subjects are echoing over the earth, 
and whose tottering fabrics I hope are on the rapid road to 


dissolution. 
THE POWER OF THE PRESIDENT. 

If I were called upon to select the most wonderful exhibition 
of the President’s power that has occurred within my expe- 
rience, I would take our action upon the canal bill at the close 
of the last session of Congress. This was an achieyement in 
which his consummate skill in propelling legislation appeared 
in its most perfect proportions. We had all heard the argu- 
ment of the junior Senator from South Dakota in favor of a 


sea-level canal, and its demonstrative facts and unanswerable 


logic seemed to carry conviction with its presentation. 

All at once a wireless message came from the. White House. 
The President had determined that there was either to be a lock 
canal or that there should be no legislation upon the subject. 
I ean never forget the day upon which the vote was taken. 
The biography of the President will perhaps some day be writ- 


ten by the senior Senator from Massachusetts. Macaulay said’ 


that if Boswell had not been the greatest fool who ever lived, 
he could not have given to the world the greatest biography 
that was ever written. This will not apply to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. He wields a master’s hand in biographical 
literature, and when he writes this biography I hope that he 


will dwell with glowing emphasis upon this surpassing accom- 


plishment. Napoleon at Austerlitz never turned the scales of 
fortune with greater celerity of movement or audacity of assault 
than -the President threw into this maneuver. How was it 
done? What subtle force did he employ in the execution of 
his plan? The day the vote was taken this Chamber presented 
a most peculiar aspect. The air seemed laden with some nar- 
cotic wafting its somniferous essence over this body. When the 
roll was called the clerk could hardly hear the responses upon 
the side of the lock canal, and as the answers came they came 
in whispered accents and with bated breath. The charm had 
done its work, the deadly vapor had benumbed our faculties 
and made us pliant slaves to the master will. Even the senior 
Senator from Obio who, when his convictions are aroused, has 
often on this floor displayed the Nemean lion’s nerve, fell a yic- 
tim to the magic power of the love charm that had been con- 
cocted at the laboratory of the White House. I would like the 
Secretary to read a few of the pathetic and funereal passages of 
the Senator's deliverance upon this occasion. 

It shows how the dominating spirit of the President can 
ride the whirlwind when he has made up his mind to legislate, 
and how in absolute defiance of the laws of nature he can 
produce a senatorial vacuum beneath the sweep of his mighty 
genius. 

Mr. Foraxer. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this question 
beyond saying something similar to that which has just been said by 
the Senator from West Virginia. 


I remember, when the NN was before the Senate some time 
ago, as to whether we should adopt the Panama or the Nicaragua rout 


I was greatly influenced in favor of the Panama route, as no doub 
many other Donators were by the fact stated at page 11, accorđin: 
to the print I have before me, of Report 783, part 2, Fifty- 
Congress, first session, where the Interoceanic 
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Mr. FORAKER. Yes; it was a minority see. 
A minority of the members of that committee set forth the antages 
of the Panama route, as contrasted with the Nicaragua route, and 
taen —— they had enumerated nine specific advantages, they added 

e following : 

* 10. It is recognized that a sea-level canal is the ideal. The Panama 
Canal may be either constructed as a sea-level canal or may be sub- 
oe Spee converted into one. On the other hand, no sea-level canal 
will eyer be possible on the Nicaragua route.” 

_ Now, like the Senator from West Virginia, I had remained of the 
idea ever since until within the last two or three months, when this 
discussion was commenced, that it was the part of wisdom to build 
a sea-level canal, and I supposed that would be the result of the in- 
vestigations that were being made by the committee. I did not have 
time, because occupied with other work, to follow the hearings before 
that committee and read the testimony as it was taken and printed 
8 to day for the benefit of the committee and for the benefit of 

nators. 

I was therefore somewhat har Speed when, a few days ago, it was 
insisted that we should settle this matter at this time by voting u 
it. I then made a request that there might be further time khan 
was proposed to be given us in order that we might investigate this 
pubert and read the testimony to obtain further information. 

ut we are to vote, and every Senator must speak for himself 
in a few minutes. There is no time to investigate further, and 1 
propose, although with some misgiving as to whether that is the 
wisest thing to do, to follow what has been indicated as the prefer- 
3 those who have the greatest responsibility with respect to this 
canal. 

As I have intimated before in reference to this matter, I did not 
take the floor for the purpose of discussing it. I only took the floor 
to express the doubt I have and the regret I have that I can not vote 
as I propose to vote with greater satisfaction to myself. 


THE CASE OF ADMIRAL SCHLEY. 


I come now to an incident which I would prefer not to allude 
to. It bears, however, so directly upon the proposition that I 
am discussing that I think it is my duty to make reference to 
it. It illustrates in a marked degree, more than any other 
episode of the present Administration, that in the exercise of 
his prerogative the President does not feel himself bound by law 
or precedent whenever he is in pursuit of an object that it is his 
purpose to accomplish. After the court of inquiry had passed 
upon the case of Admiral Schley an appeal was taken by the 
Admiral to the President under the regulations of the Naval 
Code. There was an enormous record in the case, and it was 
the duty of the President to decide upon the record and the 
testimony that it contained. He occupied the same position as 
the judges of an appellate tribunal do when they are reviewing 
the decision of an inferior jurisdiction. Assuming now that he 
had the right to reopen the case and take testimony upon his 
own motion, he had of course no right to do this except in the 
presence of Admiral Schley or his counsel, and with their right 
to cross-examine any witness that was produced. The Ameri- 
can bar, or that portion of the bar unacquainted with this pro- 
ceeding, will hardly believe it until they read it, that the Presi- 
dent conducted this appeal in utter disregard of the rights of 
Admiral Schley, ignoring every principle of common law and 
statutory procedure, and in violation at least of the spirit of 
the Constitution, which provides that in all criminal prosecu- 
tions “the accused shall be confronted with the witnesses 
against him and have compulsory process for obtaining wit- 
nesses in his favor.“ } 

No one can doubt that this was in the nature of a criminal 
proceeding, although not within the letter of the Constitution. 
The penalties and punishment attending a decision against the 
accused were as severe as any that could be inflicted for a vio- 
lation of any of the laws of his country. The President never 
gave the admiral the slightest notice that he intended to re- 
open the case; never confronted him with the witnesses against 
him; never allowed him any process for obtaining witnesses in 
his behalf, and never permitted the assistance of any counsel 
for the defense. In fact, Admiral Schley never received the 
slightest warning or notice that his case was to be reopened or 
treated de noro in relation to any of the issues involved. 

The most important question in the case was in relation to 
the command at Santiago on the day of the battle. When the 
appeal came before the President, he summoned the captains 
of the squadron and ex parte, without any trial or opportunity, 
of defense, upon their uncorroborated testimony, which was ex- 
cluded at the hearing before the court of inquiry, rendered a 
decision adverse to Admiral Schley upon all the points in con- 
troversy. If the admiral had been present either in person or 
by counsel, or had been allowed to offer any testimony, he could 
easily have diseredited and impeached the evidence against him. 
Such a trial as this, if it can be dignified by the name of trial, 
never took place in any civilized country upon the pages of 
history since the court of star chamber, unfettered by the rules 
of law, and employed by James I. and Charles I. to arrest the 
advance of civil and religious liberty, was relegated to infamy 
and oblivion. 

Captain Evans, the principal witness against Admiral Schley, 
was his bitter and malignant foe. He testified before the Presi- 
dent that he considered himself under the command of Admiral 
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Sampson throughout the battle, and that he would not have 
heeded any orders from the Brooklyn even if he had received 
them. The President had before him 50 pages of testimony 
demonstrating with mathematical accuracy that Admiral Samp- 
son could not possibly have been in command of the battle, as 
he was over 10 miles distant from the scene of action when the 
battle began, and never made his appearance until the battle 
was over, and an hour and a quarter after the last of the ships, 
the Cristobal Colon, had struck her colors and surrendered. 

The proof was overwhelming that the distance at this time 
between the flagship of Admiral Sampson and the Brooklyn 
was fully 17 miles, and that Admiral Sampson was not and 
could not have been in command when the battle took place. 
If Captain Evans was testifying truthfully when he stated to 
the President that he would not have heeded any orders from 
the Brooklyn, the President should have immediately ordered 
n court-martial in the case, because Admiral ‘Schley was the 
senior officer of the squadron under the rules of warfare, and 
under the statutes of the United States, and under its naval 
regulations when the Spanish ships attempted to escape upon 
the morning of July 3, and it was the duty of Captain Evans, 
whether he wanted to do so or not, to heed and follow his 
signal. 

On the morning of July 3, at 10 o'clock, Admiral Sampson 
signaled to the fleet, “ Disregard the motions of the Com- 
mander in Chief,” and according to, the regulations for the 
government of the Navy of the United States the command 
from that moment devolyed upon Admiral Schley. I shall not 
enter upon any of the details of this case to any further extent, 
and I have only adverted to the statement of Captain Evans 
to show the kind of testimony that influenced the mind of the 
President and the error that he committed in violation of the 
cardinal principles of the common law in not permitting Admiral 
Schley to be confronted by the witnesses who were against 
him, and who had been summoned by the President to testify 
to facts that were ruled out at the hearing. 

It must be observed that the few officers whose testimony 
bore against Admiral Schley before the President were his 
personal enemies, and did not want him to receive any credit 
for his conduct at Santiago. In fact, long before the battle 
they had been hostile to him and envious of him. They had 
stood like “greyhounds in the slips, straining upon the start.” 

The President says that “ this controversy should not be kent 
alive; to do so would merely do damage to the Navy and thé 
country.” It shall, however, be kept alive. The conviction of 
an innocent man is of more concern and importance to the 
country than the repose and security of a naval ring, however 
influential and powerful it may be. Men stood ready in the 
Senate and House of Representatives to rectify this wrong at 
the time the President rendered his decision, and were prepared 
to pass some legislative action that would strike this judgment 
from the naval records of the country, but the President had 
said that there should not be any further agitation of this con- 
troversy, and thus in his legislative capacity he procured a 
silent confirmation of the judgment he had rendered in his 
executive capacity. Let me tell you that the agitation will not 
cease. The time will come when this case shall be reopened, 
just as a similar case has recently been reopened in another 
land, where an innocent man had been hunted to torment and 
degradation by the scorpions of religious hatred and venom 
until, to the eternal credit of a liberty-loving people, his sen- 
tence reversed, his innocence established, his loyalty vindicated, 
and his name restored to the roll of honor, he stands to-day 
exalted by the ordeal through which he has passed, the pride of 
France and the idol of his countrymen. 

Admiral Schley shall be heard. Living or dead, his cause 
shall be heard. I have never known an injustice of this sort 
to have been done that the occasion did not arise to redress it. 
No such melancholy page as this shall blur the annals of our 
history. It is said that the public opinion of the country is 
with Admiral Schley and that he has been honored with its 
verdict. This is true, but it will not suffice. We know that 
public opinion changes very quickly. It will not do to rely 
upon it. To-day it sends forth its anathemas of hate, to-morrow 
it builds its monuments of love. The march to immortality is 
often amid the poisoned shafts of envy and of malice, and the 
birthplace of a deathless name is generally amid the ruins of 
public opinion. 

The public opinion of future ages will not be guided by what 
the public opinion of this hour is, because it will haye no means 
of ascertaining it except from the record, and the record is 
against him. Other countries remember and dignify their 
heroes, but in this case Schley was humiliated by the Presi- 
dent’s suggestion that he “ought not to have weighed danger, 
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The heroes of antiquity were always worshiped and exalted. 
Greece inscribed their names and deeds in her temples and upen 


her shrines. “Such honors [lion to her heroes paid.” To this 
day there can be seen a representation of the triumphant entry 
of Titus into Rome upon a marble arch erected in his honor 
by the Roman senate seventy years after the Christian era. 
Schley might well exclaim in his retirement to the Republic: 
“Oh, Ingratitude, thou marble-hearted fiend.” But he thinks 
none the less of his country because of the treatment he has re- 
ceived. The man who at Santiago, according to the testimony, 
stood at an exposed position upon his vessel, with his head 
erect, when every head was bowed but his, as the enemy’s 
shells were plowing his ship, should not have been thus re- 
proached, and if his own country is cruel and forgetful enough 
to punish him for his love and sacrifice for her, then I predict 
that the day will come when at least his countrymen will erect 
some imperishable memorial whose inscription will not only 
attest his valorous deeds to all enduring time, but will obliter- 
ate the admonition now written upon the naval records of the 
country that war is a trade, and it was his duty to dare greatly 
for the honor of the flag, a flag he had carried from the Orient 
to the Arctic sea, and to whose colors he was as true “as the 
needle to the pole or the dial to the sun.” 
THE NEW SCHOOL OF POLITICAL SCRIBES. 

Now let us look for a moment at the result of the Presi- 
dent’s construction of his prerogative. A new sect of political 
scribes have commenced to edit a revised edition of the Con- 
stitution. They call it the unwritten Constitution. They are 
framing an apocryphal collection of epistles and are promulgat- 
ing their heresy from academic chairs and lecture platforms. 
The President is the prophet of this new creed and the Messiah 
of this strange hallucination. They do not propose to add any 
additional chapters to the original manuscript, but they insist 
that under the general-welfare clause, which is simply a repeti- 
tion of the phrase that was used in the Articles of Confedera- 
tion, this Government has implied powers not enunciated in the 
charter. They seem to forget that Hamilton’s proposition in 
the Constitutional Convention which provided that Congress 
was to have power to pass all laws whatsoever, subject to the 
Executive veto, and the outline that he communicated to Mr. 
Madison that the Legislature of the United States shall have 
power to pass all laws which they shall judge necessary to the 
common defense and welfare of the Union, were not even re- 
ferred to the committee, and that it was in the plan presented 
by Patterson and by Randolph and by Pinckney that there was 
finally evolved that Immortal scheme that can never be recast 
under the plastic touch of political necromancers and enchanters. 

When they approach the executive department the implica- 
tion becomes unlimited, and under the distribution of Execu- 
tive power the President can perform all functions not allotted 
to other branches of the Government. 

I know that Congress has enacted a great many laws enabling 
the President to perform the duties confided to him by the Con- 
stitution. It has done this under Article I, section 8, subsec- 
tion 18, of the Constitution, which provides that— 

Congress shall have power ©% * to make all laws which shall 
be necessary and proper for — into 
powers and all other powers this Const 
ernment of the United States, or in — department or officer thereof. 

Hamilton, in discussing this clause of the Constitution, said 
that— 

The declaration itself, thou, it may be ch ble with tautol 
or redundancy, is at ee perfectly 8 iiai n 1957 

There has been a considerable diversity of opinion upon this 
point. Chief Justice Marshall illumined the proposition in this 
manner. He said: 

Should Co the execution of its powers adopt measures 
which are pro ibited by the Constitution, or should under 
the pretext of smd its powers, pass laws for the accomplishment 
of objects m entrusted to the Government, it would become the 
painful aunty, io this tribunal, should a case requiring such a decision 
come before It, to say that such an act was not the law of the land. 
But where the law = not prohibited, and is really calculated to effect 
any of the objects entrusted to the Government, to undertake here to 
inquire into the derre of its necessity would be to pass the line which 
circumscribes the judicial department, and to tread on legislative 
ground. This cour 9 all pretensions to such a power. 

And there I stand. No one at this day would demand a 
literal construction of the Constitution which would deprive 
the President of performing functions necessary to carry out 
the powers that are granted to him; on the contrary, he has the 
broadest field of discretion within which to adopt and exercise 
whatever methods are proper for this purpose. What I insist 
upon and contend for is that he must never abuse his constitu- 


tional prerogative by invading the domain of other departments, 
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and must never, under color of title, assume authority upon 
subjects that have no relation to his office, and do not in the 
remotest degree appertain to the performance of his executive 
functions. 

We know that every word of the Constitution is written. We 
know that there is not a line or letter that anyone has the right 
to insert. The Supreme Court may interpret, it may construe 
‘according to the spirit, but it can never add to the text. The 
Supreme Court may hold that a given act of the Executive is 
not an interference with legislative functions. It may broaden 
the right of the President to negotiate a treaty, but if it were 
eyer to decide that the President had a right to conclude a treaty 
without the constitutional ratification its adjudication would 
lead either to impeachment or revolution. Every judgment, de- 

Free. and order that it renders must be under, and not above and 
beyond, the Constitution. It can set aside an act of Congress, 
but it can not abridge or.extend the limits of the charter. What 
the Supreme Court can not do by expression the Executive 
ought not to be allowed to do by implication. 

The President has the right to veto any enactment that we 
may pass. He has the right, if he chooses to do so, to advise 
with members in reference to legislation, and to make any sug- 
gestions that he may deem proper. This is not a constitutional 
prerogative, and its propriety has been questioned and assailed, 
but I am willing within proper bounds to regard it as an incident 
of his executive functions. One thing he has no right to do, and 
that is to use the vast public patronage at his disposal to compe! 
obedience to his views. Another thing he has no right to do, 
and that is to make compacts with the Speaker of the House of 

| Representatives or its committees, to accomplish the legislation 
that he desires, or prevent legislation. And still another thing 
he has no right to do, and that is beyond his messages, in which 
he is given the right at any time to suggest any measure he 
may deem proper or necessary, to interfere with legislation and 
to force Congress either to adopt his recommendations or if it 
rejects them to bring about a breach between the legislative and 
executive departments that is detrimental to the best interests 
of the country; that constitutes an assumption of dictatorial 
power which the people of this Republic, in the course of time, 
will not submit to, I care not how great the achievement or 
how much it may conduce to their progress and welfare, or 
what benefit, advantage, or prosperity we may derive from its 
accomplishment. 

THE CHAMPION OF THE NEW SCHOOL. 

In order to show that I have not at all exaggerated the claims 
and pretensions of this new school of Executive construction, I 
want now to refer to some extracts from the address of an emi- 
nent lawyer, delivered before the New York State Bar Associa- 
tion, in which the doctrines of this creed are announced in 
such unmistakable and unambiguous terms that we are no longer 
left in any doubt or uncertainty as to the evolution and develop- 
ment that we are undergoing upon the cardinal principles of 
republican government. If the propositions that he maintains 
reflect the sentiment of the people, then it is safe to say that the 
Constitution is a thing of shreds and patches, and the Govern- 
ment that it created is as much of a monarchical institution as 
the Government of Great Britain, or of any other government, 
with the exception perhaps of those of Russia and Turkey, upon 
the Continent of Europe: 

Listen now for a moment to some of the passages from this 
delightful dissertation upon the Executive prerogative. 

1. The President is the chief invention of the Constitution, a per- 
sonal magistrate for a republic. * * The conversion of an ab- 
stract soyereignty into a concrete sovereign. 

2. The executive and magisterial attributes of the Government being 
invested in the President, it follows 1 that the President must 
pau the executive and magisterial attributes of the people, and 

hat the people retain no undelegated attributes or passive sovereign- 
ties under the tenth amendment or otherwise. 

3. If Southern States abridge the privileges and immunities of Fed- 
eral negro citizens, the President, on his own initiative, can and should 

rohibit such action, whether Congress legislates on the subject or not. 
f Southern States deny the right of suffrage to Federal negro citizens 


e 
on the ground of race or color, the President, without waiting for penal- 
izing statutes, can and should use every means, civil, military, or both, 
to stop it. 

4. To execute ‘all his omnipotent functions the people have given the 
President absolute control of an irresistible physical force, the Army 
and any of 80,000,000 poopie 

5. Such are the parore of the President, express and implied. They 
are all plenary. e office and power to execute it are in unqualified 
language. The power to execute the Constitution is without limitation 
or restriction. he power to administer the executive sovereignties is 
complete, and the implied powers are coextensive with the express 
grants. 8 0 all the powers of the President are unqualified, plenary, 
and unlimited. 


And now for some of the thrilling climaxes of this remarkable 
production. 


Thus my ideal of the President coincides with the ideal of the ple, 
a majestic constitutional figure uncontrolled by Congress, unrestrain 
by the courts, vested with plenary constitutional power and absolute 
constitutional discretion, 
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How, then 
constitutiona 
he may not clai 
Constitution and the laws, or of his executive 


is it possible for the President to exceed his express 
authority? What Federal act can he rform that 
m is in execution of his office and its a utes, of the 
wers 

Majesty is another attribute. It inheres Ín every sovereign, be 
he Czar or President. Imperium majestasque populi Romani. 

The President is invested with an office and the whole of it * * *. 
Who hath fixed its bounds? Who hath said, Thus far and no farther? 
No one has determined its illimitable extent; no one can determine it 
so long as the Republic endures. 


And this matchless conglomeration of incoherent absurdities 
was delivered, Mr. President, before an assemblage, every man 
of whom was probably conversant with the authorities and 
decisions that have consistently placed the brand of judicial 
condemnation upon this frenzied exposition of executive sov- 
ereignty. 

PERVERSION OF THE CONSTITUTION, 

This demonstrates, Mr. President, that the entire trouble 
arises from the fact that the Constitution is being perverted 
upon the grant of executive power. Article II of the Constitu- 
tion says the executive power shall be vested in a President of the 
United States of America. This does not vest executive power 
in any greater degree than Article I vests legislative power 
when it says that all legislative powers herein granted shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States, or than Article III 
yests judicial power except in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. j 

I plant myself upon the proposition that the President de- 
rives no authority whatever from this clause. Nearly three- 
quarters of a century ago the greatest political philosophers who 
ever illustrated the pages of American history settled before 
this body this contention so that it has been considered-a con- 
stitutional axiom until the present day. This provision of the 
Constitution simply relates to the distribution of governmental 
functions and can not be considered in the light of a grant. 

As luminous a constitutional argument as Webster eyer made 
was upon this precise point. The President must derive his 
authority from the subsequent provisions of the instrument 
that contain the grant, and the entire grant of power, and 
which are not in the slightest degree enlarged by the clause that 
I have quoted. His school of disciples evidently think that I 
am wrong upon this point and are bewildering the mind of the 
rising generation upon this proposition. If we were to pass 
a law here to-day reposing in the President a governmental 
function beyond the specifications of the Constitution and not 
necessary for the exercise of any power contained in the speci- 
fications, the enactment would be void. Now, if the law 
would be void, what power has the President without the sanc- 
tion of law to trespass beyond the confines of his prerogative? 
The President is either the executive officer of the Government, 
vested with unlimited executive functions, or he is the Execu- 
tive acting under special and delegated powers. Which is he? 
Is he the general executive agent of the people, or their imme- 
diate representative, as was once claimed by one of his prede- 
cessors who also had an erroneous conception of his preroga- 
tive, or is he a special agent who shall look to his commission 
and credentials for his authority? There are unlimited execu- 
tive acts performed by monarchical rulers, the exercise of which 
the framers of the Constitution never intended to repose in 
the President, and therefore they circumscribed his functions. 

I am aware that persons who are not familiar with the source 
of organic power are losing sight of fundamental distinctions 
and are looking to results and not instrumentalities. I am not 
surprised at this view, but I am surprised that any men occupy- 
ing the highest positions in the Government and instructors and 
text writers upon constitutional law should at this hour justify 
a doctrine that strikes down at its very altar the oracle of our 
faith and substitutes for it a worship that is only temporary 
and that can not possibly continue and endure. The day will 
come, Mr. President, I predict it—it is bound to come—when 
this illusion will disappear, when the people will retrace their 
steps, and as they flee from the pagan temple they will bear 
upon their shoulders the ark of the covenant and the scroll of 
the ancient law. 

THE HOPE OF DEMOCRACY. 

I am now about to conclude. I do not know that anyone 
will heed anything that I have said or that when once it is 
buried among the sepulchral archives of this assemblage that 
anyone will read the admonition that I have cast upon the tide 
of thought, but I desired for my own satisfaction to throw out 
the warning and intimation that I have given so that in the 
future when these guestions are discussed and studied I can 
feel that I have performed my duty in helping to pioneer the 
way for the investigation. 

I believe that if the Democratic party would take up as its 
battle cry the reserved rights of the States and the inviolate 
constitutional distinction of the legislative, the judicial, and the 
executive departments, that we could rally around the doc- 
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trine the intelligent suffrages of our countrymen. These pro- 
visions constitute the logic and the philosophy of the instru- 
ment. I can not quite agree with Gladstone that the American 
Constitution is the most wonderful work ever struck off in a 
given time by the brain and purpose of man. I can not agree 
with him because we all know that the Constitution was not 
a spontaneous production, but was the result of compromise and 
of violent and heated controversy. We know that the conflict 
in the convention at one stage was so irrepressible and the 
crisis so serious that it became necessary for Benjamin Frank- 
lin, who was not renowned for his piety or celebrated for his 
devotion, to move that in future the sessions be opened with 
prayer. We also know another fact, and that is, that there 
never was the slightest division upon the proposition that I 
have just been arguing and that so soon as the convention was 
assembled and organized the first formal resolution that was 
presented reads as follows: 


That a national government ought to be established consisting of 
separate legislative, executive, and judicial departments. 


And from that day to the advent of the present Administra- 
tion no one has ever doubted the supreme wisdom of this dis- 
tinction. This is the theory toward which every other article in 
the Constitution gravitates as the center of attraction, It is 


this imperishable distinction more than any other provision | 


that the instrument contains that makes the Constitution of the 
United States new read in every living language and at every 


| 


university, college, and seat of learning where political science | 


is taught. Not only this, but it is perused with fear and trem- 
bling by tyrants upon their tottering thrones. To-day in the 
Persian palace, in a land which for over two thousand years 
has been under the dominion of despots, it is an object lessou 
as the dawn of republican government is breaking over that 
benighted sphere. It is studied in the camp of the revolutionist 
and by the glimmering light in the dungeon of the political con- 
vict and by exiled philosophers in penal colonies and in Sibe- 
rian mines, and at this hour it is the subject of meditation and 
analysis at every place where freemen assemble to assert the 
rights thut God has given them and which it lies not in the 
power of any man to deprive them of. 

I know it is said that the people do not care, if the accom- 
plishment is for their benefit, what the methods are that are 
employed to reach it, and whether the Constitution is violated 
or not. The end justifies the means. I do not believe it. I do 
not believe that the people are in favor of tampering with the 
Constitution, and, by insidious inroads upon its provisions, 
paving the way for dictatorial government. At present both 
parties are cutting loose from its anchorage. The Republican 
party has in the President a helmsman bold and tactical, who 
with his chart of aggression and annexation is steering for for- 
eign shores, gamboling on the waves indifferent as to the depths 
beneath; the Democratie party at the present time, it seems to 
me, is on the wild and tumultuous sea, with different pilots, all 
_ trying to steer it in opposite directions, and if it does not 
quickly take its bearings I fear that it will gradually drift 
toward that bourn from which no traveler ever returns. 

Mr. President, this division of governmental power into exec- 
utive, legislative, and judicial functions is the arch that sup- 
ports the bridge of the Constitution. Underneath it is the 
chasm in which every government of antiquity that has ignored 
this distinction lies buried in wreck and ruin. Touch not the 
arch; if we do the masonry will crumble and the entire fabrie 
will “haste to swift decay.” Keep the keystone inviolate and 
intact, so that no sacrilegious hand shall blast or hew it down, 
and the whole majestic structure shall time defy, as rocks resist 
the billows and the sky. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. RAYNER] referred to me in very complimentary terms, 
with the expression of the hope that I might be the President’s 
biographer. I was reminded irresistibly of a story told me by 
my former colleague, Senator Hoar, who had introduced a bill 
in which he was deeply interested and which had been referred 
to Mr. Evarts, the author, I think, of the maxim that “Any 
question would settle itself if it were left alone long enough.” Mr. 
Evarts took no action on the bill. One day Mr. Hoar met him 
in the lobby and said: By the way, Mr. Eyarts, E wish when 
you report that bill you would notify my executors.” Evarts 
said: “They would be gentlemen whom I shall be delighted to 
meet.“ [Laughter.] I have not any question that the Senator 
from Maryland and his associates on that side would be de- 
lighted to meet the President's biographer. 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts 4 

Mr. LODGE. I did not interrupt the Senator, and he will 
obligo me if he will allow me to proceed. 

Mr. RAYNER. I would rather read the President's autobi- 


ography than his biography by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
No one thinks more of the President than I do 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
declines to yield. 

Mr. LODGE. I think I might be allowed to finish. I shall 
have but a few minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will proceed. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not intend, Mr. President, to enter upon 
any defense of the President. None is needed to-day, for I 
think I have rarely heard a greater tribute to his power, popu- 
larity, and success than has been delivered by the Senator from 
Maryland this morning. 

Nor do I desire to discuss the separation of powers among the 
different departments of the Government. I believe most firmly 
in the necessity of that great principle. I go, indeed, a little 
further, I think, in that direction than the Senator from Mary- 
jand. I not only think the executive should not interfere with 
the legislative or judicial branches, but I do not think the legis- 
lative should interfere with the executive or the judicial. 

I share the Senator’s reverence for the Constitution. I do not 
know whether “tyrants read it on their tottering thrones” or 
not, but I know that it has been the great instrument, as inter- 
preted by Marshall and his successors, under which this country 
has grown to be a great and powerful nation. 

The Senator said—and this is all I desire to refer to—that 
out of many illustrations he had selected a few to show where 
the President had invaded the province of other departments of 
the Government. There were one or two cases where it seemed 
to me the selection had not been happy and where his statement 
of the case appeared to me to convey a slightly erroneous im- 
pression. : 

In regard to Santo Domingo, the President has made a treaty 
in the ordinary and usual form and submitted it to the Senate 
of the United States, where it now is. Those Senators who 
have introduced in a very novel way party politics and a party 
caucus into the consideration of our foreign relations are better 
able to explain than I why that treaty still remains on the Ex- 
ecutive Calendar unacted upon. The treaty is here, as I have 
said, in regular form. The President has made no “ modus 
vivendi” with Santo Domingo nor any arrangement with that 
Republic. The Republic of Santo Domingo passed a decree for 
the administration of the customs and asked ‘the President to 
nominate some officer or some American citizen to take charge 
of the custom-houses of Santo Domingo pending the considera- 
tion of the treaty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will kindly suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. Table Calendar No. 21, Senate resolution 
214, by Mr. CARTER. ý 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will proceed. 

Mr. LODGE. In accordance with the request of the Govern- 
ment of the Dominican Republic, an officer was appointed, who 
has taken charge of those revenues, paying a part of them 
over to the Government of the island and depositing a portion 
of them to the credit of the island with a trust company in 
New York, where they now are. There has been no objection 
to the arrangement in Santo Domingo, at whose request it was 
made, and the President has made no agreement with them. 


He has simply complied with the request made by them form- . 


ally in a published decree settling the distribution of the 
revenues while the treaty was pending in the Senate. 

The Senator also referred to my State and a telegram of 
the President to the governor of Massachusetts. The Tucker 
case was one which caused great excitement. There was great 
pressure for the pardon of the convicted men. An effort was 
made to get the President to interfere in that matter. The 
crime was committed in the State. It was dealt with by the 
courts of the State. The Federal Goyernment had nothing on 
earth to do with it. The appeal, however, was made to the 
President. He declined to interfere on the precise ground that 
he had no power to interfere in a matter so peculiarly belong- 
ing to a State as this conviction in a State court. 

Yet the Senator blames him for a refusal to interfere where 
his power did not permit him to interfere, because he expressed 
to the governor his approbation of the governor's action. The 


governor of Massachusetts took that action, as I have said, 
when there was a great pressure upon him. He did his duty 
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as he saw it in a fearless and high-minded way, one much to 
be commended; and the President, who happened to be his per- 
sonal friend, in declining to interfere expressed his approbation, 
as any man had the right to express his approbation or disap- 
probation of the governor's conduct. 

As to the rate law, Mr. President, the Senator described the 
contest which we had here last winter over that famous measure 
in beautiful if somewhat -mingled metaphors. And yet he 
showed that this encroaching President was defeated, as I 
understood him. But it appeared to me, Mr. President, that the 
real trouble in regard to the rate law, which haunts the mind 
of the Senator from Maryland and his Democratic colleagues, 
was that the Republican party united to pass the bill in agree- 
ment with the President as to the terms in which it should be 
enacted, and that that caused disappointment to some of our 
friends of the opposite party, from which they have not yet en- 
tirely recovered. 

As so much has been said about the President's reaching out 
for new and extended power, I wish to call attention—and then 
I shall conclude—to the fact that nothing the President has ever 
proposed, no policy that he has ever suggested, has gone so far, 
in my judgment, toward the destruction not only of the Consti- 
tution, but of our whole system of government, as the policy 
advocated in New York by the great leader of the Democratic 
party—that the Government should own the railroads of the 
country. 

That, Mr. President, goes much further than a doubtful inter- 


„pretation or even a violation of the Constitution, for it strikes 


at the very foundations of State and national governments alike, 
on which our whole system has been built up. It is not a ques- 
tion as between State and nation. It is a question as to what 
our government shall be—whether it shall be the limited and 
free government under which we have lived both in State and 
nation, and lived in prosperity and power for these hundred 
years and more, or whether we shall change our whole system 
of government from top to bottom in State and nation into an 
open and avowed socialism. The President of the United States, 
so berated here to-day for having gone beyond his constitutional 
powers, is an opponent of the ownership of railroads or of all 
public utilities by government, believing that those should re- 
main within individual and private ownership regulated and 
supervised by the State. It is from the party to which the 
Senator belongs that the policy emanates which would take over 
into the possession of the State and national governments the 


ownership and absolute control of every railroad in the country. 


Mr. WHYTE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the junior Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. WHYTE. Certainly. 


Mr. HEYBURN. By virtue of an understanding, we waived 
the call of the regular order in order that the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] might present a matter. I would not 
be willing to postpone the consideration of the regular order 
longer than is necessary for the junior Senator from Maryland 
to present a matter which, if it leads to discussion, I shall ask 
to have laid aside. 

Mr. CARMACK, Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me 
for just a word? 

Mr. WHYTE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr, President, I wish to say a word in re- 
sponse to what the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
said in reference to the terrible consequences to follow if Mr. 
Bryan's idea of the government ownership of railroads should 
be carried out. The Senator does net seem to remember what 
the President of the United States himself has said on that sub- 
ject. The only difference between the President of the United 
States and Mr. Bryan on that proposition is that Mr. Bryan 
has said that if government regulation fails government owner- 
ship cught to come. The President of the United States has 
said that if government regulation fails government ownership 
will have to come. That is the only difference between those 
two gentlemen on that proposition. 

WASHINGTON, SPA SPRING AND GRETTA RAILROAD. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3668) to authorize the Washington, Spa Spring -and Gretta 
Railroad Company, of Prince George County, to extend its street 
railway into the District of Columbia. I was about to call it 
up the other day when the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] 
made objection to the immediate consideration of any bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. > 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are amendments, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
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8 on the District of Columbia will be stated in their 
order. 

The first amendment was, in section 7, page 8, line 15, after 
the word “when,” to strike out “any highway occupied by the 
company” and to insert “said Bladensburg road;” so as to 
make the section rend: 

Sec. 7. That the company shall keep the space between its rails and 
tracks and 2 feet exterior thereto in good condition, to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. The payement of 
these ces shall be at least as as that of the contiguous road- 
way. proper authorities shall have the right to make changes of 
grade and other improvements which they may deem necessary, and 
when said Bladensburg road is improved the company shall bear the 
entire expense of 1 spaces to correspond with the re- 
mainder of the roadway. e uirements of this section shall be 
enforceable under the provisions of section 5 of the act providing a 
9 form of government for the District of Columbia, approved 

une 11, 1878. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 4, line 3, after the 
word“ Columbia,” to insert “and approved by them, and it shall 
be the duty of said railroad company to submit such time-table 
for approval whenever required by said Commissioners, and said 
company is required to run its cars in accordance with said 
approved time-table;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 9. That the cars shall be run as often as public. convenience 
requires, on a time-table satisfactory to the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and approved by them, and it shall be the duty of 
said rail company to submit such time-table for approval whenever 
required by said Commissioners, and said company is required to run its 
cars in accordance with said approved time-table. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 13, page 4, line 19, after 
the word “ passenger,” to insert “and six tickets shall be sold 
for 25 cents, each good for the transportation of one passenger 
over the whole or any part of said line in the District of Colum- 
bia;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 13. That the rate of fare which may be charged for the trans- 
portation of passengers over the line of said company within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall not exceed 5 cents per passenger, and six 
tickets shall be sold for 25 cents, each good for the transportation of 
one passenger over the whole or any part of said line in the District 
of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 15, page 5, line 7, after 
the word “ before,” to insert August; and in line 13, after the 
words “ equal to,” to strike out “2 per cent per annum thereon 
for the first five years, 3 per cent per annum thereon for the 
second five years, and 4 per cent per annum thereafter” and 
insert “4 per cent per annum thereon;” so as to make the sec- 
tion read: f 

Sec. 15. That the said com; „ through its proper officers, shall 
annually, on or before August make return under oath to the board 
of personal-tax assessors of the District of Columbia of the amount of 
its pom receipts in the District of Columbia during the preceding year 
ending June 30, and shall pay to the collector of taxes of the District 
of Columbia, at the same time and in the same manner as other per- 
sonal taxes are paid, an amount equal to 4 per cent p annum thereon, 
in lieu of other personal taxes; that the real estate of tbe said com- 
pany in the District of Columbia shall be assessed and taxed as is 
other real estate in said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 19, page 6, line 15, after 
the word “to,” to strike out “and” and insert “or;” so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 19. That all the conditions, requirements, and obligations im- 
posed by this act shall be complied with H any of the successors to or 
assigns of said company within said District. 


The amendment was ‘agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 20, page 6, line 17, after 
the word “ within,” to insert“ sixty ; ” in dine 18, after the word 
“ deposit,” to insert “one thousand,” and in line 23. after the 
word “said,” to insert “one thousand; ” so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Snc. 20. That within ao days from the approval of this act the 
company shall deposit $1,000 with the collector of taxes of the District 
of Columbia, to guarantee the construction of this railroad within the 
prescribed time, and if this sum is not so deposited this act shall be 
null and void. If the sum is so deposited and the road is not in oper- 
ation as herein ae said $1,000 shall be forfeited to the District 
of Columbia and this act shall be void. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 22, page 7, lme 7, after 
the word “of,” to strike out “from to” and insert “not 
less than twenty nor more than one hundred;” so as to make 
the section read: 

Sue. 22. That each and every violation of the requirements of this act 
or of the regulations of the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bla made under the authority thereof shall he punishable by a fine of 
not less than twenty nor more than one hundred dollars, in the discre- 
tion of the court, such fines to be collectible in any court of competent 


jurisdiction as other fines and penalties are collected in the District of 
Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 24, page 7, line 20, after 
the word “ shall,” to strike out “ have like” and insert “ take;” 
so as to make the section read: 

Src. 24. That this act shall take effect from and after the date of its 
passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RATHBUN, BEACHY & CO. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 7271) for the relief of Rathbun, 
Beachy & Co. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, preceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Rathbun, Beachy & Co., of Webster, S. Dak., $1,000 in full 
compensation for loss in sale of cattle illegally placed in quar- 
antine by Government inspector at the stock yards in Chi- 
cago, Ill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PORT HUDSON FORLORN-HOPE STORMING PARTY. 

Mr. BULKELEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 6725) to grant medals to survivors 
and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storm- 
ing party. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to procure a suitable 
bronze medal commemorating the organization of the volunteer storm- 
ing gey against the works at Port Hudson, La., organized, pursuant 
to General Order No. 49, by command of Major-General Banks, com- 
manding the Department of the Gulf, June 15, 1863, and present one 
of said medals to each of the volunteers of said storming party, or in 
case of the decease of the volunteer said medal shall be given to his 
widow or oldest heir: Provided, That such medal shal! bear an in- 
scription in suitable language, to be designated by the Secretary of War, 
giving the name of the volunteer, his company and regiment, and 
stating in substance that the person to whom this medal was awarded 
volunteered for said storming 1 a Provided further, That for the 
purposes of this act the sum 9 $2,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAMS ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7515) to authorize the Missouri River 
Improvement Company, a Montana corporation, to construct a 
dam or dams across the Missouri River. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
“points,” to insert “to be approved by the Secretary of War; 
in line 8, after the word “ five,” to strike out “ west” and in- 
sert “east;” in line 10, after the word “ meridian,” to strike 
out “to be determined by them, and approved: by the Secretary 
of War;” and on page 2, line 3, after the word “ use,” to strike 
out the following proviso: 


Provided, That the plans for the construction of said dam or dams 
and appurtenant works shall be submitted to and approved by the Chief 
of Engineers and the Secretary of War: Provided further, That when- 
ever required to do so by the Secretary of War said company, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, shall construct and maintain in connection with said 
dam or dams a suitable boom or log sluice; that said company, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, shall construct and maintain in said dam or dams 
suitable fishways, to be approved by the United States Fish Commis- 
sioner, and shall obtain and convey to the United States, whenever re- 
quested to do so by the Secretary of War, clear title to such land as in 
his judgment may be required for constructions and approaches to said 
dam or dams for transferring boats and freight around the same, and 
shall grant to the United States a free use of water power for operating 
such construction work; and to insure compliance with these conditions 

d com y, its successors or assigns, shall execute and deliver to 
the Secretary of War a proper bond in such amount as may be fixed by 
him: And provided further, That the said company, its successors or 
assigns, shall be liable for any damage to private property resulting 
from the construction and operation of said dam or dams, and appur- 
tenant works, either by overflow or otherwise, and proceedings to re- 
cover compensation for such damage may be instituted either in the 
State or Federal courts. 


And insert: 


in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate 
cerita agg of dams across navigable waters,” approved June 21, 


So as to make the section read: 


That the consent of the Government is hereby 
River Improvement Company, a Montana corporation, its successors or 


ven to the Missouri 


assigns, to construct across the Missouri River at some point or points, 
to be approved by the Secretary of War, between ons 20 and 21 
township 21 north, range 5 east, and the north line of township 24 
north, range 8 east, Montana meridian, a dam or dams and canals and 
appurtenances thereof for water power and other 8 and in con- 
nection therewith a foot bridge or bridges for public use, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the con- 
struction of dams across navigable waters,” approved June 21, 1906. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 5, to strike 
out section 2, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That this act shall be null and void unless the structures 
herein authorized shall be commenced within one year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PREVENTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 16868) for the prevention of 
scarlet fever, diphtheria, measles, whooping cough, chicken pox, 
epidemic cerebro-spinal meningitis, and typhoid fever in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

T. J. H. HARRIS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have three or four House 
bills concerning matters to which no one will object, which I 
now ask to have considered. I first ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a bill (H. R. 6417) for the relief of 
T. J. H. Harris. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
ef the Treasury to pay to T. J. H. Harris, of Union, S. C., 
$241.55, that being the balance due him for services rendered 
the United States in enumerating the population of Union 
County, S. C., in the year 1860. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF BENJAMIN F. PETTIT. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I now ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9132) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Benjamin F. Pettit. r 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay the legal representatives of Benjamin F. 
Pettit, of Spartanburg, S. C., $146.97, for services rendered the 
United States in carrying the mails in 1860 and 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CHARLES D. SOUTHERLIN, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. SCOTT. I trust the Senator from South Carolina will 
allow some other bills which have been awaiting consideration 
to be now considered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will say to the Senator that I shall be 
done in a minute. The bills for which I ask consideration are 
House bills and have been waiting for a long time. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator, I trust, will give some other 
House bills an opportunity to be considered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I shall be through in a moment. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I now ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9131) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Charles D. Southerlin. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay the legal representatives of Charles D. 
Southerlin, of Greenville, S. C., $537.52 for ‘services rendered 
the United States in carrying the mails in 1860 and 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

T. B. STACKHOUSE. 

Mr. TILLMAN. One more bill and I am done, Mr. President. 
I now ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 6418) for the relief of T. B. Stackhouse, a deputy 
collector of internal revenue for the district of South Carolina 
during the fiscal year 1894 and 1895. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to T. B. Stackhouse $72.32, being the 
balance due for necessary traveling expenses as deputy collector 
-of internal revenue for the district of South Carolina for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN REGISTERS FOR STEAMERS MARIE AND SUCCESS. 


Mr. DEPEW. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7014) to provide American registers 
for the steamers Marie and Success. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation to cause the foreign-built steamers Marie 
and Success, wrecked in the waters of Cuba and the Isthmus of 

- Panama, respectively, and purchased and wholly owned by the 
Merritt & Chapman Derrick and Wrecking Company, of New 
York City, incorporated under the laws of the State of West 
Virginia, to be registered as vessels of the United States when- 
eyer it shall be shown to the Commissioner of Navigation that 
the repairs on each of the vessels. amount to three times the 
actual cost of each of the wrecks to the owner. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘ 


ESTATE OF CAPT. CHARLES E. RUSSELL. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (II. R. 10015) for the relief of the 
estate of Capt. Charles E. Russell, deceased. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from Texas as to whether or not this is a brief bill, 
and whether there will be any opposition to it? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is a very short bill, I will state to the 
Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And there is no opposition to it? 

Mr. CULBERSON. None that I have ever heard of. The bill 
has passed the House. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the estate of Capt. Charles E. Russell, 
deceased, $721.86, that being the amount due for money dis- 
bursed by him while serving as quartermaster, Eighth United 
States Infantry, he having died in the service May 26, 1902, be- 
fore he had time to prepare a proper settlement with the United 
States Government, which settlement was being prepared at the 
time of his death. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FORT BERTHOLD INDIAN RESERVATION, N. DAK. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 7495) to define the status of 
certain patents and pending entries, selections, and filings on 
lands formerly within the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation in 
North Dakota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that all 
patents heretofore issued on entries and selections made with- 
out fraud under any of the laws providing for disposal of the 
public lands, on lands formerly within the Fort Berthold Indian 
Reservation, in North Dakota, which were opened to settlement 
by the President’s proclamation dated May 20, 1891, pursuant 
to the provisions of an act entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses,” approyed March 3, 1891, shall have the same effect, and 
all pending entries, selections, or filings embracing such lands 
made prior to November 14, 1906, shall be disposed of in the 
same manner and under the same restrictions and limitations as 
if the lands included in such patents, entries, selections, or 
filings had been subject to disposition under the general pro- 
visions of the public-land laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ALEXANDER PLACE AND POPLAR STREET, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 19568) vacating Alexander place 
and Poplar street in the subdivision of a part of a tract called 
Lincoln, District of Columbia, and vesting title in the pres- 
ent owner. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to abandon Alexander place 


and that portion of Poplar street dedicated to the District of 
Columbia in the subdivision of a part of Lincoln, recorded in 
book county 18, page 35, of the records of the surveyor's office, 
the area so abandoned to revert to the present owner of all the 
lots in the subdivision. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS TUG FORK OF BIG SANDY RIVER. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 23219) to authorize Majestic Col- 
lieries Company, of Eckman, W. Va., to construct a bridge 
across Tug Fork of Big Sandy River about 24 miles west of 
Devon, W. Va., a station on the Norfolk and Western Railway. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I also ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 24109) to authorize the Norfolk 
and Western Railway Company to construct sundry bridges 
across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, in section 
1, on page 1, line 10, after the word “ as,” to strike out the word 
“the” and insert “may be selected by;” and in line 11, after 
the word “ Company,” to strike out“ may deem suitable for the 
passage of its road, over the said Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River in the States of West Virginia and Kentucky and in the 
States of West Virginia and Virginia” and insert “and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War;”’ so as to make the section 
read: 

That the Norfolk and Western Railway C — 
ganized under the laws of the State te Wenig 112 88 
assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and 
operate bridges and’ approaches thereto across the Tug Fork of Big 
Sandy River at such points where the same forms. the boundary line 
between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky or the boundary line 
between the States of West Virginia and Virginia, as may be selected 
by said company and approved by the Secretary of War, in accordance 


with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the con- 
struction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


LYMAN BALLOU. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 23889) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue deed of conveyance to Lyman Ballou 
to certain lands in Custer County, S. Dak. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue a deed of conveyance to Lyman Ballou, 
of the town of Buffalo Gap, Custer County, S. Dak., to the fol- 
lowing-described lands, to wit: The north 100 feet of lot 1 
in block 7 of the original town of Buffalo Gap; also all that part 
of the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter of section 29 
in township 6 south, of range 7 east of the Black Hills meridian, 
bounded and described as follows, to wit: Beginning at the inter- 
section of the north line of Pine street with the west line of Sec- 
ond street, running thence east on the north line of Pine street 80 
feet; thence south on the east line of Second street 80 feet; 
thence west on the south line of Pine street 80 feet; thence north 
on the west line of Second street 80 feet to the place of beginning, 
as said streets are laid down and described on the plat of the 
town of Buffalo Gap, on record in the office of the register of 
deeds of Custer County, S. Dak., all in the town of Buffalo Gap, 
Custer County, S. Dak. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I suggest the want of a 
quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Clapp Flint ` Knox 
Blackburn Clark, Mont. Frazier Latimer 
Brandegee Hemenway 59 5 Long 
Bulkeley Clay Fulton McCreary 
Burkett Crane Gallinger McCumber 
Burnham Culberson Clark, Wyo. McLaurin 
Burrows Curtis Heyburn Mallory 
Carmack Depew Kean Millard 
Carter Dick . Kittredge Money 
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Morgan Perkins Stone Tillman 
Overman Smoot Sutherland Whyte 
Patterson Spooner Taliaferro 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


ISSUANCE OF LAND PATENTS, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. Carrer on the 9th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That under the homestead laws of the United States a 
duly qualified entryman furnishing competent evidence of full compli- 
ance with said laws and all rules and regulations promulgated by au- 
thority thereof is, in the absence of contest or of any charge or evi- 
`~ dence of fraud or mistake, legally entitled to a patent for the land em- 
braced in the entry as to which final proof has been so furnished, and 
no executive officer is authorized to forbid and prevent the issuance and 
delivery of such patent. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, yesterday when I concluded 
my remarks I was considering the special message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, which was sent to the Senate on 
December 17, relative to the public lands of the United States 
and their disposal. I was particularly considering that portion 
of the message which advised the Senate that the President 
had suspended the operation of the public-land laws and had 
directed that the Secretary of the Interior should issue no more 
patents under any land laws until certain conditions were com- 
plied with. I had discussed, first, the right of the President to 
make this order, and had cited to the Senate the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States to the effect that the 
operation of a law can not be suspended by an Executive order 
of the President of the United States or of any other officer of 
the United States. I had discussed the situation in which this 
Executive order left the homesteaders upon the public lands of 
the United States and had drawn the attention of the Senate to 
the number of persons affected by this order and the manner 
in which the order did affect their rights. 


My attention was called during the discussion of this question 
to a subsequent order that has been made by the President of 
the United States, under date of January 25, 1907. This order 
being only five days old, it had not been called to my attention, 
and it was suggested that it afforded the relief necessary against 
some of the objections which I urged to the Executive order. I 
have sent for and have a copy of it before me. I find that it 
does not in any measure meet the next objection that I had 
intended to urge to the message. 

i MINING CLAIMS. e 

I bad about concluded the presentation of the facts in regard 
to homesteaders and was proceeding to take up the question 
of the mineral lands of the United States when the suggestion 
came to me that it would not be necessary to consider that 
phase or portion of the message of December 17 because of the 
subsequent order of January 25. I find that the order of Janu- 
ary 25 affords no adequate relief from the onerous conditions 
and results of the message of December 17. In the message of 
December 17 it is provided: 

I have directed the Secretary of the Interior to allow no patent to be 
issued to public land under any law until by an examination on the 
ground actual compliance with that law has been found to exist. For 
this purpose an increase of special agents in the General Land Office is 
urgently required; unless it is given, bona fide would-be settlers will be 


put to grave inconvenience, or else the fraud will in large part go on. 
urther, the Secretary of the Interior should be enabled 


This is the part— 
to employ enough mining experts to examine the validity of all mineral- 
land claims, and to undertake the supervision and control of the use of 
the mineral fuels still belonging to the United States. 

MINERAL CLAIMS, 

I direct the attention of the Senate to that part of the mes- 
sage I have read which refers to mineral claims or includes the 
location of mining claims, which constitute that portion of the 
wealth of the country—gold, silver, copper, lead, cinnabar, and 
that class of metals. I can not conceive of such entire lack of 
information in regard to the character, the nature, and the 
necessities surrounding the location of mining claims as to 
prompt such a declaration. I say it with all due respect to 
the intention of the President to send no message to the Con- 
gress that would not be justified, at least according to the judg- 
ment of a portion of the people. 

The proposition that the location of a prospector or miner 
shall be subjected to the scrutiny of an “ expert,” sent out by any 
Department of the Government, or from any source whatever, 
before that claim shall be recognized as having a legal status 
entitling the owner to possession and the right of development 
is beyond comprehension. The history of mining should have 
taught those who are responsible for such a declaration that it 
was not only impracticable, but that it would result in a com- 
plete stagnation of the mining interests of the coun ry. The 
mines that in this day and in the days past have produced the 


hundreds of millions of dollars which have been added to the 
wealth of this country were condemned by the experts of the 
mining or so-called mining” world, one after another, until 
it has become a matter of jest and of ridicule to talk about 
having the opinion of an expert. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Knox in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. While the Senator is dwelling upon the out- 
put of the mines, I desire to suggest for the Rrecorp the fact 
that under our mining laws and regulations as existing since 
1848 so happy has been the result that from gold, silver, copper, 
and lead mines we have produced over $7,000,000,000, added 
from the mines to the national wealth under the existing system. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The product of the mines of the United 
States in gold and silver has established and maintained the 
money standard of the world for more than half a century. 
Without it the world could not haye maintained the financial 
basis of the great nations of the earth to-day, nor could they 
maintain it. It has supplied the basic principle of finance not 
only in this country, but in others. Without the product of 
the mines of the United States in the past and in the future the 
financial system of the world would have to be changed. It en- 
abled this country to resume specie payment. It furnished a 
basis of money values at a time when the credit of this nation 
was subject to the vicissitudes of internal strife. This interest 
not only has thus contributed to the financial stability of the 
country, but it employs vast capital and labor at remunerative 
wages—wages that have not an equal in any other occupation 
on earth. I am speaking of the precious metals. I can include 
within that the great copper mines of the world, which have 
contributed to the development and establishment of the great 
electrical industry of the world and maintain it to-day and 
without which it could not be maintained. The mines of that 
little country embraced within the Pacific coast States to-day 
maintain the basis upon which the great electrical industries 
of the world rest. 

I pass these questions of economics. They can not be dis- 
regarded in considering the importance of the mining industry; 
but at this time I have it in mind rather to discuss the rights 
of individuals than the relation which this great industry of 
combined mining bears to the prosperity of the country. 

DEVELOPMENT OF THE MINES OF THE COUNTRY. > 

Congress enacted laws to promote the development of the 
mines of the country thirty-five years ago; yes, first in 1866, 
which gave to a citizen of the United States or a person who 
had declared his intention to become a citizen of the United 
States the right to go upon the unappropriated public mineral 
lands of the United States and select for himself a limited area 
for his own use and benefit, making the condition precedent 
simply that he should discover mineral-bearing rock in place 
before making the location, so far as lode claims are concerned ; 
that he should discover gold in the gravel before making the lo- 
cation, if a placer claim, so far as placer claims are concerned, 
placer claims being the auriferous gravel of the country bearing 
this metal, and lode claims being ledges of rock in place in the 
solid formation of the earth. Congress gave that right abso- 
lutely upon the discovery of mineral-bearing rock in place. 
The only prerequisite to the taking of title was the discovery 
of mineral-bearing rock in place. 

Now, the executive department of the Government would 
subject the judgment of the prospector to the inspection and 
approval of an expert. The United States Supreme Court in 
the case of Harrington v. Chambers settled the question as to 
what Congress meant when it said that a prospector might 
make a location whenever he had discovered mineral-bearing 
rock in place which, in the judgment of the locator, was sufficient 
to justify him in expending his time and labor in developing the 
prospect, not in the judgment of some other person, but in the 
judgment of the prospector. It was attempted in that case, as 
it has been in others, to interpolate the word “reasonable” in 
determining the judgment of the prospector. It was contended 
that it must be such a showing of mineral in the rock as would 
justify a reasonable man, or a man in the exercise of reasonable 
judgment, in making the selection; in other words, that it was 
not the judgment of the prospector that was to determine it, 
that it was the judgment of some other person than the man 
who was going to expend his labor and his money upon it. 

For years that matter was contested in the courts. Recorded 
in the decisions not only of State supreme courts, but of the 
courts of the United States, you will find many decisions with 
varying conclusions, but in the case of Harrington v. Chambers 
the Supreme Court of the United States said that it was a 
matter which must rest entirely upon the judgment of the lo- 
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eator; that Congress had based the right upon conditions suffi- 


ciently onerous to insure against men locating mining elaims 
and doing the necessary work required by the statute except 
where they offered some promise of becoming mines. 

PROSPECTOR HAS MORE AT STAKE THAN ANYBODY ELSE. 

No expert, so far as I know, has ever discovered a paying 
mine or a prospect that became a paying mine in the history of 
the United States. No great mine, no prospect that has de- 
veloped into a great mine, has ever met with the approval of 
the experts who examined it. I speak not only from the rec- 
ord conceded to represent the facts and the experience, but I 
speak from a personal observation of nearly thirty years. I 
saw the great mines of Leadville condemned out of hand by the 
experts from Nevada and California. I saw them afterwards, 
notwithstanding the blight of the disapproval of those gentle- 
men, produce hundreds and hundreds of millions of dollars. I 
saw the mines of Idaho, in the great Coeur d’Alene country, 
condemned by the experts of Leadville and other parts of Colo- 
rado and California and Montana, and I have lived in their 
midst while they have produced more than $400,000,000 in 
values. And yet we are confronted with the proposition that 
before the prospector, who has more at stake than anybody 
else, shall have a patent his claim shall be examined by a so- 
ealled expert. The prospector has at stake his labor and what 
little capital he has, generally consisting of the pack on his 
back. He is solicitous to find something that will make him 
money and relieve him against his poverty. Is it likely that 
he will trifle away his time upon something which in his judg- 
ment, at least, does not justify him in locating and developing? 

Congress passed in a few sections of a statute a law that was 
complete in ‘itself, which provided every detail necessary for 
the exercise of the right of the prospector and miner. The 
courts construed the law both as to the location, the develop- 
ment, and the necessary steps to be taken to obtain a patent to 
the claim. The Department in its industry and within the 
spirit of this order have formulated regulations, aceummlating 
every day, whieh have resulted in embarrassing the prospector, 
in embarrassing and adding to the expense of the man who seeks 
to obtain the title of the United States te a mining claim until 
to-day the courts are mostly engaged in determining how much 
of the law is statutory law and how much of it is regulations 
and rules of the Department. 4 

Now, this order proposes to send, to examine on the ground 
it says “on the ground”—an expert wherever application is 
made for a patent. Just realize for a moment what that means. 
The mines lie up in the mountains, oftentimes where the snow 
covers the ground for six months in the year, where it is found 
necessary in the fall to equip the mines for a siege against the 
weather of six or seven months; where men go in in the fall 
and are not seen again in the haunts of civilization until 
spring, when.the snows are off. During those periods the 
owners take advantage of the lull in the outside labor con- 
nected with the mines to patent their claims. 

The law requires that before an application for a patent is filed 
you must first apply to the United States surveyor-general of 
the State for an order directed to some mineral surveyor of the 
United States, authorizing him to make a survey of that plane. 
That is generally done during the months of the year when the 
snow is off. It takes some time to perform that part of the work. 
Then those notes go to the surveyor-general’s office, accom- 
panied by plats, made by the deputy mineral surveyor, in tripli- 
eate. It requires some time to work up the field notes and make 
the plat. In the surveyor-general’s office they receive attention 
according to the rush of business in that office, and generally 
by the time the summer weather is past, the winter approach- 
ing, the party finds himself ready to make his application for 
a patent. 

Then, if he has secured the approval of the surveyor-gen- 
eral to his plat and field notes, he files those, together with 
an abstract of his title, affidavits that the applicants and 
locators are citizens of the United States, proof that $500 has 
been expended in labor and improvements upon the claim, and 
not only that it has been expended, but how fit has been ex- 
pended. This proof must be certified by the United States 
deputy mineral surveyor who has surveyed the claim. He gives 
the length of the tunnel or the depth of the shaft, character of 
the ledge, and discovery, or whatever the work may consist of, 
which is described not in general terms, but specifically. This 
goes in with the application for a patent, and every one of those 
facts and statements is sworn to. 

Then the register of the United States land office where the 
application is filed advertises in the paper designated, which 
must be the paper published nearest the claim, a copy of the ap- 
plication for a patent, which gives every detail as to the loca- 
tion and the compliance and the ownership of the claim, so 


that the world is fully advised. In addition to that, an official 
copy of the application for patent is posted upon the claim in 
a conspicuous place, ordinarily at the point where the work 
is being conducted. In addition to that, an official copy of 
the application is posted in the United States land office, in 
that room where everybody goes to see who is applying for 
lands of the United States. 

That would seem to be an adequate protection against any 
surreptitious obtaining of title to the lands of the United 
States. The plat made by the United States deputy mineral 
surveyor shows upon its face not only a statement of what 
the work consists of, but a picture of it, drawn upon the plat. 
It is on the plat posted on the claim. It is on the plat posted 
in the land office. It is on the plat filed with the applica- 
tion for a patent. Now, where is the opportunity for fraud? 


COST OF DEVELOPING A MINING CLAIM. 

It is then up to the land officers to determine whether or not 
that showing constitutes a compliance with the law, such as au- 
thorizes the issuance of a patent by the United States Govern- 
ment to the applicant for the mining claim. He has expended 
on it not only $500, but he must expend on it as much more as 
is represented by the years during which he must expend in 
labor and improvements not less than $100 a year; and in a ma- 
jority of the cases where applications for patent for mining 
elaims are made the expenditure amounts to more than $5,000, 
and often vastly more than that. And yet it is deemed neces- 
sary to advise the Congress that an Executive order has been 


issued prohibiting the completion of the title to these applicants ` 


who have performed every act and against whom no protest is 
filed until the claims can be examined on the ground by an ex- 
pert. There is not an average of more than six months in the 
year when the expert, if he were ever so competent, could make 
an examination of the average claim because of its location and 
of the weather and of the conditions that surround it. 

The average expert comes from where? From the Depart- 
ment in Washington. What test is to be applied to this expert 
to determine whether or not his judgment or his opinion should 
weigh more in determining the rights of the parties than these 
precautionary measures that come, not unofficially or in a care- 
less manner, but through the most careful provision guarding 
against any possible fraud? 

Yet we are told that here in the recorder’s office in the city 
of Washington these claims that have passed even the scrutiny 
of the Department of the Interior and the General Land Office 
and the surveyor-general and the local land office are to be held 
up, and are now held up and suspended until Congress shall 
make the appropriation that has been asked to provide these ex- 
perts to examine them. How many would it take? How many 
experts, think you, would it take to examine the mining claims 
that are suspended? There were 1,582 suspended mining claims 
on the Ist day of this month. They accumulate probably at the 
rate of at least half that many per month. How many experts 
would it take to go upon the ground and examine those 1,582 
claims, and how long would it take to examine them in the 
snows of winter in the mountains, because mines are nine times 
out of. ten back in the rugged mountains? How soon could 
these experts be put to work were we to-morrow to make the ap- 
propriation necessary for their employment? How soon could 
they be put into the field to do this work, and how long would 
it take them to do it? 

I say, after having given the matter some consideration, that 
were Congress to-morrow to provide for the appointment of 
these experts and the fund to pay them, before the necessary 
number of experts could be placed in the field a full year would 
elapse. There would not be a report on a single mine in the 
United States under twelve months if we were to do it to- 
morrow; and we will not do it at all, as a matter of fact. 

But in the meantime this order is being enforced. The reso- 
lution of the Senator from Montana, to which resolution my 
remarks are addressed, is directed against that order; and we 
are here to criticise that order, to inquire as to the wisdom of 
the making of that order. That is our purpose. Does Congress 
have any higher function to perform during this session than 
that of protecting these citizens of the United States in the 
rights that we have undertaken to bestow upon them? Can 
Congress, with due respect to its own prerogative and its own 
dignity and its constitutional obligation, stand by and see the 
Iaw that it has enacted stayed by the hand of an Executive 
who, under the Constitution, is bound to execute the will of 
Congress, whose highest duty it is to execute the will of the 
people as represented by our enactments? It seems to me that 
the subject is one which should thoroughly appeal to the inter- 
est and attention of every Member of this body and of Con- 
gress. 

Just a word now as to the provision that was supposed to re- 


